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Abstract 
The need to immobilize low-level nuclear waste, in parTcular 137Cs-bearing waste, has led to a 

growing interest in geopolymer-based waste matrices, in addiTon to opTmizaTon aUempts of cement 
matrix composiTons for this specific applicaTon. Although the overall phase composiTon and structure 
of these matrices are well characterized, the binding sites of Cs in these materials have not been clearly 
idenTfied. Recent studies have suggested that combining the sensiTvity of solid-state Nuclear 
MagneTc Resonance (SSNMR) to the local atomic structure with other structural techniques provides 
insights into the mode of Cs binding and release. Density FuncTonal Theory (DFT) can provide the 
connecTon between spectroscopic parameters and geometric properTes. However, the reliability of 
DFT results strongly relies on the choice of a suitable exchange-correlaTon funcTonal, which for 133Cs, 
the NMR surrogate for such studies, is not well-established. In this work we benchmark various 
funcTonals against their performance in predicTng the geometry of various simple Cs compounds, 
their NMR quadrupolar coupling constants, and their chemical shi\ values, while prioriTzing the ability 
to incorporate dispersion interacTons and maintaining low computaTonal cost. We examined Cs salts, 
Cs oxides, perovskites, caged materials, a borate glass and a cesium fluoroscandate. While no single 
funcTonal performs equally well for all parameters, the results show rev-vdW-DF2 and PBEsol+D3 to 
be leading candidates for these systems, in parTcular with respect to geometry and chemical shi\s, 
which are of high importance for Cs-immobilizaTon matrices. 

Introduc.on 
Cesium is an alkali metal whose ionic form plays a key role in various materials and applicaTons, 

including chemical catalysis1, purificaTon of biological macromolecules2, and optoelectronic devices3. 
Radioisotopes of Cs, specifically 137Cs, a β-emiUer with a half life Tme of ~30 yrs, are found in 
radioacTve waste streams. The long term immobilizaTon of Cs-bearing radioacTve waste is a 
challenging task due to the high solubility of Cs ions in aqueous media. Whereas  vitrificaTon is the 
method of choice for high-level nuclear waste4,5, cemenTTous matrices are usually used for low-level 
and intermediate-level waste immobilizaTon due to their low cost and ease of preparaTon, combined 
with good mechanical properTes and durability under irradiaTon. However, cesium is not efficiently 
immobilized by the alkaline environment afforded by cement. Geopolymers have been proposed as an 
alternaTve for Cs-bearing low-level nuclear waste due to their ability to specifically bind Cs ions6. 
Examples from recent years are the many studies regarding immobilizaTon of incineraTon ashes from 
the Fukushima region, which have a high content of radioacTve 134Cs and 137Cs following the nuclear 
accident in 2011. Alkaline acTvaTon of the ashes leads to the formaTon of geopolymeric wasteforms7–

9 consisTng of various crystalline and amorphous phases. The ulTmate Cs immobilizing matrix should 
be characterized by high Cs binding, and consequently minimal leaching to the environment under 
relevant environmental condiTons. High-resoluTon structural characterizaTon of Cs-bearing matrices, 
clarifying properTes such as the binding site(s) geometry, the binding phase where several phases 



coexist, and the equilibrium distribuTon between compeTng sites, can contribute to the raTonal 
design of improved immobilizaTon matrices. 

Parameters provided by solid-state NMR (SSNMR), such as chemical shi\, dipolar coupling, and 
quadrupolar coupling, are sensiTve to the local geometry of the studied nuclei, including its binding 
atoms, bond lengths and angles, and its non-covalent interacTons with the environment. Thus, they 
contain a wealth of local geometric and electronic structure informaTon. However, only few examples 
show how 133Cs SSNMR can be uTlized to characterize Cs binding sites in nuclear waste matrices4,10–17.  

In general, there is no simple, straighforward method to directly infer structural properTes from 
the NMR parameters unless the dipolar interacTon, which is proporTonal to the inverse cube of the 
distance, is directly measured. First-principles calculaTons are known to bridge the gap between 
spectroscopy and structure, thus allowing to uTlize the informaTon content of SSNMR to its fullest. 
Density funcTonal theory (DFT) has been in vast use in the physics and chemistry communiTes for 
decades due to its ability to predict diverse properTes such as ground state structure, excitaTon 
energies, spectroscopic properTes, reacTon energies and more, for molecules and solids, with high 
accuracy and at a relaTvely modest computaTonal cost. Specifically, the use of DFT calculaTons side 
by side with NMR measurements has become widespread since the introducTon of the GIPAW (Gauge 
Including Projector Augmented Wave) method18–20, which provides the ability to compute NMR tensors 
in solid systems with all-electron accuracy. Although DFT has been helpful in the structural 
characterizaTon of zeolites21,22, 133Cs has not been extensively studied using DFT-GIPAW. Relevant 
examples of the combinaTon of 133Cs SSNMR and DFT are the study of Cs adsorpTon on 
Montmorillonite Clay12, and their use to study Cs-containing perovskites23 and cryptands24.  

Prior to the use of DFT-GIPAW for probing Cs binding in complex systems such as cements and 
geopolymers, which are o\en a conglomerate of several crystalline and non-crystalline phases, it is 
instrucTve to screen the suitability of different DFT funcTonals to correctly predict 133Cs NMR 
parameters using simpler, well characterized Cs-containing systems. Cs-halides (CsF, CsCl, CsBr, and CsI) 
are the obvious place to start. Experimentally, it is well known that under ambient temperature and 
pressure, CsF crystallizes in the B1 phase (Figure 1a), forming the so called NaCl or rock-salt structure, 
as most alkali halides do. However, CsCl, CsBr, and CsI crystalize in the B2 phase (Figure 1b), being the 
only alkali halides known to crystallize in the so-called CsCl structure under these condiTons25 (the 
discussion omits Fr and At, about which no data is available)26. The reason for this difference is 
dispersion interacTons which favor the phase with the shorter distances between ions of the same 
kind, that is, the CsCl phase. These interacTons depend on the ion polarizability, and are therefore 
more substanTal in the menToned systems consisTng of heavy ions27,28. Van der Waals forces make 
only a minor contribuTon to the total lahce energy of an ionic lahce (1-5% of the lahce energy), but 
they are the factor determining the phase in this case28. Zhang et al.29 have shown that despite the 
simplicity of cesium halide structures, the popular Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE)30 funcTonal, 
commonly used for the predicTon of NMR parameters for 133Cs12,23 and other nuclei31–34, fails to predict 
the correct phase for CsCl. The same also occurs when using other GGA-type funcTonals such as the 
solid-state opTmized PBEsol29, PW91 and revPBE35, as well as for various meta-GGA type funcTonals 
(MS0, MS1, MS2, TPSS and rTPSS) 35. A plausible explanaTon is that pure DFT funcTonals do not include 
terms describing dispersion forces29,36. Pure DFT funcTonals are semilocal, meaning that the energy 
density at any point depends only on properTes at that point. Consequently, these funcTonals are by 
definiTon unable to model dispersion, which is an interacTon between instantaneous dipoles at two 



different sites. Indeed, the correct CsCl structure is obtained using calculaTon schemes incorporaTng 
dispersion29,37. 

 

 

Figure 1: (a) B1 (NaCl) phase vs (b) B2 (CsCl) phase unit cells25. The large spheres represent the metal, whereas the small 
ones represent the halide. At room temperature, only CsF adopts the B1 phase. 

 

Dispersive interacTons can be introduced into DFT by various approaches36. A common approach 
is the addiTon of asymptoTc dispersion correcTons to the energy obtained by a standard DFT 
calculaTon, in the manner of an interatomic potenTal38–45. Notable examples of dispersion correcTons 
are the Grimme schemes DFT+D38, DFT+D239 and DFT+D346; Tkatchenko-Scheffler (TS) dispersion 
correcTon40 and the subsequent Many-body dispersion (MBD) correcTon47, and Exchange-hole dipole-
moment model (XDM)48–50. AsymptoTc dispersion correcTons can aUain good accuracy at a relaTvely 
low computaTonal cost, and can be applied in conjuncTon with various, well-tested funcTonals. 
Another approach is the development of explicitly non-local density funcTonals51–58, whereby the 
energy depends on the density and its gradient at two points in space simultaneously. Notable 
examples of non-local funcTonals are vdW-DF53, vdW-DF256, vdW-DF359, and rVV1054,57. AddiTonal 
methods include dispersion-correcTng potenTals60–63, and parameterized exchange-correlaTon 
funcTonals64–66. Finally, meta-GGA funcTonals67,68 can incorporate short-range, but not long-range, 
dispersion interacTons through their dependence on the kineTc energy.  

For Cs halides, forcing the right phase upon the popular PBE funcTonal yields a good predicTon of 
the chemical shi\69, but does not solve the problem of the accurate geometry predicTon. It is currently 
unknown which funcTonal can correctly capture both the geometry and the NMR parameters of Cs-
compounds, ranging from Cs halides to Cs-bearing Zeolites. 

This work aims to idenTfy the most suitable DFT scheme for the predicTon of the correct geometry 
and NMR parameters of various Cs-containing systems. First, we screen various funcTonals for their 
ability to predict the correct phase in Cs halides. We then compare their performance in predicTng the 
crystal unit cell volume, chemical shi\ and quadrupolar coupling constants in Cs halides, Cs oxyanion 
compounds, and Cs-containing perovskites. Keeping in mind our interest in more computaTonally-
demanding Cs-bearing materials, we have restricted this study to schemes of a reasonable 
computaTonal cost. Differences in the performance and accuracy of various funcTonals, as well as 
their performance compared with experimental results available in the literature, are discussed, and 
recommendaTons for funcTonal selecTon for the predicTon of 133Cs NMR parameters are proposed.  

(a) B1  (b) B2 



 

Computa.onal Methods 
DFT calculaTons were carried out using the Quantum Espresso 7.170,71 so\ware package, which 

uses the gauge-including projector augmented waves (GIPAW) method for compuTng magneTc 
resonance properTes of crystalline structures. We used scalar relaTvisTc PAW PBE or PBEsol 
pseudopotenTals72,  downloaded from the Quantum Espresso website. Spin-orbit coupling (SOC) 
effects on the geometry were found to be sufficiently small to be neglected at this stage and were not 
further considered (see SI Table S13). The plane wave cutoff energies for eighteen cesium-containing 
systems, determined by convergence tests, are listed in Table S1 in the SI. The kineTc energy cutoff 
was four Tmes that of the wave funcTon. Monkhorst-Pack grids were used to sample the Brillouin 
zone (see Table S1 for their dimensions), and the iniTal structures were taken to be the reported 
crystal structures (Table S2).   

Various funcTonals and dispersion correcTons were used for the calculaTons of geometry and NMR 
parameters. PBE30, known to fail in predicTng the correct phase in cesium halides, is used as a 
reference, being a very common funcTonal. Other GGA-type funcTonals examined here are revPBE73, 
a one-parameter modificaTon of PBE; its further modificaTon rPBE74, which performs well for the 
calculaTon of NMR parameters in solids containing elements of the third and fourth periods75,76; 
PBEsol77, tailored to solids; and B86bPBE30,78, the recommended funcTonal to be paired with XDM for 
solid state calculaTons44. These five semilocal funcTonals are used as base funcTonals in conjuncTon 
with three dispersion correcTons – DFT-D239, DFT-D346, and XDM50,79. PBE+MBD was not used as it is 
known to fail to converge for many cesium halides, and neither was PBE+TS which is known to yield 
the correct phase but provide incorrect lahce constants80. Non-local funcTonals considered are 
rVV1058, vdW-DF153, vdW-DF256, vdW-DF359, vdW-DF-C681, rev-vdW-DF2 (also called vdW-DF2-
B86R)82.  

AsymptoTc dispersion correcTons (such as D2, D3, and XDM) are implemented post-self-
consistently, meaning they do not affect the electron density. Therefore, for a given geometric 
structure, the NMR properTes, which strongly depend on the electronic structure, will be unaffected 
by these correcTons. In contrast, nonlocal funcTonals are formulated self-consistently, directly 
influencing the electron density. However, all dispersion correcTons of any type can indirectly affect 
any molecular property via their effect on the geometric structure. For this reason, we found it 
instrucTve to compare the NMR parameters obtained by different funcTonals using either the 
experimental (crystallographic) geometry or the DFT-opTmized geometry, allowing us to disTnguish 
between geometry-mediated effects and electronic-structure-mediated effects. In the cases where 
structural relaxaTon was implemented, both the lahce constants and the atomic posiTons were 
opTmized using the BFGS algorithm, unTl the residual forces acTng on each atom were below 1.0E-03 
Ry/au. 

Results and Discussions 
Cesium halide polymorphs 

Pure DFT funcTonals are known to fail in the predicTon of the ground state structure of heavy Cs 
halides, owing to the absence of dispersion in the energy calculaTon. Therefore, the first criterion for 
DFT scheme screening was the ability to correctly predict the ground state phase, which is B1 for CsF 



and B2 for heavier Cs halides. Unfortunately, the comparison to experiment is only qualitaTve, as the 
experimental values of the energy gap between Cs halides polymorphs are unavailable. 

The results confirm that semilocal funcTonals erroneously assign the B1 phase to all Cs halides 
(Figure 2a). InteresTngly, the slope of the energy gap curve is the same for all five GGA-type funcTonals 
tested here, with the excepTon of PBEsol for the CsF-CsCl segment. The addiTon of an asymptoTc 
dispersion correcTon leads to the correct phase predicTon in most, yet not all, combinaTons of base 
funcTonals (PBE, rPBE, revPBE, PBEsol, B86bPBE) and dispersion correcTons (D2, D3, and XDM) tested 
here. The D2 correcTon (Figure 2b) using the default parameters leads to a non-physical trend where 
the energy gap is non-monotonous versus the halide size and was therefore not further used. Using 
Zhang’s parameterizaTon for Cs (!!"# = 57.74	!∙#$%

$&' , )$"# = 1.776	Å)29 recTfies this. Using Schurko’s 
D2* reparameterizaTon of the damping funcTon83 (d=3.25 instead of the default 20), originally 
implemented using rPBE, on its own leads to a nearly flat curve and a wrong phase in CsF. Using Zhang’s 
parameters together with D2* does not seUle the phase issue and does not reproduce the trend with 
respect to the halide size. We note that D2* was parametrized using the EFG tensors of three elements, 
and should in principle be transferrable to all elements. However, it was designed to provide a good fit 
of the EFG, not necessarily of the phase stability, and was trained on small organic molecules, very 
different from the inorganic salt structure studied here.  

The D3 and XDM correcTons (Figure 2c) lead in most cases tested here to the correct phase, 
although the trend is violated for PBE+D3, PBEsol+D3, and B86bPBE+XDM (the curves go slightly up 
from CsBr to CsI). A similar behavior was described for PBE+D3 with Li halides84. The energeTc gap 
between the phases is larger for PBE (or PBEsol)+D2 than for PBE (or PBEsol)+D3. This can be explained 
by the fact that D2 describes dispersion using only two-body aUracTve interacTons, whereas D3 also 
incorporates local environment effects and three-body repulsive interacTons85. 

All vdW-DF funcTonals tested (Figure 2d) yield curves of the same slope. Most of them yield the 
correct phase, as does rVV10. The hybrid funcTonals tested here do not capture the correct phase. 

 



 
Figure 2: RelaDve stability of Cs halide phases for various funcDonals: (a) semilocal funcDonals (n); (b) semilocal 

funcDonals with DFT-D2 dispersion correcDon (¡; the symbol filling indicates the parametrizaDon used); (c) semilocal 
funcDonals with DFT-D3 dispersion correcDon (r, the filling indicates the type of damping funcDon used) or XDM (À) 
dispersion correcDon; (d) non-local (u) and hybrid (ê) funcDonals.  

The reliable structure predicTon of Cs halides is challenging, since the energy gap between 
compeTng phases, caused by the typically weak dispersion forces28, is small, and is therefore very 
sensiTve to errors arising in various approximaTons of the exchange-correlaTon energy. The energy 
gaps predicted here are similar to those calculated by Pyper (0.078 eV/f.u.)86, Aguado (0.14 eV/f.u.)87, 
and Zhang (0.16 ev/f.u.)29. As shown by others29, GGA and hybrid funcTonals fail to predict the correct 
phase of Cs halides. We therefore chose to proceed with non-local and dispersion-corrected semilocal 
funcTonals. 

Unit cell volume  

In the next step of this study the ability of different funcTonals to predict the unit cell volume of Cs 
compounds was tested. The panel of Cs-compounds was expanded to include addiTonal systems, 
namely four Cs oxyanion salts and three CsGeX3 perovskites in addiTon to the four Cs halides studied 
thus far. Figure 3 features unit-cell volumes obtained from X-ray diffracTon (literature values) and 
calculated unit cell volumes obtained using various DFT schemes, along with the mean error (ME) for 
each funcTonal. We note that the DFT results refer to 0 K, while the experimental structures were 
determined at or around room temperature.  
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Figure 3: Unit-cell volume of various Cs-containing compounds as found experimentally by X-ray crystallography (asterisk) 
or by calculaDon using various DFT schemes. Some of the points are slightly horizontally shiRed to avoid overlap. See Table S2 
for references of the experimental data. The bo'om figures show the Mean Error (ME) of each func8onal, the error bars 
represen8ng the standard devia8on (1 SD above and below the mean). The mean rela8ve error (MRE) and the coordinates 
root-mean-square-error (RMSE) are found in Figure S1. 

Most schemes give a reasonable predicTon of the unit cell volume, and correctly capture the trend 
among different compounds. QuanTtaTvely, however, there are differences between various schemes. 
As expected, PBE overesTmates the unit-cell volume. Adding a dispersion correcTon to PBE results, as 
expected, in a contracTon of the calculated unit cell, to an extent that depends on the type of 
dispersion correcTon used. D2 is superior to XDM and D3 in this context, with XDM leading to an 
underesTmaTon of the cell volume. The funcTonals revPBE+D3 and B86bPBE+XDM are outperformed 
even by uncorrected PBE. This is in contrast to the good performance of B86bPBE-XDM in predicTng 
the lahce constant of the enTre series of alkali halides88. This may be related to the fact that unlike 
the former study88, the current work includes compounds containing polyatomic anions. Good 
performance is also displayed by the non-local funcTonals, as well as by rPBE+D2* Zhang 
parametrizaTon and PBEsol+D3. The tested non-local funcTonals are the best performers in this task, 
as manifested by both their small Mean Error and their small standard deviaTon values.  

133Cs NMR parameters: The quadrupolar coupling constant 

The calculaTon of the 133Cs quadrupolar coupling constant Cq, using GIPAW and the same DFT 
schemes, is shown in Figure 4. A great difference is noTceable between different compounds: some 
are very sensiTve to the calculaTon scheme (e.g. CsClO4, CsVO3), whereas some are not (e.g. CsGeX3, 
Cs2CrO4 site 2, Cs2SO4 site 1). This observaTon highlights the importance of screening a large sample 
of materials before choosing which calculaTon scheme to use. 
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PBE, though not accounTng for dispersion and not providing an accurate unit cell volume (Figure 
3), provides a very good predicTon of the Cq parameter, slightly outperformed only by PBE+D3 and 
rPBE+D2* Zhang. Adding D2 or XDM to PBE leads to an overesTmaTon of |Cq|, although PBE+D2 yields 
good geometry (Figure 3). The other combinaTons of a GGA funcTonal with an asymptoTc dispersion 
correcTon are not beUer in terms of absolute error, but adding Grimme’s D3 correcTon improves the 
relaTve error. All four non-local funcTonals yield similar results and are all inferior to PBE and to 
PBE+D3, although their unit cell volume predicTon was beUer (Figure 3).  

InteresTngly, when using the experimental geometry without geometry opTmizaTon (empty 
squares), all schemes tested here provide nearly idenTcal results. It is not surprising that the semilocal 
funcTonals provide results similar to each other, as do the non-local funcTonals. However, it is not 
obvious that these two different families of funcTonals provide results similar to each other, despite 
the fact that dispersion is inherent in the non-local funcTonals, while this is not the case in the 
corrected ones. We therefore conclude that the main effect determining the accuracy of Cq here is the 
geometric structure, not the difference in the funcTonal itself. This is in agreement with other 
studies89. However, remarkably, the funcTonals excelling at geometry predicTon (e.g. rVV10, rev-vdW-
DF2) do not excel at Cq predicTon, showing that the structure most similar to the experimental one is 
not necessarily the one leading to the best Cq, at least for the type of Cs compounds studied here. 
Moreover, geometry opTmizaTon o\en results in a higher deviaTon in the Cq predicted value from 
that of the experimental value, with the excepTon being uncorrected PBE, PBE+D3, and rPBE+D2* 
Zhang parameterizaTon. We note that the small sample of materials used here, owing to the scarcity 
of experimental 133Cs NMR results in the literature, results in large standard deviaTon values. STll, a 
fairly linear correlaTon is maintained between calculated and experimental Cq values (Error! 
Reference source not found. and Error! Reference source not found.).  

 



 
Figure 4: Quadrupolar coupling constant Cq of various Cs compounds. The black asterisks correspond to the experimental 

values (Table S3), whereas the colored symbols correspond to computaDonal results (Tables S4-S6). Solid symbols represent 
calculaDons where the geometry was opDmized, whereas open symbols correspond to calculaDons employing the 
experimental (XRD) geometry. The bo'om plot shows the mean error in Cq. Addi8onal error metrics are given in Figure S1. 
The error bars represent the standard devia8on. 

An important aspect in the analysis of 133Cs, is that in many materials of interest the value of its 
quadrupolar coupling constant is small, and its experimental measurement is therefore difficult, also 
due to its high spin (S=7/2). The chemical shi\, which has a relaTvely broad ppm range, becomes the 
more informaTve 133Cs NMR observable. We therefore turn to calculaTons of 133Cs shi\s. 

133Cs NMR parameters: Chemical shi<s 

We have used DFT calculaTons to predict the 133Cs chemical shielding tensor. To convert the 
absolute shielding to the chemical shi\, we ploUed in Figure 5a the calculated isotropic shieldings 
versus the experimental isotropic shi\s. Experimental values have been obtained from various 
literature sources, as shown and referenced in Table S8, as well as experiments performed in our lab. 
A literature review revealed that for the simple Cs salts we analyzed, different reference compounds 
have been used and occasionally spectral referencing was not clearly stated. 133Cs chemical shi\s are 
known to be concentraTon dependent90, and the use of CsCl soluTons as an external reference must 
be done with care, in parTcular when using hygroscopic compounds such as CsNO3. The commonly 
cited manuscript by Haase91 contains data from experiments performed on staTc samples and at a low 
field (2.1T), and reports that a soluTon of 0.5m CsCl resonates at +6.1 ppm with respect to infinite 
diluTon, and that solid CsCl is at 228.1 ppm. A later study by Mooibroek92 reports solid CsCl to be 
+223.2 ppm with respect to 0.5m CsCl, and this value is more commonly used in the literature, 
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although various studies also use a 0.5M or 1M CsCl soluTon as the reference value of 0 ppm. Our 
experimental data, measured under 5 kHz magic-angle spinning at a field of 14.1T, shown in Figure S4, 
allowed us to reconcile the seemingly contradicTng literature results, sehng a uniform reference scale. 
We used solid CsCl as a reference at +223.2 ppm, obtained that a 1M CsCl soluTon has a chemical shi\ 
of 5.0 ppm, and from several soluTons of CsCl the infinite diluTon chemical shi\ value is projected to 
-6.1 ppm, in agreement with Haase and the correcTon by Mooibroek for solid samples. All 
experimental values obtained from the literature were therefore re-referenced using the corrected 
scale. To demonstrate the usefulness of using solid CsCl as a reference, we also show in Figure S4 that 
its chemical shi\ is independent of temperature, whereas for 0.1M CsNO3 in D2O (IUPAC 
recommendaTon), a shi\ of 1.9ppm is observed over 15°C. 

The correlaTons between the re-referenced experimental chemical shi\s and calculated chemical 
shielding, presented in Figure 5a, reveal that most calculaTon schemes are well fiUed by linear curves, 
with the excepTon being rPBE+D2*. However, the slopes differ from the ideal value of -1 (Figure 5). 
The greatest deviaTons from the ideal slope are those of XDM corrected funcTonals and of rPBE+D2*, 
the laUer being greatly improved by adding Zhang’s parametrizaTon along with that of D2*. The slopes 
closest to -1 are those of revPBE+D3 (-0.90±0.03) and PBE+D3 (-1.18±0.04). Most other funcTonals 
feature slopes in the range [-1.45, -1.2], the differences between most funcTonals being insignificant, 
even when comparing, for example, between uncorrected semilocal funcTonals using the 
experimental geometry and non-local ones including geometry opTmizaTon.  

 

Figure 5: (a) LinearizaDon plots of the isotropic shielding of various schemes and (b) their corresponding slopes. The 
error bars of the slopes represent standard devia8ons. diso are averaged experimental results collected from the literature 
(re-referenced) and from our own measurements (Table S8 and Figure S4). 

We used the fiUed correlaTons to convert the calculated chemical shieldings to shi\s. The results, 
ploUed in Figure 6, show that all funcTonals capture the general trend in the chemical shi\s of different 
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systems. However, quanTtaTve accuracy differs between different schemes. When using the 
experimental geometry, the shi\ is nearly independent of funcTonal, as reported in other studies93, 
and as we observed in the predicTon of Cq. Geometry opTmizaTon improves the accuracy for most 
schemes, in contrast to the case of Cq calculaTon. While for experimental geometry the Mean 
Absolute Error (MAE) of δiso values is mostly between 15-20 ppm (empty symbols), the best accuracy 
a\er opTmizaTon is achieved by PBEsol+D3 (MAE=6.2 ppm), rev-vdW-DF2 (8.9), PBE+D2 (9.7), 
revPBE+D3 (10.4), PBE+D3 (10.5), rVV10 (10.8), and vdW-DF-C6 (10.9). These MAE’s amount to 3% of 
the total shi\ span (372 ppm). InteresTngly, it has been shown that PBE+D3 does not perform well in 
the calculaTon of 13C chemical shi\ in zeolites93, whereas PBEsol+D3 is usually not used for chemical 
shi\ calculaTons.  

Again, the limited availability of experimental 133Cs NMR results manifests itself in broad error 
margins, precluding a definite choice of the best-performing funcTonal. However, the funcTonals 
displaying a small Mean Absolute Error also tend to display a lower standard deviaTon compared to 
the others, supporTng their idenTficaTon as good performers. Another comment regarding the 
variability of the average error, is that this variability is small for the unit cell volume (Figure 3), but 
large for the NMR parameters (Figure 4,Figure 6), although the sample size is nearly the same for both 
(not idenTcally the same due to two of the systems containing two Cs-sites each). This suggests that 
for many funcTonals, the performance in geometry opTmizaTon is quite the same for different 
materials, but the performance of GIPAW for NMR parameters calculaTon is more sensiTve to the 
system. 

 To disTnguish between a systemaTc tendency rather than a random error in the esTmaTon of the 
chemical shi\, we also show the Mean Signed Error in Figure S1. For all tested funcTonals, the MSE is 
pracTcally zero, indicaTng a random error.   

 



 
Figure 6: ComputaDonal and experimental values of the isotropic chemical shiRs for various Cs compounds. Experimental 

values (Table S8) were partly measured by us (spectra shown on Figure S4) and partly by others. The bo'om plot shows the 
mean absolute error in δiso. Error bars represent Standard DeviaDon. An addi8onal error metric is found in Figure S1. The 
calculated shiNs, aNer lineariza8on, are explicitly given in Tables S9-S12. 

When zooming in on a more subtle trend, that of the isotropic chemical shi\ versus the halide size 
(Figure 7), and observing the apparently best funcTonals for the chemical shi\ predicTon, it can be 
seen that revPBE+D3 fails to predict the trend in CsI, whereas rev-vdW-DF2 and PBEsol+D3, which were 
successful for the Cs halides, fail in CsGeX3 (note that the parabolic shape, where the maximum is at 
Br, is kept). Only PBE+D3 qualitaTvely captures the halide trends in both series. 

 
Figure 7: Isotropic chemical shiRs for (a) Cs halides and (b) Perovskites (Cesium Germanium halides). 

Chemical shi\ anisotropy (CSA) values have also been calculated for the various materials, and are 
shown in Figure S5 in the SI. 
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Overall performance of func?onals – Cs halides, oxyanions, perovskites 

The mean errors of all funcTonals (including geometry opTmizaTon) for the unit cell volume, 
isotropic shi\, and quadrupolar coupling constant are summarized in Figure 8. 

 

 

Figure 8: MRE of the unit cell volumes (black, empty squares are for negaDve values), MAE of the isotropic chemical shiRs 
(green), and MRE of the quadrupolar coupling constants (red) for all schemes. Symbols represent mean values; error bars 
represent Standard DeviaDon. 

PBE characterisTcally overesTmates the unit cell volume, while providing good (yet not the best) 
NMR parameters. Adding the D2 correcTon leads to an underesTmaTon of the cell volume while 
marginally improving the accuracy of the chemical shi\. Adding the D3 correcTon to PBE leads to very 
good overall performance, among the best in each of the three observables. XDM correcTon to PBE or 
B86bPBE, leads to a major underesTmaTon of the cell volume, as well as to poor chemical shi\ 
predicTon. rPBE+D2, using Zhang’s parametrizaTon for Cs, provides good accuracy in the geometry, 
but not in the NMR parameters. Schurko’s D2* parametrizaTon has a marginal effect only. InteresTngly, 
PBEsol+D2 fails in the geometry, but performs well for the NMR parameters (but with larger than 
typical standard deviaTons). Likewise, revPBE+D3 fails in the geometry, but surprisingly excels in Cq 
predicTon, while performing well for the shi\. PBEsol+D3 performs very well, among the best, for the 
volume and the quadrupolar coupling, and excels in chemical shi\. Its overall performance is among 
the best. 

rVV10, vdW-DF-C6 and rev-vdW-DF2 excel at the unit cell predicTon, while performing among the 
best in the chemical shi\, and provide reasonably good quadrupolar coupling constants. vdW-DF3-
opt1 is slightly inferior to them. 
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To sum up, this panel shows PBE+D3, PBEsol+D3, rVV10, vdW-DF-C6 and rev-vdW-DF2 to display 
good overall performance in predicTng the geometry and NMR parameters of Cs salts, oxyanions and 
perovskites. 

Extension to addi?onal systems 

To examine whether the results obtained using Cs salts, oxyanions and perovskites are transferrable 
to different Cs-containing systems, we applied the best performing funcTonals to  very different 
systems, the structures of which are shown in Figure 994. These systems differ from those in the set 
used in the previous secTon in several ways. CsCd(SCN)3 (Figure 9a) is again a perovskite, but it contains 
a heavier element, Cd; in CsBPh4 (9b) Cs interact with induced dipoles in the aromaTc rings, unlike the 
ionic systems studied above; in [2.2.2] cryptand (9c) Cs interacts with electronegaTve atoms (O, N) in 
the altogether neutral complex via ion-dipole interacTons, forming a stable coordinaTon complex 
encapsulaTng the metal in a spheroidal cavity, somewhat analogously to Cs binding to zeolites, 
although with shorter Cs-O distances; CsB3O5 (9d) is a glassy system; in CsSc3F10 (9e) the coordinaTon 
number of Cs is uncharacterisTcally high (18); CsPbI3 (9f-g) is challenging due to the presence of the 
heavy Pb atom, in addiTon to Cs. Hence, we also compared in Figure S6 our calculaTons to those 
obtained including SOC showing that improvement is system dependent95 .  

Here again we examine the predicTon of unit cell volume, the quadrupolar coupling constant, and 
the isotropic chemical shi\. The results are shown in Figure 10. 

 

 

 
Figure 9: Structures of (a) CsCd(SCN)396, (b) CsBPh497, (c) [Cs+(Cryptand[2.2.2])]I-94, (d) CsB3O598, (e) CsSc3F1099, (g) 

hexagonal CsPbI3100, (h) tetragonal CsPbI3101. 



 
Figure 10: (a) Unit cell volume, (b) Cq, (c) δiso and (d,e,f) error analysis. Symbols represent mean values; error bars 

represent Standard DeviaDon. See SI Table S8 for references of experimental values.  

As shown in Figure 10, here again the PBE funcTonal overesTmates the unit cell volume, while 
performing reasonably well (but not the best) in Cq. Its chemical shi\ performance is similar to that of 
most other funcTonals considered at this stage. PBE+D3 excels in the geometry, while being on-par 
with others in chemical shi\, in line with the previous results (Figure 4, Figure 6). RevPBE+D3 shows 
the largest error in chemical shi\, despite a relaTvely good geometry predicTon, unlike the previous 
results. PBEsol+D3, which was the best performer in chemical shi\ for the simple systems, followed 
closely by rev-vdW-DF2, is again comparable with the laUer in all three observables. All non-local 
funcTonals tested here excel at geometry predicTon. Rev-vdW-DF282 has previously been shown to 
successfully predict the structural, mechanical, cohesive and vibraTonal properTes of both weakly and 
strongly bound solids102, as well as the interlayer binding energy of mulTlayered solids103 and the 
adsorpTon energy of adsorbed molecules104,105. It is however not yet widely used for chemical shi\ 
predicTon106, and we are unaware of Cq calculaTons using this funcTonal. We are also unaware of 
studies using PBEsol+D3 for the calculaTon of NMR parameters. 

To conclude, switching from small systems to more complicated and diverse compounds, 
PBEsol+D3 and rev-vdW-DF2 maintain their overall good performance and relaTve advantage. While 
we cannot determine if this conclusion holds for other materials due to the relaTvely small (20) set of 
disTnct Cs sites studied here, these funcTonals appear to be a promising choice for the determinaTon 
of Cs geometry and NMR parameters, in parTcular chemical shi\s that are more useful for 
disTnguishing between the chemical environments of Cs. 
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Summary & Conclusions 
A series of DFT funcTonals were screened for their performance and accuracy in the predicTon of 

the geometry, quadrupolar coupling constants, and chemical shi\s of cesium-133 in Cs-based halides, 
oxyanions and perovskites. The funcTonals chosen were those considering dispersive interacTons, in 
order to faithfully predict the phase of Cs halides, while keeping a low computaTonal cost. The best 
performing funcTonals, chosen mainly based on their performance with respect to geometry and 
isotropic chemical shi\ predicTons, were then tested on seven addiTonal materials, which exhibit 
chemical environments, bonding and coordinaTon that are different than the above-menToned 
inorganic compounds, including interacTons of the Cs caTon with polar groups resembling to some 
extent Cs caged in zeolites. Overall, we examined 20 different Cs sites from 18 different compounds. 
While no single funcTonal performs best for all parameters (geometry, chemical shi\, quadrupolar 
coupling), the results suggest that two of the funcTonals tested, rev-vdW-DF2 and PBEsol+D3, 
maintained their advantage in predicTng both geometry and isotropic shi\s in these seven addiTonal 
diverse materials.  

Further work should be dedicated to the implementaTon of these funcTonals to the more 
challenging systems such as zeolites or geopolymers, used for the sequestraTon and immobilizaTon of 
radioacTve Cs species. More advanced (and computaTonally more expensive) meta-GGA and various 
hybrid funcTonals, possibly in combinaTon with dispersion correcTons may also be considered for 
these structurally complex systems.  

As this work was the first stage of funcTonal screening, it did not incorporate SOC, whose 
computaTonal cost would have limited the number of tested systems and funcTonals. Further studies 
will have to consider the contribuTon of SOC to the accuracy and precision in predicTng geometry and 
NMR parameters. 
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Computa(onal parameters 

Table S1 lists the energy cutoff values and Monkhorst-Pack grid dimensions used in each calculaQon. 

 

Table S1: energy cutoff and grid sizes used for the calcula9ons. 

 

 

system Ecut [Ry] kgrid xyz 
CsF 100 12 12 12 
CsCl 80 8 8 8 
CsBr 100 8 8 8  
CsI 100 8 8 8 
Cs2CrO4 80 5 6 4 
CsClO4 100 7 6 4 
Cs2SO4 100 8 6 5 
CsVO3 110 10 7 10 
CsGeCl3 100 12 12 12 
CsGeBr3 100 12 12 12 
CsGeI3 100 12 12 12 
CsCd(SCN)3 70 4 6 3 
CsBPh4 70 4 4 4 
[Cs+(C222)]I− 90 3 3 3 
CsB3O5 90 5 4 3 
CsSc3F10 90 5 5 6 
CsPbI3, hexagonal 110 4 8 2 
CsPbI3, tetragonal 110 5 5 3 



Crystal structures and unit cell volumes 

Table S2 specifies the experimental and computaQonal unit cell volumes, as well as the references for the crystal structures used as input for the structural 
opQmizaQons. 

Table S2: Experimental and calculated unit cell volumes [Å3] of the tested materials 

 
 

Exp  ref PBE rVV10 vdW-
DF3-
opt1 

vdW-
DF-C6 

rev-
vdW-
DF2 

PBE+ 
XDM 

PBE+ 
D3 

PBE + 
D2 
Zhang 

rPBE+ 
D2 
Zhang 

rPBE+ 
D2* 

rPBE+ 
D2* 
Zhang 

revPBE+ 
D3 

PBEsol+ 
D2 
Zhang 

PBEsol+ 
D3 

B86bPBE+ 
XDM 

CsF  54.22 1 57.11 53.52 52.02 53.56 54.12 41.56 56.28 51.87 56.55 36.03 55.24 61.19 48.10 51.99 47.30 
CsCl 70.09 2 74.24 68.54 66.25 68.22 68.92 50.97 74.36 67.51 72.80 48.64 72.80 79.42 63.21 67.32 58.74 
CsBr 78.73 2 83.87 78.02 78.24 78.75 78.68 57.86 84.48 75.92 78.73 55.50 81.50 90.59 70.99 75.97 66.37 
CsI 95.24 2 101.49 93.22 90.17 92.81 93.87 68.7 2 102.04 89.09 95.27 68.18 95.27 111.48 83.86 90.65 79.61 
Cs2CrO4 594.61 3 630.09 587.09 572.47 585.99 591.49 492.05 620.04 574.66 618.24 463.99 616.76 658.95 536.45 573.54 546.63 
CsClO4 458.28 4 499.01 447.12 438.86 449.31 455.34 401.77 480.19 455.49 497.34 417.34 497.02 499.35 425.70 450.57 429.84 
Cs2SO4 563.72 5 602.80 559.22 544.48 556.51 561.45 475.88 592.37 555.57 594.91 444.64 586.52 625.40 522.00 549.93 475.88 
CsVO3 382.21 6 418.31 381.22 371.36 380.15 384.94 356.19 408.41 374.63 409.59 335.44 408.01 427.01 349.24 375.67 354.54 
CsGeCl3 161.43 7 169.12 152.18 145.96 150.68 152.20 133.52 163.34 147.76 171.30 145.74 171.76 167.85 134.47 146.70 140.68 
CsGeBr3 179.98 7 189.43 174.38 165.74 170.85 173.06 153.34 181.75 165.04 185.94 160.81 186.76 185.40 153.50 164.10 159.23 
CsGeI3 215.37 7 228.01 214.47 203.09 208.46 211.53 184.93 219.52 199.25 218.47 193.80 216.10 227.74 185.48 200.71 194.96 
CsCd(SCN)3 967.6 8 1077.6 946.4  938.9 951.3  1010.1     1038.0  927.0  
CsBPh4 536.4 9 609.7 502.2  500.9 510.7  545.1     602.7  503.0  
[Cs+(C222)]I− 1235.4 10 1438.2 1174.8  1183.6 1208.8  1234.5     1215.7  1144.4  
CsB3O5 480.6 11 522.7 488.6  484.7 489.2  505.4     516.9  480.0  
CsSc3F10 417.2 12 433.8 416.9  421.5 423.2  430.6     440.7  413.6  
CsPbI3, 
hexagonal 

892.7 14 964.0 895.0  883.9 897.5  934.3     975.9  855.1  

CsPbI3, 
tetragonal 

947.3 15 1005.3 939.5  929.9 947.5  983.8     1011.9  913.5  

  

 



Addi(onal error metrics 

Figure S1 shows addiQonal staQsQcal parameters of the DFT calculaQons. 

  
Figure S1: Error metrics of DFT func9onals: a) Mean Rela9ve Error of the unit cell volume; b) Mean RMSD of the atom 
coordinates; c) Mean Absolute Error and d) Mean Rela9ve Error of the quadrupolar coupling constant; e) Mean Signed Error 
of the isotropic chemical shiL, in ppb. 
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Quadrupolar coupling constants 

Table S3 – Table S6 specify the experimental and computaQonal quadrupolar coupling parameters of 
the tested materials. 

Table S3: Experimental quadrupolar coupling constants of the tested materials 

 Experimental 
 |Cq| [kHz] η ref 
CsF  0 0  
CsCl 0 0  
CsBr  0 0  
CsI 0 0  
Cs2CrO4 I 365 0.56 16 

376 0.52 17 
373 0.55 18 

Cs2CrO4 II 142 0.11 16 
138 0.15 17 
142 0.15 18 

CsClO4  133.6 0.11 16 
Cs2SO4 I 20 0.27 16 
Cs2SO4 II 261 0.01 16 
CsVO3 225 0.47 16 
CsGeCl3 12 <0.10 7 
CsGeBr3 52 

50 
0 
0 

7 

CsGeI3 55 
52 

0.05 
0.05 

7 

CsCd(SCN)3 148 0.98 19 
CsBPh4 335 NA 20 
[Cs+(Cryptand[2.2.2])]I− 1047 0.73 10 
CsB3O5 380 NA 21 
CsSc3F10 NA NA  
CsPbI3, hexagonal NA NA  
CsPbI3, tetragonal NA NA  

 

 



Table S4: Calculated quadrupolar coupling constants – PBE and rPBE func9onals 
 PBE Exp PBE PBE + D2 Zhang PBE+D3 PBE+XDM rPBE + D2 Zhang rPBE +D2* rPBE +D2* Zhang exp rPBE 

Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η 
Cs2CrO4 I 391 0.6 456 0.6 487 0.4 396 0.6 725 0.4 373 0.6 544 0.8 393 0.6 445 0.5 
Cs2CrO4 II -136 0.5 -152 0.2 -183 0.4 -142 0.0 -193 0.1 -154 0.3 -450 0.0 -141 0.3 -153 0.3 
CsClO4  156 0.3 194 0.8 304 0.1 203 0.2 430 0.2 218 0.3 406 0.1 155 0.3 189 0.8 
Cs2SO4 I 278 0.3 289 0.0 293 0.2 269 0.1 359 0.2 275 0.2 342 0.2 274 0.3 281 0.0 
Cs2SO4 II 82 0.3 64 0.6 116 0.5 43 0.1 242 0.2 79 0.5 212 0.6 84 0.3 62 0.7 
CsVO3 140 0.2 238 0.3 266 0.3 195 0.8 373 0.8 146 0.5 571 1.0 159 0.5 244 0.1 
CsGeCl3 41 0.0 28 0.0 11 0.0 20 0.0 53 0.0 56 0.0 8 0.0 48 0.0 29 0.0 
CsGeBr3 60 0.0 56 0.0 20 0.0 43 0.0 17 0.0 73 0.0 17 0.0 64 0.0 57 0.0 
CsGeI3 66 0.0 66 0.0 25 0.0 54 0.0 70 0.0 69 0.0 29 0.0 67 0.0 68 0.0 
CsCd(SCN)3 217 0.6     160 1.0           
CsBPh4 258 0.0     275 0.0           
[Cs+(C222)]I− 959 0.7     982 0.9           
CsB3O5 -465 0.7     -436 0.5           
CsSc3F10 -431 0.8     -432 0.8           

Table S5: Calculated quadrupolar coupling constants – addi9onal semilocal func9onals 
 revPBE + D3 exp revPBE PBEsol + D2 Zhang PBEsol + D3 exp PBEsol B86bPBE + XDM exp B86bPBE 

Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η 
Cs2CrO4 I 276 0.8 444 0.5 616 0.3 506 0.6 451 0.6 573 0.6 458 0.6 
Cs2CrO4 II -136 0.6 -153 0.3 -184 0.4 -155 0.0 -150 0.1 -169 0.1 -153 0.2 
CsClO4  223 0.1 189 0.8 366 0.0 242 0.3 189 0.7 326 0.3 195 0.8 
Cs2SO4 I 258 0.0 282 0.0 327 0.1 290 0.0 291 0.0 323 0.2 290 0.0 
Cs2SO4 II 30 0.3 62 0.7 148 0.3 75 0.5 58 0.7 157 0.2 66 0.6 
CsVO3 116 0.8 237 0.2 350 0.2 310 0.8 221 0.5 425 0.4 239 0.3 
CsGeCl3 20 0.0 27 0.0 3 0.0 3 0.0 25 0.0 3 0.0 28 0.0 
CsGeBr3 41 0.0 55 0.0 3 0.0 15 0.0 50 0.0 0 0.0 56 0.0 
CsGeI3 57 0.0 65 0.0 6 0.0 28 0.0 59 0.0 18 0.0 66 0.0 
CsCd(SCN)3 133 0.9     210 0.6       
CsBPh4 215 0.0     296 0.0       
[Cs+(Cryptand[2.2.2])]I− 952 0.9     1020 0.9       
CsB3O5 -335 0.7     -499 0.7       
CsSc3F10 -386 0.9     -469 0.7       



Table S6: Calculated quadrupolar coupling constants – nonlocal func9onals 

 rVV10 exp rVV10  vdW-DF3-opt1 exp vdW-DF3-opt1 vdW-DF-C6 exp vdW-DF-C6 rev-vdW-DF2 exp rev-vdW-DF2 
Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η Cq [kHz] η 

Cs2CrO4 I 529 0.6 500 0.6 539 0.6 479 0.6 511 0.6 488 0.6 496 0.6 486 0.6 
Cs2CrO4 II -158 0.2 -154 0.3 -158 0.3 -153 0.3 -155 0.3 -154 0.3 -152 0.3 -154 0.3 
CsClO4  300 0.2 218 0.7 310 0.3 210 0.8 289 0.2 194 0.8 259 0.3 214 0.8 
Cs2SO4 I 319 0.2 309 0.1 322 0.2 301 0.1 315 0.2 303 0.1 310 0.2 302 0.1 
Cs2SO4 II 104 0.4 82 0.5 120 0.5 76 0.6 105 0.5 80 0.6 99 0.5 80 0.6 
CsVO3 354 0.5 272 0.2 358 0.5 257 0.3 323 0.5 270 0.2 296 0.4 268 0.2 
CsGeCl3 8 0.0 31 0.0 12 0.0 31 0.0 28 0.0 33 0.0 28 0.0 33 0.0 
CsGeBr3 37 0.0 63 0.0 27 0.0 61 0.0 41 0.0 65 0.0 44 0.0 65 0.0 
CsGeI3 54 0.0 73 0.0 29 0.0 72 0.0 58 0.0 77 0.0 61 0.0 77 0.0 
CsCd(SCN)3 -244 0.6       -255 0.6   -245 0.7   
CsBPh4 327 0.0       344 0.0   347 0.0   
[Cs+(Cryptand[2.2.2])]I− 1069 0.9       1072 1.0   1071 0.9   
CsB3O5 -541 0.5       -494 0.8   -485 0.7   
CsSc3F10 -555 0.9       -519 0.6   -515 0.6   

 

 



Scaling the quadrupolar coupling constants 

Figure S2 and Table S7 show a fairly linear, though noisy, correlaQon between the computaQonal |Cq| 
obtained by various funcQonals (shown are the best performing funcQonals in terms of Cq). Similar 
trends were reported for 133Cs22 and for several other half-integer quadrupolar nuclei23. 

 

 
Figure S2: Calculated vs experimental quadrupolar coupling constants of selected func9onals. 

Table S7: linear fit parameters for Figure S2. 

funcIonal Intercept±SE [kHz] Slope±SE R2 
PBE 31 ± 19 0.89 ± 0.05 0.98 
PBE+D3 20 ± 13 0.93 ± 0.04 0.99 
revPBE+D3 1 ± 19 0.87 ± 0.05 0.98 
PBEsol+D3 40 ± 25 0.99 ± 0.07 0.97 
rVV10 63 ± 27 1.01 ± 0.08 0.97 
rev-vdW-DF2 54 ± 19 1.00 ± 0.05 0.99 
vdW-DF-c6 62 ± 22 1.00 ± 0.06 0.98 
rPBE+D2* Zhang 29 ± 18 0.89 ± 0.10 0.96 
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87Rb Quadrupolar coupling constants 

The quadrupolar coupling constant of 133Cs is small due its low quadrupolar moment (-0.00343 b24). 
This raised the quesQon whether the differences between Cq values obtained by various funcQonals 
fall within the error range. To check this, we performed similar calculaQons using a nucleus with a much 
larger quadrupolar moment (0.1335 b24) – 87Rb. The results (Figure S3) show the same trend observed 
in 133Cs repeats itself in 87Rb. We therefore conclude that the differences between Cq of various 
funcQonals reflect inherent differences between these funcQonals. 

 
Figure S3: Quadrupolar coupling constants of Rb salts, compared with Cs salts. The experimental 87Rb data are taken from 
previously reported studies25–27. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

!"#$BCDEF !"#$BCDEFF !"$*CD !"#HCDEF !"#HCDEFF
#

D

I

-

./

.#

.D

$M#$BCDEF $M#$BCDEFF $M$*CD $M#HCDEF $M#HCDEFF
/

.//

#//

1//

D//

O//

I//
$M

P$
4P
ERS
7
8V

!" EW;<
E=[?
EW;<E=[?
EB]]./
EW;<EB]]./
EABCDbF1Dd<e.
EW;<EABCDbF1Dd<e.
E=[?Ib1
EBWA=[?Ib1
EW;<EBWA=[?Ib1

P$
4P
ERJ
7
8V



Chemical Shi<s 

Table S8 – S12 specify the experimental and computaQonal 133Cs chemical shic parameters of the 
materials discussed in the main text.  
To generate consistent experimental values, we re-referenced the results of several studies to fit a 
uniform scale, where solid CsCl resonates at 223.2 ppm, as commonly used in solid-state NMR studies. 
Since some studies also used 0.5M or 1.0M soluQons of CsCl as a reference28 and some studies were 
performed at staQc condiQons, we also acquired our own data at room temperature using a 14.1T 
magnet and 5 kHz spinning. We measured solid samples of CsCl, CsI, Cs2CrO4, and Cs2SO4. We also 
performed experiments on 5 soluQons of CsCl at different concentraQons at the range of 0.1-1.0 [M] 

and obtained a linear fit where δ!"#( Cs	%&& , ppm) = 11.3(0.2) / '
(()0 − 6.1(0.2)[ppm]. This result was 

obtained by referencing all data to solid CsCl at 223.2 ppm and is consistent with infinite diluQon values 
reported by Haase29 though with some deviaQons for his reported value of 0.5M CsCl.  

Our experimental results are shown in the top of Figure S4. To demonstrate the relaQon between solid 
CsCl and a 0.1M soluQon of CsNO3 in D2O, as recommended by IUPAC, we measured the two samples 
at staQc condiQons and at two temperatures (bofom of Figure S4). While the solid sample is not 
affected by the temperature, the soluQon shows a shic of 1.9 ppm over 15°C, suggesQng a strong 
temperature dependence.   

 
 

Figure S4: Top: Overlay of 133Cs 5 kHz 
magic-angle spinning solid-state NMR 
spectra of Cs salts measured on a 14.1T 
magnet. All data were referenced to solid 
CsCl at 223.2 ppm. Powder samples were 
used as purchased and contain some 
minor contaminants. The Cs2CrO4 sample 
has a large contaminant at ~0 ppm but 
the two sites are clearly resolved. Spinning 
sidebands, marked by asterisks, were 
determined by collec9ng addi9onal 

experiments at 6.66 and 7.50 kHz. Bo`om: Sta9c spectra of powdered CsCl (leL) and a 0.1M solu9on of CsNO3 in D2O (right, 
IUPAC recommenda9on) at 10°C and 25°C. The powder of CsNO3 was ini9ally dried in the oven since it is highly hygroscopic. 



Table S8: Experimental chemical shiLs [ppm] of the materials examined in this work. 

Experimental 
 δiso Δδ= δzz-(δxx+ δyy)/2 η=(δyy-δxx)/(δzz-δiso) ref 
CsF  181.3*    0 0 28 
CsCl 223.2 0 0 30 
CsBr  256.0* 0 0 28 

258.2 0 0 30 
CsI 276.1* 0 0 28 

275.7 0 0 This work 
Cs2CrO4 I -98.3^ -328.5 0.04 18 

-98.3 -331.5  0.06 16 
-100 -333           0.04 17 
-97.9   This work 

Cs2CrO4 II 28.7^              246 0.3 18 
28.2 243 0.31 16 
27.0 244.5           0.26 17 
27.9   This work 

CsClO4  2.7 34.35 0.32 16 
Cs2SO4 I 68.6 -22.45 0.14 16 

68.2   This work 
Cs2SO4 II 100.3 -46.5   0.49 16 
 100.1   This work 
CsVO3 -32.0 -135 0.44 16 
CsGeCl3 36.9 

33.7 
10 
10 

0 
0 

7 

CsGeBr3 48.2 
47.5 

-9 
16 

1 
0 

7 

CsGeI3 41.8 
39.2 

NA NA 7 

CsCd(SCN)3 54.7^ 83.8 0.38 19 
CsBPh4 -272* 36.5 0 20 
[Cs+(Cryptand[2.2.2])]I− 225 39 0.92 31 
CsB3O5 70.9* 120 NA 21 
CsSc3F10 -1.8^ NA NA 12 
CsPbI3, hexagonal 245* NA NA 32 
CsPbI3, tetragonal 119.1* NA NA 32 

* Originally referenced to 1.0 M CsCl=0 ppm. Our measurements show that with respect to solid CsCl at 223.2 ppm, the shiL 
is +5.0 ppm. 

^ Originally referenced to 0.5 M CsCl=0 ppm. Our measurements show that with respect to solid CsCl at 223.2 ppm, the shiL 
is -0.6 ppm.  

 



Table S9: Calculated Chemical shiLs [ppm] – PBE func9onals 

 PBE Exp PBE PBE + D2 Zhang PBE+D3 PBE+XDM 
δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η 

CsF  198.8 0 0 200.2 0 0 196.3 0 0 209.3 0 0 226.3 0 0 
CsCl 230.7 0 0 226.5 0 0 216.4 0 0 226.3 0 0 241.6 0 0 
CsBr  261.6 0 0 268.3 0 0 251.9 0 0 254.7 0 0 259.1 0 0 
CsI 270.5 0 0 276.2 0 0 291.7 0 0 266.0 0 0 273.1 0 0 
Cs2CrO4 I -69.4 -277.0            0.16 -69.5 -309.3 0.28 -85.7 -347.0 0.42 -84.7 -276.5 0.03 -41.2 -453.6 0.44 
Cs2CrO4 II 26.8 356.3 0.01 37.2 378.0 0.02 32.1 389.2 0.07 25.5 350.3 0.03 56.1 541.5 0.05 
CsClO4  5.4 43.9   0.38 14.1 50.2 0.90 -0.3 63.1 0.19 15.5 52.9 0.25 7.8 81.1 0.56 
Cs2SO4 I 74.1 38.1 0.91 69.3 -47.0 0.16 57.3 -46.0 0.48 72.7 -38.5 0.79 59.7 -78.7 0.20 
Cs2SO4 II 103.8 19.8 0.62 102.5 17.2 0.16 90.2 -10.5 0.58 103.9 -11.3 0.50 96.5 -30.4 0.45 
CsVO3 -34.7 -165.9 0.30 -13.6 -172.0 0.46 -19.6 -186.2 0.58 -36.1 -159.7 0.45 -29.1 -190.5 0.28 
CsGeCl3 9.8 -19.9 0 -9.6 -16.9 0.00 26.6 -9.4 0.00 12.2 -12.5 0.00 3.2 -9.9 0.00 
CsGeBr3 29.8 -24.8 0 13.7 -23.5 0.00 42.0 -11.0 0.00 38.4 -17.5 0.00 -16.5 -22.5 0.00 
CsGeI3 18.9 -12.9 0 10.9 -14.9 0.00 27.2 -9.5 0.00 22.5 -9.5 0.00 -10.4 -22.2 0.00 
CsCd(SCN)3 10.8 120.8 0.40       32.7 111.4 0.38    
CsBPh4 -223.7 48.5 0.00       -250.8 55.1 0.00    
[Cs+(Cryptand[2.2.2])]I− 254.3 -22.6 0.92       264.9 -9.7 0.33    
CsB3O5 70.2 106.7 0.67       69.5 95.6 0.88    
CsSc3F10 42.8 -116.1 0.41       29.5 -118.2 0.41    
CsPbI3, hexagonal 228.7         265.8      
CsPbI3, tetragonal 184.1         127.2      

 

  



Table S10: Calculated Chemical shiLs [ppm] – rPBE func9onals 

 rPBE + D2 Zhang rPBE +D2* rPBE +D2* Zhang exp rPBE 
δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η 

CsF  178.3 0.0 0.00 323.8 0.0 0.00 199.0 0.0 0.00 198.8 0.0 0.00 
CsCl 210.6 0.0 0.00 234.3 0.0 0.00 210.0 0.0 0.00 221.0 0.0 0.00 
CsBr  282.8 0.0 0.00 247.9 0.0 0.00 277.4 0.0 0.00 268.5 0.0 0.00 
CsI 291.6 0.0 0.00 238.5 0.0 0.00 280.4 0.0 0.00 275.4 0.0 0.00 
Cs2CrO4 I -60.0 -273.1 0.31 -21.8 -553.1 0.36 -58.8 -262.4 0.23 -80.6 -281.6 0.27 
Cs2CrO4 II 38.4 313.6 0.06 91.5 331.9 0.35 30.5 331.6 0.01 22.2 351.5 0.01 
CsClO4  0.6 48.3 0.12 -29.5 71.2 0.40 -7.4 40.7 0.42 13.2 50.2 0.90 
Cs2SO4 I 69.2 33.8 0.89 88.1 -81.3 0.23 74.7 -37.2 0.81 78.8 -42.4 0.24 
Cs2SO4 II 93.4 8.4 0.88 99.8 -60.7 0.97 102.1 16.7 0.56 110.2 14.8 0.30 
CsVO3 -20.6 -151.5 0.41 -13.4 209.1 0.99 -22.6 -152.6 0.34 2.1 -158.8 0.47 
CsGeCl3 -11.0 -21.4 0.00 -49.8 -12.0 0.00 -14.4 -19.6 0.00 -10.6 -15.2 0.00 
CsGeBr3 22.5 -25.3 0.00 -38.8 -13.6 0.00 18.8 -24.9 0.00 14.0 -22.8 0.00 
CsGeI3 30.3 -10.0 0.00 -44.4 -17.5 0.00 36.5 -14.6 0.00 13.2 -15.7 0.00 

 

  



Table S11: Calculated Chemical shiLs [ppm] – addi9onal semilocal func9onals 

 revPBE + D3 exp revPBE PBEsol + D2 Zhang PBEsol + D3 exp PBEsol B86bPBE + XDM exp B86bPBE 
δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η 

CsF  195.1 0.0 0.00 196.9 0.0 0.00 220.1 0.0 0.00 201.1 0.0 0.00 201.7 0.0 0.00 198.3 0.0 0.00 200.1 0.0 0.00 
CsCl 235.9 0.0 0.00 230.6 0.0 0.00 217.3 0.0 0.00 223.9 0.0 0.00 238.5 0.0 0.00 238.0 0.0 0.00 224.9 0.0 0.00 
CsBr  261.8 0.0 0.00 268.6 0.0 0.00 250.9 0.0 0.00 254.5 0.0 0.00 262.7 0.0 0.00 265.5 0.0 0.00 268.3 0.0 0.00 
CsI 250.0 0.0 0.00 277.3 0.0 0.00 279.9 0.0 0.00 275.6 0.0 0.00 270.3 0.0 0.00 278.0 0.0 0.00 275.1 0.0 0.00 
Cs2CrO4 I -101.7 -219.6 0.16 -69.5 -288.2 0.26 -88.6 -420.8 0.46 -85.9 -353.7 0.28 -66.0 -321.8 0.31 -69.1 -368.7 0.32 -80.0 -305.4 0.26 
Cs2CrO4 II 19.8 265.8 0.08 34.4 352.6 0.00 37.7 479.2 0.07 24.7 436.6 0.03 37.5 406.3 0.04 27.6 446.4 0.04 26.2 378.9 0.00 
CsClO4  14.6 47.3 0.05 13.6 47.7 0.89 -1.8 73.4 0.48 0.9 62.6 0.50 8.6 51.5 0.99 8.9 72.9 0.43 26.3 50.2 0.90 
Cs2SO4 I 74.6 32.5 0.67 72.0 -43.0 0.23 52.2 -64.6 0.06 61.0 -54.2 0.11 71.4 -50.9 0.10 55.8 -78.7 0.20 73.1 -47.0 0.16 
Cs2SO4 II 101.1 -5.2 0.77 104.2 15.1 0.32 92.3 -13.3 0.85 97.0 -14.1 0.86 103.9 18.8 0.04 91.1 -30.4 0.45 106.2 17.2 0.16 
CsVO3 -36.1 -128.1 0.52 -1.7 -158.5 0.46 -12.0 -214.8 0.70 -28.1 -195.4 0.59 -18.3 -183.9 0.50 -3.0 -189.1 0.65 -0.8 -168.9 0.44 
CsGeCl3 21.4 -11.3 0.00 -12.0 -16.4 0.00 46.0 -8.5 0.00 33.4 -8.4 0.00 -5.6 -17.6 0.00 18.0 -5.8 0.00 -12.3 -16.0 0.00 
CsGeBr3 61.6 -16.1 0.00 11.3 -23.2 0.00 6.3 -21.1 0.00 46.9 -13.0 0.00 15.5 -24.7 0.00 16.9 -10.9 0.00 15.0 -23.4 0.00 
CsGeI3 28.1 -10.8 0.00 0.4 -14.5 0.00 25.8 -19.9 0.00 21.3 -11.1 0.00 6.1 -14.0 0.00 0.2 -12.7 0.00 4.1 -13.7 0.00 
CsCd(SCN)3 38.3 84.6 0.62       47.3 137.5 0.46          
CsBPh4 -320.8 -3.6 0.00       -233.6 74.0 0.00          
[Cs+(C222)]I− 349.6 20.0 0.39       204.3 16.6 0.42          
CsB3O5 57.9 74.0 0.92       52.8 113.6 0.90          
CsSc3F10 48.5 -99.8 0.41       -4.1 -140.7 0.44          
CsPbI3,  
hexagonal 

283.6         272.4            

CsPbI3,  
tetragonal 

-37.7         130.0            

 

  



Table S12: Calculated Chemical shiLs [ppm] – non-local func9onals 

 rVV10 exp rVV10  vdW-DF3-opt1 exp vdW-DF3-opt1 vdW-DF-C6 exp vdW-DF-C6 rev-vdW-DF2 exp rev-vdW-DF2 
δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η δiso Δδ η 

CsF  190.5 0.0 0.00 194.6 0.0 0.00 196.6 0.0 0.00 191.1 0.0 0.00 188.9 0.0 0.00 210.6 0.0 0.00 185.8 0.0 0.00 193.4 0.0 0.00 
CsCl 223.6 0.0 0.00 227.4 0.0 0.00 240.0 0.0 0.00 226.2 0.0 0.00 233.1 0.0 0.00 242.8 0.0 0.00 231.4 0.0 0.00 223.9 0.0 0.00 
CsBr  254.5 0.0 0.00 266.0 0.0 0.00 226.2 0.0 0.00 267.6 0.0 0.00 241.2 0.0 0.00 281.2 0.0 0.00 251.7 0.0 0.00 263.4 0.0 0.00 
CsI 279.2 0.0 0.00 276.0 0.0 0.00 283.4 0.0 0.00 273.2 0.0 0.00 280.5 0.0 0.00 224.0 0.0 0.00 275.4 0.0 0.00 273.2 0.0 0.00 
Cs2CrO4 I -99.4 -352.5 0.30 -74.1 -341.5 0.30 -101.8 -359.9 0.30 -83.8 -325.5 0.30 -100.4 -339.2 0.30 -84.5 -327.0 0.30 -95.7 -331.7 0.30 -86.9 -325.8 0.30 
Cs2CrO4 II 21.9 433.4 0.00 37.9 426.4 0.00 19.3 441.2 0.00 26.6 410.0 0.00 19.1 419.1 0.00 34.9 405.7 0.00 19.6 411.9 0.00 22.1 404.6 0.00 
CsClO4  39.1 74.2 0.23 14.7 54.7 0.87 30.4 71.5 0.36 17.8 52.1 0.87 29.8 68.6 0.23 -0.2 50.2 0.90 25.9 64.4 0.29 26.4 53.0 0.84 
Cs2SO4 I 68.9 -51.2 0.38 64.3 -54.6 0.04 68.6 -54.8 0.21 77.4 -51.4 0.09 70.6 -51.0 0.28 83.6 -52.2 0.04 71.9 -49.4 0.32 74.1 -51.6 0.04 
Cs2SO4 II 107.3 -18.3 0.52 98.5 21.0 0.09 111.0 -18.0 0.87 112.0 19.8 0.09 110.0 -16.0 0.95 120.4 19.7 0.10 109.3 -15.3 1.00 107.8 19.6 0.07 
CsVO3 -21.1 -189.9 0.51 -25.4 -192.5 0.45 -26.1 -193.6 0.58 -5.4 -179.1 0.43 -25.3 -183.8 0.51 -26.0 -181.7 0.47 -28.2 -181.8 0.51 -21.8 -182.5 0.49 
CsGeCl3 28.0 -7.2 0.00 -2.5 -17.3 0.00 35.0 -9.5 0.00 -3.9 -17.5 0.00 30.0 -13.1 0.00 -3.3 -16.6 0.00 32.2 -13.2 0.00 6.2 -18.3 0.00 
CsGeBr3 29.9 -11.9 0.00 27.3 -24.2 0.00 36.9 -12.7 0.00 18.3 -24.2 0.00 36.1 -12.4 0.00 26.1 -23.8 0.00 35.4 -14.0 0.00 26.7 -23.9 0.00 
CsGeI3 3.8 -3.3 0.00 21.6 -11.8 0.00 6.6 -8.5 0.00 8.9 -12.9 0.00 12.4 -6.3 0.00 16.6 -12.4 0.00 11.5 -6.6 0.00 17.5 -12.5 0.00 
CsCd(SCN)3 66.4 137.4 0.85          68.6 138.0 0.39    63.7 136.3 0.39    
CsBPh4 -252.5 67.8 0.00          -244.1 73.7 0.00    -237.3 73.0 0.00    
[Cs+(C222)]I− 198.7 30.4 0.04          223.6 22.7 0.09    228.7 19.2 0.11    
CsB3O5 77.7 118.1 0.96          71.7 118.0 0.84    69.5 110.5 0.81    
CsSc3F10 12.8 -122.9 0.05          -9.1 -129.8 0.38    -1.6 -130.4 0.41    
CsPbI3,  
hexagonal 

274.0            271.7      257.6      

CsPbI3,  
tetragonal 

238.7            221.7      219.8      



Chemical Shi< Anisotropy 

 

 

Figure S5: Calculated vs experimental chemical shiL anisotropies. 
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Fully rela(vis(c geometry op(miza(on 

The calculaQons in this work were performed using scalar-relaQvisQc pseudopotenQals, as GIPAW currently does not support non-collinear calculaQons and 
geometry calculaQons require heavy computaQonal resources. In order to ascertain the validity of this approach, we carried out one geometry opQmizaQon 
using fully relaQvisQc pseudopotenQals. Then, the NMR parameters were calculated using scalar-relaQvisQc PPs. The funcQonal used was PBE. The results 
(Table S13) show that the use of the scalar-relaQvisQc approximaQon for the geometry opQmizaQon is jusQfied as the errors are below our best MAEs. It is 
however sQll possible that spin orbit coupling effects may have a sizable contribuQon to the NMR parameters and our MAEs may be further reduced using this 
approach in future studies.  

Table S13: results of scalar-rela9vis9c vs fully rela9vis9c calcula9ons on Cs2CrO4. 

 Unit cell volume [Å3] Op2miza2on wall 2me on 32 cores [d] |Cq| [kHz] δiso [ppm] 
exp Scalar rela2vis2c Fully rela2vis2c Scalar rela2vis2c Fully rela2vis2c exp Scalar rela2vis2c Fully rela2vis2c exp Scalar rela2vis2c Fully rela2vis2c 

site I 594.61 630.10 
 

634.70 
 

3.5 8.5 36516 
37617 
37318 

390.8 388.6 -98.318 
-10017 

-69.4 -64.2 

site II 14216 
13817 
14218 

-136.1 -130.1 28.718 
28.216 
27.017 

26.8 27.4 

 



Comparison with fully rela(vis(c chemical shi< calcula(ons 

Very few examples of fully relaQvisQc 133Cs chemical shic DFT calculaQons are available in the literature. 
One of them33 does not include any comparison with experimental data, prevenQng an assessment of 
the importance of SOC incorporaQon. The other32 provides both the experimental chemical shic values 
and fully-relaQvisQc computaQonal results, allowing such an assessment.  

The calculaQons in ref 32 were carried out by fully-relaQvisQc PBE+D3 opQmizaQon, followed by the 
generaQon of local clusters of a central caQon surrounded by a PbI3 cage represenQng the asymmetric 
unit of the periodic crystal structure, which was used for a fully relaQvisQc BP86+D3 calculaQon of 
chemical shielding. Our methods therefore differ from those not only by the inclusion of SOC but also 
by the use of the cluster method and of the BP86 funcQonal, which were not tested here. The results 
(Figure S6) show that the fully relaQvisQc calculaQon someQmes outperforms the scalar-relaQvisQc one 
to an extent which is highly system-dependent. This phenomenon is mediated not only by Cs but 
obviously also by Pb. In the absence of other systems for which both experimental 133Cs chemical shic 
values and fully-relaQvisQc computaQonal ones are available, it is hard to draw any further conclusions.  

 
Figure S6: Comparison of chemical shiL values calculated with and without SOC. The values with SOC, as well as the 
experimental values, are taken from32. 
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