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In recent years, the negatively charged group-IV–vacancy defects in diamond, labeled as G4V(−)
or G4V centers, have received a great attention in quantum information processing. In this study, we
investigate the magneto-optical properties of the G4V centers under high compressive hydrostatic
pressures up to 180 GPa. The spin-orbit splitting for the electronic ground and excited states and
the hyperfine tensors are calculated by means of plane wave supercell density functional theory as
unique fingerprints of these defects. To this end, we developed a theory for calculating the hyperfine
tensors when the electronic states are subject to Jahn–Teller effect. We find that the zero-phonon-
line energy increases with adding hydrostatic pressures where the coupling strength increases from
SiV(−) to PbV(−). On the other hand, the calculated photoionization threshold energies indicate
that the operation of PbV(−) based quantum sensor is limited up to 30 GPa of hydrostatic pressure
whereas SnV(−), GeV(−) and SiV(−) remain photostable up to 180 GPa of hydrostatic pressure.

I. INTRODUCTION

The negatively charged group-IV–vacancy (G4V) de-
fects in diamond, i.e., G4V(−) defects or G4V centers,
have gained substantial attention in the last decades
(see the schematic geometry and electronic structure in
Fig. 1). These color centers including silicon-vacancy
(SiV), germanium-vacancy (GeV), tin-vacancy (SnV),
and lead-vacancy (PbV) defects are promising qubits for
quantum communication and sensor applications [1–23].
The G4V centers have S = 1/2 spin state and exhibit
D3d inversion symmetry [24–26] which leads to extraordi-
nary optical stability when compared to other color cen-
ters such as nitrogen-vacancy center in diamond [27, 28],
which can be utilized in quantum communication tech-
nologies [21, 22]. The electronic structure of G4V cen-
ters provides an advantage to achieve coherent control of
spin states using only optical methods, without the need
for microwave fields [29–34]. The ability of microwave-
free control of spin states can be practical under extreme
conditions such as high pressures where the reduction of
the complexity of measurement is a very important is-
sue [19]. On the other hand, the effect of pressure on
the magneto-optical properties of the G4V centers has
not yet been explored in details [19, 35] which is an in-
evitable step to determine the potential of these color
centers in high-pressure quantum sensor applications.

In this paper, we explore the magneto-optical proper-
ties of G4V centers upon compressive hydrostatic pres-
sure by means of density functional theory plane wave
supercell calculations. In particular, we focus on the fine
level structure of the electronic structure, i.e., the spin-
orbit and hyperfine interaction in the respective ground
state and excited state. These properties are intertwined
with the strong electron-phonon coupling that can be de-

scribed by the Jahn–Teller theory [26]. We developed a
theory to accurately compute the hyperfine tensors sub-
ject to the Jahn–Teller effect and implemented it to cal-
culate all the critical hyperfine tensor elements of the re-
spective group-IV dopant and the proximate 13C nuclear
spins. The photoionization threshold energies are also
monitored in our study, along with the shift in the zero-
phonon-line energy as a function of compressive hydro-
static pressure. We provide the list of pressure-dependent
magneto-optical parameters which indicate the coupling
strength of pressure to zero-phonon-line (ZPL) energies,
spin-orbit gaps, and hyperfine levels. These parameters
can be used to calibrate the actual pressure acting on
the color centers. We find that the coupling strength
increases when going from lighter to heavier group-IV el-
ement in the G4V centers. Our calculations also reveal
that the operation of the PbV(−) quantum sensor is lim-
ited up to 32 GPa.

II. METHODS

We employed density functional theory (DFT) cal-
culations [36, 37] using plane-wave supercell and the
projector-augmented-wave (PAW) approach [38, 39] as
implemented in the Vienna Ab-initio Simulation Pack-
age (VASP) [40, 41]. The exchange-correlation func-
tional of strongly constrained and appropriately normal-
ized (SCAN) meta-GGA was employed [42]. For the
hyperfine tensor calculations, we also list results with
HSE06 functional [43]. The defect structure is simulated
within a 4× 4× 4 supercell, which consists of 512 atoms
with a lattice constant of 14.21 Å and 14.18 Å in the
SCAN and hybrid functional, respectively. Γ-point was
used for sampling the Brillouin-zone. The structures op-
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagrams about the basic properties of G4V(−) color centers in diamond. (a) Geometry of the defect.
The two vacancies and the interstitial dopant atom (silicon, germanium, tin, or lead) are labeled by dashed spheres and a red
sphere, respectively. The critical distances under high D3d symmetry are labeled by d1 and d2. The dopant atom sits in the
inversion center of the diamond. (b) Defect levels in the electronic ground state. The positions of the fully occupied double
degenerate eu levels and the partially occupied eg levels vary in the various G4V(−) color centers. In the electronic excited
state (not shown) the eg levels are fully occupied whereas a hole is left on the eu level. (c) Electronic structure in the ground
and excited states. λg,u are the effective spin-orbit splitting in the g (even parity) ground and u (odd parity) excited states.
The effect of the applied magnetic field (significantly smaller than λg,u) is also depicted. (d) Adiabatic potential energy surface
(APES) of the quadratic Jahn–Teller system with single effective symmetry breaking phonon. Qx,y configuration coordinates
represent the effect of the symmetry-breaking degenerate eg phonon on the APES of which frequency is given by the steepness
of the paraboloids. EJT is the difference in energy between the high symmetry configuration and the distorted configuration.
The three equivalent global minima are separated by energy barriers of δJT.

timized with the criterion of 10−2 eV/Å per atom for
the Hellman-Feynman forces and a kinetic energy cut-
off of 600 eV was used. The geometry optimization of
the electronic excited state is carried out by the ∆SCF
method [44] so the ZPL energies are computed as the to-
tal energy difference in the respective electronic states in
their global adiabatic potential energy surface minima.

Next, we discuss the spin-orbit coupling and hyper-
fine tensor calculations which yield the fine electronic
structure of G4V(−) defects. We determined the spin-
orbit coupling (SOC) with SCAN functional in the non-
collinear approach for the G4V centers by using the quan-
tization axis of the spin along the symmetry axis of the
defect. The SOC has a small perturbation effect on
electronic states, therefore we calculate it in the opti-
mized high D3d symmetry configuration. G4V(−) de-
fects have double degenerate eg{x,y} states in the gap
that are occupied with three electrons, which can be
considered as single hole occupation of the double de-
generate eg{x,y} states. After applying the SOC on the
system, the associated z component of SOC, λ0, splits
the eg± = ( 1√

2
)(egx ± iegy) states. We applied ∆SCF

method to either occupy egx or egy spinor state (con-
straint occupation of Kohn-Sham orbitals, e.g., Ref. 44).
The Hamiltonian of SOC is given by

ĤSOC = −λ0L̂zŜz =
λ0

2

[
|e↾g+⟩⟨e

↾
g+|+ |e

⇂
g−⟩⟨e

⇂
g−|

−|e↾g−⟩⟨e
↾
g−| − |e

⇂
g+⟩⟨e

⇂
g+|

]
,

(1)

where the L̂z is the orbital moment operator and Ŝz is
the z component of the electronic spin. The negative sign
of λ0 occurs because of the hole quasiparticle.

The hyperfine (HF) interaction refers to the coupling
between nuclear spins and the electron spin, causing ad-
ditional splitting of spectral lines in the electron spin res-
onance spectrum. This provides a unique fingerprint of
atomic structure when the spin density has an overlap
with the nuclear spins. The hyperfine tensor is expressed
as

A
(I)
ij =

1

2S

∫
d3rρs(r)γIγeℏ2

×
[(

8π

3
δ(r)

)
+

(
3rirj
|r|5

− δij
|r|3

)]
, (2)

where γe and γI are the electron and nucleus Bohr mag-
neton, respectively. The ρs(r) is the spin density of the
spin state of S at the position r and ri refers to the
unit vector of i = x, y, z. The first and second terms
represent the Fermi-contact and dipole-dipole terms, re-
spectively. The Fermi-contact term strongly depends on
the spin density localized at the nucleus. We note that
Eq. (2) is modified within the PAW formalism [45], and
the spinpolarization of the core orbitals is considered for
accurate Fermi-contact term calculations [46].
We observed that the dynamic Jahn-Teller (DJT) ef-

fect suppresses the orbital moment, at least partially,
which is referred to as the Ham-reduction [47–49]. The
inherent electronic λ0 can be read directly from the
scalar-relativistic spin-orbit splitting [50] of the respec-
tive eg or eu Kohn-Sham orbitals. The electronic spin-
orbit splitting is suppressed due to DJT by the Ham re-
duction factor p; thus, the observed value in experiments
is λ = pλ0. The value of p depends on the vibronic
wavefunctions (see the derivation in Ref. 26), thus the
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vibronic wavefunctions should be calculated that we im-
plement within DJT effect. DJT also substantially af-
fects the hyperfine tensor parameters that we derive in
the Appendix (Sec. B). We show there that static hyper-
fine tensor calculation in the high symmetry configura-
tion is insufficient to describe the complex physics of the
vibronic Jahn–Teller states.

In our study, we explore the Jahn–Teller effect by cal-
culating parameters for an effective single-degenerate-
mode model. This model represents motion along a
symmetry-breaking direction within the eg irreducible
representation, adhering to the methodology outlined in
previous works [26]. Within the linear Jahn–Teller the-
ory, the Eg ⊗ eg (electronic ground state) and Eu ⊗ eg
(electronic excited state) APESs have a sombrero shape.
The inclusion of quadratic terms disrupts the axial sym-
metry, resulting in three equivalent minima and saddle
points [49] as illustrated in Fig. 1(d).

Below, we discuss the ab initio DFT analysis of the
DJT effect and the respective magneto-optical proper-
ties. To address convergence issues in degenerate high-
symmetry configurations and accurately determine D3d

symmetry geometries, we adopt a strategy involving half-
half fractional occupations in half-filled degenerate or-
bitals within the spin-minority channel. This method
simulates the ensemble of two degenerate states, effec-
tively suppressing JT interactions and relaxing to the
D3d configuration. Subsequently shifting to integer occu-
pations enables for relaxation along the eg-symmetry di-
rection towards the lowest energy broken-symmetry con-
figuration [BS point in Fig. 1(d)]. This technique enables
the identification of the lowest energy point, Qeg ;BS.

For a comprehensive examination of the APES, we pa-
rameterize ∆Qeg ;BS using a parameter w. In scenarios
where w = 1, a broken symmetry configuration emerges,
whereas w = 0 corresponds to a high-symmetry configu-
ration. This method allows us to systematically explore
the APES for ∆Qeg ;x component of an effective mode,
adiabatically transitioning from w = 1.2 to w = 0 to
identify minima and from w = −1.2 to w = 0 to lo-
cate saddle point, thereby mitigating convergence issues
associated with degeneracy close to the high-symmetry
point.

However, this technique sometimes results in divergent
energies as w approaches zero from positive and negative
directions due to the inability of the exchange-correlation
functional to yield identical energies for degenerate densi-
ties [51]. We address this issue by applying a rigid vertical
shift to one of the branches, ensuring identical energies
at w = 0.

Assuming only linear Jahn–Teller interaction, to sim-
plify the estimation of Jahn–Teller relaxation energy EJT

at different pressures and to reduce the computational
complexity, we develop a novel practical computational
procedure that avoids issues related to degeneracy of elec-
tronic states. Since the slice cut of sombrero APES is
described by U(Qeg ;x) = ω2Q2

eg ;x/2 − V Qeg ;x, where
V is vibronic coupling constant, energy minimum is at

∆Qeg ;BS = V/ω2, yielding Jahn–Teller relaxation energy

EJT = V 2/2ω2 [49]. However, by using fractional occu-
pations described above we suppress Jahn–Teller interac-
tions and potential energy surface attains the harmonic
form Uad(Qgx) = ω2Q2

eg ;x/2. Plugging in the coordinate
of Jahn–Teller minimum into harmonic potential we ob-
tain Uad(∆Qeg ;BS) = V 2/2ω2 ≡ EJT. This allows to
estimate EJT from high-symmetry and broken-symmetry
geometries and one single-point calculation with factional
occupations at broken-symmetry geometry.

III. RESULTS

In this study, we characterize the G4V(−) color cen-
ters under compressive hydrostatic pressure by means
of ab initio supercell calculations. In this context, we
always mean compressive pressure in the entire study
that we do not explicitly mention further on. Under
hydrostatic pressure, the fundamental band gap of the
diamond widens that can also shift the photoionization
threshold levels of G4V defects which sets the photoion-
ization thresholds of G4V(−) color centers. So, we com-
pute first the charge transition levels of G4V defects
to identify their photostable excitation energies assum-
ing single photon absorption. Then we compute the
ZPL energies under increasing hydrostatic pressure up
to 180 GPa which gives information about the condi-
tions of fluorescence for each G4V(−) color center at a
given hydrostatic pressure. We continue the characteri-
zation of the fine level structure in the electronic ground
and excited states under hydrostatic pressure. In par-
ticular, the spin-orbit splitting is determined together
with hyperfine tensors for the relevant isotopes of the
dopant and neighbor 13C nuclear spins as well as the
quadrupole moments of the relevant dopants in G4V(−)
centers. These data are spectroscopy fingerprints of the
G4V(−) centers under a given hydrostatic pressure. Fur-
thermore, these data are also important in understand-
ing the temperature-dependent electron spin coherence
time of G4V(−) color centers. These spin interactions
are strongly interwoven with electron-phonon interaction
that we treat with Jahn–Teller theorem as we briefly de-
scribed in the Method section. As a consequence, the
Jahn–Teller parameters are calculated at each considered
hydrostatic pressure for each G4V(−) color center at the
electronic ground and excited states and will be reported
before providing the fine level structure.

A. Photoionization thresholds and zero-phonon
line energies

The photoionization threshold energies can be calcu-
lated from the charge transition levels referenced to the
appropriate band edge. In particular, the photostability
of G4V(−) is of interest. In this case, the (−|0) level
with respect to the conduction band minimum (CBM)
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FIG. 2. (a) Calculated charge transition levels of SiV, GeV, SnV and PbV defects under hydrostatic pressure in the range
of 0 to 180 GPa as obtained by HSE06 functional. (b) The ZPL shift under hydrostatic pressure was calculated by SCAN
functional where the zero pressure value was aligned to the experimental data. For SiV and GeV defects the experimental data
points for non-zero pressure are also given from Ref. 19. We highlight the hydrostatic pressure region by light red color where
PbV(−) is not photostable.

yields the photoionization threshold for converting the
negatively charged defect to neutral one, whereas the
(2 − |−) level with respect from the valence band maxi-
mum (VBM) yields the photoionization threshold energy
for converting the negatively charged defect to doubly
negative charged one. If the ZPL energy of the G4V(−)
is larger than either of these photoionization threshold
energies then G4V(−) is not a photostable color center.

The charge transition levels of defects can be calcu-
lated within 0.1 eV accuracy in diamond by HSE06 func-
tional [52], thus we apply this method. The calculation
methods of charge transition levels for G4V defects are
given in our previous study [26] with using the stan-
dard procedure [53] that we do not reiterate here. We
note that the reported values are valid at T = 0 K and
phonon-assisted photoionization can decrease the effec-
tive thresholds at elevated temperatures (e.g., Ref. [54]).

We find that the increase of hydrostatic pressure from
0 to 180 GPa leads to the widening of the fundamental
band gap of diamond by 0.66 eV. The calculated charge
transition levels of G4V(−) shift upward with increas-
ing pressure. The general trend is that the heavier the
dopant ion the steeper is the upward shift in the charge
transition level (Fig. 2). The same trend can be observed
in the shift of ZPL. We already discussed its origin in our
previous study for SiV(−) and GeV(−) color centers [19]
which can be qualitatively explained through an investi-
gation of Kohn–Sham molecular orbital states by using
a single-particle picture. In the first order, the ZPL en-
ergy scales with the difference between the unoccupied
and occupied states, named eg and eu. Thus, the change
in ZPL energy upon varying hydrostatic pressures can
be estimated as EZPL(p) ∝ εu(p) − εg(p), where εg(p)
and εu(p) are the Kohn–Sham energies of the orbitals eg
and eu at pressure p, respectively. The crucial distinction
among the hydrostatic pressures is the deformation po-
tential of the eg orbital, which transitions from bonding

to antibonding as the pressure increases [55]. This ap-
plies to SnV(−) and PbV(−) color centers too. Although
PbV(−) shows the most sensitive pressure dependence,
this also holds to the photoionization thresholds. We find
that the photoionization threshold towards CBM crosses
the ZPL energies at around 32 GPa hydrostatic pressure
which sets a limit for PbV(−) in pressure sensor applica-
tion.

B. Dynamic Jahn-Teller effect and electron-phonon
parameters

The electronic structure of the electronic ground and
excited states is subject to the dynamic Jahn–Teller
(DJT) effect for G4V(−) centers that was described in
detail in Ref. 26 and later exploited in other studies
too [15, 19, 35]. In DFT calculations, the geometry op-
timization yields the low C2h symmetry as the global
energy minimum for zero pressure but the system can
be forced to stay in the high D3d symmetry in the
DFT calculations. In D3d symmetry the distances be-
tween the three symmetrically equivalent neighbor car-
bon atoms are labeled by d2 whereas the distance be-
tween the dopant ion and the nearest neighbor carbon
atoms is labeled by d1 in Fig. 1(a), and the values are
listed in Table I. The general trend is that d1 and d2 val-
ues increase with heavier ions in G4V(−) centers at zero
pressure. This may be expected as a larger ion creates a
stronger strain field around the dopant ion. For a given
G4V(−) center the d1 and d2 values slowly decrease with
increasing the hydrostatic pressure. This may be also ex-
pected as the hydrostatic pressure generally decrease the
bond length in the diamond crystal which also holds for
the bond lengths in the center of G4V defects.
For each applied hydrostatic pressure, we calculated

the APES by SCAN functional as illustrated in Fig. 1(d).



5

TABLE I. The structural parameters of G4V centers in D3d

symmetry are denoted as d1 and d2 as obtained by SCAN cal-
culations. These parameters correspond to the bond length
between the dopant atom and their first neighbor carbon
atoms and the distances between these carbon atoms, respec-
tively, measured in Ångström unit (Å). The d1 and d2 dis-
tances in the ground state at zero pressure as obtained by
SCAN/HSE06 are also listed for comparison.

defect 0 GPa 180 GPa
d1 d2 d1 d2

ground state
SiV(−) 1.97/1.96a 2.67/2.67a 1.79 2.40
GeV(−) 2.01/2.01a 2.74/2.73a 1.84 2.48
SnV(−) 2.09/2.08a 2.83/2.83a 1.92 2.58
PbV(−) 2.12/2.12a 2.89/2.88a 1.96 2.64

excited state
SiV(−) 1.96 2.66 1.78 2.39
GeV(−) 2.02 2.74 1.85 2.48
SnV(−) 2.09 2.84 1.93 2.59
PbV(−) 2.15 2.91 1.98 2.66

a Ref. 26

For the zero-pressure case, we compared the SCAN data
with previous HSE06 data (see Table II). We find a
good agreement between the respective SCAN data and
HSE06 data for the critical JT parameters (such as the
Jahn–Teller energy EJT, barrier energy δJT, and the ef-
fective frequency ℏω) so we continued the calculations
with SCAN functional for non-zero pressure cases. We
observe the same DJT effect under hydrostatic pressure
as for the no-pressure case with resulting in C2h geome-
try in the global energy minimum. We list the respective
JT parameters for G4V(−) centers under pressure in Ta-
ble IV in the Appendix.

Having these JT parameters in hand is critical in cal-
culating the effective spin-orbit coupling as well as the
effective hyperfine tensors for the respective nuclear spins
proximate to the G4V defects. These will be discussed
below in the next sections.

C. Effective spin-orbit splitting

We calculated the spin-orbit coupling as obtained by
SCAN functional which is an essential parameter to com-
pute the fine electronic structure of G4V(−) centers. We
label this electronic spin-orbit coupling as λ0 and is listed
for each G4V(−) for the zero-pressure case in Table II.
We find that the SCAN data and the previously pub-
lished HSE06 λ0 values are in good agreement for each
electronic state in each G4V(−) color center. There-
fore, we are convinced that the pure electronic spin-orbit
coupling can be further calculated for the G4V(−) color
centers under non-zero hydrostatic pressures with SCAN
functional.

The electronic spin-orbit coupling is reduced due to
strong electron-phonon coupling, which is often called

the Ham reduction factor that we label by p. We de-
scribed the ab initio calculation of the Ham reduction
factor for the relevant E ⊗ e JT system in our previ-
ous publication [56] that we applied to G4V(−) defects
in a subsequent study [26]. We find for the non-zero
pressure case that the calculated p factors and the re-
sulting λ for the electronic ground and excited state of
G4V(−) as obtained by SCAN and HSE06 functionals
agree and they also agree with the experimental data
(see Table II) as expected because both the JT param-
eters and the electronic spin-orbit values agree well as
obtained by the respective SCAN and HSE06 function-
als. We conclude that we can further apply the SCAN
functional to study the hydrostatic pressure dependence
of the effective spin-orbit splitting in the G4V(−) color
centers.

The calculated effective spin-orbit slitting under hy-
drostatic pressure as obtained by SCAN functional is
plotted in Fig. 3(a). The general trend is that the effec-
tive spin-orbit splitting is monotonously increasing with
increasing hydrostatic pressure both in the electronic
ground and excited states. The calculated effective spin-
orbit splitting has two factors: the Ham-reduction pa-
rameter and the calculated electronic spin-orbit splitting
(see Table IV). We find that the Ham-reduction parame-
ter only slightly varies as a function of hydrostatic pres-
sure, thus the inherent electronic spin-orbit splitting is
dominantly increasing with raising the hydrostatic pres-
sure. The largest contribution to the electronic spin-
orbit splitting comes from the spin-orbit coupling on the
dopant ion [26]. With increasing the hydrostatic pres-
sure the distance (d1) between the dopant ion and the
neighbor carbon atoms is decreasing so the overlap of
the dangling bonds with the dopant ion is increasing
(see also Sec. IIID). As a consequence, the wavefunction
cloud around the dopant ion is denser with increasing
hydrostatic pressure which contributes the most to the
increasing spin-orbit coupling. The steepest shift in the
effective spin-orbit splitting can be observed for SnV(−)
color center.

We plot the sum of λg and λu - defined in Fig. 1(c) -
as a function of the applied hydrostatic pressure in Fig. 3
that we discuss in the context of the broadening of the
ZPL emission. Off-resonant excitation of G4V(−) color
centers should result in emission in all the possible com-
binations of states and levels depicted in Fig. 1(c). By
assuming a homogeneous strain field and neglecting the
isotope effects (in the GHz region), the sum of λg and λu

yields the width of the zero-phonon line. In experiments,
the broadening of ZPL for SiV(−) varied from 10 meV
to 30 meV going from zero to 180 GPa of hydrostatic
pressure, whereas it varied from 15 meV to 30 meV for
GeV(−), respectively [19]. In our calculations, the spin-
orbit splitting related broadening of the ZPL emission
varies between 1.4 meV to 1.8 meV for SiV(−) going from
zero to 180 GPa of hydrostatic pressure, whereas it varies
between 5.5 meV to 6.7 meV for GeV(−), respectively.
The calculated values are an order of magnitude smaller
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TABLE II. The calculated Jahn-Teller (JT) energy in meV (EJT), the barrier energy in meV (δJT), the effective mode in
meV (ℏω), spin-orbit splitting λ0 (meV), p reduction factor, and λ (GHz) which is Ham reduced λ0 for the G4V(−) defects
(λ = pλ0) with no applied pressure. The left/right hand side data are from SCAN/HSE06 calculations.

Defects EJT (meV) δJT (meV) ℏω (meV) λ0 (meV) p λ (GHz) λexp (GHz)

ground state

SiV(−) 40.86 / 42.30a 3.79 / 3.0a 89.70 / 85.20a 0.86 / 0.82a 0.34 / 0.31a 70.26 / 61.0a 50b

GeV(−) 30.59 / 30.10a 4.05 / 2.0a 77.01 / 82.20a 2.45 / 2.20a 0.38 / 0.39a 222.8 / 207a 181c

SnV(−) 20.81 / 21.60a 1.15 / 1.6a 64.87 / 79.40a 8.69 / 8.28a 0.44 / 0.47a 915.2 / 946a 850d

PbV(−) 15.02 / 15.60a 3.88 / 0.6a 51.98 / 74.90a 35.0 / 34.6a 0.48 / 0.54a 4097 / 4514a 3914e

excited state

SiV(−) 62.58 / 78.50a 1.12 / 2.7a 60.97 / 73.50a 8.864 / 6.96a 0.133 / 0.128a 286.2 / 215a 260b

GeV(−) 71.48 / 85.70a 2.31 / 5.4a 70.64 / 73.00a 35.03 / 36.1a 0.136 / 0.113a 1155 / 987a 1120c

SnV(−) 67.69 / 83.10a 4.20 / 6.8a 68.13 / 75.60a 94.77 / 96.8a 0.140 / 0.125a 3214 / 2897a 3000d

PbV(−) 87.32 / 91.60a 6.69 / 12.3a 77.93 / 78.60a 241.4 / 245a 0.116 / 0.119a 6782 / 7051a -

a Ref. 26
b Ref. 2
c Ref. 5
d Ref. 8
e Ref. 18
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FIG. 3. (a) The SCAN calculation of hydrostatic pressure (GPa) dependence of the effective spin-orbit splitting λ in GHz
unit (GHz) for G4V(−) color centers in the electronic excited and ground states plotted by blue and red lines, respectively.
(b) The sum of the electronic excited and ground state’s λ values associated with the zero-phonon line broadening at elevated
observation temperatures with off-resonant excitation for each G4V(−) color center as a function of the applied hydrostatic
pressure.

both in terms of absolute values and changes upon hy-
drostatic pressures. We conclude that before applying
pressure to the sample, non-uniform local strain fields
could be already present in the samples, which causes
inhomogeneous broadening in the region of 10 meV. By
applying hydrostatic pressure to the samples, it could
further increase the variety of the local strain fields that
may explain the observed wide broadening of the ZPL
emission for SiV(−) and GeV(−) optical centers.

D. Hyperfine interaction

We computed the hyperfine tensors for the relevant
isotopes of dopants and proximate 13C I = 1/2 nuclear
spins that can be basically resonantly addressed opti-
cally [30, 57]. The 13C nuclear spins occur with 1.1%
abundance in natural diamonds. The G4V(−) color cen-
ters are often generated by ion implantation for which the
isotope can be well controlled. The non-zero nuclear spin
isotopes are 29Si, 73Ge, 117Sn and 207Pb with I = 1/2,
I = 9/2, I = 1/2, and I = 1/2, respectively. For 73Ge
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with I = 9/2 the quadrupole moment also contributes
to the fine level structure of the GeV(−) color center
that we will also consider in this section. If these nuclear
spins can be well controlled, then they could be applied as
quantum memory of the system [23, 58] but may also con-
tribute to extra spin flip-flop processes by reducing the
coherence time of the electron spin of G4V(−) centers.
Therefore, understanding the full hyperfine tensor and its
effects on the system is crucial in quantum technology ap-
plications. As the electronic states are dynamically dis-
torted by phonons, such hyperfine and quadrupole matrix
elements are activated that play an important role in the
possible spin relaxation processes [59, 60]. In this study,
we consider the full dynamical hyperfine and quadrupole
tensors in the analysis of G4V(−) color centers.
We start the general description of the hyperfine inter-

action with taking into account the 2Eg,u double degen-
erate electronic states, which leads to dynamical terms
due to strong electron-phonon coupling,

Ŵ =
←−
S
←→
A
−→
I +
←−
S
←→
A x
−→
I σ̂z +

←−
S
←→
A y
−→
I σ̂x (3)

where the A is the well-known static term and Ax and
Ay are the dynamic terms of the hyperfine tensor (see
Appendix B and Refs. 59 and 60). The dopant ion in
G4V(−) center sits in the inversion point of the defect,
therefore, the electron spin and nuclear spin of the sys-
tem can be simultaneously diagonalized, in other words,
the double group symmetry of the static hyperfine inter-
action remains within D3d symmetry. In this case, the
diagonal form of the static hyperfine tensor can be sim-
plified to

ĤHF-stat =
1

2
A⊥

(
Ŝ+Î− + Ŝ−Î+

)
+A∥Ŝz Îz, (4)

where A∥ is parallel to the symmetry axis whereas A⊥
term is able to induce spin flip-flop process between the
electron spin - nuclear spin states within the same or-
bital component. However, the electron-phonon induced
hyperfine interaction should also be considered that reads
as

ĤHF-dyn =A1

[
(Ŝ+Îz + Ŝz Î+)σ̂− + (Ŝz Î− + Ŝ−Îz)σ̂+

]
+

A2

[
(Ŝ−Î−σ̂− + Ŝ+Î+)σ̂+

]
,

(5)
where A1 and A2 parameters are defined in the Ap-
pendix B. It is important to highlight that A1 and A2

parameters are subject of the JT effect so the electronic
parameters as computed within Born–Oppenheimer ap-
proximation will be reduced as explained in the Ap-
pendix B. We note that the orbital angular momentum is
significantly quenched but cannot be fully neglected [26].
As a consequence, the remaining orbital angular momen-
tum may contribute to the effective dipole-dipole hyper-
fine coupling. On the other hand, we assume that this
contribution is small (e.g., few percents) and we do not
consider it further in this context.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

S=1/2

MS=1/2

MS=-1/2

MI=1/2

MI=-1/2

MI=1/2

MI=-1/2

A

|Eu3/2 >
|Eu+>

|Eu->

|Eu+>

|Eu- >

|Eu+>
|Eu- >

|Eg3/2 >
|Eg+>

|Eg->

|Eg+>

|Eg- >

|Eg+>
|Eg- >

FIG. 4. The electron spin density of SiV(−) center with low
C2h symmetry in the electronic (a) ground and (b) excited
states is depicted with isosurface value of 5 × 10−3 e/Å. (c)
Scheme of the hyperfine splitting and EPR spectrum for a
system with electron and nuclear spin of 1/2. (d) The possible
electronic transition between two excited and ground state
within the hyperfine splitting are depicted in blue and orange
lines. Hence, the optical spacing APLE can be detected.

The strong electron-phonon coupling is responsible for
relatively short coherence times of the electron spin in
G4V(−) defects even at cryogenic temperatures [61], thus
no electron spin resonance measurements have been re-
ported for G4V(−) defects. The hyperfine structure may
be observed by optical means. In the optical transition,
the nuclear spin state does not flip thus it could be ob-
served as an energy difference between the same mI hy-
perfine levels at 2Eu (Au) and

2Eg (Ag) which is labeled
as Aexp

PLE = 1/2(Au − Ag). In the case of I = 1/2, two
lines appear in the spectrum, which is then separated by
Aexp

PLE. Typically, the chosen final state in the experi-
ments is the lowest energy branch of 2E3/2,g because it
has much longer coherence times than that of the up-
per branch. In many experiments, they resonantly excite
the lower branch at 2E3/2,u, so

2E3/2,u →2 E3/2,g optical
transition occurs in the ZPL fluorescence. They typi-
cally apply relatively small magnetic fields (1.5–40 G)
to split the Kramers-doublets that act as qubits: E+,↑,g
and E−,↓,g of which levels are separated by ggµBB where
gg ≈ 2, µB and B are the effective g-constant, the Bohr-
magneton of the electron and the strength of the applied
magnetic field, and the arrows represent the electron spin
projections. The nuclear Zeeman shifts can be neglected
beside these terms. Within the 2E3/2,u states the ef-
fect is similar that goes with gu ≈ 2 effective g-constant
upon external magnetic fields. At the same time, simi-
lar splitting occurs in the upper branches (2E−,↑,g/u and
2E+,↓,g/u) (see Fig. 4).

In Table III we list the calculated hyperfine parameters
of dopants for G4V(−) centers. In these calculations, we
use HSE06 functional in order to obtain accurate results
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TABLE III. The hyperfine parameters of the G4V(−) centers as obtained by HSE06 functional in C2h symmetry configuration.
The (A∥, A⊥) and (A1, A2) parameters are defined in Eqs. (4) and (5), respectively, where we list here the reduced parameters
with reduction factors given in Table VII. The calculated APLE values are valid at zero magnetic field as observed in the optical
transition between the respective E3/2,u and E3/2,g states (see text for details). Aexp

PLE data are taken with different experiments
at various external magnetic fields. Our theory implies that the applied magnetic field in the range of 10-50 Gauss has less
than 0.1% effect on APLE).

Nuclear Spin A1 (MHz) A2 (MHz) A∥ (MHz) A⊥ (MHz) APLE (MHz) Aexp
PLE (MHz)

Ground state

29Si 1/2 2.9 −3.0 83.3 88.7 −39.3 35a

73Ge 9/2 −0.8 0.9 41.2 44.0 −18.4 −12.5(5)b

117Sn 1/2 −1.1 0.9 976.0 1029.7 −473.05 −484(8)b

207Pb 1/2 1.6 0.5 −1149.4 −1192.0 565.0 -

Excited state

29Si 1/2 0.03 −0.01 4.8 5.1 - -

73Ge 9/2 −0.22 0.26 4.5 4.6 - -

117Sn 1/2 −0.1 −0.2 29.9 32.3 - -

207Pb 1/2 −0.06 0.4 −19.4 −20.76 - -

a Ref. 62
b Ref. 35

for the spin density near the nuclear spins. We find that
the spin density cloud around the dopant ion is less dense
in the electronic excited state than that in the electronic
ground state in each G4V(−) color center. As a con-
sequence, the static hyperfine parameters of dopant ion
are larger in the electronic ground state than that in the
electronic excited state. As a consequence, the hyperfine
lines for I > 0 dopants can be indeed observed because
APLE becomes non-zero.

It can be also seen that the dynamic hyperfine param-
eters are small but non-zero in both 2Eu and 2Eg states
as listed in Table III. The A1 represents the degree of
bending of spin density from the XY plane towards the
Z-direction (out of plane), whereas A2 denotes the in-
tensity of rotation of the π orbital within the XY plane.
Thus, A1 and A2 parameters are nearly zero for both the
ground and excited states due to minimal participation
of π orbital and the bending spin density out of the XY
plane (Fig. 4(a, b)).

In the relevant 2E3/2,g/u states split by the exter-
nal magnetic field, the A1 hyperfine interaction mixes
E−,↓,g/u with E+,↑,g/u. Since |A∥| ≫ |A1| and by assum-
ing a positive magnetic field aligned to the symmetry axis
of the defect the hyperfine splitting in the lowest energy
branch can be approximated as

Ag/u = A∥,g/u +
A2

1,g/u

gg/uµBB +A∥,g/u
, (6)

so the actual hyperfine splitting will be weakly magnetic
field dependent because of dynamic hyperfine mixing of

E+ and E− orbitals. As a consequence, the optical tran-
sition between hyperfine lines will be also weakly mag-
netic field dependent: the larger the magnetic field is
then the mixing term is more suppressed. By comparing
the experimental data and our theory about hyperfine-
related splitting in the optical transition we find good
agreement. We conclude that the hyperfine couplings
are accurately calculated with our method at zero pres-
sure. The hyperfine parameters in the ground and ex-
cited states cannot be directly observed in quantum op-
tics measurements so our data can be used for analyzing
G4V(−) color centers. We provide further hyperfine data
about proximate 13C nuclear spins. These nuclear spins
do not reside in the symmetry axis therefore the static
and dynamic hyperfine tensors have to be derived for
such cases that we present in Appendix B. The results are
listed in Table VII. We also studied the quadrupole mo-
ment of Ge isotope with I = 9/2 nuclear spin in GeV(−)
for which the dynamical Q1,2 may flip the nuclear spin
as explained in Refs. [59, 60]. The quadrupole moment
(Q) can be calculated as

Q =
ρe2VZZ

h
(7)

where ρ is the nuclear quadrupole moment, e is the ele-
mentary charge, VZZ is the electric field gradient (EFG)
at the nucleus site and h is Planck’s constant [63]. With
using ρ = −196 × 10−31m2 (Ref. 64) we obtained Q =
−13.4 MHz, Q1 = −11.5 MHz and Q2 = −10.3 MHz.
As a next step, we computed the pressure dependence

of the hyperfine parameters. For the sake of simplicity,
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FIG. 5. Absolute value of the Fermi-contact hyperfine constants in G4V(−) centers as obtained with HSE06 functional as a
function of hydrostatic pressure for (a) dopant atoms and (c) first neighbor carbon atoms. These calculations were carried out
in D3d symmetry configurations. (b) The illustration of APLE, A

gs
∥ and Aexc

∥ as a function of hydrostatic pressure for dopant

atoms (see text for details) with low C2h point group symmetry. The plots were fit to quadratic functions.

we plot the absolute value of the Fermi-contact hyperfine
constant for the dopants and the nearest neighbor 13C nu-
clear spins as a function of the applied hydrostatic pres-
sure in Figs. 5(a,b). We find that the hyperfine constants
are generally decreasing with increasing hydrostatic pres-
sures in the electronic ground state because the spin den-
sity is less localized with increasing hydrostatic pressures
(see Fig. 6). We also find that the heavier the dopant
the larger the change in the hyperfine constant on the
dopant ion upon hydrostatic pressure. We also plot the
computed APLE under hydrostatic pressure which can
be directly observed in quantum optics measurements.
We find that the absolute values of APLE also reduces
with increasing hydrostatic pressure because the abso-
lute value of the hyperfine constants reduces much faster
in the electronic ground state than that in the electronic
excited state.

IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we studied the pressure-dependent
magneto-optical spectrum of G4V centers while assum-
ing compressive hydrostatic pressures by means of plane
wave supercell density functional theory calculations. We
showed that the strong electron-phonon coupling signifi-
cantly modifies the electronic spin-orbit, quadrupole and
hyperfine interactions. In particular, we developed a the-
ory for calculating the effective hyperfine tensors for E⊗e
Jahn-Teller systems and applied it to the G4V centers.
We find that all these parameters shift with hydrostatic
pressures and cross-correlation measurements of these
parameters may be applied to deduce the external hy-
drostatic pressures. We find that the maximum pressure

is set at about 32 GPa for PbV(−) center based pressure
sensor because the photostability of PbV(−) is compro-
mised at larger pressures.
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Appendix A: Additional data for the effective
spin-orbit splitting

Here, we list the calculated Jahn–Teller parameters
and electronic spin-orbit splitting under compressive hy-
drostatic pressure as obtained by SCAN functional for
G4V(−) color centers.

Appendix B: Hyperfine tensors under dynamic
Jahn–Teller interaction

The hyperfine tensor elements can be evaluated by
spinpolarized DFT whenever the |ex⟩ or |ey⟩ orbital is
being occupied for defects exhibiting D3d symmetry. In
simple words, the hyperfine tensor elements can be evalu-
ated whenever |ex⟩ or |ey⟩ state is being selected. There-
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FIG. 6. Illustration of the spin density in D3d symmetry. (a) SiV(−), (b) GeV(−), (c) SnV(−), and (d)PbV(−) defects with
zero pressure and (f) SiV(−), (g) GeV(−), (h) SnV(−), and (i) PbV(−) defects under 180 GPa hydrostatic pressure. (e) The
scheme of first and second carbon neighbor atoms in black and red spheres, respectively. (j) The spin density of SiV(−) which
is representative of all G4V centers in C2h symmetry with no pressure. The electron spin density is depicted with an isosurface
value of 5× 10−3 e/Å.

TABLE IV. The SCAN calculated ground and excited states of Jahn-Teller (JT) energy in meV (EJT ), the barrier energy in
meV (δJT), the effective mode in meV (ℏω), p reduction factor, and λ (GHz) which is Ham reduced spin-orbit splitting for the
G4V(−) defects with hydrostatic pressure.

Ground states Excited states

Pressure (GPa) EJT (meV) δJT (meV) ℏω (meV) p λ (GHz) EJT (meV) δJT (meV) ℏω (meV) p λ (GHz)

SiV(−)

0 40.86 3.79 89.70 0.34 70.26 62.58 60.81 1.12 0.133 286.21

32 39.62 3.08 88.97 0.34 76.15 58.57 59.16 1.32 0.141 311.82

72 38.47 2.97 87.68 0.35 82.12 56.69 58.08 1.6 0.144 331.62

120 38.72 2.55 88.18 0.35 87.71 56.61 58.00 1.71 0.144 344.89

180 39.58 2.24 89.43 0.35 93.01 56.42 58.08 1.78 0.145 359.72

GeV(−)

0 30.59 4.05 77.01 0.38 222.84 71.48 70.49 2.31 0.136 1155.54

32 30.00 3.34 76.71 0.38 255.53 68.28 68.97 2.48 0.141 1204.69

72 29.18 3.34 75.59 0.38 293.72 65.70 67.95 2.65 0.146 1237.21

120 29.89 2.99 76.29 0.38 331.61 63.42 66.82 2.91 0.150 1262.39

180 30.82 2.56 78.36 0.38 376.21 62.18 67.03 3.2 0.155 1289.74

SnV(−)

0 20.81 1.15 64.87 0.44 915.23 67.69 68.04 4.2 0.140 3214.51

32 20.47 1.10 64.94 0.44 1068.02 65.01 66.92 4.31 0.145 3490.44

72 20.58 1.09 64.54 0.44 1223.62 61.93 65.24 4.51 0.150 3938.52

120 21.17 0.36 66.08 0.44 1407.08 57.01 62.86 4.53 0.160 4456.48

180 22.08 0.29 67.54 0.43 1585.59 50.53 59.25 4.72 0.174 5275.23

PbV(−)

0 15.02 3.88 55.98 0.48 4436.03 87.32 77.85 6.69 0.116 6782.56

32 15.12 3.98 56.43 0.48 5064.64 87.28 77.82 6.59 0.116 6973.45

72 15.27 3.90 56.13 0.48 5743.95 87.20 78.16 6.2 0.117 7170.19

120 16.49 3.89 59.04 0.47 6387.39 86.21 77.67 6.12 0.118 7417.08

180 18.27 4.43 55.94 0.46 6592.98 82.25 74.88 5.87 0.120 7964.79

fore, the hyperfine interaction depicted in ĤHF = ŜAÎ
can be extended for orbital degrees of freedom as

Ŵ =
←−
S
←→
A (xx)−→I |ex⟩⟨ex|+

←−
S
←→
A (xy)−→I |ex⟩⟨ey|

+
←−
S
←→
A (yx)−→I |ey⟩⟨ex|+

←−
S
←→
A (yy)−→I |ey⟩⟨ey|,

(B1)

where
←→
A (xx) and

←→
A (yy) tensors can be determined by

applying Eq. (2) upon spin densities of |ex⟩ and |ey⟩,
respectively. However,

←→
A (xy),

←→
A (yx) offdiagonal terms

cannot be computed directly. Therefore, we will utilize
D3d symmetry constraints to deduce those non-trivial or-
bital flipping terms.
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First, we introduce Pauli matrices (σ̂x = ( 1
1 ) =

|ex⟩⟨ey| + |ey⟩⟨ex|, σ̂y = ( −i
i ), σ̂z = ( 1−1 ) = |ex⟩⟨ex| −

|ey⟩⟨ey|) for orbital degrees of freedom and thus Eq. (B1)
can be transformed into a compact form as

Ŵ =
←−
S
←→
A
−→
I +
←−
S
←→
A x
−→
I σ̂z+

←−
S
←→
A y
−→
I σ̂x+

←−
S
←→
A z
−→
I iσ̂y︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

(B2)
by introducing the following hyperfine tensors as

←→
A =

1

2

(←→
A (xx) +

←→
A (yy)

)
(B3a)

←→
A x =

1

2

(←→
A (xx) −

←→
A (yy)

)
(B3b)

←→
A y =

1

2

(←→
A (xy) +

←→
A (yx)

)
(B3c)

←→
A z =

1

2

(←→
A (xy) −

←→
A (yx)

)
= 0, (B3d)

where
←→
A z is zero because hyperfine interaction is real-

valued thus symmetric.
Next, we discuss how to calculate these hyperfine in-

teractions in practice within spinpolarized DFT calcula-
tions. In the usual Born-Oppenheimer ab initio DFT cal-
culations, the double degenerate eg orbital is occupied by
a single electron in the ground state for G4V(−) defect.
We analyze the system by assuming eg(x) is occupied by
an electron in D3d symmetry configuration. Among the
six equivalent immediate carbon neighbor atoms together
with inversion symmetry, two pairs of three carbon atoms
can be rotated to each other about the C3 symmetry axis

(see Fig. 7), e.g., C1, C2, C3 carbon atoms exhibit
←→
A (xx),

←→
B (xx),

←→
C (xx) hyperfine tensors, respectively. In this ex-

ample, we define the following hyperfine matrices for C1,

←→
A (xx) =

←→
A (0◦) = ⟨+1; 0| Ŵ |+1; 0⟩ =

←→
A +

←→
A x. (B4)

The hyperfine tensors of C2 and C3 can be rotated to
that of C1 by ±120◦ rotations as

Ĉ3
←→
B (xx) =

←→
A (+120◦) =

〈
−1

2
;−
√
3

2

∣∣∣∣Ŵ ∣∣∣∣−1

2
;−
√
3

2

〉
=
←→
A − 1

2

←→
A x +

√
3

2

←→
A y,

(B5a)

Ĉ−1
3

←→
C (xx) =

←→
A (−120◦) =

〈
−1

2
;+

√
3

2

∣∣∣∣Ŵ ∣∣∣∣−1

2
;+

√
3

2

〉
=
←→
A − 1

2

←→
A x −

√
3

2

←→
A y.

(B5b)

At first glance, Ĉ3
←→
B (xx) and Ĉ−1

3

←→
C (xx) matrices should

agree with A(xx) of C1. However, the rotation also acts on
the orbitals thus the hyperfine tensor should be evaluated

on |e(±120◦)⟩ = 1
2 |ex⟩ ±

√
3
2 |ey⟩ orbitals that we label as←→

A (±120◦). Eqs. (B4)-(B5a)-(B5b) allow us to determine
the orbital flipping matrices directly as

←→
A =

1

3

(←→
A (xx) + Ĉ3

←→
B (xx) + Ĉ−1

3

←→
C (xx)

)
, (B6a)

←→
A x =

q

4

(
2
←→
A (xx) − Ĉ3

←→
B (xx) − Ĉ−1

3

←→
C (xx)

)
, (B6b)

←→
A y =

q√
3

(
Ĉ3
←→
B (xx) − Ĉ−1

3

←→
C (xx)

)
, (B6c)

where we also included the effect of q = (1 + p)/2 vi-
bronic reduction factor [48, 49] that partially quenches
the strength of {σ̂z, σ̂x} orbital operators transforming as
E representation of D3d. The p reduction factor reduces
the orbital operators transforming as A2 such as L̂z = σ̂y

of Eq. (II). We note that the
←→
A tensor can be evaluated

by putting two half electrons on |ex⟩ and |ey⟩ orbitals
which method was already used in Ref. 35. Finally,

←→
A x

and
←→
A y are not independent for the central atom in the

inversion center. Therefore, the dopant atom’s hyperfine
tensor can be represented by four hyperfine parameters,
A∥,⊥,1,2 that can be given [60] as

Ŵ =A∥Ŝz Îz +A⊥

(
ŜxÎx + Ŝy Îy

)
+

A1

[
(ŜxÎz + Ŝz Îx)σ̂z + (Ŝy Îz + Ŝy Îx)σ̂x

]
+

A2

[
(Ŝy Îy − ŜxÎx)σ̂z + (ŜxÎy + Ŝy Îx)σ̂x

]
.

(B7)

This equation can be rewritten with the definition σ± =
⟨e∓|e±⟩ and the usual ladder operators which then reads
as

Ŵ =A∥Ŝz Îz +
1

2
A⊥

(
Ŝ+Î− + Ŝ−Î+

)
+

A1

[
(Ŝ+Îz + Ŝz Î+)σ̂− + (Ŝz Î− + Ŝ−Îz)σ̂+

]
+

A2

[
(Ŝ−Î−σ̂− + Ŝ+Î+)σ̂+

]
.

(B8)

Finally, we list of the electronic hyperfine tensor data
in Table V as obtained in HSE06 calculations that we list
for the sake of reproduction of our results and the derived
hyperfine tensor data in Tables VII and III. We note that
the hyperfine constants of the second neighbor atoms are
almost negligible in the electronic excited state.

[1] V. S. Vavilov and A. Gippius, Sov. Phys. Semicond. 14,
1078 (1980).

[2] C. Hepp, T. Müller, V. Waselowski, J. N. Becker, B. Pin-



12

|211⟩
_ _

6

|112⟩
_ _

6(+120°)

|011⟩
_

2
C1

C2

C3

(+120°)

(−120°)

|121⟩
_ _

6(−120°)

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

cart.

cart.

cart.

[211]
_ _

[111]

[100]

[010]

[001]

[011]
_

FIG. 7. Transformation of three equivalent carbon atoms. (a) and (b) represent the electronic wavefunction when the |ex⟩ and
|ey⟩ are chosen, respectively. The red and blue circles represent the positive and negative values of |ex⟩ and |ey⟩ wavefunctions,
respectively that we also quantify inside the [...] parentheses. (c) and (d) depict the transformation laws for Ĉ3 and ˆC−1
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C. Becher, and M. Atatüre, Nature Communications 5,
3328 (2014).

[4] L. J. Rogers, K. D. Jahnke, M. W. Doherty, A. Diet-
rich, L. P. McGuinness, C. Müller, T. Teraji, H. Sumiya,
J. Isoya, N. B. Manson, and F. Jelezko, Phys. Rev. B
89, 235101 (2014).

[5] E. A. Ekimov, S. G. Lyapin, K. N. Boldyrev, M. V. Kon-
drin, R. Khmelnitskiy, V. A. Gavva, T. V. Kotereva, and
M. N. Popova, JETP Letters 102, 701 (2015).

[6] T. Iwasaki, F. Ishibashi, Y. Miyamoto, Y. Doi,
S. Kobayashi, T. Miyazaki, K. Tahara, K. D. Jahnke,
L. J. Rogers, B. Naydenov, F. Jelezko, S. Ya-
masaki, S. Nagamachi, T. Inubushi, N. Mizuochi, and
M. Hatano, Scientific Reports 5, 12882 (2015).

[7] T. Iwasaki, Y. Miyamoto, T. Taniguchi, P. Siyushev,
M. H. Metsch, F. Jelezko, and M. Hatano, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 119, 253601 (2017).

[8] T. Iwasaki, Y. Miyamoto, T. Taniguchi, P. Siyushev,
M. H. Metsch, F. Jelezko, and M. Hatano, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 119, 253601 (2017).

[9] S. Meesala, Y.-I. Sohn, B. Pingault, L. Shao, H. A.
Atikian, J. Holzgrafe, M. Gündoğan, C. Stavrakas,
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205444 (2018).

[10] S. Ditalia Tchernij, T. Lühmann, T. Herzig, J. Küpper,
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TABLE V. The raw data of hyperfine tensors in both D3d and C2h symmetries for G4V(−) defects at zero pressure as obtained
in HSE06 calculations in the electronic ground state. Axx, Ayy and Azz are the symmetric hyperfine tensor elements. Axy,
Axz and Ayz parameters are the asymmetric hyperfine tensor elements. The unitless reduction factor q is given for each defect
associated with the Jahn–Teller effect. Atoms are labeled for low C2h symmetry configuration in Fig. 6(j) and the spin density
of high D3d symmetry configuration is illustrated in Fig. 6.

Defect q Axx (MHz) Ayy (MHz) Azz (MHz) Axy (MHz) Axz (MHz) Ayz (MHz)

SiV(−) 0.67

C2h

C2,3,5,6 18.36 22.91 21.14 6.03 −5.17 −7.53

C1,4 98.46 100.94 98.45 −28.79 28.26 −28.79
29Si 87.08 85.48 87.09 −4.27 3.15 −4.25

D3d

C-first neighbor 44.85 44.85 45.95 13.02 −13.41 −13.41

C-second neighbor −2.60 −1.87 −3.32 −1.60 0.03 0.47
29Si 90.29 90.29 90.29 −1.70 −1.70 −1.70

GeV(−) 0.69

C2h

C2,3,5,6 19.76 23.84 22.14 6.69 −5.83 −7.92

C1,4 113.87 112.83 81.39 −31.78 31.75 −31.79
73Ge 43.24 42.84 43.24 −1.63 0.45 −1.64

D3d

C-first neighbor 50.64 50.64 51.17 14.74 −14.87 −14.87

C-second neighbor −3.91 −4.30 −3.13 0.11 −1.22 0.51
73Ge 46.61 46.61 46.61 −0.93 −0.93 −0.93

SnV(−) 0.72

C2h

C2,3,5,6 16.32 20.34 18.48 7.13 −6.23 −8.33

C1,4 95.15 95.64 95.16 −32.49 32.50 −32.49
117Sn 1012.14 1011.20 1012.15 −18.766 −16.214 −18.763

D3d

C-first neighbor 42.61 42.61 42.84 15.40 −15.50 −15.50

C-second neighbor −9.59 −9.85 −9.59 0.05 0.97 0.05
117Sn 1074.989 1074.985 1074.99 −18.066 −18.066 −18.062

PbV(−) 0.74

C2h

C2,3,5,6 14.83 18.50 16.65 7.15 −6.23 −8.20

C1,4 99.96 99.02 99.96 −33.97 34.53 −33.97
207Pb −1179.04 −1175.31 −1179.05 14.46 13.63 14.45

D3d

C-first neighbor 42.83 42.83 42.51 16.21 −16.08 −16.08

C-second neighbor −12.13 −10.79 −11.97 0.30 −0.06 −1.26
207Pb −1323.24 −1323.24 −1323.24 14.27 14.27 14.27
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TABLE VI. The raw data of hyperfine tensors in both D3d and C2h symmetries for G4V(−) defects at zero pressure as obtained
in HSE06 calculations in the electronic excited state. Axx, Ayy and Azz are the symmetric hyperfine tensor elements. Axy,
Axz and Ayz parameters are the asymmetric hyperfine tensor elements. The unitless reduction factor q is given for each defect
associated with the Jahn–Teller effect. Atoms are labeled for low C2h symmetry configuration in Fig. 6(j) and the spin density
of high D3d symmetry configuration is illustrated in Fig. 6.

Defect q Axx (MHz) Ayy (MHz) Azz (MHz) Axy (MHz) Axz (MHz) Ayz (MHz)

SiV(−)

C2h

C1,4 40.72 37.07 36.95 22.24 22.32 53.44

C2,3,5,6 21.48 14.03 14.38 13.83 14.45 17.54
29Si 0.57 4.97 5.02 4.96 4.91 4.86 4.90
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TABLE VII. The effective dynamic hyperfine parameters for selected 13C nuclear spins in low C2h symmetry for G4V(−)
defects as obtained by HSE06 calculations in the electronic ground state. The directions are defined in Fig. 7(e).

Defect Axx (MHz) Ayy (MHz) Azz (MHz) Axy (MHz) Axz (MHz) Ayz (MHz)

Ground state

SiV(−) - first neighbor

A 60.4 43.2 37.5 0.0 7.2 0.0

Ax −22.0 −6.8 −10.6 −3.0 −4.6 2.7

Ay −50.7 −15.6 −24.4 2.3 −10.7 −2.1

SiV(−) - second neighbor

A −0.6 −2.7 −2.6 −0.8 0.5 −0.3

Ax 0.6 1.1 1.3 0.3 0.1 0.1

Ay 1.8 1.7 2.7 1.0 0.7 −0.6

GeV(−) - first neighbor

A 77.6 37.0 42.0 0.0 13.9 0.0

Ax −23.1 −11.5 −13.0 1.2 −4.0 0.4

Ay −52.9 −26.2 −29.7 −1.0 −9.2 −0.3

GeV(−) - second neighbor

A −3.2 −4.3 −4.2 −1.1 −0.2 0.6

Ax 1.7 1.8 2.0 0.4 0.4 −0.4

Ay 1.5 1.9 2.7 0.3 −0.1 0.3

SnV(−) - first neighbor

A 70.1 28.3 33.4 0.0 14.6 0.0

Ax −21.4 −9.3 −10.8 1.3 −4.3 0.4

Ay −49.3 −21.3 −24.9 −1.0 −9.8 −0.3

SnV(−) - second neighbor

A −4.1 −5.3 −4.9 −0.8 −0.2 0.5

Ax 1.9 2.1 2.1 0.3 0.4 −0.3

Ay 2.1 2.4 3.2 0.2 −0.1 0.2

PbV(−) - first neighbor
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A −4.9 −5.9 −5.2 −0.6 −0.1 0.4

Ax 2.0 2.2 2.1 0.2 0.3 −0.3

Ay 2.9 3.1 3.9 0.1 −0.0 0.1

Excited state

SiV(−)

A 15.91 21.81 10.57 -5.13 -2.58 4.46

Ax 1.53 -4.93 0.10 2.09 0.32 -1.73

Ay -1.10 -6.58 0.30 7.53 2.31 -3.08

GeV(−)
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PbV(−)
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[45] P. E. Blöchl, Phys. Rev. B 62, 6158 (2000).
[46] K. Szász, T. Hornos, M. Marsman, and A. Gali, Phys.

Rev. B 88, 075202 (2013).
[47] F. S. Ham, Phys. Rev. 138, A1727 (1965).
[48] I. B. Bersuker, The Jahn-Teller effect (Cambridge Uni-

versity Press, Cambridge, UK ;, 2006).
[49] I. Bersuker and V. Polinger, Vibronic Interactions in

Molecules and Crystals, Springer Series in Chemical
Physics (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2012).

[50] S. Steiner, S. Khmelevskyi, M. Marsmann, and
G. Kresse, Phys. Rev. B 93, 224425 (2016).

[51] R. Bruyndonckx, C. Daul, P. T. Manoharan, and

E. Deiss, Inorganic Chemistry 36, 4251 (1997).
[52] P. Deák, B. Aradi, T. Frauenheim, E. Janzén, and

A. Gali, Phys. Rev. B 81, 153203 (2010).
[53] C. Freysoldt, B. Grabowski, T. Hickel, J. Neugebauer,

G. Kresse, A. Janotti, and C. G. Van de Walle, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 86, 253 (2014).
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