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Abstract  

We propose a fast phase-gating of a single nuclear spin, which interacts with the 

single electronic spin of the nitrogen-vacancy center in diamond. Our gate operation is to 

be called the geometric quantum gate; a geometric phase shift of the electron spin induced 

by the rotating electric field, is utilized to control the nuclear-spin phase. The gate time is 

inversely proportional to the frequency of the electric-field rotation; we estimate that the 

phase-gate time is orders shorter than hitherto reported. We also show the robustness 

against decoherence and systematic errors. 
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The realization of long-lived quantum bits (qubits) with sufficient operability is 

an essential problem facing quantum information processing. From this perspective, a 

single electronic spin of the nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center in diamond is one of the most 

attractive platforms owing to its outstanding spin coherence (T2 > 1 ms at room 

temperature (RT)) [1]. In hybrid systems, the single NV electron spin couples to a wide 

range of forces: optical, magnetic, and electrical. Optical pumping allows spin 

initialization, readout [2] and coherent couplings with single photons at low 

temperatures [3]. Stark shifts in the excited states cause spin-sublevel shifts in the ground 

states via spin–orbit couplings at RT [4]. The electrical control shows a new pathway to 

control individual defects at the nanoscale [5]. In addition, hyperfine couplings enable the 

quantum manipulations of single nuclear spins including coherent control [6], 

polarization, and single-shot detection [7–9]. Nuclear spins are well known for their 

prominent spin coherence (T2 > 1s) [10], so single nuclear spins are utilized as quantum 

memories. However, because of the small magnetic moment, nuclear Rabi oscillations 

are much slower than those of electron spins. 

Nuclear spin phase-gates induced by electron spin transitions have been 

theoretically proposed [11] and experimentally demonstrated [12] as a solution to this 

problem. The literature has reported phase-gates of the nitrogen nuclear spin, wherein the 

operation is enabled by the hyperfine couplings and off-resonant transitions of electron 

spins; to suppress the pulse errors of off-resonant driving, high-fidelity operation requires 

fast electron-spin Rabi oscillations (>> 3 MHz). The upper limit of this gate time is 

determined by the hyperfine constant (165 ns) [11], which is approximately 100 times 

faster than the gate time of traditional nuclear Rabi oscillations [12].  

Here, we propose a new method for fast phase manipulations of a single nuclear 
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spin. This gate time is not limited by the hyperfine constant; in principle, this method 

offers an improvement of the gate time more than order of magnitude. Here, we utilize 

the geometric phase of the single NV electron spin [13–16]; the nuclear spin phase-shifts 

are enabled by electron spin rotations on a constant energy surface, rather than by electron 

spin transitions. Thus, we do not have to consider the pulse-error of off-resonant 

transitions. This electron spin rotation is controlled by a rotating electric field via NV- 

electric-field effects; the electric-field control is better than the microwave control for fast 

operations, the reason for which is discussed later. The time-evolution of the electron spin 

depends on nuclear spin states. Therefore, a rotating electric field enables nuclear spin 

phase-shifts. We also find that our gates are robust against decoherence and systematic 

errors. Finally, we show how to implement the conditional phase-gate using two different 

nuclear spins. 

We first show an effective Hamiltonian. Our NV electron spin interacts with a 

single nitrogen-15 (15N) nuclear spin. The ground-state spin Hamiltonian of the 15NV 

center is described [4,17,18] as 

     2 2 2

|| z e z z y x y x x y y x z zH DS B S dE S S dE S S S S A S I A S I S I             
,
 (1) 

where S is the electron spin-1 operator, I is the nuclear spin-1/2 operator, γe is the electron 

gyromagnetic ratio, Bz is the static magnetic field oriented along the NV axis, d/2π (= 1.7 

kHz m/V) is the electric dipole moment, and Ex,y are the electric fields whose directions 

are perpendicular to the NV axis (Fig.1(a)). D is the zero-field splitting parameter, and A|| 

(A⊥) is the hyperfine coupling constant. These parameters are set to their reported values 

of D/2π = 2.87GHz, A||/2π = 3.03MHz, and A⊥/2π =3.65 MHz. Here, we omitted the 

nuclear Zeeman terms for simplicity because these terms are much smaller than the others 

and do not make any essential contributions. In the following, we use  E N
 to 

represent electron (nitrogen nuclear) spin states. The large zero-field splitting allows to 

neglect the electron-nuclear flip-flop terms of Eq. (1); moreover, under the large 
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magnetic-field conditions γeBz >> A|| ,dE, where 2 2

y xE E E  , the interaction picture 

Hamiltonian,    2 2 2exp expI

z z zH iDS t H iDS t DS   , is simplified to HI~H0+Hn  [19], 

where: 

2 2

0 ||

1 1
~ 1 1

2 2
e z z z z

e z e z

dE dE
H B S A S I

B B


 

      
         
         

,   (2) 

2 2

||1
~ 1

2
n e z z e z z z

e z e z e z

AdE dE
H B S B S I

B B B
   

  

      
         
       

.   (3) 

Here, to consider the effect of noisy magnetic-field environments, we add noise magnetic 

fields, Bz → δBz, which we assume to be small, Bz >>|δBz|. S´z is a new electron-spin 

operator whose spin eigenstates are:  

 
 

        
2

21
1 1 e 1E

I I i

e eff e effE E EN N
I

B B dE dE
C

 
   

 

  
               

  

, (4) 

 
 

        
2

21
1 e 1 1E

I Ii

e eff e effE E EN N
I

dE B B dE
C

  
   

 

   
                 

, (5) 

   0 0
E EN N

        ,      (6) 

where  
||( ) 2

I

e eff e zB B A 
 

   , tanφE = Ex / Ey, and CI=↑(↓) is a normalization constant. 

According to Eq. (2), the electric field modulates the effective electron Zeeman 

interaction and effective hyperfine interaction. From Eq. (3), we also find that the electric 

field suppresses decoherence processes only depending on electron spins, but that we 

should consider nuclear-spin decoherence via hyperfine interactions.  

 For considering the NV-spin time-evolution, we calculate the dynamic and 

geometric phases of electron spins. We briefly introduce a means of calculating the 

dynamic and the geometric phases of qubits under adiabatic conditions [20]. The time-

evolution of any qubit states in Hilbert space is governed by the Schrӧdinger equation, 

( ) ( ) ( )
d

H t t i t
dt

  .   (7) 



 

5 

 

We define the qubit state in a projective Hilbert space as
( )( ) e ( )i tt t  , where 

α(0) = 0. From Eq. (7), the phase α(t) is  

1
( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

d d
t t H t t i t t

dt dt
       .  (8) 

The first term corresponds to the dynamic phase, and the second term corresponds to the 

geometric phase. Next, we consider the geometric phase of one Z-axis cyclic evolution 

because this operation corresponds to the time evolution of our NV electron spins. The 

qubit state is represented as 

i ( )( ) cos 1 e sin 1
2 2

tt  


   
     

   
,   (9) 

where θ is the angle from the Z-axis, and φ is the relative phase. From Eqs. (8) and (9), 

the geometric phase is 

0

1
( ) cos cos

2

g

C
d          ,   (10) 

where C is the closed curve in the projective Hilbert space, and we define the integral 

constant, φ0, to satisfy γ g (θ=0) = 0.  

 Here, the large zero-field splitting is important for electron spin rotations on a 

constant energy surface; however, this large splitting makes it difficult for microwave 

control to tilt the electron spin. Thus, the electron spin rotation is performed by rotating 

the electric field at an angle of φE (=ωt) = tan-1(Ex / Ey), in the laboratory frame, where ω 

is the frequency of the rotation. To perform the electron time-evolution on a constant-

energy surface, we should fix the eigenvalue of H0. According to Eq. (2), this condition 

is satisfied by keeping the electric-field amplitude E at a constant.  

Before calculating the NV-spin time evolution, we confirm the adiabatic 

conditions. From the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1), the rotating electric field makes electron 
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spin transitions between ms = +1 and ms = −1. From the Rabi formula [21], the transition  

probability is suppressed in following conditions, dE << |ω−2γeBz |. For example, when 

we set the rotating electric field as dE / 2π =3.5 MHz, the field’s frequency as ω / 2π =3.0 

GHz, and the static magnetic field as γeBz / 2π = 25MHz, we can neglect the transition 

and assume that spin states stay in the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian of Eq. (2) under the 

rotating electric field.  

We next calculated the time evolution of NV electron spins. Here, H0 and Hn 

commute, and we first focus on the dynamics of H0. On-resonance spin control initially 

sets the electron spin states to      0 01 exp 1
I

E EN N
iH t        under a static 

electric field, where t0 is the time just before the gate-operation. Thus, NV election spins 

start rotating from the eigenstates under a static electric field. The geometric phase after 

an electron-spin cyclic operation is calculated from comparison between Eqs. (4) and (9) 

because the electron spin states 1
I

E
  perform as two-level systems like qubits. Under the 

small electric field conditions γeBeff >> dE, we can approximate 

  
21

cos ~ 1
2

I

e effdE B 
 

 , where we neglect higher-order terms. The geometric phase 

of Eq. (10) is described as  

 
 

 

2

0

1
1

2

Ig

I I

e eff

dE
n

B
  



 

   

  
    
     

,    (11) 

where n is the number of cyclic operations. We next consider the integral constant
 

0

I


 
. 

In general, on-resonant control initially sets NV-spin states to the interaction picture of 

H0; the dynamic phase corresponds to the time evolution depending on energy shifts from 

the eigenvalue of H0. Here, the electron spin rotates on a constant energy surface, and has 
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an eigenvalue that is a constant under the rotating electric field. Thus, dynamic phases do 

not appear. We also assume the initial condition 
   0 0g

I
E

 
  . Then,  

0

I


  is 

described as  
 0

I d

I
n  

 

 
   . The total phase-shifts depending on nuclear spin states 

 I


 
 are:  

         

2

4

d g

I I I I

e eff

t dE
t

B


  


       

 
   
 
 

 ,  (12) 

where 2πn = ωt.  

We next consider the time-evolution of our gate operation. We initially set the 

spin states to  1
(0) 1

2

I

E N N
     

 

under a static electric field. After rotating the 

electric field, the spin states evolve as 

    1
( ) 1 exp ( ) exp ( )

2

I

I IE N N
t i t i t  

 
       .   (13) 

Therefore, the phase shift of the nuclei is Δγ (t)= γI=↓ (t)− γI=↑ (t), and from Eq. (12):  

2

|| 
( ) ~

2
e z e z

At dE
t

B B




 

 
  

 

,    (14) 

where we approximate 
1

|| ||1
~ 1

2 2
e z

e z e z

A A
B

B B


 



  
   

   
. Here the gate time T is ( )

d
T t

dt
   . 

When we , for example, set the frequency of the electric-field rotation as ω / 2π = 3.0 

GHz, the gate time is less than 100 ns (Fig.2), which is shorter than the theoretical limit 

of the nuclear phase-gate induced by electron spin transitions (π/A|| = 165 ns) [11,12]. 

Moreover, we can apply terahertz electric fields in experiments [22], which do not cause 

electron spin transitions, and do not break adiabatic conditions; our gate time is inversely 

proportional to the frequency of the electric-field rotation, so we estimate that the 

theoretical limit of our gate time is ,in principle, much shorter than 100ns.  

Nuclear spin coherence is, from Eq. (3), affected by electron-spin decoherence 



 

8 

 

via hyperfine couplings. Here, we assume that the noise magnetic field is a random 

classical field [23] described as Bz → δBz f (t); the ensemble-average of f (t) is〈f (t)〉=0, 

so the noise field does not cause phase-shifts in Eq.(8). The correlation function is〈f (t) 

f (0)〉~exp(− t/τc), where τc is the correlation time of the noise field. According to Eq. 

(13), we can focus on the nuclear-spin decoherence process, and the effective noise 

Hamiltonian of Eq. (3) can be re-written as  

( ) I

zV bf t  ,    (15) 

where 
2

||

2

e z

e z e z

AB dE
b

B B

 

 

   
    

   
, and I

z  is the nuclear spin Pauli operator. We assume that 

b is small, and the time evolution of the density matrix ρ(t) is  

 
0 0

( ) ~ (0) , (0) , (0)

t t

t i dt V i dt V   
 

   
 

  ,    (16) 

Here the spin-initial state is  (0)
N

    , where  1

2
N N N

     . We next 

consider the ensemble-averaged matrix ( )t , and the nuclear-spin coherence is 

calculated as  ( ) ~ exp ( )
N

t t    , where 2 2( ) 2 exp( ) 1c

c c

t t
t b 

 

 
    

 
. We assume 

the source of the noisy magnetic field is the nuclear spin bath [24,25], which has a 

long correlation time, τc >> t. Thus, we approximate ξ (t) ~ 2b2t2, and the coherence 

time, *

22 2bT  , is  

2

*

2

||

2 2
~ e z e z

e z

B B
T

dE AB

 

 

  
    

   

.    (17) 

Figure 3(a) shows that the coherence time is more than 1 ms, which is almost equal to the 

intrinsic nitrogen-nuclear coherence time (T2
*~7 ms) [26]. We also define the effective 

number of gate operations, N ≡ T2
*/T ; according to Eqs. (14) and (17), 

2 e zN B   .This means that the number of gate-operation N depends on the 



 

9 

 

frequency of the electric-field rotation ω and the noise magnetic field δBz, rather than on 

the amplitude of the fields E and Bz. 

The robustness against systematic errors is of practical importance [27,28]. Here, 

this systematic error is represented as an unwanted shift of the magnetic field, ΔBz, and 

the electric field, ΔE. From Eq. (13), we focus on the nuclear spin states. Here, we define 

the error as ε = 1 − fidelity. The fidelity is defined by tr(ρσ) [29], where      is 

the ideal density matrix, and        is the density matrix with errors. The 

systematic error causes unwanted unitary transformations and does not cause decoherence, 

so ρ and σ are pure states. Thus, the systematic error of one nuclear phase-gate is described 

as  

 
21

~ ( , ) ( , )
4

z z zB B E E B E         ,  (18) 

where we neglect the higher-order terms. From Eqs. (14) and (18),  

3
( , ) ( , ) ~ 2

2

z

z z z

z

B E
B B E E B E

EB
  

  
         

 
.  (19) 

Here, we assume that the unwanted shift is small, |ΔBz / Bz |, |ΔE /E | << 1 , and consider 

minimum-order terms. From Eq. (19), we find that large magnetic and electric fields 

allow robust spin-control. From figure 3(b), when the amplitudes of each field have 1.0 % 

errors, the gate error is approximately 0.6%. 

We assume that, in experiments, the rotating field is implemented by two-axis 

oscillating fields, Ey = E cos (ωt) and Ex = E sin (ωt). In a realistic experiment, it is 

difficult to make perfect rotating electric fields; we thus consider systematic phase errors, 

δ. From Eq.(1), the electric-field-effect Hamiltonian is described as  
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    

    

cos sin

cos sin

EH dE t i t

dE t i t

   

   





  

  
.   (20) 

For simplicity, we represent 1 1
S

 of Eq. (1) as the Pauli matrix, σ±. Here we assume 

the error δ is small enough that we can neglect the higher-order terms: cos (ωt + δ) ~ cos 

(ωt) – δ sin (ωt). From the time-averaged Hamiltonian of Eq. (20), the high-frequency 

electric field suppresses the error terms  
0

sin 1dt t







 , where 1/ω<<τ<<T. 

Therefore, this gate has robustness against systematic phase errors of the electric field. 

For quantum computation, the conditional phase-gate is necessary, and we 

denote this gate as UCNOT. Here, we utilize the NV electron spin as the actuator qubit, and 

this gate is performed by two nuclear spins: nitrogen (15N) and third-nearest-neighbor 

carbon-13 (13C). We consider 15N-nuclear phase-gates, so the phase of 15N-nuclear spin 

is controlled by the 13C-nuclear spin: 

 1
1 (0) 1 ( ) ( )

2
CNOT E N C E N NC C

U t t               ,  (21) 

where
C

represents 13C-nuclear spin states. This operation requires differential phase-

shifts depending on the 13C- nuclear spin states. To show these shifts, we add the 

hyperfine coupling of the 13C-nuclear spin to the effective magnetic field of Eq.(12) as  

13

|| || ||

2 2 2

C N N

C

e eff e z e eff

A A A
B B B   

   
          
   

,  (22) 

where 

13

||

2

C

C

e eff e z

A
B B    , A||

C (A|| 
N) is the hyperfine constant of 13C (15N) nuclei, and 

A||
C /2π = 14 MHz [24]. From Eq. (14), we find that the phase-shift, Δγ(t), of 15N-nuclei 

depends on the spin state of 13C-nuclei, and we describe each shifts as ΔγC =± (t). The 
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conditional- phase shift is shown as 

  
 

 
 

2 12

|| ||

3
1

~ 2 2 1
2 2 

k
N C

C C

k e
e

A dE At
t k k

BB


 





 



  
          

 .  (23) 

When we set each fields as ω / 2π = 3.0 GHz, dE / 2π = 3.5 MHz, and γeBz / 2π = 40 

MHz, the operational time of the conditional phase gate is within 1 μs. 

In summary, we have proposed a nuclear spin phase-gate controlled by a rotating 

electric field. The nuclear gate time is, in principle, much shorter than the gate time 

limited by a hyperfine constant, T<< π/A||.We also showed the robustness of the proposed 

system against decoherence (T2
* >> 1ms) and several types of systematic errors. Our 

nuclear-spin phase shifts are controlled without off-resonant transitions, and multi-

nuclear spin gates can be demonstrated; we estimated the gate time of conditional-

phase-gates of two nuclear-spin systems, and found the gate time is much shorter than the 

nuclear coherence time. Thus, our nuclear-spin systems are good candidates for quantum 

memories with sufficient coherence time and outstanding operability. Furthermore, our 

phase-operation is a significant step toward practical geometric quantum gates in solids. 

Therefore, our proposal is very important for efficient quantum information-processing. 
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 FIG. 1 T. Shimo-Oka et al. 

FIG. 1. A single NV electron spin system coupled with a single nitrogen-15 (15N) nuclear 

spin. (a) Atomic structure of the 15NV center. Magnetic field direction is parallel to the 

NV axis. Electric field direction is perpendicular to the NV axis. (b) Energy-level diagram 

of the NV center. The magnetic and electric fields are set to γeBz ,dE << D. 
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FIG. 2 T. Shimo-Oka et al. 

FIG. 2. Nuclear phase-gate time. γeBz ,dE represent the amplitude of the magnetic and 

electric fields, respectively. The frequency of the electric-field rotation is ω / 2π = 3.0 

GHz, which is a realistic experimental parameter. The gate time is less than 100 ns, which 

is faster the theoretical limit of the reported methods [11]. 
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FIG. 3 T. Shimo-Oka et al. 

FIG. 3.Robustness against decoherence and systematic errors. (a) Coherence time. 

γeBz ,dE represent the amplitude of the magnetic and electric fields, respectively. The 

frequency of the electric-field rotation is ω / 2π = 3.0 GHz. We assume the noise 

amplitude to be γeδBz / 2π = 0.2 MHz, which corresponds to a spin bath of natural-

abundance 13C nuclei [24]. The coherence time is longer than 1 ms, which is almost the 

same as the nuclear-spin intrinsic coherence time, T*
2 = 7 ms [26]. (b) Systematic error. 

ΔBz, ΔE denote unwanted amplitude shifts of the magnetic and electric fields, respectively. 

The frequency of the electric-field rotation is ω / 2π =3.0 GHz, the amplitude of the 

rotating electric field is dE / 2π =3.5 MHz, and of the static magnetic field is γeBz / 2π = 

25 MHz. 
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We show the effective NV Hamiltonian. The NV Hamiltonian Eq. (1) has some 

off-diagonal terms, which can be neglected for the large-zero-field splitting. To confirm 

this, we treat the Hamiltonian in the interaction picture

   2 2 2exp expI

z z zH iDS t H iDS t DS   , 

   

    

    

2 2

||

exp 1 0 exp 0 1

exp 0 1 exp 1 0
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e z z y x y x x y y x

E E

z z

E E

H B S dE S S dE S S S S

iDt iDt I
A S I A
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
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   
  
    
 

.  (S1) 

From the Rabi formula, the maximum transition probability P between ms = 0 and ms = 

±1 is approximately

1
2

62
~ 1 ~ 10

D
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





  
   
   

. Thus, the off-diagonal terms of the hyperfine 

coupling are neglected, and Eq. (S1) can be re-written as 

       

       

2 22 2

2 22 2

~ 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1

I I I

e eff e effE EN N

I I

e eff e effE EN N

H B dE B dE

B dE B dE

 

 

 

 

           

                

, (S2) 

where
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, 2 2

y xE E E  . The eigenstates of spins are given by Eqs. 

(4–6). 
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 We next add the noise magnetic field, 
z z zB B B  . When 

zB is small,

| |z zB B , each coupling strength of Eq.(S2) can be simplified as 

         
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,  (S3) 

where we have neglected the second-order terms. Here, we find that the non-perturbation 

terms and the noise perturbation terms are separable. From Eqs. (S2) and (S3), under large 

magnetic conditions || ,e zB A dE  , the coupling strength,      
2

2I

e effB dE
 

 , is 

simplified as 
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,  (S4) 

and the non-perturbation Hamiltonian,
0H , of Eq. (2) is described, where we have omitted 

the higher-order terms. In this condition, the noise terms of Eq. (S3) are also simplified:  
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.  (S5) 

From Eqs. (S2–S5), the noise Hamiltonian (Eq. (3)) is described by taking the minimum-

order terms. 

 

 


