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ABSTRACT

We investigate the early (¢ < 1 day) kilonova from the neutron star merger by deriving atomic
opacities for all the elements from La to Ra (Z = 57 — 88) ionized to the states V - XI. The opacities
at high temperatures for the elements with open f-shells (e.g., lanthanides) are exceptionally high,
reaching Kexp ~ 10%cm? g™ at A < 1000 A at T' ~ 70,000 K, whereas, the opacities at the same tem-
perature and wavelengths for the elements with the open d-, p-, and s-shells reach fieyp ~ 1cm? g1,
0.1cm?g~!, and 0.01 cm? g~ !, respectively. Using the new opacity dataset, we derive the early kilo-
novae for various compositions and density structures expected for neutron star merger ejecta. The
bolometric luminosity for the lanthanide-rich ejecta shows distinct signatures and is fainter than that
for the lanthanide-free ejecta. The early luminosity is suppressed by the presence of a thin outer layer,
agreeing with the results of Kasen et al. (2017) and Banerjee et al. (2020). The early brightness in
Swift UVOT filters and in the optical g-, -, i-, z-filters for a source at 100 Mpc are ~ 22 — 20 mag and
~ 21 — 19 mag, respectively, at t ~ 0.1 days. Such kilonovae are ideal targets for the upcoming UV
satellites, such as ULTRASAT, UVEX, and DORADO, and the upcoming surveys, e.g., Vera Rubin
Observatory. We suggest the gray opacities to reproduce the bolometric light curves with and without

lanthanides are ~ 1 —20cm?g~!

and ~ 0.8 —1lcm?g
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1. INTRODUCTION

Binary neutron star mergers have long been hypoth-
esized to be one of the most plausible sites for heavy
element synthesis. In the neutron-rich material ejected
after the neutron star merger, heavy (Z > 26) ele-
ments are synthesized via rapid neutron capture (r-
process, e.g., Lattimer & Schramm 1974; Eichler et al.
1989; Freiburghaus et al. 1999; Korobkin et al. 2012;
Wanajo et al. 2014). Radioactive decay of freshly syn-
thesized heavy elements produces a transient in the
Ultraviolet-Optical-Infrared (UVOIR) range, called a
kilonova (e.g., Li & Paczynski 1998; Kulkarni 2005;
Metzger et al. 2010).  The recent detection of the
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kilonova AT2017gfo from the neutron star merger
(e.g., Coulter et al. 2017; Yang et al. 2017; Valenti et al.
2017) by the follow-up observation of the gravitational
wave signal GW170817 (Abbott et al. 2017) has con-
siderably progressed our understanding on the origin of
heavy elements.

Several efforts have been made to model the kilo-
nova AT2017gfo, which evolved from UV and optical to
near-infrared (NIR) in the timescale of about ~ a week
(e.g., Coulter et al. 2017; Yang et al. 2017; Valenti et al.
2017; Cowperthwaite et al. 2017; Smartt et al. 2017;
Drout et al. 2017; Utsumi et al. 2017).  The light
curves at late times (¢ > 1 day, hereafter ¢ de-
notes time after the merger) are well explained
by the radioactive decay of the heavy elements or
kilonova (e.g., Kasen et al. 2017; Tanaka et al. 2017;
Shibata et al. 2017; Perego et al. 2017; Rosswog et al.
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2018; Kawaguchi et al. 2018). Nonetheless, the source
of the emission at early time (¢ < 1 day) had been
a matter of debate (see Arcavi 2018), since it was
not clear whether the radioactive heating is enough
to explain the early kilonova (e.g., Villar et al. 2017;
Waxman et al. 2018) or other heating source such
as the cooling from the shocked ejecta formed by
the jet-ejecta interaction (e.g., Kasliwal et al. 2017;
Piro & Kollmeier 2018) or S decays of free neutrons
(Metzger et al. 2015; Gottlieb & Loeb 2020) or central
engine activity (e.g., Metzger et al. 2008; Yu et al. 2013;
Metzger & Fernandez 2014; Metzger et al. 2018) is nec-
essary. However, now the emission mechanism of kilo-
nova AT2017gfo at ¢ < 1 day has mostly reached the
consensus to have the same source as the late time, i.e.,
kilonova powered by radioactive heating can explain the
early light curve (e.g., Banerjee et al. 2020; Klion et al.
2021).

Kilonova light curves strongly depend on the
bound-bound opacity of the r-process elements,
which requires the atomic data (e.g., Kasen et al.
2013; Tanaka & Hotokezaka 2013; Fontes et al. 2015,
2020; Wollaeger et al. 2017; Tanaka et al. 2018,
2020). However, such atomic data were largely un-
available (see Kramida et al. 2020). In the past
decade, calculations of the atomic opacity have
been the intense focus of research (e.g., Kasen et al.
2013;  Tanaka & Hotokezaka  2013;  Fontes et al.
2015; Wollaeger et al. 2017; Tanaka et al. 2018;
Gaigalas et al. 2019; Tanaka et al. 2020; Fontes et al.
2020; Rynkun et al. 2022; Fontes et al. 2023; Flors et al.
2023), although all of these studies focus on the rela-
tively lower ionized elements, maximum up to third (or
IV in spectroscopic notation; hereafter used to describe
the ionization), which are important for the kilonova at
late times (¢ > 1 day).

The atomic opacity at an early time (¢ < 1 day) is
determined by the highly ionized heavy elements since
the neutron star merger ejecta are highly ionized at
an early time. For the AT2017gfo-like binary neutron
star merger with an ejecta mass of Mg ~ 0.05Mg
(Kasliwal et al. 2017; Kasen et al. 2017; Waxman et al.
2018; Banerjee et al. 2020), moving with an average ve-
locity of vavg ~ 0.lc (e.g., Tanaka et al. 2017), the
maximum ionization at around ¢ ~ 0.1 days is ~
XI, owing to the high temperature of ejecta T ~
10° K (Banerjee et al. 2020; Klion et al. 2021). The
atomic opacity calculations for the highly ionized (V
- XI) elements has been started relatively recently
(e.g., Banerjee et al. 2020, 2022). However, the cal-
culations are limited to the lighter r-process elements
(Ca - Ba, Z = 20 — 56, Banerjee et al. 2020) and se-

lected rare earth elements (Z = 57 — 71), lanthanides
(see Banerjee et al. 2022 for atomic opacities of Nd,
Z = 60; Sm, Z = 62; and Eu, Z = 63; also see
Carvajal Gallego et al. 2022a,b, 2023a,b for the atomic
opacities for La - Sm, Z = 57 — 61, ionized to states
V - X; Maison et al. 2022 for Lu ionized to V). The
atomic opacity for many of the lanthanides, such as, the
lanthanides with Z = 64 — 71, and the post-lanthanide
r-process elements (Z > 71, e.g., Wanajo et al. 2014)
are yet to be included.

Calculation of the atomic opacity for all the elements
are required to understand kilonova from different view-
ing angles. This is because in neutron star mergers,
different elements are inhomogeneously distributed (see
Shibata & Hotokezaka 2019), which introduces angle
dependence in light curves due to the different opacity
for different elements. For example, if the lanthanides
are present in the ejecta, then it causes the opac-
ity to increase dramatically (e.g., Kasen et al. 2013;
Tanaka et al. 2018; Fontes et al. 2020; Tanaka et al.
2020), affecting the light curves. Such lanthanides
(also the heavy r-process elements Z > 71) are ex-
pected to be mainly distributed in the equatorial re-
gion by the dynamical mass ejection. On the other
hand, the lighter r-process elements (Z < 56) are
expected to be distributed in the shocked dynamical
ejecta in the polar direction or in the relatively isotropic
outflow from the accretion disk (e.g., Bauswein et al.
2013; Just et al. 2015; Sekiguchi et al. 2015; Just et al.
2022; Metzger & Fernandez 2014; Miller et al. 2019;
Fernandez & Metzger  2014;  Perego et al. 2014,
Lippuner et al. 2017; Fujibayashi et al. 2018, 2020a,b).

Understanding the kilonova from different directions
starting from an early time is important to extract the
abundances from observations. The fourth GW observ-
ing Run (0O4), which starts in the later half of 2023, is
expected to make several joint detections of GW and
kilonova per calender year (e.g., Colombo et al. 2022).
The detected events might have viewing angles differ-
ent from each others. Hence, calculations of the atomic
opacity suitable to calculate the light curve from an early
time are necessary.

In this paper, we perform the first systematic atomic
opacity calculation for all the heavy r-process elements
including lanthanides (La - Ra, Z = 57 — 88) ion-
ized to the states V - XI. This work, together with
Banerjee et al. (2020, 2022), provides the atomic opacity
suitable for early time for all the r-process elements Ca -
Ra (Z = 20—88). We show our new atomic and opacity
calculations in Section 2. Using the new opacity dataset,
we study the early kilonova emission at ¢ < 1 day. The
radiative transfer simulations performed for such pur-



pose are discussed in Section 3. Since now we have the
complete atomic opacity to calculate the light curve for
all possible compositions, we assess the applicability of
the gray approximations used in many previous stud-
ies for modelling the early kilonova (e.g., Villar et al.
2017) in Section 4. Finally, we provide our conclusions
in Section 5. Note that AB magnitude system is adopted
throughout the article.

2. OPACITY FOR NEUTRON STAR MERGER

In this section, we discuss the bound-bound opacity
calculation for the neutron star merger ejecta. In the
case of supernovae and neutron star mergers, the mat-
ter is expanding with a high velocity and a high ve-
locity gradient. In this case, the photons are contin-
uously redshifted in the comoving frame and the red-
shifted photons progressively interact with lines. Note
that the lines are not infinitely sharp, but are broadened
due to the different mechanisms (mainly due to the ther-
mal motion in neutron star merger ejecta). If the lines
do not overlap with each other, i.e., if the interaction of
the photons with different lines are independent of each
other, then the average contribution from multiple lines
within a chosen wavelength bin is defined to be the opac-
ity (Karp et al. 1977; Eastman & Pinto 1993). This is
called the expansion opacity (Sobolev 1960), calculated

as:
1 Al
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where )\; is the transition wavelength in the wavelength
interval of AX and 7; is the Sobolev optical depth at the
transition wavelength, calculated as

7T62

T = A fit. (2)
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Here n; is the number density of the lower level of the
transition, and f; is the strength of transition.

It is evident from Equation (1) and Equation (2) that
the calculation of the expansion opacity requires the
atomic data (e.g., energy levels, transition wavelengths,
strength of transitions). Hence, we first perform the
atomic structure calculation for the elements La - Ra
(Z = 57 — 88) with the ionization states V - XI as dis-
cussed in the next section.

Note that the opacity is calculated by assuming the lo-
cal thermodynamic equilibrium (LTE). Hence, to calcu-
late the ionization fraction, we solve the Saha ionization
equation and we determine the population of the excited
levels via Boltzmann statistics. The assumption of LTE
is invalid if the non-thermal processes significantly af-
fect the ionization and excitation structure. However,
Banerjee et al. (2022) estimate that at the early times

3

(t < 1 day), the effect of the non-thermal processes on
the ionization/excitation is not significant. Hence, we
adopt LTE assumption in this paper.

2.1. Atomic structure calculations

We perform atomic structure calculations by using the
Hebrew University Lawrence Livermore Atomic Code
(HULLAC, Bar-Shalom et al. 2001). HULLAC uses
zeroth-order solutions of single particle Dirac equations
with a parametric central field potential as a basis for
perturbation theories. The central field is parametrized
to include the combined effect of the nuclear field and the
spherically averaged electron-electron interaction. The
central field is optimized so that the first order config-
uration averaged energies of the ground and low-lying
excited states are minimized. The zeroth-order wave-
functions are calculated by solving the single electron
Dirac equation. Many-electron wavefunction is con-
structed from the anti-symmetrized products of the or-
bitals in any chosen coupling scheme (j-j coupling in
this case). Breit interaction and quantum electrody-
namic correction are also taken into account. More de-
tails of the HULLAC calculations for heavy elements
can be found in the previous studies (e.g., Tanaka et al.
2018; Rynkun et al. 2022; Banerjee et al. 2022).

Note that HULLAC uses the parametric central field
potential constructed from the electron distribution of
the slater type orbital, for which the ground state
configuration of the next ion state is used. Hence,
the knowledge of the ground configurations are re-
quired to perform atomic calculations. However, for
highly ionized atoms, the ground configurations are not
well established for several elements. This problem
is especially severe in the case of highly ionized lan-
thanides (Z = 57 — 71). For example, the ground
states for the highly ionized lanthanides provided by
the NIST atomic spectra database (Kramida et al. 2020)
are based on approximated and simplified theoretical
calculations (Carlson et al. 1970; Rodrigues et al. 2004;
Sugar & Kaufman 1975; Martin et al. 1978). Use of
such ground states can be a source of uncertainty in
the atomic opacity. Hence, it is important to derive the
correct ground configurations to calculate the opacity.

We estimate the ground configurations of the highly
ionized lanthanides (V - XI) by using the method orig-
inally devised by Banerjee et al. (2022) to derive the
ground configurations of the three lanthanides (Nd,
Z = 60; Sm, Z = 62; Eu, Z = 63) ionized up to XI.
We extend the calculation to all the lanthanides. We
perform several atomic structure calculations by system-
atically varying the central potential. For designing the
central potential, (1) we consider different electron dis-
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Figure 1. The energy level density distribution for all elements with ionization V (left) and VI (right). Only the energy levels
below the ionization threshold are included. The colored boxes on the top indicate the valence shells in different ions.

tribution in the 4f- and 5p-shells (the two open shells
in the highly ionized lanthanides, Kramida et al. 2020)
and (2) optimize the central potential with different sets
of configurations. For each case, we identify the ground
configuration as the one that generates the configuration
state function (CSF) with the largest mixing coefficient
for the lowest energy level. If the same configuration is
identified as the ground state for all the different cal-
culations, we take that as the ground configuration of
that ion. More details on this method can be found in
Banerjee et al. (2022).

Note that our atomic calculation is performed by solv-
ing the relativistic Dirac equation for the individual lan-
thanide ions unlike the previous simplified theoretical
calculations (Carlson et al. 1970; Rodrigues et al. 2004;
Sugar & Kaufman 1975; Martin et al. 1978). Hence, we
use the derived ground configurations for the highly ion-
ized lanthanides for the atomic structure calculations.

We show all the configurations used in our work in
Table A1, where the first configuration always repre-
sents the ground one. All the configurations used for
optimization of the central potential are marked in bold
in Table Al. Note that for the post-lanthanides (el-
ements with atomic number Z = 72 — 88), we use
the ground states provided in the NIST (Kramida et al.
2020), following the previous works (e.g., Kasen et al.
2013; Tanaka et al. 2020; Banerjee et al. 2020).

2.2. Energy levels and transitions

Figure 1 and Figure 2 show the energy level distribu-
tion obtained from our atomic structure calculations.
We also include the lighter r-process elements (Z
20 — 56, Banerjee et al. 2020) and the three lanthanides
(Nd, Sm, Eu) already discussed in Banerjee et al. (2022)
for comparison. Note that the number of energy levels

below the ionization threshold are shown since these are
the only levels that are relevant for the bound-bound
opacity. The color scale represents the level density in
the 0.2 eV energy bin. The colored boxes on the top
of the figure indicate the valence electron shell of the
individual ions.

Note that the valence electron shells in highly ionized
states are different than the valence shells in neutral
atoms. For example, Pb (Z = 82), a p-group element
at neutral state, has d-shell as the outermost orbital in
ionization IX (Table Al). Again, Hf (Z = 73), which is
a d-shell element at neutral state, has f-shell as valence
shell at higher ionization (> V, Table Al). Depend-
ing on the valence shell, the energy level distribution of
a particular ion might show completely different trend
than its neutral or lower ionization state.

The energy level density in the highly ionized elements
is the maximum when the f—shell electrons are present.
For instance, the energy level density is extremely high
for the elements Pr - Ta (Z = 59 — 73), which have
open f-shell as the valence shell for ionization states of
V - XI. This is due to the large number of available
states when the open f—shell is present. This behav-
ior for the elements with f—shell is well known for the
low ionization cases (Z = 57 — 71, e.g., see Kasen et al.
2013; Tanaka & Hotokezaka 2013; Fontes et al. 2015,
2020, 2022; Wollaeger et al. 2017; Tanaka et al. 2018,
2020). However, the energy level density for the ele-
ments with open f—shell at the higher ionization are
even higher. This is because at higher ionization, the
elements with open f-shell possess the open p-shell in
addition (Table Al), increasing the total number of the
available states (or complexity) for the electrons. The
high density of the energy levels for the highly ionized
lanthanides is also observed by Banerjee et al. (2022)

log (number of levels in 0.2 eV)
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Figure 2. The same as the Figure 1 but for ionization VII - XI.
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Figure 3. Number of transitions for the ionization V to XI for all the elements from Ca (Z = 20) to Ra (Z = 88).

for Nd (Z = 60), Sm (Z = 62), and Eu (Z = 63).
Now the overall trend for highly ionized lanthanides is
clearer with the extention of the calculations to all the
lanthanides.

For the other elements, the energy level density is
the maximum for the elements with open d-shell, fol-
lowed by the elements with open p- and s-shell (Figure 1,
Figure 2). For example, at ionization IX, the den-
sity of energy levels appear in the decreasing order
for the elements which possess open d-shell (Ir - Rn,
Z =177 —86), open p-shell without any f-shell (W - Os,
7Z = T4 — 76), and open s-shell (Fr - Ra, Z = 87 — 88;
Figure 2). Note that the similar trends are followed for
the lighter r-process elements with open d-, p-, and s-
shell (Banerjee et al. 2020).

The energy level density for the elements with the
same open shell becomes the maximum when the open
shells are half-filled. This is because the half-filled shells
have the maximum complexity. For example, for the
elements with open d-shell at ionization IX (Ir - Rn,
Z = T7 — 86), the maximum energy level densities ap-
pear around Tl - Po (Z = 81 — 83), where the open
d-shell is nearly half-filled (Table A1). Similar trends
are observed for the elements with the other open shells,
e.g., the elements with p-shell and s-shell across different
ionizations.

In case of the elements with open f-shell at higher
ionization, open p-shell is also present. The number of
electrons in the two open shells affects the energy level
density distributions in different ways: (1) for a partic-
ular ionization, the number of electrons in the f—shell
determines the elements which have the most dense en-
ergy level density structure. For instance, the energy
level density is the maximum for the elements Tb to
Tm (Z = 65 — 69, see Figure 1, Figure 2), which have
the nearly half-filled f-shell (Table Al) across different

ionizations; (2) for a particular element, the number of
electrons in the p-shell decides the ionizations at which
the energy level density reaches its maximum. As an
example, consider Eu, for which the energy level den-
sity distribution is the maximum around the ionization
VIII - X (Figure 2), where the p-shell is nearly half-filled
(Table Al). If both the shells are half-filled, as that in
the case for the elements Th - Tm (Z = 65 — 69) at
the ionization states of ~ VIII - X, then they show the
highest energy level densities among all the different lan-
thanide ions (Figure 1, Figure 2).

Figure 3 shows the total number of transitions for dif-
ferent elements (Njipe in Table A1) in various ionization
states (V - XI). The labels provide the valence shells for
the element with highest number of transitions at a par-
ticular ionizations (note that we do not specify the ions
with s-shell explicitly, nevertheless, these can be found
in Table Al). The lighter r-process elements (Z < 56,
Banerjee et al. 2020) and the three lanthanides (Nd, Sm,
Eu, Banerjee et al. 2022) are also shown for comparison.

The trend in the total number of transitions re-
flects the number density of the energy levels (Figure 1,
Figure 2). For instance, at any particular ionization, the
number of transitions is consecutively lower for the ele-
ments with open f- and p-shell, followed by the elements
with open d-, p-, and s-shell (Figure 3). Moreover, the
transitions for the elements with the same open shells
becomes the maximum when the open shells are half-
filled. This is due to the fact that the ions with half-
filled shell show the largest number of energy levels and
transitions.

For a few of highly ionized elements (VII - XI) with
open f-shell and p-shell, the total number of transitions
involving all the energy levels (Ny,, in Table Al) are
higher than the transitions involving the energy levels
only below the ionization threshold (Njpe in Table A1,
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Figure 4. The expansion opacity as a function of wavelength at 7 = 70,000 K, p = 107" gcm ™, and at t = 0.1 days for the

different elements.

e.g., see Th VIIT in Table A1). This can be understood
in the following way. Firstly, most of these ions have
high complexity due to the presence of open f-shell and
p-shell, hence, the total number of energy levels are ex-
tremely high. Also, for these ions, the energy levels are
pushed upward due to several effects, such as, the higher
ionization degree, higher spin-orbit interaction (Cowan
1981; Tanaka et al. 2020). Combining these two effects,
the transitions involving the higher lying energy levels
beyond the threshold energy increases significantly.

2.3. Bound-bound opacity

Using the newly constructed atomic data, we calcu-
late the expansion opacity for all the elements La - Ra
(Z = 57—88) ionized to the states of V - XI. We assume a
single element ejecta with the density p = 1071 gcm =3,
which represents the ejecta condition at t ~ 0.1 days
for a AT2017gfo-like neutron star merger ejecta with
an ejecta mass of Me; ~ 0.05Mg (Kasliwal et al. 2017;
Kasen et al. 2017; Waxman et al. 2018; Banerjee et al.

2020), moving with an average velocity of vavg ~ 0.1c

(e.g., Tanaka et al. 2017). The single-element ejecta are
not realistic as the ejecta always contain the mixture
of elements. However, we discuss the single-element
opacity to understand the effect of the newly calculated
atomic data on the opacity.

In the early time, the outermost layer opacity deter-
mines the shape of the light curves (Banerjee et al. 2020,
2022). The temperature of the outermost layer for the
ejecta of the AT2017gfo-like neutron star merger ejecta
moving with a velocity of v ~ 0.2¢ (e.g., Tanaka et al.
2017) is T ~ 70,000 K (Banerjee et al. 2020). Since
our main aim is to provide the light curve for the early
kilonova, we choose this temperature to discuss the ex-
pansion opacity. Around the temperature of 7' = 70, 000
K, the elements become IX ionized.

The expansion opacities for different elements at a
temperature of T' = 70,000 K are shown in Figure 4.
The expansion opacities show a strong wavelength de-
pendence, with a higher value at the shorter wavelengths
(A < 1000 A). This is because of the higher number of
transitions at shorter wavelengths.
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Figure 5. The Planck mean opacity as a function of temperature at p = 107 gcm™ and ¢ = 0.1 days for different elements.

The expansion opacities for the elements with differ-
ent shells vary widely. For example, the opacities for
the elements with open f- and p-shell (Z = 59 — 73
at ionization IX, relevant at temperature T' ~ 70,000
K) are extremely high, reaching Kexp = 104 cm? g~ ! at
A < 1000 A, followed by the elements with open d-shell
(Z = 77 — 86 at ionizations IX), open p-shell with-
out f-shell (Z ~ 74 — 76 at ionizations IX), and with
open s-shell (Z ~ 87 — 88 at ionizations IX), with the
opacity reaching kexp = 1.0cm?g™1, 0.1cm?g~!, and
0.01cm? g~ !, respectively, at the same wavelengths.

The wide range of the expansion opacities across the
elements with different valence shells stems from the dif-
ferences in the energy level density (and correspondingly,
the number of transitions) in the presence of the differ-
ent open shells (see Section 2.2). Note that this is differ-
ent from the low ionized case (e.g., Tanaka et al. 2020),
where the density of those energy levels determines the
opacity because only the low-lying energy levels are pop-
ulated at lower ionizations (i.e., at low temperature).
Hence, the number density of the low-lying energy levels
decides the opacity. On the other hand, in the highly

ionized state (i.e., at a higher temperature), even the
higher energy levels can be populated. Hence, the total
energy level density is more important to determine the
opacity.

We discuss the limitation of the opacity calculation
before proceeding further. For the expansion opacity in
the neutron star mergers, the contribution of multiple
lines are taken into account under the assumption that
the interactions between the photons and lines are in-
dependent of each other. This assumption requires the
photons to travel freely between the two different in-
teractions with different lines. Such assumption works
fine as long as the resonance zones or the line profiles
do not overlap each other. However, if the line profiles
start to overlap with each other, assuming the expansion
opacity underestimates the opacity. This is because, in
such case, taking the expansion opacity overestimates
the photon mean free path by assuming independent in-
teractions.

To indicate when the profiles  start
overlapping, a critical opacity is defined as
3p 10 vt_}:4 totem?g~! (Kasen et al. 2013;

line
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Banerjee et al. 2022), where p_19 = p/107%gcem™3,

Vg, 4 is the thermal velocity vy, /4kms™! the typical
values at tg.; = t/0.1day. If the expansion opacity is
higher than this critical value, that implies that the line
profiles start overlapping. The expansion opacities for
the elements with open f-shell or the lanthanides are
higher than the critical value at far-UV (A < 1000 A).
Hence, the opacities in the far-UV wavelengths for the
lanthanides are mostly underestimated.

Keeping the limitation of the opacity calculation in
mind, we calculate the Planck mean opacities to study
the temperature dependence of the expansion opacity.
For that purpose, we convolve the expansion opacities
with the blackbody function. Note that the Planck
mean opacity is underestimated for the lanthanides at
higher temperature since the blackbody function peaks
at far-UV at higher temperature, where the expansion
opacity exceeds the critical opacity.

The peaks of the opacity for lanthanides appear at
T ~ 70,000 — 90,000 K. This is because lanthanides
become > VII ionized around this temperature, where
the ions have two open shells (f- and p-shell, Table A1).
Note that for different lanthanides, the ionization of >
VII appears at nearly same temperature since the po-
tential energy does not vary much between lanthanides.
Moreover, among the lanthanides with ionization > VII,
the maximum value of the opacity appears for the ele-
ments Tb to Tm (Z = 65 — 69), which have two open
shells nearly half-filled at such ionizations.

For the elements with other valence shells (d-shell, p-
shell without f-shell, and s-shell), the maxima in the
opacity appears whenever the valence shells become
half-filled. For example, at T ~ 10° K, Re (Z = 75)
shows the maxima in opacity. This is because at this

temperature, Re is ionized to ~ XI, where the va-
lence p-shell is nearly half-filled. The same trend is
also observed for the d-shell, p-shell without f-shell,
and s-shell elements for the lighter r-process elements
(Banerjee et al. 2020).

The overall variation in the Planck mean opacities for
the elements are visualized in (right panel of Figure 6),
which shows the Planck mean opacities at the temper-
atures, T" = 25000 K, T" = 50,000 K, T' = 70,000 K,
and T = 90,000 K. Note that these are the tempera-
tures where the peak of the ionization states of V, VII,
IX, and XI appear. It is clear that the valence shells for
different elements change with ionizations (left panel of
Figure 6), and affects the overall opacity. Note that the
peak opacity in the elements with the two open shells
(open f- and p-shell) are underestimated due to taking
the assumption of the expansion opacity.

We discuss the opacity trends for a single element
ejecta with a fixed density. However, such conditions
are not realistic for the neutron star merger ejecta, since
the neutron star merger ejecta consist of the mixture of
elements. Also, as the ejecta expand with time, the den-
sity and temperature change, causing the change in the
opacity. We discuss the opacity of the mixture of ele-
ments for the realistic ejecta conditions in the context of
the radiative transfer simulations in the next sections.

3. RADIATIVE TRANSFER SIMULATIONS
3.1. Models

In the binary neutron star merger, the elemental dis-
tribution dominantly depends on the electron fraction
(Ys), i.e., the electron to baryon ratio in the ejecta.
In neutron star merger, masses are ejected in several
different channels (Shibata & Hotokezaka 2019), pro-
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Table 1. Models and the corresponding gray opacities

Electron fraction

Models

Suggested gray opacities

Yeiin Yo out (cm?g™)

(v =10.05¢ — 0.2¢, (v=10.2¢ — 0.33¢,

Mejin = 0.01My) Mej.oue = 0.001Mo)
Model 1 0.10 — 0.20 — 2.0 —10.0
Model 2 0.20 — 0.30 — 1.0 -5.0
Model 3 0.30 — 0.40 — 0.8
Model 4 0.30 — 0.40 0.10 — 0.20 5.0 —20.0
Model 5 0.30 — 0.40 0.20 — 0.30 3.0 —10.0
Model 6 0.30 — 0.40 0.30 — 0.40 0.8—-1.0

ducing multiple ejecta components. Different ejecta
components have different electron fraction. For the
dynamical ejecta, the mass ejected towards the po-
lar direction due to the shock between the inter-
face of the neutron stars have relatively higher elec-
tron fraction (Y, > 0.25, e.g., Bauswein et al. 2013;
Just et al. 2015; Sekiguchi et al. 2015; Just et al. 2022),
whereas the mass ejected due to the tidal disrup-
tion of the neutron stars have relatively lower elec-
tron fraction (Y, < 0.25, e.g., Bauswein et al. 2013;
Just et al. 2015; Sekiguchi et al. 2015; Just et al. 2022).
Additionally, masses are ejected (more isotropically)
from the disk formed around the central remnant in a
longer timescale. This disk wind ejecta have relatively
higher electron fraction due to the higher neutrino ir-
radiation (e.g., Metzger & Fernandez 2014; Miller et al.
2019; Fernandez & Metzger 2014; Perego et al. 2014;
Lippuner et al. 2017; Fujibayashi et al. 2018, 2020a,b).
Differences in the electron fraction introduce variance in
the elemental abundance pattern in different ejecta com-
ponents, which introduces a viewing angle dependence
in the kilonova light curves.

To understand the early kilonova for different com-
positions, we perform radiative transfer simulations for
an 1D spherical ejecta model (Metzger et al. 2010) with
a power-law density structure p o< r™, where n = —3,
moving with the velocity range of v = 0.05¢ to 0.2c.
The electron fraction is taken to be homogeneous with
the values: (1) Y. = 0.10 —0.20; (2) Y. = 0.20 — 0.30;
(3) Yo = 0.30 — 0.40. The first two of our models cor-
respond to the viewing angle more towards equatorial
plane, whereas the last model corresponds to the abun-
dances expected for the viewing angle more towards the
polar direction. Note that the abundances are derived
from Wanajo et al. (2014) taking flat mass distribution
for each value in the Y, range (see Figure 7). The per-
centage of the lanthanide abundance in the ejecta for
the three different models are ~ 21%, ~ 4.8%, and
~ 0%, respectively. The total ejecta masses for the mod-
els are fixed at My; = 0.01Mg. Note that model 3 is
the same as the fiducial model used in Banerjee et al.
(2020), but with lower ejecta mass (Mej = 0.01M in-
stead of M¢; = 0.05M).

Our choice of models in 1D are relatively simple. In
reality, the observer from the polar direction would ob-
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serve the emission from the lanthanide-free disk wind
ejecta surrounded by the faster moving lanthanide-free
polar dynamical ejecta. Similarly, the observer from
the equatorial direction would observe the emission from
the lanthanide-free disk wind ejecta surrounded by the
lanthanide-rich, faster moving tidal dynamical ejecta.
To study the effects of the density and the abundance
structure in the ejecta, we also include additional models
with a continuous thin outer layer with a fixed mass
of Myyy = 0.001 Mg, moving with velocity v >/ 0.2c.

The layer has a steeper density structure p o< r™ . We
take n' = —10, since such profiles show good fit with
the last kilonova AT2017gfo associated with GW170817
(Kasen et al. 2017). In this case, the maximum outer
velocity is v ~ 0.33c. The electron fraction of the inner
layer ejecta (v < 0.2¢) are fixed to be Ye ;n = 0.30—0.40,
but the same for the outer layer ejecta (0.2¢ < v <
0.33c) are varied and are assumed as different models:
(4) Ye,out = 0.10—0.20; (5) Y, out = 0.20—0.30; and (6)
Ye out = 0.30—0.40. These models are the more realistic
situation for the viewing angles towards the equatorial
(models 4 and 5) and the polar direction (model 6). We
summarize all the models in Table 1.

To calculate the light curves, we use a time- and
wavelength-dependent Monte Carlo radiative trans-
fer code (Tanaka & Hotokezaka 2013; Kawaguchi et al.
2018). The code calculates the multi-color light curves
and spectra for a given a density structure and electron
fraction (Y,) distribution assuming the homologously
expanding motion of the ejecta. The radioactive heat-
ing rate of the r-process nuclei is calculated according
to Y, by using the results from Wanajo et al. (2014).
The code adopts a time-dependent thermalization fac-

tor from Barnes et al. (2016). Our simulation considers
the wavelength range of A ~ 100 — 35000 A.

Here we want to mention that the radiative transfer
becomes infeasible if we use the complete linelist in-
cluding the highly ionized lanthanides. This is because
the number of transitions is extremely high. Hence, to
make the linelist for the lanthanide ions, we include
reduced number of transitions for the ionization > V.
For this purpose, we follow a method introduced by
Banerjee et al. (2022). We randomly select the tran-
sitions from the original linelist by keeping the sta-
tistical properties the same. Following Banerjee et al.
(2022), we use 0.1% of the total linelist to perform ra-
diative transfer simulations since such reduced linelist
is confirmed to preserve the statistical properties. More
details of the method can be found in Banerjee et al.
(2022). Note that for the elements with the ionization <
IV, we use the non-reduced complete atomic data from
Tanaka et al. (2020).

Our models assume ejecta masses smaller than
that proposed for the kilonova AT2017gfo (M =
0.05My, e.g., Kasliwal et al. 2017; Kasen et al. 2017,
Waxman et al. 2018; Banerjee et al. 2020). This is be-
cause our work aims to provide conservative estimates
for the brightness of the kilonova emission. Due to this
choice, the physical properties and correspondingly the
opacity of the ejecta might be different than the single-
element opacity discussed in the Section 2.3. Therefore,
we first discuss the evolution of the opacity for these
models.

3.2. Opacity evolution

As the ejecta expand with time, the density and the
temperature evolve. The change in the temperature
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Figure 9. The expansion opacity evolution at the fixed point of ejecta for different models: v = 0.19¢ in models 2 and 3 with
simple density (top panel); v = 0.33c in models 5 and 6 with continuous thin outer layer density structure (bottom panel). The
ejecta for the models 2 and 5 are lanthanide-rich and that for the models 3 and 6 are lanthanide-free. The high peak in the
opacity is seen only for the lanthanide-rich model with the simple density structure (model 2). The critical opacities at the fixed
ejecta point at different times are also shown (dashed lines). The expansion opacity approximation is good when the expansion
opacities are lower than the critical opacities. This condition is satisfied for most of the models at different timescales. The only
exception is the opacity for the model 2 at A < 1000 A at ¢ < 0.25 days, when the expansion opacity is underestimated.

causes the change in the ionization and correspondingly,
changes the opacity. At the early time, the physical con-
ditions of the ejecta at outermost layer mainly affects
the light curve since most of the emission comes from
the outermost layer in the ejecta at the early time.
Figure 8 shows the physical conditions (density, tem-
perature) of the ejecta at outermost layers in the ejecta
for the different models. The outermost layer for the
models with the simple density (e.g., model 3) and the
models with the continuous thin outer layer (e.g., model
6) are different. Hence, we show the physical conditions
at v = 0.19c for the model with the simple density struc-
ture (e.g., model 3, orange curves in Figure 8) and at v
= 0.33c for the models with the additional thin layers
(e.g., model 5, blue curves in Figure 8). The labels in

the right panel of Figure 8 shows the peak ionization
appearing at different temperature.

The density and the temperature in the outer layer
of the ejecta for the simple ejecta model (e.g., model
3) varies from 107*gcm ™3 to 1074 gem ™2 and T ~
90,000 K to T ~ 10,000 K, respectively, during the
time from ¢ ~ 0.05 days to ¢t ~ 1 day. The correspond-
ing ionization varies from X to II. The outermost layer
of the ejecta for the model with a thin layer (e.g., model
6) has a lower density and correspondingly, lower tem-
perature and ionization. The other models with same
density structure show almost the same trends for the
temperature (and hence the ionization) evolution in the
outermost layers, although there might be slight varia-
tion due to the differences in the compositions in differ-
ent models.
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The expansion opacity evolves with the changes in
the physical conditions (temperature and density) in
the ejecta. The top panel of the Figure 9 shows the
evolution of the expansion opacity at the outer layers
(v ~ 0.19¢) for models 2 and 3, i.e., the simple mod-
els with and without lanthanides. Note that we show
the opacity only for one lanthanide-rich model (model
2, with lanthanide fraction is 4.8 %) since the evolution
is similar in the other lanthanide-rich model (model 1,
lanthanide fraction is 21 %), except for the fact that the
opacity is higher due to the higher lanthanide abun-
dances.

The opacity for the mixture of the elements in the
ejecta show strong wavelength dependence similar to
the opacity for the individual elements. The opacity for
the ejecta containing lanthanides show extremely high
value (Kexp ~ 10*cm?g~!) at around A < 1000 A at
t ~ 0.05 — 0.1 days, which is much higher than the ex-
pansion opacity for the lanthanide-free ejecta (the peak
value of kexp ~ 1 —10em?g™t at A < 1000 A) at the
same time. This is because at around ¢ < 0.1 days, the
outer ejecta reaches the temperature range (T > 50, 000
K, Figure 8) suitable for the lanthanides to be ionized at
> VII, which show maximum energy level density (see
Section 2.2).

As time progresses, the wavelength-dependent opac-
ity in the outer layer in the ejecta changes due to the
changes in the ionization. For example, the peak in the
far-UV wavelengths (A < 1000 A) for the lanthanide-
rich ejecta disappears with time as the temperature,
and hence the ionization, decreases. In addition, the
opacity values shift towards higher value because of

the changes in the density towards the lower value (see
Equation (1)).

The bottom panels of the Figure 9 show the opacity
in the outermost layer (v ~ 0.33¢) for models 5 and
6, where the lanthanide-rich and lanthanide-free con-
tinuous thin outer layer is present. Interestingly, for
the lanthanide-rich ejecta (model 5), the signature high
opacity peak at the far-UV wavelengths (A < 1000 A)
is not observed. This is because the outermost layer is
relatively less dense and the temperature is lower than
that at v = 0.19c in the models with the simple density
structure, i.e., models 1, 2, 3. Hence, the temperature
range, where the lanthanides are highly ionized (> VII),
is passed before ¢ < 0.03 days, the earliest epoch in our
simulation. Similarly, the opacity in the outermost layer
for the lanthanide-free models can be understood.

In the recent study to calculate the kilonova signal for
the equal-mass binary merger by Combi & Siegel (2023),
they find the high opacity peaks for lanthanides do not
appear in the early time (¢ ~ 1 hour) for the ejecta
at the high velocity tail. Interestingly, our results for
the model with lanthanide-rich thin outer layer (model
5), show the behavior similar to their result despite of
a different ejecta distribution. This is mainly due to
the fact that the total mass of the ejecta considered in
both the simulations are comparable (within a factor
of few). However, for different merger conditions, e.g.,
a merger of binaries with higher mass ratios, mass of
the dynamical ejecta might be higher (Fujibayashi et al.
2022), resulting in higher temperature in the outer layer
of the ejecta until ¢t ~ a few hours. In such a case,
the high opacity peaks of lanthanides may significantly
affect the opacity and the light curves.
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Finally, we discuss the limitations of our opacity calcu-
lations. We use expansion opacity approximation for our
opacity calculations. However, if the expansion opac-
ity is beyond the critical opacity at a particular density
and temperature, then the opacity is underestimated
(Section 2). We show critical opacities at different times
as dashed lines in Figure 9 to assess whether the expan-
sion opacity provides the good approximation at differ-
ent times.

Our results show that the expansion opacity pro-
vides the good approximation over the entire wavelength
range considered across different epochs for all the re-
alistic models with thin continuous outer layer (models
4, 5, 6, Figure 9). In addition, the expansion opacity
provides good approximation for the model with sim-
ple density stucture and with no lanthanide abundances
(model 3). The only exception occurs for the models
where the ejecta have the simple density structure and
the lanthanide-rich abundances (e.g., model 2) at the
earliest epoch (¢t < 0.25 days) at far-UV wavelengths
(A <1000 A), when the expansion opacity exceeds the
critical opacity. Hence, the opacity is underestimated for
models 1 and 2 at ¢ < 0.25 days at far-UV (A < 1000 A).
However, even in such case, we can calculate the effec-
tive upper limits of the light curves at far-UV, whereas
the light curves at longer wavelengths are expected to
be unaffected.

Here we also note that in our calculation, we neglect
the actinides (Z = 89 — 103) while calculating the abun-
dance pattern for the ejecta with lower electron frac-
tion. Hence, the overall opacity might be underesti-
mated. For example, the calculation from Wanajo et al.
(2014) show that if the electron fraction in the ejecta is
Y. = 0.10 — 0.20, the ejecta can contain up to 2% of
actinides (Z = 89 — 103). Hence, our results of atomic
opacity might be underestimated for the models includ-
ing the ejecta with Y, = 0.10 — 0.20, such as models 1
and 4.

3.3. Bolometric light curves

Figure 10 shows the bolometric luminosities for differ-
ent models with the simple density structure (models 1,
2, 3). Additionally, the luminosity for the ejecta with
the same density structure but the composition consist-
ing of the mixture of a single lanthanide Eu (Z = 63,
with abundance ~ 10%) and the light r-process elements
(corresponding to the electron fraction Y = 0.30 — 0.40)
is shown for comparison. Note that this is the same
model adopted in the Banerjee et al. (2022), except for
the lower ejecta mass considered in this work.

The bolometric luminosities for lanthanide-rich mod-
els (models 1 and 2, maroon and orange curves,

Figure 10) are fainter in comparison with the luminosi-
ties of the lanthanide-free model (blue curve in model
3, Figure 10). The bolometric luminosities for the
lanthanide-rich ejecta (models 1, 2) reach ~ Ly ~
3—4x10%2ergs™! at t ~ 0.2 days, where the higher lu-
minosity is for the lower fraction of lanthanides (model
2) in the ejecta. On the other hand, the bolometric
luminosities for the ejecta with no lanthanides (model
3) reach Lpo ~ 8 x 10*2ergs™! at ¢ ~ 0.2 days. The
faintness of the light curves in lanthanide-rich models
are observed at the later epochs as well. This is because
the presence of the lanthanides makes the opacity in the
ejecta higher at all epochs (see Figure 9), consequently
making the light curves fainter.

The bolometric luminosities for the lanthanide-free
ejecta (model 3) are relatively flat at times ¢ < 1 day,
whereas that for lanthanide-rich models (models 1, 2)
show distinct signature at the same epochs (Figure 10).
For instance, the light curves for the lanthanide-rich
models (models 1, 2) rise until ¢ ~ 0.2 days and decrease
afterwards. Therefore, the trend in the bolometric lumi-
nosities before t ~ 1 day can act as a distinct signature
to infer the presence of the lanthanides in the ejecta.

The shape of the light curves for the lanthanide-rich
ejecta at early time can be understood by the opacity
evolution in the outer layer of the ejecta. At t < 0.1
days, the temperature of the outermost layer provides
the suitable condition (7" < 70,000 K) so that the opac-
ity of the lanthanide-rich ejecta reaches the maximum
opacity (see Section 3.2). Such a rise in the opacity
in the outermost layer causes the luminosity drop at
t < 0.1 days. At around ¢ ~ 0.2 days, the opacity in the
outer layer of the ejecta decreases with the change in
the temperature and ionization, causing the rise in the
luminosity. This work, for the first time, provides the
light curves for the realistic abundance pattern of the
lanthanide-rich ejecta.

Note that previously Banerjee et al. (2022) show the
effect of the lanthanides in the ejecta is to produce
the distinct signature on the light curve. However,
their model consists of a single lanthanide (e.g., Eu)
instead of the mixture of lanthanides. We show that
such single lanthanide-rich model (Eu-rich model, sim-
ilar to Banerjee et al. 2022, but with lower mass) can
reproduce the overall trend of the early luminosity at
t < 0.2 days as the model with the mixture of lan-
thanides (Figure 10). However, the absence of second
half of the lanthanides overestimates the luminosity be-
yond t > 0.2 days.

The presence of a continuous, thin outer layer in the
ejecta (models 4, 5, 6) makes the early luminosity fainter
than that of the cases with the simple density struc-
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Figure 11. Bolometric luminosity for different models with simple density (dashed lines) and the models with the additional
thin layer (solid lines). Different colored curves represent the models with different compositions.

ture (e.g., models 1, 2, 3, Figure 11). For example, the
light curves for the models with the lanthanide-free in-
ner and outer ejecta (model 6) are fainter than those of
the models with simple density structure containing no
outer layer ejecta (model 3, Figure 11). This is in agree-
ment with the previous works by Kasen et al. (2017);
Banerjee et al. (2020). In the case where the outer layer
contains lanthanides (e.g., model 5), the light curves are
even fainter (Figure 11). Note that the presence of the
lanthanides in the fast-moving thin outer layer in the
ejecta produces light curves fainter than the lanthanide-
rich model with the simple density structure (e.g., model
2). Hence, there are possibilities of deducing the density
structure as well as compositions from the shape of the
light curves at the early times.

The lower luminosity for the models with thin continu-
ous outer layer (e.g., model 5) is mainly due to the lower
density, and correspondingly, lower radioactive power
deposited in the outer layer. The photons escape only
from the outer layer at the early time, and hence, lower
deposited power at the outer layer makes the light curves
fainter. Note that the lower density in the outer layer
is also the main reason for lower luminosity even for the
models with the lanthanide-rich thin outer layer (e.g.,
model 5), and not the high opacity of the ejecta in the
presence of lanthanides. In fact, in this case, the opac-
ity in the outer layer is not extremely high even at the
earliest epochs due to the lower density and lower tem-
perature in the outer layer in such models (Figure 8,
Figure 9).

Here note that the temperature of the ejecta is mass
dependent. If the ejecta mass (and correspondingly
the outer layer mass) is high, the ejecta temperature
is higher than that of the ejecta with lower mass. With
the change in the mass and the temperature in the outer

layer, the shape of the overall luminosity is expected to
be affected.

3.4. Multi-color light curves

Figure 12 and Figure 13 show the UV magnitudes in
the three different Swift UVOT filters (UVW2, UVM2,
and UVW1 with the mean wavelengths 2140 A, 2273 A,
and 2688 A, respectively, Roming et al. 2005) and the
four optical filters (g-, -, i-, z-bands) for a source at
100 Mpc. The models with the simple density structure
and that with the thin, continuous outer layer are shown
with the dashed and solid lines, respectively.

For the models with the simple density (models 1, 2,
3), our results show that the UV brightness varies from
~ 22—20 mag at t ~ 0.1 days, fainter in the lanthanide-
rich models (models 1, 2). For the g-, r-, i-, z-filters, the
early luminosity varies from ~ 21 — 19 mag at ¢t ~ 0.1
days. The models with thin outer layer (models 4, 5, 6)
are at the fainter magnitudes, similar to the behavior of
the bolometric light curves.

The UV light curves are the promising observable sig-
nal at early time. If the kilonova is discovered early
enough so that the prompt observation can be started,
then the signals can be detected with the existing satel-
lite Swift (with a limiting magnitude of ~ 22 mag for
an exposure time of 1000 s, Roming et al. 2005). The
UV horizon is going to be broadened as many wide-
field satellites such as ULTRASAT (limiting magnitude
of 22.4 mag for 900 s of integration time, Sagiv et al.
2014), Dorado (limiting magnitude of 20.5 mag for 600
s of integration time, Dorsman et al. 2022), UVEX (lim-
iting magnitude of 25 mag for 900 s of integration time,
Kulkarni et al. 2021) are upcoming in the next decade.
Hence, in the near future, UV counterpart detection
probability will increase manifold.
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Figure 12. Comparison of UV magnitudes between different models for a source at a distance 100 Mpc. The magnitudes are
shown for three Swift filters UVW2, UVMZ2, and UVW1 with the mean wavelengths 2140 A, 2273 A, and 2688 A, respectively
(Roming et al. 2005). The light curves are fainter at t ~ 0.1 day if the lanthanides are present in the ejecta or if the thin outer

layer is present.

For the optical g-, r-, i-, z-filters, the brightness of
the kilonovae for the lanthanide-rich ejecta is close to
the detection limit of the existing observing facilities
like Zwicky Transient Facility (ZTF, the limiting mag-
nitudes for ZTF in g-, r-, i-bands are 21.1 mag, 20.9
mag, 20.2 mag, respectively, for the 30 s exposure time,
Dekany et al. 2020). The detection of early kilonova in
optical bands seems more feasible for the observing facil-
ities with deeper observing limits, such as, Dark Energy
Camera (DECam, the limiting magnitudes in i-, z-bands
are 22.5 mag, 21.8 mag, respectively, for the 90 s expo-
sure time, Chase et al. 2022), Subaru-HSC, which can
reach a depth of ~ 24 mag for 2 x 30 s exposure time
(e.g., Ohgami et al. 2021, 2023). More promisingly, such
signals in the optical bands can easily be detected by the
upcoming wide-field survey such as Vera Rubin Obser-
vatory (Chase et al. 2022).

Here we note that our opacity in the far-UV wave-
lengths does not provide the correct estimate, hence

our light curves are rather uncertain in far-UV (A <
1000 A) for the lanthanide-rich models with simple
ejecta structure. However, our light curves in the
longer wavelengths are likely to be unaffeced by this
choice. Since the detection ranges of the existing in-
struments discussed here are all beyond 2000 A (e.g.,
Swift, Roming et al. 2005), our models provide useful
predictions for the early kilonova.

4. GRAY OPACITIES TO REPRODUCE EARLY
KILONOVA

Several of the previous studies adopt gray, constant
opacities to reproduce the early light curves of the kilo-
nova, AT2017gfo associated with GW170817. This is
because of the absence of the detailed opacities in the
early time. Since we perform the multi-frequency trans-
fer to calculate the early light curves for kilonova using
the detailed, wavelength-dependent opacity for almost
all the feasible abundances, we now assess how good

Absolute magnitude



17 T -18
Model 4 ——
Model 5

Model 6 ——

Model 1 - - -
Model 2
Model 3 = - -

g-band

18 | -17

Apparent magnitude

-11

Days after the merger
17

T -18
Model 4 ——
Model 5

Model 6 —— -

Model1 - - -
Model 2
Model 3 = - -

i-band
-17

-16

-15

-14

Apparent magnitude

-13

-12

24 l Ll L

-11
0.1 1

Days after the merger

Absolute magnitude

Absolute magnitude

17

17 T -18
band Model1 = - - Model 4 ——
r-ban Model 2 Model 5
18 | Model 3 = - - Model 6 ——  -17
[}
=]
=
‘e
[o)]
<
€
IS
o
<
(=X
Q
<
Days after the merger
17 T -18
band Model1 - - - Model 4 ——
Z-ban Model 2 Model 5
18 | Model3 = - - Model 6 —— H -17
()
©
2
e
[=]
©
IS
I
<]
I
Q
Q
<

Days after the merger

Figure 13. Comparison of magnitudes in four optical filters in g-, r-, i-, 2-bands for different models for a source at a distance

100 Mpc.

the gray approximations are at reproducing the early
light curves. For this purpose, we perform the radiative
transfer simulations by adopting the constant opacities
of Kgray ~ 0.1—20 cm? g~! and compare the results with
those with wavelength dependent opacities.

The bolometric luminosity at ¢ < 1 day for the
model with the simple density structure and lanthanide-
free abundances (model 3) can be reproduced by the
gray transfer with the opacity Kgray ~ 0.8 cm?g~!
(Figure 14). This is because the outer layer opacity
changes gradually at time ¢ < 1 day, and hence, the
behavior of the UVOIR transfer with the wavelength de-
pendent opacity can be simulated UVOIR transfer with
the gray opacity. However, for the similar models but
with lanthanide-rich abundances (models 1, 2), the lu-
minosity cannot be well reproduced with a single gray
opacity owing to the rapid changes in the opacity in the
outer layer at ¢t < 1 day. Similarly, for the models where
the thin outer layer is present, the early luminosities
cannot be reproduced (Figure 15).

The gray opacity might be a fair approximation to de-
rive the early luminosities if a range of the opacity values
are considered instead of a single value. For example,
take model 2, i.e., the simple model with the lanthanide-
rich abundance for Y, = 0.20 —0.30. The UVOIR trans-
fer with the gray opacity of kgray ~ 5cm? g~! reproduces
the faintest portion of the light curves at ¢t ~ 0.05 days,
whereas the brightest portion of the light curve around
t ~ 0.2 days can be reproduced by the gray opacity of
Kgray ~ 1 cm?g~!. Similarly, gray opacity equivalent for
other models can be estimated. The results are summa-
rized in Table 1. However, we want to stress the fact
that the detailed trends of the light curves cannot be
reproduced with a single gray opacity.

The multi-band light curves cannot be reproduced
by the UVOIR transfer with the gray opacity even if
the bolometric luminosities show good match. Take
for example, the bolometric and the multi-color light
curves for the model 3 with the simple density and the
lanthanide-free abundances. Although the bolometric
luminosity shows good match with the light curves with

Absolute magnitude

Absolute magnitude
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Figure 14. Bolometric light curves for the models with the single density slope. The different panels represent different
abundances in the thin outer layer. The light curves are compared with the light curves for the same model but with gray

opacity.

the gray opacity of Kgay ~ 0.8cm?g™! (Figure 14),
the multi-color light curves does not match (Figure 16).
Hence, using the wavelength dependent opacity is nec-
essary to explain the multi-band light curves from the
observations.

Note that even though the opacity for the lanthanide-
rich ejecta shows an extremely high value at the far-UV
wavelengths, the gray opacities required to reproduce
the light curves at the early time is not very high. This
is because of the rapid evolution of the spectral peak
towards the longer wavelengths due to temperature evo-
lution in the outer layer ejecta. Hence, the gray opacities
to reproduce the light curves resembles the wavelength-
dependent opacity at the longer wavelengths, which are
not so high.

5. CONCLUSIONS

To investigate the early kilonova emission from the
neutron star merger ejecta, we perform the atomic opac-
ity calculation for all the elements from La - Ra (Z =

57—88) ionized to the states V - XI, which are the typical
condition at ¢ = 0.1 days (with T ~ 10° K). This work,
together with the previous works, Banerjee et al. (2020,
2022), provides the atomic opacities suitable for early
time for all the elements from Ca to Ra (Z = 20 — 88)
ionized from V - XI.

Our results show that the opacity varies widely de-
pending on the existing open shell in the ions (Figure 4).
For instance, the opacities for the lanthanides are excep-
tionally high, reaching fexp ~ 10%cm?g=! at far-UV
(A <1000 A) at the ionizations > VII (Figure 2). Sim-
ilarly, the opacities for the elements with the open d-,
p-, and s-shells reach kexp ~ 1em?g™, 0.1cm? g™1, and
0.01 cm? g~ !, respectively, at the same wavelength range
(Figure 4).

Using the new opacity dataset, we perform the ra-
diative transfer simulations to derive the early kilonova
light curves using 1D spherical ejecta model with a
power law density structure. In neutron star mergers,
the heaviest elements including lanthanides are expected
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Figure 15. Bolometric light curves for the models with the thin outer layer with steeply declining density slope. The different
panels represent different abundances in the thin outer layer. The light curves are compared with that for the same model but

with the UVOIR transfer with gray opacity.

to be distributed near to the equatorial plane, whereas
lighter r-process elements are distributed towards the
pole or more isotropically. Because of the different el-
emental abundances, the opacity is different in differ-
ent components, introducing the viewing angle depen-
dence in the kilonova light curves. To understand the
light curves from polar and equatorial directions, we as-
sume lanthanide-free and lanthanide-rich abundance of
the ejecta, respectively. Furthermore, we study the ef-
fect of a faster moving thin outer layer with different
compositions.

We find that in presence of lanthanides in the ejecta,
the bolometric luminosities (Lpe ~ 3 — 4 X 104 ergs™t,
higher for lower lanthanide fraction in the ejecta, e.g.,
model 2) are fainter in comparison with the bolomet-
ric luminosities for lanthanide-free ejecta (Lpo ~ 8 X
10* ergs™!, Figure 10). For the lanthanide-rich ejecta,
there are distinct signature in the early light curves de-
termined by the evolution of the opacity in the outer-
most layer in the ejecta (Figure 11). Furthermore, the

presence of a thin outer layer suppresses the early lumi-
nosity, agreeing with the results of Kasen et al. (2017);
Banerjee et al. (2020).

The UV brightness for a source at 100 Mpc at
early time varies from ~ 22 — 20 mag, fainter for the
lanthanide-rich ejecta, at ¢ ~ 0.1 days in Swift UVOT
filters (Roming et al. 2005). If the kilonova is discov-
ered early enough so that the prompt observation can
be started, then the UV signals can be detected with the
the existing satellite Swift (with a limiting magnitude of
~ 22 mag for an exposure time of 1000 s, Roming et al.
2005), or the upcoming UV satellites like ULTRASAT
(limiting magnitude of 22.4 mag for 900 s of integration
time, Sagiv et al. 2014), Dorado (limiting magnitude of
20.5 mag for 600 s of integration time, Dorsman et al.
2022), UVEX (limiting magnitude of 25 mag for 900 s
of integration time, Kulkarni et al. 2021).

The luminosities in the four optical filters (g-, r-, i-,
z-bands) appears to vary from ~ 21 —19 mag at ¢t ~ 0.1
days for a source at 100 Mpc. The light curves are fainter
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for the lanthanide-rich models, as in the bolometric lu-
minosities. Moreover, the presence of the thin outer lay-
ers make the light curves even fainter. For the optical
g-, m-, i-, z-filters, the kilonovae for the lanthanide-rich
ejecta are comparable to the detection limit of the ex-
isting observing facilities like ZTF (Dekany et al. 2020).
However, such kilonova might be detecable by the fa-
cilities with deeper observation limit such as DECam
(Chase et al. 2022), Subaru-HSC (e.g., Ohgami et al.
2021, 2023). More interestingly, such kilonovae are the
good targets for the the upcoming wide-field surveys
such as Vera Rubin Observatory (Chase et al. 2022).
Finally we mention the limitations in our simulations.
Our opacity in the far-UV wavelengths (A < 1000 A)
may be underestimated, and hence, our light curves are
possibly affected in far-UV for lanthanide-rich models.
However, the light curves in the longer wavelengths are
likely to be unaffeced by this choice since the detection
ranges of the existing instruments are all beyond 2000
A (e.g., Swift, Roming et al. 2005; ZTF, Dekany et al.
2020). Furthermore, our 1D models are relatively sim-
ple. The effect of the more realistic multi-dimensional
ejecta structure is explored in an upcoming work.
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APPENDIX

A. THE CONFIGURATIONS USED FOR CALCULATION

Table A1l. The configurations and the results from atomic structure
calculations. Nievel, Nine, and N};,. represents the number of energy
levels, transitions involving all the energy levels, and the transitions
involving the energy levels below the ionization threshold, respectively.

Ion Configurations Nievel Nine Niine
LaV 5p°, 5ptaft, 5ptést, 5ptsdt, 5ptep! 89 1124 1124
La VI 5p*, 5p4ft, 5p36st, 5pPsdt, 5piep! 121 1937 1937
La VII 5p3, 5p24ft, 5p26st, 5p25dt, 5pep! 92 1208 1208
La VIII 5p2, 5p'af!, 5p'6st, 5p'sdt, 5plep! 43 254 254
La IX 5p115slz, ?p15314f1, 5pt5si6st, 5plhsthdt, 4 <08 %08
5p~5Hs 6p
La X 552, 5sldf!, 5s'6st, 5s'6dt, 5step! 15 30 30
La XI 5s14d'°, 441041, 4d'%6s, 4d'°5d", g 10 10
4d106p1

5p°, 4f25p*, 4f'5p°, 5p°6s’, 5p°6p’,

CeV e 210 1274 1274
P
5 2F.3 1g 4 401 4.1
Ce VI :igdff 59, 417597, 5p76s, Sprep, 310 4 420 4 420
P
4 22 1, 3 3pl 3an1
Ce VII :pgf)’dff 5P, 417597, 5p76s, Spep, 202 5 233 5 233
»
3 2F 1 1, 2 201 201
Ce VIII :p25,d41f 5P, 417597, 5p76s, Sprep, 161 2 271 2 271
P
2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Ce IX :I’l?’ 4f75p", 5p6s", Sp76p’, Spd, A7 315 315
p (S
5p'4d'®, 4d'°7s', 4d'04f", 4d'°6s', 4d"6p',
Ce X e 10 17 17
Ce XI 4d'°5s?, 4d'955' 75, 4d105s 4 f1, 4d 0551651, )
€ 10 1p 1 10 1 1 7 36 36
4d*"5s 6p, 4d 755 bd
1 6 6.1 G, 1 6p.1 6 1
PrV :255;1 » 5p°Ts™, 5p°Tp™, 5p°6s, 5p~6p-, 10 17 17
P
6 5 1 5.1 5a.1 50,1
Pr V1 :psf)’dfp 4%, 5T, 5p6st, Sp6p, 49 317 317
P
5 4 1 41 401 401
Pr VII :;»45,(151;) 47, 5p7Tp, SpT6s, pT6p 110 1634 1634
P
4 3 1 3,1 3pl 3an1
Pr VIII :I’%gdfp 47, 5T, Sp6s, Spep, 149 2 771 2 771
»
3 2 1 2~ 1 201 201
Pr IX 5, SpAf, ST, Sp6s, ey 113 1718 1718
5p?5d
2 2 1 1 1p.1 1p,1
Pr X 5p1 » 47, 5pTAf, 5p76s, Sp 6p, 56 337 337
5p'5d!
1.2 2 1 2~ 1 201 201
Pr XI :p255ds1 , 08°4f", 5s”Tp", 55°6s", 5s°6p", 1 18 18
S

Continued on next page
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Ion Configurations Nievel Niine Niine
Nd V z}fj:;:épg 34?155’;? ;fp67p !, 4f'5p°6s, 303 2 811 2 811
Nd VI :f:;;’lﬁ’ 4f*5p°, 5p°Tp', p°6s", 5p°6p’, 78 96 96

p
Nd VII :;’:5’6151”4”2’ AL 5p%6s, 5p°6p, 210 1274 1274
Nd VIII i’;’;p?; ;51”4’ A1%50%, A4S p"6st, AL o', 926 96 706 96 706
Nd IX z}fcz;‘;d?pﬂ 5p*4f?, 4f'5p*6s, 4 5p*6p', 730 50 906 £0 206
Nd X z}f::;;’d?pg’ 4f*5p", 4f'5p'6s", 4 5p'6p’, 312 11 561 11 561
Nd X ?;15?117 5p%, 4f*, 5p'6s’, 5p'op’, 56 a37 437
Pm V z;z:::sﬁ?’;f 15;557;; :fii‘i;’pifé Z?p%sl’ 4*5p°6p', 8856 6533898 6036921
Pm VII z)f; :}‘)’457’;3( 34?’:5’;; Zfii‘i;’pié Z?p4631’ Artowtop, 6286 3647000 3647 090
Pm VIII z)f; :;’;p‘f{c 34?’:5’;; Zfii‘i;’pié Z?”BGSI’ RS 8479 6488816 6488 816
Pm IX :;:;37’;{ 34?’225’])?; zfii‘i’pﬁé Z?”%Sl’ 4f*5p%6p, 6438 3865322 3865322
Pm X z}f::;127’;{Z?fglgpg??iii;;é?pl681’ R 2 741 706 348 706 348
Pm XI z}fcziill’ﬁf’f?’jf Eizd‘ff “6s', 4%6p", 510 26 228 26 228
Sm V z;i::::?’;ff *5p°, 4f°5p°6s", 4f°5p°6p, 4f*5p°5d, 2 067 283 093 283 093
Sm VI z}fcz:;:?’ﬁf 1007, 4f75p6s", 47 5p°6p", Af5p5d, 5230 2288568 2288 568
Sm VII :;z:;:;’;ff %, 4f°5p"6s", 4L 5p"ap", 4f° 575 11589 9998002 9 998 002
Sm VIII z;z:;’:?’ﬁf%ps’ 41750°6s, Af 5% p, 41750 5d 15567 18 619221 18 619 221
Sm IX :;z:§237’8‘ff25p4’ 4175065, Af 5w p, 41750 5d 12293 11835344 11 835 344
Sm X :;z:;’:?’;ff25p3’ 4f°5p’6s’, 4°5p'6p’, 4f°5p'5d’, 5388 2497192 2497 192
Sm XI z}f:}z’f’ 47507, A4f°6s", 4f%6p!, 4f%5d, 1205 130 432 130 432
EuV 4£°5p°, 47°5p%, 4f"5p°6s", 4 5p°6p", 4f"5p°5d, 3897 1140035 1137 991

4f45p°7s?

Continued on next page
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Ion Configurations Nievel Nine Niine
4 6 5,5 4p, 501 4 501 4, 5F g1
Eu VI 1;4:1[’57’ A75p", 4F5p76s, Afop76p, AfT5p7Sd 13065 12823350 12 819 025
p°Ts
4 5 3r,.6 4p 401 e dn 1 4p, 4 gl
Eu VII 2;4?’47’ A775p", 4f5pT6sT, AFT5pTep, AfT5pTSd 20 465 60 643 899 60 636 013
p*Ts
4 4 3E,.5 4r, 301 4r 3n1 4, 3 g1
Eu VIII 2;4:"37’ 77597, Af9p76sT, AFTSp7ep, AfTSp7Sd 40 241 113 753 012 113 745 357
p°Ts
4 3 3k, 4 4p, 201 4 2001 4 2 g1
Eu IX 2;4:"27’ 477597, AfSpT6sT, AFTSpTep, AFTSpTSd 31393 73355941 73355 941
P (S
4 2 3.3 3r.2a1 3. 1p.2 4 101
Eu X Af 5p”, 4f75p", 4775p"6s , 4775p 657, 4 5p6s 15515 18807 502 18 787 178
4f%5p 6p, 4f"5p 5d", 4f"5p Ts
4 1 3k,.2 401 401 4= g1
Eu XI 2;4?"1  AFTSPT, AF76s7, Af 70, AFSd 3204 853 861 853 861
S
GdV AfS5p8, 4f75p°, 4f55p55dt, 4f°5p56st, 4f°5p56p* 5 665 2 403 983 2 403 983
Gd VI afs5p®, 4f05p° A f55p55dt, 4£55p56st, 4f55p56p? 21 926 35616 475 35 616 475
Gd VII afs5p®, 4f45p°, 4f55pt5dt, 4f55pt6st, 4f55pt6p? 50 969 180 288 431 180 288 431
Gd VIII 4f55p*, 4F45p5, Af55p%, Af55p%6s, Af55p%6p" 38 760 73593 381 73 593 381
Gd IX af®5p3, 4f*5pt, 4f55p?5dt, 4f55p26st, 4f55p%6p* 55 029 220 240 570 220 240 570
4 3 5 2 5 1 1 5 1 1 5 1 1
Gd X 2;5:‘17’ A75p”, 4f70p A, AF75p 6s T, 4F75p70p 27187 55999 215 55 999 215
p (S
5 1 4 2 5 g1 5a.1 54,1
Gd XI :Jfﬁ:pg  AFSPT, PSS, 41765, 4f76p 6915 3359449 3359 449
*5p
7 6 8 5 6, 6 g1 6, 6.1 6, 6n 1
Tb V 4f 5p°, 4F°5p", 4f75p'5d’, 4f75p 6s, 41°5p"6p, 14872 16 965765 13 717 001
4f°5p6d”, 4f°5p°Ts", 4f 5p°Tp~, 4f75p
6 6 7 5 6, 5k g1 6, 5n.1 6, 5a 1
Tb VI 4f 5p°, 4F'5p", 4f75p"5d , 4f75p 65, 4175p"6p, 65376 308 013 551 202 972 426
4f°5p°6d-, 4f°bp°Ts , 4f°5p°Tp™, 4f°5p
6 5 7 4 6, 4pr g1 6, 4n 1 6, 4 1
Tb VII 2;6?’47’ AFT5p”, Af75p5d, Af75pT6s, 475p6p 103 141 783 718 762 770 562 843
P 7p
6 4 5 5 6, 3k g1 6, 3r1 6, 3,1
Tb VIII 2;7:1[’3 4787, 4f70p75d", 4f75p76s, 4175p70P 108 155 827 860 706 82 782 424
P
6 3 5 4 6, 2r g1 6,201 6, 2q 1
Tb IX 2;7?’2 » AE°BP7, 4f75p75d7, 4f70p76s, 417 5p70p 85367 529 201 954 52 910 542
P
6 2 5 3 6,1 1 6, 1a.1 6, 1a 1
Tb X 4f 5p”, 41°5p°, 4f75p'Sd’, 4f “Op 65, 4775p 0P, 68 899 347 094 944 34 706 673
4f°5p Tp~, 4f°5p Ts", 4f°5p 6d", 4f 5p
6 1 5 2 6 1 6 1 6 1
Tb XI 4f 5p°, 4I°5p, 47°5d", 4f76s7, 47767, 14872 16982008 1 698 216
afS7pt, 4f57s", 47%6d", 4f
8x 6 A4f9r 5 8k, 5a 1 8k, 54,1 8k 5k 71
Dy V 4f 5p°, 4F°5p", 4f 5p76s, 47 "5p"0p , Af75p"Sd, 61924 268 129 383 80 876 994
4f°5p°Ts", 4f°5p°Tp", 4f°5p°6d", 4f "5p
7 6 8 5 Te,5r g1 e, 5r1 Te 5a.,1
Dy VI 4f'5p°, 4F°5p", 4f 5p75d , 4f Bp°6s, 47 5p"6p, 71234 360 956 051 327 573 289
4f"5p°Ts", 4f"'5p°Tp", 4f 5p°6d", 4f75p
7 5 6 6 Te dr gl T de 1 Te 4l
Dy VII 3;7:1[’47’ A75p", 4f75p75d", 4f75p76p", 4F70p76sT, 94015 566 376 534 56 332 605
D (S
Dy VIII Af75p*, af®5p®, 4f75p35dt, 4f75p%6st, 4f T 5pi6pt 115 103 913 738 089 913 738 089
Dy IX af"5p3, af®s5p?, 4175p%6st, Af 5p%6pt, 4f 5p?5d" 92 861 610 943 987 61 108 625
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Ion Configurations Nievel Nine Niine
7 2 6 3 T 1ol Te 1 1 Te 1 1
Dy X 3;7?’17’ ff4‘;’c§57 147f 15p4?f5’ féfd15p4}6c§57 Aftepsd, 78312 447 640 090 44 771 955
p'7s', 4fT5p'Tp', Af5p'6d", 4f%5p
4f"5p*, 4f®5p?, 4f76s', 4f76p', 4f75d"
Dy XI ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ 17808 23445375 2 345 926
AfTrst, afTpt, Af76d, 4f8
4f®5p8, 4f105p°® 4f85p56st, 4185p%6pt, 4f85p55d",
Ho V i e el o 11390 9922122 7864 433
8 6 9 5 8, 5n.1 8, 5n,1 8r, 5k g1
Ho VI z}fw:ps?’ ff4‘;’£57f7f 15p4?§57 ;Léfd15p4?11)()é 4775p5d 61924 268 129 383 256 960 118
p°7s', 4f55p°Tp', Af*5p°6d’, 41 5p
Ho VII AF75p%, Af°5p%, 4f75p°6s", 47 0p°6p", AfT5p5d, 71234 360 956 050 348 425 416
o 4 7 57 1 4 7 57 1 4 Te.5 dl 4 I 4
frop>Ts™, Af 5p>Tp, 4f'5p°6d”, 4f"5p
Ho VIII af75p®, af®5pS, 4f75ptsdt, 4f 5pt6st, 4f 5ptep! 84 567 481 201 997 48 111 620
Ho IX af75p*, af®5p®, 4f75p35dt, 4f75p%6st, 4f 5pi6pt 115 103 913 738 088 913 738 088
7 3 6 4 T 2r g1 e, 2r1 Te 20,1
Ho X z}fcs:p{) 4787, 4f75p75d", 4fT5p76s, 45 5p70R 94029 620 847 851 62 984 708
P
7 2 6 3 Te 1 1 T 1ol Te 11
Ho XI 4f'5p”, 4f°5p°", 4f 5p 54, 4f"5p 65, 4775p"6p, 78312 447 640 089 44 755 094
A4f"5p 6d-, 4f'bp Ts , 4f " 5p Tp”, 4f°5p
4f'%5p®, af'*5p®, 4f95p°5d", 4175p°6s', 4175p°6p!,
Er V LF5p0Tal APl A a5t 471250 7404 4126324 3500 857
4f®5p8, 4f105p°® 4 f85p55d", 4f85p%6st, 4f35p56p",
Er VI LS aporst. AfpoTal. AfSspbed, 471500 11390 9922122 9829 677
8 6 9 5 8.5 1 8, 5n.1 8.5 1
Er VII z}fcggps; ‘ff4‘;’£57 47f 15p4}‘:’§57546"; 15p4?18051 475p70p 61924 268 129 380 264 770 945
p°7st, 4f%5p°Tp', Af*5p°6d’, 4f15p
af85p®, Af"5pS, 4185pindt, 4f85pt6st, 458 5piept
Er VIII 1oyt 7 7 ’ ’ 77126 419 766 790 41 973 419
P
8 4 7 5 8p, 3k g1 8k, 3rl 8k, 3a.,1
Er IX 2;92133  4ET8p7, 4f75p75d", 4f75p76s, 417 5p70P 106 425 793 905 120 793 905 120
P
8 3 T4 8p, 2F g1 8r, 2.1 8k, 2n 1
Er X z}ch:pQ; fo;’;g 3"; Sp75d, 4f75p76s", 4f75p 6P, 115 282 960 990 869 96 106 686
p*7s', 4f%5p*Tp
8 2 7 3 8, 1 1 8, 1pa.1 8p, 1p 1
Er XI 4f 5p”, 4F'5p", 4f Bp 5d , 4f Bp 65, 4775p 6P, 70 629 369 445 987 36 941 739
4f°5p Ts", 4f°5p Tp", 4f°5p 6d", 4f"5p
4f1151)67 4f1251)57 4'11'1()51765(117 4f105p6681, 4']('1()51)661717
Tm V LFO55st, Af105,0mp. 471050001 1 105t 3732 1089456 1000 581
4f1%5p8 af'l5p® 4f95p05dt, 4f%5p56st, 4f25p56pt,
Tm VI LF5p0Tal APl Af a5t 471250 7404 4126324 4106 920
9 6 10 5 9k, 5 1 9 5.1 9g. 5 1
Tm VII 2;9:‘27’ ‘f:fi‘; ;74f1 5i’f95§ ;64;1 5i’f?f5’ff 5P, 41464 123 981 375 123 401 551
p°7st, Af75p°Tp", Af°5p6d", 4" 5p
Tm VIII 4f5p°, af®5p®, 4f°5p*5d’, 4f°5p*6s', 41 5ptep’, 102 05 210 931 791 9
m - Siondiiiiondidiily, 02 368 725210 231 721 396 55
f7op™Ts™, Af75p™Tp®, 4f75p 6d", 4f75p
Tm IX 4f®5p*, af85p®, 4f95p%6st, 4f%5p36pt, 4£°5p>5d* 70 095 351 045 169 35 103 643
9 3 8 4 9p, 2F g1 9, 2.1 g, 2¢q 1
Tm X z}fcg:I’Q?’ ff4‘;’£5’ 247f fi;’jgfﬁ"; 15p4?foé 4r5p6p, 108 932 853 007 622 853 007 622
p*7s', 4f75p*Tp", 4f°5p*6d’, 4f15p
af5p?, af85p3, 4195ptsdt, 4f%5pt6st, 4f%5ptept
Tm XI ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ 49 074 184 983 546 184 983 546

4f%5pt7st, 4f%5ptTpt, 4f%5ptedt, 4f105p?
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Ion Configurations Nievel Nine Niine
12 6 13,5 11, 6 g1 11, 641 11, 6. 1
Yb V z}fclé"ﬁ?’ AF7op%, AFT0pSd, Afhp76s, 4 5pT0R 817 53 275 53 275
p° TS
11 6 125 10,6 71 10k, 6p.1 10, 602 1
Yb VI 2;10:"67’ AF75p7, AFTSpTSdS, AfT5pRes s 4 5p70P 2114 340 857 340 857
D (S
10 6 11,5 10,5 1 10,541 10,5041
Yb VII 2;1051’57’ AF75p7, AFTOpTSdS, AfT5pes, 4FT5p70R 12139 10 457 118 10 455 862
p°T7s
10 5 9g, 6 10, 4= g1 10, 4p .1 10, 4n. 1
Yb VIII z}fcm:‘l?’ A4775p%, AfT5pISd, 47 T5pT6sT, A7 T0p6p 20622 61593132 61 585 120
p-Ts
10 4 9g, 5 10, 3¢ g1 10, 3p .1 10, 37,1
Yb IX 2;1051’37’ A775p%, Af T5pTSd, 47 T0p76sT, A7 T0pT6p 41167 121033 516 121 033 516
p°Ts
10 3 g 4 10, 2 g1 10, 241 10, 24,1
Yb X 2;855?  AFTSpT, AF O, AfTop6s, 4F5pT0R 32376 83021204 83 021 204
P
10 2 9g. 3 10, 1 g1 10, 1p.1 10, 1p. 1
Yb XI 2;8554"  AF7Sp7, AF 0TS, AfTop6s, 4F5p 0P 20 112 28733284 28 733 284
P
13 6 145 12, 6F g1 12 64 1 12 6. 1
LuV 2;12?’67’ AF7op7, AFTOpTSd, AfThp76s, 4 opT0R 228 4611 4611
D (S
12 6 13,5 11, 6 g1 11, 641 11, 6.1
Lu VI z}fclé"ﬁ?’ AF7op7, AFT0pSd, Afhp76s, 4 5p70R 817 53 275 53 275
D (S
11 6 125 11,5 1 11, 5p.1 11, 5p.1
Lu VII z}fm?;?, AF7op%, AFTOpTSd, Afhp6s, 4 5p70p 4688 1700280 1700 280
D (S
11 5 10 6 11g 4 g1 11g 4n 1 11g 4p 1
Lu VIII 2;1155"47’ AFT5p”, 477 0pTad", 4f T opn6s, 4 5p70P 11683 10 247264 10 247 264
D (S
11 4 10 5 11g, 3 g1 11, 3/ 1 11r, 3/ 1
Lu IX 2;11:27, AFT5p”, 47 0pTod", 4f T 5pn6s, 4 5p70P 16109 20 510 918 20 510 918
p (S
11 3 10,4 11, 2 g1 11, 241 11, 24 1
Lu X 2;11:1;7, 4778p, AfThpISd, AfThpnGsT, Afop6p, 13639 15335633 15 335 633
P (S
11 2 10,3 11, 191 11, 1.1 11 1.1
Lu XI z}fm:pl?’ AF75pT, AF TSP, AfTpes s 450 7158 4380853 4380853
p (S
.. Af145p° 4112595652, 47125p55d2, 41 25p%6p2, 4113505651, - 10 461 - 105
4f135p65d17 4[}013517661717 4f145p56817 4f145p55d17 4f145p56p1
Hf VI AF1%5p°, Af15p°6s", AfTI5pTS, AT ap”, 47 5p°6s 2668 240 950 174 990
4[}0125—)1765—)d17 4f125p66p17 4f135p56817 4f135p55d17 4f135p56p1
Hf VII AF175p°, Af15p°6s", AfI5p"SA, AT Gp”, 475p°6s 14972 5370715 3874 607
4f125p55d17 4[}012517561)17 4f135p46517 4f135p45d17 4f135p46p1
4{:1351:)47 4f115p46827 4f115p45d27 4f115p46p27 4f125p46517
Hf VIII L2t 47125 pigpt. 411950051, 47195850, 47195 50p! 35958 26 949534 19 498 022
4{:1351:)37 4f115p36827 4f115p35d27 4f115p36p27 4f125p36517
Hf 1X P2l 4F125yS0pt. 4F195205L, 4f1955dT, 41195%0p! 47646 42 834 855 31062 138
Hf X AF5p, Af50pT6s", A Ep!d, Af Sy Gp®, 4f5p%6s 6703 3537304 2893863
4'}('1251)25(117 4']('1251)261717 4f135p1631, 4f135p15dl7 4f135p16p1
12 2 11 10 .2 11 1g g2 11, 1n 2 11, 2.1
Hf X1 Af " 5p', 4f75p 6s, Af 0 547, Af op by, Afopres, 24773 43159 096 34 428 174
A4f "5p°bd , 4f "5p°6p , 4f “5p 65, 4f “5p bd", 4f “5p 6p
14p 6x 1 135,602 A4 f135,6072 4135 60,2 4 plds 5a 2
Ta V 4f**5p°5dT, 4 °5p°6sc, 4f °bp°6d=, 4f°5p 6p~, 4f “5p°6s°, 188 503 3

4f145p56d27 4f145p56p27 4f145p66817 4f145p66d17 4f145p66p1
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Ion Configurations Nievel Nine Niine
Ta VI 4™, 4f765%, 4f'°6d%, 4f"26p%, 4f'*5d'6s", 2 510 446 729 2 154
12 1 1 12 1 1 13 1 13 1 13 1
4f125d 6d", 4f'25d 6p', 4f26s', 4f'%6d", 4f6p
T VII 4f135p67 4']('1151)66827 4'}('1151)66(127 4']('1151)661727 4f125p5632, 6 119 323 087 6 071
a 412 5d24125241351413 5d141351
[ °5p°6d°, 4f “5p°6p~, 4f °5p°6s”, 4f °5p°6d", 4f °5p°6p
4f1351)57 4f115p5682, 4'}('1151)56(127 4']('1151)561727 4f125p4632,
Ta VIII A7 5ph6d?, 45 25p 607, 4£25p765", 4F125p76d), 42 5p06p! 23 497 6130 471 140 369
D , Af7“bp~6p”, 4f “5p°6s-, 4f “5p°6d”, 4f“5p°6p
T IX 4f135p4, 4f115p4682, 4f115p46d2, 4f115p46p2, 4f125p3682, 4 99 1 9
a 4f125 36d2 4 125 36 2 4 13 3 1 4 13 3 dl 4 13 3 1 996 7 03 8 7 766
D , 4f7“bp°6p”, 4f °5p°6s-, 4f °5p°6d”, 4f°5p°6p
Ta X AF75p%, 471 5p°6s”, 471 5p°5d”, 4f5p°6p®, 4775p%6s”, 52925 6337511 4493 657
a 4f125 25d2 4 125 26 2 4 13 2 1 4 13 2 dl 4 13 2 1
D , A4f“bp~6p”~, 4f °5p~6s-, 4f °5p~5d”, 4f°5p~6p
T XI 4f1351)27 4f115p2682, 4'11'1151726(127 4'](11517261727 4f125p1632, 1 1 24 4
a 12 1 2 12 1 2 13 1 1 13 1 1 13 1 1 36 330 8 3 837 OO
4f “bp6d-, 4f “bp - 6p~, 4f °5p 65, 4f °bp 6d", 4f °5p 6p
5d2, 5d'6s', 5d'6p!, 6s*6pt, 5d*5f!
WV ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ 97 1293 1243
5dt7pt, 6s'7pt, 6ptTpt, 5d17st, 5d'6d"
4f145d1 4f14681 4f146p1 4f145f1 4f146d1
W VI ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ 18 41 41
4f147817 4f145gl7 4f146917 4f147p17 4f147d1
W VII 4™, 477%6s", 476p, 4051, 4f*06d, 155 2 292 2 292
4f137817 4f135gl7 4f136917 4f137p17 4f137d1
W VIII 4{.-1351:)67 4f145p46817 4f145p46p17 4f145p45f17 4f145p46d17 206 4 994 4 994
4f145 47 1 4 145 45 1 4 145 46 1 4 145 47 1 4 145 47d1
p Ts", 4f “5p bg, 4f “5p 6g-, 4f "5p°Tp, 4f "5p
W IX 4f1451)47 4f145p3681, 4f145p36p17 4]‘145])35']('17 4f145p36d17 277 8 568 8 568
14 3 1 14 3 1 14 3 1 14 3 1 14 3 1
4f " 5p°Ts”, Af "5p°bg-, Af "5p°6g-, Af “5p°Tp, 4f "5p°Td
W X 4f1451)37 4f145p2681, 4f145p26p17 4f145p25dl7 4f145p1632, 1 726 27 111 19 039
4'](14517161727 4f145p15d27 4f135p2632, 4f135p26p27 4f135p25d2
W XI AFM5p?, 475p%6s", 411%5p%6p", 4 P5p75 [, 4 P5p76d 2183 418 768 418 768
4f135p27817 4f135p25gl7 4f135p26917 4f135p27p17 4f135p27d1
Re V 5d°, 5d°6s’, 5d°6p', 6s°6p’, 54°5", 314 11 621 10 148
5d%7pt, 6s27pt, 6p27pt, 5d%7st, 5d%6d"
Re VI 5d2, 5d'6s, 5d'6p', 6s'6pt, 5d*5fT, o7 1 203 1 181
5dt7pt, 6s'7pt, 6ptTpt, 5d17st, 5d'6d"
Re VII 4{:145(1117 4f146817 4f146pl7 4f145f17 4f146d17 18 41 41
4f147817 4f145gl7 4f146917 4f147pl7 4f147d1
Re VIII 4{:1451:)67 4f145p56817 4f145p56p17 4f145p55f17 4f145p56d17 %9 996 806
4 145 57 1 4 145 55 1 4 145 56 1 4 145 57 1 4 145 57d1
[o5p°Ts™, Af "5p°bg, Af "5p°6g -, 4f “5p°Tp , 4f "5p
R IX 4{:1451:)57 4f145p46817 4f145p46p17 4f145p45f17 4f145p46d17 206 4 950 4 950
© 4f145p47817 4fl4=5p45917 4f145p46917 4f145p47p17 4f145p47d1
Re X 4{.-1451:)47 4f145p36817 4f145p36p17 4f145p35f17 4f145p36d17 277 S 568 S 568
4f145p3781, 4'}('14=5p35gl7 4f145p3691, 4']('145])37])17 4f145p37d1
14 3 14 2 1 14 2 1 14 2 1 14 2 1
Re XI U e IR AL A 209 5176 5176
4 "5p°Ts, Af "5p°bg, Af "5p6g -, Af "5p°Tp , 4f "5p~Td
5d4, 5d%6s!, 5d%6p!, 5d'6s26pt, 5d%6s 6pt,
OsV 5d'6s*6p?, 5d35f1, 5d3Tpt, 5d2Tp?, 5d'6p?Tp*, 1131 143 017 70 770
5d%7st, 5d%6d*
3 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 1
Os VI 5d°, 5d“6s", 5d“6p~, bd 6s 6p~, 5d°5f", 405 91 187 14 055

5d%7pt, 5d Tp?, 5d 6ptTpt, 5d>7st, 5d26d*
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Ion Configurations Nievel Nine Niine
5d2, 5d*6s', 5d'6p', 6s'6p', 5d*5fT,
Os VII S T e 97 1293 1243
5d Tp~, 65 Tp~, 6p Tp", bd 7s", bd 6d
OS VIII 4f145d1, 4f14681, 4]‘146])17 4']0145]'17 4f146d1, 18 41 41
414714145141461414714147d1
JoTsT, Af"5g7, AfT6g7, Af TTp, Af
OS IX 4f145p67 4f145p5681, 4f145p56p17 4]‘145])55']('17 4f145p56d17 89 896 896
4'](1451757817 4'11'1451755‘917 4'11'1451756917 4'](145])57])17 4f145p57d1
O X 4f1451)57 4f145p4681, 4f145p46p1, 4f145p45f17 4f145p46d17 2 4 4
s 4f145p4781, 4f145p45gl7 4f145p46917 4f145p47p17 4f145p47d1 06 950 950
OS XI 4f1451)47 4f145p3681, 4f145p36p17 4f145p35f17 4f145p36d17 277 8 568 8 568
4f145p3781, 4f145p35g1, 4f145p3691, 4f145p37p17 4f145p37d1
5 3 2 4 1 3 1 1 2 2 1
IrV 5d4 ’ ‘?d 653 ’ 51d ?S ’ 2‘1 618 ?p » 5d76576p", 705 58 122 43 221
5d6p”, 5d°6s Ts", bd6s 8s
Ir VI 5d*, 5d°6s>, 5d°6s'6p", 5d°6s' 171 3 606 3 606
5d3, 5d'6s2, 6s26p’, 5d*6s'6pt, 5d%6st,
Ir VII 6s27st, 6s%7pt, 6s%6d*, 6s'6p?, 6s%8s!, 90 1156 896
652511, 6s%7d", 6s28p', 5d'6s' TSt
Ir VIII 5d*, 5d'6s', 5d'6p’, 6s'6p", 5d'5/", 97 1293 1280
' 5dt7pt, 6s'7pt, 6ptTpt, 5d17st, 5d'6d"
Ir IX 4f145d1, 4f14681, 4]‘146])17 4']0145]'17 4f146d1, 18 41 41
14 1 14 1 14 1 14 1 14 1
A4f*7s, Af "5g , Af"6g7, Af CTpT, Af7Td
14 6 14 5 1 14 5 1 14 5 1 14 5 1
= S A AT T A A oo we
Ir XI 4f1451)57 4f145p4681, 4f145p46p1, 4f145p45f17 4f145p46d17 206 4 950 4 950
4f145 47 1 4 145 45 1 4 145 46 1 4 145 47 1 4 145 47d1
p-Ts, 4f "5p~5g~, 4f “bp~6g”, 4f "5p~Tp~, 4f"5p
Pt V 5d®, 5d°6s!, 5d°6p*, 5d*6s%, 5d*6s'6pt, ™ - 65 397
5d%6s'7s!
5d%, 5d*6st, 5d*6pt, 5d>6s%, 5d>6s'6pt,
Pt VI 5026526p!. 50765 75" 50765 85! 705 58 122 42 946
Pt VII 5d*, 5d%6s, 5d>6pt, 5d%6s%, 5d%6s'6p! 281 7 872 7 872
5d3, 5d26s!, 5d%6pt, 5d 652, 6s26pt,
Pt VIII 5d 6st6pt, 6s27st, 6s27pt, 6526dt, 6s6p?, 135 2 666 2 250
6528st, 65251, 6s27d", 6528pt, 5d 65 Ts!
5d2, 652, 6s16pt, 5d*6st, 6s17st,
6s17pt, 65164, 6s'8st, 6p?, 651551,
Pt IX 6180t 67! 65105" 6516 L. Gal0p! 61 520 404
D, bs ,6579s", 65°6f", 65 9p",
6s'8d"
aftisdt, 4513652, 4f125d 652, 411365 6p!, 41354 651,
Pt X 4f126s%6pt, 4f136s 75, 4f36s Tpt, 4f35d 6pt, 489 26 962 2113
4f136s16dt, 4f136s'8s, 4f136p?, 4f13658p?
4f145p67 4f125pﬁ(3827 4f135p65d17 4f135p66p17 4f135p66517
Pt XI 4f125p°5d 6st, 4f 1 5p°5d%6st, 4f25p05d 6pt, 412 5p%6st Ts?, 5974 1 055 973 169
4f125p%6s16d", 4f125p°6518st, 411 5pS5d 651 TSt
7 5 2 6 1 5 1 1 4 2 1
AuV 5d’, ?d ?3 ’ 2‘1 ?3 » 5d ?3 61p » 5d ?8 ?p s 1894 396 564 266 496
5d°6s17st, 5d°6pt, 5d°6s'6d", 5d°6s'8st, 5d*6s2Ts
6 4 2 5 1 4 1 1 5 1
Au VI 5d°, 5d*6s”, 5d’6s", bd“6s 6p", bd 6p~, 849 70 268 68 707

5d*6s7s?

Continued on next page



Table A1 — Continued from previous page

31

Ion Configurations Nievel Nine Niine
5 3 2 4 1 3 1 1 2 2 1
Au VII 5d", 8d°6s ", 5d"6s7, 5d°6s6p", 5d76s70p, 705 58 122 43 338
5d6p”, 5d°6s Ts", bd”6s 8s
Au VIII 5d*, 5d?6s%, 5d?6s'6p’, 5d°6s 17 3 606 3 606
5d°, 5d'6s%, 6s°6p', 5d'6s'6p', 5d*6s’,
AuIX 6s°7s", 65°7p", 656d", 6s'6p°, 65°8s", 90 1156 896
652511, 6s27d", 65°8p", 5d'6s'7s"
5d2, 652, 6s'6p’, 5d'6s', 65175,
1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1
Au X 6317p1, 6316d1, 631831, 6p1, Gf 5f1, ) 61 590 378
65 8p~, 65 7d", 65 9s, 65°6f", 65 9p~,
65" 8d"
aft45dt, 4f136s%, 4f125d 652, 4f 1365 6pt, 4f135d 651,
Au XI 4f1265%6p', 4f125d 65 6p", 4f 365 75, 4f 365 Tpt, 4f35d 6pt, | 862 N 9 048
4f136st6dt, 411365185, 4f136p?, 4f136s'8p!, 4f1365117p?,
4f136s118pt, 4f136s119pt, 4f1365120pt, 41365 30p!, 473651 31pt
Hg V 5d%, 5d%6s%, 5d"6s*, 5d°6s'6p', 5d°6s'Ts" 567 34 122 30 074
5d7, 5d°6s2, 5d®6s', 5d°6s'6p, 5d*6s26p’,
Hg VI NN 1894 396 564 291 191
5d°6s7s', 5d°6p?, 5d°6s'6d", 5d°6s'8st, 5d*6s>7s
6 4 2 5 1 4 1 1 5 1
Hg VII :(‘;46 ?‘; ?3 54765, 5d°6s 6p-, 5d°6p-, 842 70 268 69 613
S (S
5 3 2 4 1 3 1 1 2 2 1
Hg VIII 5d4 ’ 51d 633 ‘ 51d ?3 y 53d ?S ?p » 5d76576p", 705 58 122 43 338
5d~6p”, 5d°6s Ts", bd°6s 8s
Hg IX 5d*, 5d%6s2, 5d%6s'6p!, 5d%6s* 171 3 606 3 606
5d3, 5d'6s%, 6s%6p!, 5d*6s'6pt, 5d%6s",
Hg X 65275, 6s27pt, 6526d', 65'6p?, 65285, 90 1 156 917
652511, 6s7d", 65°8p", 5d'6s'7s"
Hg X1 4f145d?, 411652, 4f146s'6pt, 4f135d 652, 4f145d 651, 999 9 531 .
4f136s%6pt, 4f146s17st, 4f135d%6st, 4f146s1Tpt, 414651 6d*
TV 5d°, 5d"6s%, 5d%6s’, 5d"6s'6p’, 5d7 65 75! 324 12 007 12 007
T1 VI 5d®, 5d%6s%, 5d"6s', 5d°6s'6p', 5d°6s7s! 567 34 122 32 137
5d7, 5d°6s%, 5d°6s', 5d°6s'6p', 5d*6s26p’,
T1 VII RN 1894 396 564 307 512
5d°6s7s', 5d°6p?, 5d°6s'6d", 5d°6s8st, 5d*6s>7s
6 4 2 5 1 4 1 1 5 1
T1 VI :(‘;46 ?‘; 67, 5d°6s", 5d°6s6p", 5d°6p", 842 70 268 70 268
S (S
5 3 2 4 1 3 1 1 2 2 1
Tl IX 5d4 ’ 51d 633 ‘ 51d ?3 y 53d ?3 ?p » 5d76576p", 705 58 122 44 037
5d~6p”, 5d°6s Ts", bd’6s 8s
Tl X 5d*4, 5d%6s2, 5d%6s'6p!, 5d%6s* 171 3 606 3 606
5d3, 5d'6s%, 6s%6p!, 5d*6s'6pt, 5d%6s",
T1 XI 65275, 6s27pt, 6526d', 65'6p?, 65285, 90 1 156 951
652511, 6s27d", 65°8p", 5d'6s'7s"
5d'°, 5d%6s', 5d°6p*, 5d°6d*, 5d°7s!,
PbV o e e T T 182 4 167 4 000
5d”Tp", 5d°6s~, bd 6s 6p”, 5d°6s Ts
Pb VI 5d°, 5d"6s%, 5d%6s’, 5d"6s'6p', 5d7 65 75! 324 12 007 11 055
Pb VII 5d®, 5d%6s%, 5d"6s', 5d°6s'6p’, 5d°6s7s! 567 34 122 33 915
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Ion Configurations Nievel Nine Niine
7 5 2 6 1 5 1 1 4 2 1
Pb VIII 5d5 ’ ‘Z’d ?5 ’ 2‘1 ?8 ’ 55d 618 61” ’ 55d 618 ?p o 1894 396 564 325 532
5d°6s 7s", bd 6p~, bd’6s 6d", 5d°6s 8s", bd 6s°Ts
5d®, 5d'6s%, 5d°6s', 5d*6s'6pt, 5d°6p!
Pb IX 5d4é I ' ' ' ' 842 70 268 70 268
S (S
5d°, 5d°6s%, 5d"6s', 5d°6s'6p', 5d*6s*6p’,
Pb X S 0pt, 5061 7s", 5d6s18s! 705 58 122 46 809
Pb XI 5d*, 5d°6s”, 5d”6s'6p", 5d°6s" 171 3 606 3 606
BiV 5d1%6s', 5d'%6p', 5d°6s2, 5d'°6d*, 5d'07s", 28 186 186
1 10 1 10 1 10 1 9 1 1 10 1
5d " Tp~, bd "7d", 5d "8s", bd” 65 6p”, Hd "~ 8p
5d'°, 5d%6s', 5d°6p*, 5d°6d*, 5d°5f",
Bi VI 5d%6s6p*, 5d°7st, 5d°7pt, 5d°6f*, 5d%6s2, 222 5 461 5 461
5d%6s'7st
Bi VII 5d°, 5d76s%, 5d°6s', 5d"6s'6p’, 5d7 65 Ts? 324 12 007 12 007
Bi VIII 5d°®, 5d°6s*, 5d"6s', 5d°6s'6p', 5d°6s' 7s' 567 34 122 34 122
7 5 2 6 1 5 1 1 4 2 1
Bi IX 5d5 ’ ?d ?3 ’id ?8 ’55d ?8 617) ’id ?8 ?p s 1 894 396 564 343 315
5d°6s'7s, 5d%6pt, 5d°6s'6d, 5d°6s8st, 5d*6s7s
Bi X 5d®, 5d%6s%, 5d°6s', 5d*6s'6pt, 5d°6p", 849 0 268 0 268
5d%6s'7st
Bi XI 5d%, 5d%6s%, 5d*6s', 5d>6s'6pt, 5d>6s%6pt, 05 58 192 47 199
5d*6pt, 5d36s17st, 5d36s'8st
6s2, 6s*6pt, 6s17st, 6s17pt, 6s6d*,
Po V A 29 130 130
65 8s", 65 8p~, 65 7d", 65 5f
5d1%6s', 5d°6s2, 5d'%6p*, 5d°6s 6p, 5d*°7st,
PO VI 10 1 10 1 10 1 10 1 10 1 36 141 141
5d"Tp~, bd "6d", 5bd "8s", bd "8p", bd " 6s
5d'° 5d%6s*, 5d%6s%, 5d%6s'6p’, 5d°6p’,
Po VII STl 5d%6a1Ts! 152 2 729 2729
Po VIII 5d°, 5d76s>, 5d°6s', 5d"6s'6p", 5d"6s' 7s" 324 12 007 12 007
Po IX 5d°®, 5d°6s*, 5d"6s', 5d°6s'6p', 5d°6s' 7s' 567 34 122 34 122
7 5 2 6 1 5 1 1 4 2 1
Po X 5d5 ’ ‘Z’d ?5 ’2‘1 ?S ’55d 618 61p ’55d 618 61” o 1894 396 564 332 014
5d°6s'7s, 5d%6pt, 5d°6s'6d, 5d°6s'8st, 5d*6s7s
5d®, 5d'6s%, 5d°6s', 5d*6s'6pt, 5d°6p!
Po XI ’ ' ’ ’ ’ 842 70 268 70 268
5d%6s'7st
6s26pt, 6527st, 6s27pt, 6526d*, 65285,
AtV A 22 85 85
65“8p~, 6s°7d", 6s°5f", 6s 6p
At VI 6s?, 6s'6p’, 6s'6d", 6s'7p? 13 26 26
At VII 5d1%6st, 5d°6s2%, 5d'%6p!, 5d'°7st, 5d°7p!, 13 26 26
5d'°6d", 5d'°8s', 5d1°8p!, 5d'%6s?
5d'°, 5d%6s*, 545652, 5d%6s6p*, 5d°6p’,
At VIII STl 561! 152 2 729 2729
At IX 5d°, 5d"6s%, 5d%6s’, 5d"6s'6p', 5d7 65 7s' 324 12 007 12 007
At X 5d®, 5d%6s%, 5d"6s', 5d°6s'6p', 5d°6s7s! 567 34 122 34 122
7 5 2 6 1 5 1 1 4 2 1
At XT 5d°, 5d°6s”, bd’6s", 5d’6s 6p", Hd 6s“6p", 1894 396 564 337 686

5d°6s17st, 5d%6p!, 5d°6s'6d!, 5d°6s'8s!, 5d16s>Ts!

Continued on next page



Table A1 — Continued from previous page

33

Ion Configurations Nievel Nine Niine
6p2, 6p'7st, 6p'Tpt, 6pl6dt, 6p'8st,
Rn V 6p'8p', 6p'7d", 6p'5f", 6p'9s', 6p'9p’, 95 1398 43
6p'8d’
R VI 6s?6p", 65°7s', 65°7p', 65°6d", 65°8s", 99 g5 g5
n 2 1 2 1 2 1 1 2
6s5“8p”, 65°7d", 6s°5f", 6s 6p
6s2, 6s'6pt, 65178, 6s'7pt, 6564,
Rn VII L s e e e e 33 152 152
65" 8s", 65 8p~, 65 7d", 65 5f", 65 6f
R VIII 5d1%6s', 5d°6s2, 5d'%6p', 5d°6s 6p, 5d'07st, 16 1 41
. 5d'7p!, 5d'°6d", 5d'°8s", 5d'°8p"
p bl ) 'S bl p
10 9 1 8 2 8 1 1 9 1
Rn IX 2397’15‘15256’157‘1165 » 5d76576p", 5d°6p-, 152 2 729 2 729
s, S 7s
Rn X 5d%, 5d76s%, 5d°6s*, 5d"6s 6p", 5d76s'7s" 324 12 007 12 007
Rn XI 5d®, 5d°6s”, 5d"6s", 5d°6s"6p", 5d°6s' 7s' 567 34 122 34 122
3 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1
Fr V ?%?g;ﬁ?%?f%?ﬁ%w 176 4 986 2 656
p~8p", 6p~7d", 6p~9s”, 6p°9p", 6p
6p27 6p17sl7 6p171017 6p16d17 61018317
Fr VI 6p'8pt, 6p'7d, 6p*5ft, 6p9st, 6p'9pt, 95 1398 1398
6p'8d’
Fr VII 6s26pt, 6s'6p?, 6s27st, 6s27pt, 6526d", 99 85 0
r 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1
65“8s", 6s“8p", 65°7d", 65°5f
5d1%6s?, 5d'°6s%, 5d'°6s'6p', 5d'°6s' 75!, 5d°6s%6pt,
Fr VIII 5d%6s7pt, 5d*°6s*6d", 5d'°6s'8s, 5d1°6s18pt, 5d°6s 1 TdY, 41 229 229
5d°6s'5 f1
Fr IX 5d1%6s', 5d°6s2, 5d'%6p', 5d°6s 6pt, 5d'°7st, 16 1 5
5d'°07p!, 5d'°6d", 5d'°8s", 5d'°8p", 5d'°6s"
p bl ) 'S bl p bl S
5d10 5d°6s*, 5d%6s%, 5d%6s'6p’, 5d°6pt,
Fr X Sd7eL. 5 G 75! 152 2 729 2729
Fr XI 5d%, 5d"6s%, 5d°6s*, 5d"6s 6p", 5d76s'7s" 324 12 007 12 007
6p*, 6p37st, 6p>7Tpt, 6p36d", 6p38s’,
Ra V 6% 8L, 67, Gpop! . 6p°8d", 610! 251 9 553 4793
3 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1
Ra VI 6", 6p°7s ', Bp7Tp , Gp6d, Bp8s 176 4 986 3 201
6p“8p”, 6p~7d", 6p“9s”, 6p“9p~, 6pP~8d
6p2, 6p'7st, 6p'Tpt, 6pl6d:, 6p'8st,
Ra VII 6p'8pt, 6pl7dt, 6p'5ft, 6pr9st, 6plop!, 95 1398 1 398
6p'8d*
6s26p*, 6s'6p?, 6527s, 6527pt, 6526d",
Ra VIII e o 22 85 85
65°8s7, 6s°8p~, 65°7d", 65°5f
5d1%6s?, 5d'°6s%, 5d'°6s'6p', 5d'°6s' 75!, 5d°6s%6pt,
Ra IX 5d'°6s' 7p!, 5d'°6s'6d", 5d'°6s'8s", 5d'°6s'8p’, 5d 065 7d", 41 229 229
5d%6s'5 f1
10 1 9 2 10 1 9 1 1 10 1
Ra X 5d10 6S1 ' 5(f06817 5dl()6pl7 5d1?8 ?p ' ?(()i ’178 ’ 36 141 141
5d"Tp~, 5d"6d", bd "8s", bd "8p~, bd "6s
10 9 1 8 2 8 1 1 9 1
Ra XI 5d°", 5d”6s", 5d°6s”, 5d°6s 6p~, bd 6p-, 152 2 799 9 799

5d°7st, 5d%6s17st
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