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Ab initio calculations of erbium crystal field splittings in oxide hosts: role of the 4f
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We expand here our description of a newly developed simple and effective ab initio method of
calculating crystal field coefficients (CFCs) of rare-earth atoms in insulating hosts, focusing on Er
in wide band gap oxide hosts MgO, ZnO, TiOz, CaWOy4, and PbWOy4, which exemplify different
local site symmetries. These hybrid functional calculations, which incorporate a portion of exact
exchange from Hartree-Fock theory, reproduce the experimentally identified insulating band gaps
of these oxides. The negative values of cohesive and formation energies confirm the structural and
chemical stability of these oxides, whereas the defect formation energies indicate that Er doped
ZnO, CaWOy4, and PbWOy are easier to form compared to Er doped MgO and TiO2. Er doped in
these oxide hosts exhibits a spin magnetic moment of ~ 3 pup confirming the 34 valance state. The
CFCs of these hosted Er are determined from charge densities and potentials obtained from non-
spin-polarized calculations, involving a 4f core approximation. These CFCs are subsequently used
to solve an effective Hamiltonian and generate the crystal field splitting of Er 4f. These calculated
Er 4f energy levels are in good agreement with available experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

The partially filled 4f electrons of rare earth (RE) atoms
doped in wide band gap oxides are well shielded from
the host electrons. This enables exceptional optical and
spin properties that significantly improve the efficiency
of information storage and transmission over long dis-
tances, assisting in the implementation of the quantum
memories and transducters that are critical to quantum
telecommunication [1-8]. The crystal field splitting of 4 f
states plays a crucial role in these properties, and are de-
termined by the crystal field coefficients (CFCs). These
CFCs can be extracted from experiment through a fit-
ting procedure by iteratively minimizing the energy dif-
ference between the fit and experimental energy levels [9].
However, it is highly desirable to develop a method that
can directly calculate CFCs without relying on fitting pa-
rameters, preferably using ab-initio calculations [10-12],
which provide accurate ground state densities for the in-
teracting systems [13, 14]. This work expands on a short
recent publication|15] that outlined this approach by pro-
viding extensive additional information for the range of
materials considered there.

The properties of 4f electrons in a solid, above the
Kondo temperature, can be described by an effective
atomic Hamiltonian, including a free ion interaction and
single-particle crystal field Hamiltonian [10, 16]. The pa-
rameters associated with the free ion Hamiltonian can
be determined either through experimental fitting pro-
cedures or ab-initio calculations [17]. These effective
atomic parameters are universal and apply to all com-
pounds, even though the crystal field coefficients may
vary from host to host [18]. The CFCs associated with
the crystal field Hamiltonian are calculated by minimiz-
ing the energy difference between the experimentally ob-
served energy levels and those obtained from the pa-

rameterized Hamiltonian model through a fitting proce-
dure [9]. However, this method has several limitations:
(1) experimental data may be inadequate for calculat-
ing CFCs in low symmetry crystals [11], (2) there is a
need to account for the polarization of the crystal field
relative to the crystal axes [10], (3) experimental data
might be insufficient for magnetic and super-conducting
systems [19], and (4) metallic systems can be problematic
due to the lack of 4f - 4f optical transitions [L0]. Several
theoretical and semi-empirical Hamiltonians have been
proposed to construct crystal field models, including the
point charge model [20], the superposition model [21],
and the overlap model [22]. However, the accuracy of
these models depends on the constituent terms, which
themselves depend on CFCs [16, 18]. Further, the ex-
tensively investigated point charge model is known to be
inadequate for calculating CFCs, as it tends to underes-
timate their values [23].

An alternative way is ab-initio approach, which pro-
vides more accurate values for CFCs [10, 11]. The com-
plexity arises from the 4f electrons of RE, which are
strongly localized and shielded by the 5p and 6s elec-
trons and generally remain inactive in chemical bond-
ing. However, they can be perturbed by the crystal field
environment created by the surrounding atoms. With
4f electrons in the valance, there could be hybridiza-
tion of 4f states with other states from the surrounding
atoms, as well as self-interactions among 4f electrons.
These reduce the crystal field effect on the 4f shell of
RE, which should be avoided for the accurate calcula-
tions of CFCs. These complexities are removed by plac-
ing the 4f electrons in the core, which contribute only
the spherical components to the total density of the sys-
tem [10]. Further, the maximally-localized Wannier func-
tions approach with 4f electrons in the valence is used
to determine an adjustable parameter that controls the



hybridization of 4 f electrons with other states. However,
the value of adjustable parameter is different for differ-
ent RE ions. Another method is the pseudo-potential
method with core approximation [11]. With this ap-
proach, the tail of the 4f electrons may unphysically hy-
bridize with the density functional theory (DFT)-valence
states, which need to be orthogonal to each other [10, 11].

Here, we report a simple and effective method of cal-
culating the CFCs from DFT using a pseudo-potential
method with a 4f core approximation. Our approach is
applied to Er doped wide band gap oxides, such as MgO,
7Zn0, and TiO4 with Oy, C3,, and Doy, local site symme-
tries, respectively, as well as to CaWQO, and PbWO, with
S4 symmetry. The negative values of cohesive and forma-
tion energies confirm the structural and chemical stabil-
ity of these oxides, whereas the defect formation energies
indicate that Er doped ZnO, CaWOQ,, and PbWQOy4 are
easier to form than Er doped MgO and TiO5. Er doped
in these oxide hosts show a spin magnetic moment of
~ 3 upg, confirming the 3+ valence state. The CFCs of
these hosted Er are determined from charge densities and
potentials obtained from non-spin-polarized calculations,
with the 4f core approximation. The extracted CFCs are
then used to solve an effective Hamiltonian and generate
the 4f splitting energy levels using newly developed and
available programs for the energy levels of lanthanides
(qlanth [24] and lanthanide [25] codes). The calculated
energy levels using both codes are in good agreement with
the available experiments [4, 26], confirming the applica-
bility of these methods to any material systems involving
RE for determining CFCs.

II. THEORETICAL FORMULATION AND
COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

A. Theoretical Formulation

The effective Hamiltonian for the 4V electronic con-
figuration of an RE ion in the host material is written
as:

H.¢ = Hp1 + Ve, (1)

where Hy; and Hcp represent the free ion and crystal
field Hamiltonians [10, 19]. The former with the two and
three body operators in the configuration interactions is
expressed as [17]:
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where Hj is a spherically symmetric one-electron Hamil-
tonian, F* and f;, (k = 0, 2, 4, 6) are electrostatic inte-
gral and angular parts of the electrostatic interaction in

the two-body configuration, {4y and Agso are spin-orbit
integral and angular parts of the spin-orbit interaction,
a, B, and 7 are the Trees parameters (correction terms,
which are obtained from ab initio or fitting experimen-
tal data [17]) associated with the two-body interaction
operators [27, 28], G(G2) and G(G7) are the eigenval-
ues of Casimir’s operators for the groups G and G7,
and L is the total orbital angular momentum [27, 29].
For three or more 4f electrons, the three-particle con-
figuration interaction is included by adding ;7% (i = 2,
3, 4, 6, 7, 8) into the two particle Hamiltonian [27, 30],
where T? denotes the adjustable parameters, which are
also obtained from an ab initio method or from fitting
experimental data [17], and ¢; are three-particle opera-
tors. Furthermore, M), (h = 0, 2, 4) are spin-spin and
spin-other-orbit relativistic corrections, known as Mar-
vin integrals [31], whereas Pf (f = 2, 4, 6) represents
the electrostatically correlated spin-orbit perturbation of
the two-body magnetic corrections. my, and p/ are oper-
ators associated with these magnetically correlated cor-
rections. In our case, all the parameters associated with
the free ion Hamiltonian are taken from Ref. [17].

The crystal field Hamiltonian (Vo) in Wybourne no-
tation is written as:

Ver = Z Bf(r)Cy(0,6), (3)

k.q

where B (r) and C¥ (6, ¢) are radial and spherical compo-
nents of Vor [29]. CF(0 is expressed in terms of spherical

harmonics,
Cy(6,0) =/ i Y (0,9). (4)
ar 2k+179%7

DFT provides the local potential,

Viocal (1) = Vi(r) 4+ Vi (1) 4+ Vxc(r), (5)

where V;, Vg, and Vx¢ represent ionic, Hartree,
and exchange-correlation potentials, respectively. The
Hartree and exchange-correlation potentials depend upon
the electron densities. The local potential acts as a
perturbation on the 4f electrons of RE ions, making
the spherically symmetric 4f wave functions asymmet-
ric. This asymmetry is crucial for CFCs, which are cal-
culated by taking the expectation value of B (r) over the
4f radial wave function.

By = (Rag(r)| By (r)| Rag (1))

2k +1 / R2,(r)Vor (r)C* (0, ¢)r? sin(6) dr 6 do.
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(6)

Here we use an effective hydrogenic 4f radial wave
function. The spreading of the 4f wave function (and
thus the crystal field splittings) are sensitive to the effec-
tive dielectric constant (e, ) of the medium near the RE
ion. Nonetheless, the 4 f wave function typically extends
up to a few A. The value of ¢, , is different from the




macroscopic value of the dielectric constant in the solid,
which can be predicted by calculating crystal field en-
ergy levels at variable values of €, , and compared with
available experimental energy levels. However it is also
different from the dielectric constant of vacuum. We ex-
press the 4 f radial wave function as

R4f(7‘, €w,q~a0) = A7v3e*TZcH/naoem,q7 (7)

where A, n, ag, and Z.g are, respectively, the amplitude
of the 4 f wave function, the principal quantum number,
the Bohr radius, and the effective nuclear charge in the
RE ion. The effective nuclear charge is calculated from

Zeﬁ = nCn,l,m7 (8)

where (1 is the orbital exponent of the 4f electrons
and depends on their screening constant, which is taken
from Ref. [32]. We used 27.9784 for the effective nuclear
charge of erbium, which also controls the 4f wave func-
tion in the host crystals. Then, the CFCs are calculated
from Eq. (6) via numerical integration. To determine the
value of ¢, 4, the CFCs at different values of €, 4 are cal-
culated, and these CFCs are then used to generate the
corresponding energy levels using glanth and lanthanide
codes [24, 25]. The calculated energy levels are then com-
pared with the experiment.

B. Computational Details

Density function theory (DFT) [33] calculations are
performed to study the electronic structure and quan-
tum properties of pristine and Er doped wide band gap
oxides: MgQO, ZnO, TiO3, CaWOy4, and PbWOy, us-
ing Vienna Ab-initio Simulation Package [34, 35]. Pro-
jector augmented wave (PAW) pseudo-potentials [36]
and Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) [37] functionals with
gradient approximation (GGA) [38] are used. In pseudo-
potentials, 3s2 for Mg, 2s? 2p* for O, 3d'° 4s? for Zn,
3d3 4s! for Ti, 3p8 4s? for Ca, 5d° 6s' for W, 652 6p?
for Pb, and 4f'! 552 652 5p5 5d' for Er are considered as
valance electrons for the electronic and magnetic proper-
ties calculations. However, the 4 f electrons are placed in
core for the CFCs calculations. A sufficient plane wave
cut off energy of 500 is utilized with energy threshold of
1076 eV. The geometries are relaxed until the force of
each of the atoms becomes equal or less than 105 eV /A.
We used a sufficient k points grid of 10 x 10 x 10 in
MgO, 8 x 8 x 51in Zn0O, 5 x 5 x 8 in TiOg, and 4 x 4
x 2 in both CaWO, and PbWOy, for the Brillouin zone
sampling. The density of states (DOS) are calculated us-
ing Gaussian smearing method [39] with smearing value
of 0.10 eV.

For the CFCs calculations, we made a sufficiently large
super-cells: 3 x 3 x 3 containing 216 atoms (107 Mg and
107 O) for MgO, 4 x 4 x 3 containing 192 atom (96 Zn
and 96 O) for ZnO, 3 x 3 x 4 containing 216 atoms (72
Ti and 144 O) for TiOs, and 3 x 3 x 1 containing 216

atom (36 Ca/Pb, 36 W and 144 O) for both CaWO, and
PbWO,, which are enough to create the crystal field en-
vironment for the Er dopant. A single Er atom is then
substituted at the Mg/Zn/Ti/Ca sites. The complexity
arises due to the strongly correlated 4f electrons. When
these electrons are taken as valance electrons, there is a
hybridization of these 4f states with other valance states
(Fig. 4) and also suffering from 4 f - 4 f onsite self interac-
tions [10], which results in reduction of the crystal field
effect. The hybridization issue can be removed by ap-
plying Hubbard potential (U) on the top of GGA, how-
ever, it increases electronic complexity, which needs to
be fixed for the optical transition of the 4f states [19].
One way to resolve this issue is to place the 4f electrons
in the core, which provides the spherical contribution to
the total electron density [10]. The core treatment of
4f electrons is possible for the augmented plane waves
basis [10]. Other methods require different method of
treating the 4f electrons [11]. Thus, we performed non-
spin-polarized calculations with the 4 f electrons treated
as core electrons to generate the charge densities and lo-
cal potentials. These are then used to extract the CFCs,
leading to spin independent electron densities.

An example of the crystal field potential generated by
DFT for Er in MgO is shown in Fig. 1(a). In Fig. 1(b) the
4f radial wave function’s magnitude squared is shown,
followed by in (c) the overlap of the two that will produce
the crystal field coefficients from Eq. (6).
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FIG. 1. (a) The DFT generated crystal field potential in Er
doped MgO with a 216 atom supercell. (b) The magnitude
squared of the bare Ra4y(r) is spherically symmetric. How-
ever, the crystal field potential created by the surrounding
atoms around the Er dopant introduces asymmetry in (c) the
potential experienced by the Er 4f states. This asymmetry
is crucial for the calculation of CFCs.

We find that a value of €, 4 is close to 2 for wide band
gap oxides of this study: 1.96 for MgO, 1.90 ZnO, 2.00 for
TiOs, 2.24 for PbWO, and CaWQOy4. These values yield
energy levels that are in good agreement with experimen-
tal results. To assess this value we extract the 4f wave
functions using the maximally localized Wannier func-
tions approach (Wannier90) [10] and compare them with
the hydrogenic 4 f radial wave function form for different
values of €, 4 (FIG. 2). The extracted 4f wave functions
align closely with the analytical solution of the hydro-
genic radial wave function when ¢, , is between 3 and
4. Further, ¢, 4 is also verified from the ionization en-
ergy of Er®t (~ 42.42 eV [11, 12]), which is expressed as,



E; = _mee' Zlg

(4meesr)?2h? n? 2
mass of the electron and the permittivity. The calculated
value of €, 4, is 3.96, which is in good agreement with the
Wannier90 result (FIG. 2). This confirms that €, 4 is in-
deed small and is closer to the anticipated value (~ 2).
For example, the comparison between the extracted 4 f
radial wave functions of Er in MgO and CaWO, from
DFT + Wannier90 calculations and the analytical solu-
tion of the hydrogenic 4 f radial wave function at different
values of €, , are presented in FIG. 2. For a much smaller
value of €, 4 (= 1), the 4f radial wave function is local-
ized below 2 A. For increased dielectric constant the wave
function starts to spread out into the crystal, indicating
that the wave function is sensitive to €, 4.

where m. and e.g(= €, 4€0) are the
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FIG. 2. Comparison of extracted 4f wave functions from a
maximally localized Wannier function (Wannier90) treatment
with analytical solutions of hydrogenic 4f radial wave func-
tions in Er doped MgO (a) and Er doped CaWOy, (b). The
extracted 4 f radial wave functions compares well with the hy-
drogenic radial wave functions when €, 4 is in between 3 and
4.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Structural Properties, and Phase Stability of
Pristine and Er Doped Phases

We studied five different oxides with distinct point and
space group symmetries: MgO (cubic) with Oy, point and
Fm3m space groups, ZnO (hexagonal) with Cp, point
and P6smc space groups, TiOy (rutile, tetragonal) with
Dy, point and P45 /mnm space groups, and both CaWQO,
and PbWOy (tetragonal) with Cyj, point and 14, /a space
groups. The crystal structures and lattice constants of
these host oxides are first optimized and then utilized in
investigating their electronic structures properties. The
optimized lattice parameters (a = 4.24 A in MgO, a
— 328 A and ¢ = 5.30 A in ZnO, a = 4.66 Aand ¢
— 296 A in TiOy, a = 529 A and ¢ = 1143 A in
CaWOy, and @ = 5.51 A and ¢ = 12.13 A in PbWOy)
are in good agreement with available experiments [43—

|. The structural and chemical stabilities of the pristine
phases are investigated by calculating the cohesive and
formation energies using formula mentioned in Ref. [18].
The computed values of the formation (cohesive) ener-
gies are -2.722 (-5.185) in MgO, -1.434 (-3.693) in ZnO,
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-2.914 (-6.941) in TiOq, -2.633 (-6.635) in CaWOQ,, and
-1.927 (-6.110) in PbWO,. The negative values of these
energies confirm the phase stability of these pristine ox-
ides. Similarly, the defect formation energy of the Er
doped phases are calculated by employing: E; = Ef" —
E, — Eiso(Mg/Zn/Ti/Ca/Pb) + E;s,(Er) [48], where
Efr and FE, are the total energies with Er doped and pris-
tine phases. FE;s5,(Mg/Zn/Ti/Ca/Pb) and E;s,(Er) are
the isolated energies of Mg/Zn/Ti/Ca/Pb and Er atoms.
The calculations are performed with an Er doping con-
centration of 25% (a single Er out of 4 Mg/Ti/Ca/Pb) in
MgO, TiO5, CaWOy, and PbWO,, while 12.5% Er dop-
ing concentration (a single Er out of 8 Zn) in ZnO. The
calculated defect formation energies are 0.025 ¢V /atom
in Er doped MgQO, -0.312 eV /atom in Er doped ZnO, and
0.293 eV /atom in Er doped TiOs, and -0.036 and -0.159
eV/atom in Er doped CaWO, and PbWQy. This defect
formation energy analysis suggests that the formation of
Er doped Zno, CaWOy,, and PbWOQy is easier than that
of Er doped MgO and TiO;. We note that the values
of defect formation energies in MgO and TiOy decrease
with larger super cells: 0.007 eV /atom in MgO with a 2
x 2 x 2 supercell (3.125% of Er: one Er out of 32 Mg),
and 0.050 eV /atom in TiOs with a 2 X 2 x 3 supercell
(4.17% of Er: one Er out of 24 Ti).

B. Electronic and Magnetic Properties of Undoped
Phases

Here, we describe the electronic and magnetic prop-
erties of undoped phases. GGA calculations show that
all the studied oxides are non-magnetic with band gaps
of 4.46 eV in MgO, 0.66 eV in ZnO, 1.66 eV in TiOs,
3.95 eV in CaWQy, and 3.25 ¢V in PbWOQO,. These
band gaps are smaller than available experimental val-
ues [49-53]. However, the standard hybrid functional
(HSEO06) calculations correct these band gaps to 6.22 eV
for MgO, 2.39 eV for ZnO, 3.04 eV for TiOz, 5.39 eV
for CaWOy, and 4.30 eV for PbWQy, which are in good
agreement with the experimental values, except for MgO
and ZnO [51-53](Fig. 3). However, the use of Hartree
Fock (HF) mixing parameters of 0.45 and 0.38 in hybrid
functional (HSE) calculations correct the band gaps to
7.65 eV in MgO and 3.31 eV in ZnO. Thus, HSE corrected
band gaps are in good agreement with the available ex-
periments [19, 50] (Fig. 3). Additionally, all the studied
oxides show direct band gaps, except for PbWQOy, [54-

|. Thus, these simulations of host oxides with wide
band gaps are suitable for further treatment of RE ion
doping [4].

The partial density of states (PDOS) show that the
conduction band is primarily contributed from the O-2p
states in MgO. However, in the unoccupied region, there
is an almost equal contribution from O-2p and Mg-3s
states. In ZnO, the top of the valence band is mainly
coming from O-2p states, with minor but not negligible
contributions from Zn-3d states. In the core region (-5.80
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FIG. 3. Band structures of undoped (a) MgO, (b) ZnO, (c) TiO2, (d)

eV to -7.75 eV), however, there is a significant contribu-
tion from Zn-3d states. In the conduction band, there
are empty states coming from both O and Zn atoms, as
in MgO. In TiOg, the valance and conduction bands are
mainly dominated from O-2p and Ti-3d states, respec-
tively. The top of the valence band near the Fermi level
is dominated by p, state of O, and the bottom of the con-
duction band is contributed from d,>_,» of Ti. Similarly,
in CaWOQy, the conduction band is mainly contributed
from O-2p states, and small but not negligible contribu-
tion from W-5d and Ca-3p states. The conduction band
is mainly formed from the W-5d states. The Ca atom
shows a relatively minor contribution to both valence
and conduction bands as compared to other atoms. A
similar characteristic is found in PbWOQO, as in CaWOQy,
with the notable distinction of a significant contribution
from Pb-6s states in the energy range of -7.2 eV to -8.1
eV.

C. Electronic Properties of Er Doped Material

For the electronic and magnetic properties of Er doped
oxides, we use a 25% doping concentration in all cases
except for ZnO, where a 12.5% doping concentration is
used. In Er doped MgO, there are two distinct 4f den-
sity of states (DOS) peaks located below the Fermi level
and one distinct 4f DOS peak located above the Fermi
level in the gap. In addition, the well separated 4 f states
are found in the region between -8.50 €V to -10 eV. Thus,
only the 4f states spreading from -4.35 to -8.50 eV are
hybridized with the oxygen atom states, which results in
less crystal field effect on 4f states of Er. The calculated
spin magnetic moment of Er 4f is 2.92 up (~ 3 up), indi-
cating that the Er has 34 oxidation state. The 4f states
do appear to be strongly hybridized with the Zn-3d states
in Er doped ZnO. In the case of Er doped TiOs, the 4f
states are mainly hybridized with O-2p states (Fig. 4 (c)).
In both Er doped CaWO, and PbWO,, the 4f states ex-
hibit similar characteristics. A single, well-separated 4f
state is found around -10 eV. Between -6 ¢V and -10 €V,
the 4f states are hybridized with the O and W atoms.
The contributions from Ca and Pb atoms to the PDOS
are negligible, as shown in Fig. 4 (d) for Ca. Thus, the
crystal field splitting of Er in these oxides is primarily

X
CaWOy, and (e) PbWOy.

caused by the O-2p states and the local site symmetry of
the RE ion in the host crystals.
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FIG. 4. Partial density of states (PDOS) of Er doped (a)
MgO, (b) ZnO, (c) TiO2, and (d) CaWO4 with HSE calcula-
tions.

D. Crystal Field Coefficients (CFCs)

The Er atom occupies the Mg site in MgO with Oy
site symmetry. Due to the high symmetry of its crys-
tal structure, only two independent non-zero CFCs (Bj
and B§) are needed to describe the crystal field splitting
of the 4f states of Er. The remaining CFCs are calcu-

lated by using the relations B4, = /2 B3 and BS, =

—\/ng [11]. Here, we use Wybourne notation and units
of cm™! [29]. The computed CFCs are shown in Table I.

The value of B§ is smaller as compared to Bg, consistent
with CsoNaYbFg with Oy, symmetry [11]. The accuracy
of calculations depends upon the numerical integration of
Eq. (6), which relies on a fine grid mesh. To test the accu-



racy, multiple calculations were performed using different
grid meshes, ranging from 100 x 100 x 100 to 400 x 400
x 400 for the cubic crystal of MgO, with 50 x 50 x 50
increment in each crystallographic directions, as shown
in Fig. 5. We find that the values of non-zero CFCs sta-
bilize after 150 grid points in each direction, confirming
that this grid size is sufficient for accurately determining
CFCs. For a lower symmetry structure, there are many
non-zero CFCs as shown in Table I, depending on the
local site symmetry of the RE ions.
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€(w,q) Number of grid points
FIG. 5. CFCs of Er doped MgO as a function of €(w,q) (a)
and the magnitude of non-zero CFCs at different number of
grid points (b).

Er occupies the Zn site with Cs, local symmetry in
ZnO. There are six non-zero CFCs: BZ, Bj, Bi,, BS,
BY,, and BSYg, as described in Ref [58]. Bi; and
BSY; have only imaginary components, whereas the re-
maining CFCs have only real components (Table I). In
CaWO,/PbWOy, Er occupies the Ca/Pb site with Sy
symmetry. There are five non-zero CFCs, where only
B1, and BY, have both real and imaginary components,
as mentioned in Ref. [16]. The value of B2 is relatively
larger as compared to the other non-zero values. Simi-
larly, in TiOs, Er is substituted at Ti site with Doy local
symmetry, which is lower than the other symmetries (O,
Csy, and Sy). Thus, there are nine non-zero CFCs: B2,
B3,, B, Bi,, Bi,, BS, BS,, B},, and B, as men-
tioned in Ref. [59]. For ¢ = 2 and 6, only imaginary
components are present, whereas the remaining CFCs
have only real components. B and BS have opposite
signs and are larger in magnitude compared to the other
CFCs.

E. Crystal Field Splitting Energies

Er has a total orbital angular momentum (L) of 6 and
a total spin angular momentum (S) of 3/2, resulting in
a total angular momentum (J) of 15/2. Thus, in the
free Er3t ion, there are 52 degenerate energy levels, cal-
culated as (25 + 1)(2L + 1). The spin-orbit coupling
(SOCQ) splits these degenerate energy levels into sixteen
levels in the ground state I 1 and fourteen levels in the

first excited state *Is, and so on. Further, the crystal

field effect splits these degenerate energy levels into dou-
bly or quarterly degenerate multiplets, depending on the

BF MgO 7ZnO  TiOs CaWO, PbWO,
B? -260.96  74.19 846.34 872.91
B%, +i474.97

Bj 660.96 199.04 -493.49 187.43 90.08

Bi, +i146.80

Bi, -192.07

B, 395.00 310.25 192.40 114.55
Fi56.58 +i2.79

B§ -78.57 -240.17 466.69 87.40 138.50

BY, +i85.65

BS, -1228.92

BY, 146.98 106.82 ( 311‘06 > ( 1,82'07 >
Ti424.36 TFi352.72

BS 233.60 =+4254.93

TABLE I. Table shows the extracted CFCs of Er doped in
wide band gap oxides with variable local site symmetry, e.g.,
MgO with Oy, ZnO with Cs,, TiO2 with Dsj, and CaWOy
and PbWO4 with Sy, from DFT calculations. All the CFCs

are expressed in cm ™.

site symmetry of Er.

In Er doped MgO, Er has O symmetry. The ground
state splits into three quartets I's and two doublets I'7
and T'g, as also suggested in Refs. [60, 61] and observed
experimentally [4]. Similarly, two quartets and three
doublets are found in the first excited state, which are
in good agreement with the experiment [4]. The ground
and first excited states are represented by Z; (where i
=1,2, 3,4, and 5) and Y; (where j = 1, 2, 3, 4, and
5), which are labelled by irreducible representation (T'),
as mentioned in Ref. [62]. The optical transition from
Y1 (T6) to Z; (T's) is 6522.43 cm ™! (~ 1.53 pum), which
corresponds to the telecommunication C-band [63].

In Er doped ZnO with Cj,, TiOs with Dsyp,, CaWOy4
with S4, and PbWOQ4 with Sy, there are eight Kramers
doublets in the ground state and seven Kramers dou-
blets in the first excited state, which are represented by
Z; (where i =1, 2, 3,4,5,6, 7, and 8) and Y; (where j
=1, 2,3,4,5, 6, and 7) in the ground and first excited
states. In Er doped ZnO, the ground state multiplets
are represented by three I's ¢ and five I'y irreducible rep-
resentations, whereas there are two I's ¢ and five I'y in
the first excited state. The optical transition from Y;
to Z; is 6567.52 cm ™!, which is in good agreement with
experiment [4]. However, in the case of Er doped TiOa,
the ground and first excited states multiplets are rep-
resented by a single irreducible representation of I's, as
mentioned in Ref. [64]. The 4f - 4f transition from Y;
to Z; is 6552.43 cm™!, which is (23.27 cm™!) smaller
than the experiment [4]. In addition, the eight (4I's¢
+ 4T'7 g) in the ground states and seven (4I's ¢ + 3I'7.8)
Kramers doublets in the first excited states are identi-
fied in Er doped in both CaWQO, and PbWO, due to
the same S; symmetry. The transitions from Y; to Z; is



(a) Er:-MgO (b) Er:ZnO (c) Er:TiO, (d) Er:Cawo, (e) Er:PbWO,
(On) (Cs) (D2n) (S4) (S4)
iz, Y1 Ys Yi--Y7 Y1--Yy Y:--Y; Y:--Yy
—~ 6690 6790 6790 6790
D -63 I's -64
c rs rs [ 52
|' — 3
2 6590 56 6690 6690 —— 6690{—
> -31 ls s _ Is.e _— M6
9 6590 1—— ::: la Is 7,8 _— .8
Q M504 65901 =——= rs 65901 IE;'E 6590 Fm
S5 — . — +24 re >
[ —_ s E— Ts.6 —_— —Ir_m
6490 +—— e 6490 6490 6490 6490 56
*lisps Z1 - Zs Z, - Zg Z)--Zg Z, - Zg Zy -2
—~ 200 r. 400 1 400 ] 400
' — 7.8
€ . 200]——"=e 3g9 r 300 s 300 Fr.e
~ - e — Fa r5 _ Fs. o f— Is.6
> 1004 r - Ta 200{—— > 200 200{— Mo
o 100 — — fs 7.0 Mo
O Ta - s 7.8 s
c 100 rs 100 Fs,s 100 Is'6
w s _— Ta _— Ts I e j— 7,8
0l—/—— —Ts 0d—— —Ts6 0!—— ——Ts 0l —— ——Ts6 0i=——=—Tss
Exp. Calc. Exp.Calc. EXp. Calc. Exp. Calc. Exp. Calc.

FIG. 6. The ground and first excited state energy splitting of 4f states of Er®" ions in (a) MgO, (b) ZnO, (c) TiOz, (d)
CaWOy, and (¢) PbWOy4. The eight doubly degenerate energy levels due to Kramers degeneracy, Z1 - Zs, in the ground state
and seven energy levels, Y - Y7, in the first excited state of Er®" are identified in all cases except for MgO, where five energy

levels are found in both the ground and first excited states.

6591.30 cm~!, which is 64.30 cm~! larger than the ex-
periment [26] in Er doped CaWOQ,, while 6570.05 cm ™!
in Er doped PbWOy,, showing a good agreement with
experiment [4].

IV. CONCLUSION

We have developed an effective ab initio method of
calculating crystal field coefficients of Er®* ions in wide
band gap oxides with different local site symmetries, such
as MgO with Oy, ZnO with Cs,, TiOs with Dy, and
both CaWO, and PbWO, with S4. The hybrid func-
tional calculations reproduce the insulating experimental
band gap of these oxides suitable for the 4 f optical tran-
sitions of RE ions. The negative values of cohesive and
formation energies confirm the structural and chemical
stability of these oxides, while the defect formation ener-
gies indicate that Er doped ZnO, CaWQy, and PbWO,
are easier to form as compared to Er doped MgO and
TiOs. Er doped in these oxide hosts show spin magnetic
moment of ~ 3 up confirming the 3+ valance state. The
CFCs are computed from the charge densities and poten-

tials generated by non spin polarized DFT calculations
using 4f core approximation. The extracted CFCs are
then used to solve an effective Hamiltonian and gener-
ate the crystal field splitting of 4f states of Er, which
are in good agreement with available experiments. We
identify eight, Z; - Zg, and seven, Y7 - Y7, doubly degen-
erate ground and first excited state energy levels of Er3*
ions in ZnO, CaWO,4 and PbWOQy, and TiO,. However,
Ert in MgO shows three quartets and two doublets in
the ground state and two quartets and three doublets
in the first excited state. The calculated 4f intra-band
transition from the lowest energy level of the first excited
state to the lowest energy level of the ground state, Y1 —
Z1,is ~ 1.5 pm, which is within the telecommunication
range, thereby making these oxides potential candidate
materials for quantum telecommunication.
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