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Abstract

We propose a fast phase-gating of single nuclear spins, which interacts with single
electronic spins of nitrogen-vacancy centers in diamond. Our gate operation is to be called
the geometric quantum gate; a geometric phase shift of the electron spin induced by
oscillating magnetic and electric fields, 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.



The realization of long-lived quantum bits (qubits) with sufficient operability is an
essential problem facing quantum information processing. From this perspective, single
electronic spins of nitrogen-vacancy (NV) centers in diamond, are 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: magnetic, optical 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
guantum controls of single nuclear spins [6-8]. Nuclear spins are well known for their
prominent spin coherence (T2 > 1s) [9], and are utilized as quantum memories. However,
nuclear Rabi oscillations are much slower than those of electron spins because of the
small magnetic moment.

Nuclear spin phase-gates by electron spin transitions, have been theoretically
proposed [10] and experimentally demonstrated [11] as a solution to this problem. The
literature has reported phase-gates of the nitrogen nuclear spin. The operation is enabled
by the hyperfine couplings and off-resonant transitions of electron spins; to suppress pulse
errors of off-resonant driving, high-fidelity operations require high electron-spin Rabi
frequency (>> 3 MHz). The gate time is limited by the hyperfine constant (165 ns) [10].

Here, we propose a new method for fast phase controls of single nuclear spins. This
gate time is not limited by the hyperfine constant; in principle, this method offers orders
faster gate operations than hitherto reported. This gate operations utilize geometric phase

shifts of single NV electron spins [12-15]. This electron spin rotation is controlled by



oscillating magnetic and electric fields; the electric-field control is better than all
magnetic-field control for fast operations, the reason for which is discussed later. The
time evolution of the electron spin depends on nuclear spin states. Therefore, the
oscillating fields enable nuclear spin phase-shifts. We also find that our gates are robust
against decoherence and systematic errors. Finally, we show how to implement
conditional phase gates using two different nuclear spins.

Our NV electron spin (S=1) interacts with a single nitrogen-15 (**N) nuclear spin
(1=1/2). The ground-state spin Hamiltonian is described [4,16,17] as

Ho =DS? +7,BS, +d,E, (S} -S7)+d,E,(S,S, +5,5,)+AS, 1, +A (S,1_+S1.) (1)

where ye is the electron gyromagnetic ratio, B is magnetic fields oriented along the NV
axis. di/2z = 1.7 kHz m/V is the electric dipole moment, and E, are electric fields whose
direction is perpendicular to the NV axis. D is the zero-field splitting parameter, and A
(A) is the hyperfine coupling constant. These parameters are set to their reported values
of D2z = 2.87GHz, Ay/2z = 3.03MHz, and A.1/2r =3.65 MHz. Here, we omitted the
nuclear Zeeman terms for simplicity because these terms are much smaller than the others.
In the following, we use | >z (| >v ) to represent electron (nitrogen nuclear) spin states.
The large zero-field splitting allows to neglect the electron-nuclear flip-flop terms of Eq.
(2). Here, the electron spin can be described as two level systems. The Hamiltonian is

simplified on the interaction picture of the zero-field splitting,

H =]/eBGZ-I-dLEXUX-I-dlEyGy-I-AlO'ZlZ, ()

where o (i=X, Y, z) is Pauli operators.
Our gate operations are performed by oscillating electric and magnetic fields. The

Hamiltonian is re-written as,

H =3 (0.0)6+ Ao, @)

where @, (9, go) is the amplitude of each field on the polar coordinate system, and the angle



6 represents the field oscillation, f=wt. In our gate operation, the oscillation of the electric
field plays a key role; if the amplitude w: is too small, the electric effect is suppressed by
orthogonal static magnetic fields [18]. In our paper, the amplitude satisfies the condition,
lwoi/Ay[>> 1073, On the other hand, if we use all magnetic-field control instead of the
electric-field control, the large zero-field splitting makes it difficult to observe the effect
of transverse magnetic fields. The effect requires the condition, |w./D|>> 1073,

The three oscillating fields of Eq.(3) correspond to the one rotating field, whose
rotating axis is perpendicular to z-axis (FIG.1 (a)). In analyzing the rotating field, rotating-

frame Hamiltonian is useful. By using a unitary operator,
U, (t) :exp(—i%az)exp(—i%tay)exp(i%azj, 4)

the Hamiltonian is transformed to the rotating frame. In this rotating frame, the electron
spin interacts with the inertial force of the rotating field, —iU1 (t)d/dtUx(t).

We assume that when the inertial force shifts adiabatically, the spin Hamiltonian
follows it [19]. This shift is done by phase shifts of the electric field, ¢ — w't. This

rotation is analyzed in another rotating frame by using a unitary operator,
o't
U, (t) = exp[—l . ] . (5)

The rotating-frame Hamiltonian is described by non-perturbation and perturbation terms
as H,+V,(t) [18]; under high oscillating conditions, |(2w: — o')/w|<<l, the non-
perturbation terms, Ho, are approximated as

(6)

H2 -~ —EUy.

The perturbation term is represented in the interaction picture of H,as,



V, =exp(iH,t)V,(t) exp(-iH,t)= Ao, I,. (7)

According to Egs.(4-7), the time evolution in the laboratory frame is

/.

u(t) = exp(—i %taz jexp(—iﬁnt AN (8)
We next consider the cyclic evolution of the electron spin. After one cyclic operations,

the electron spin has a global phase, U (7) |w(0) > = exp (—i Q(z)) |w(0) >, whose phase

factor is obtained as
-i06) = [ (O] U' 0] U0 o), ©)

The global phase depends on the effective Hamiltonian and the initial state of the electron
spin. According to Eq.(6), the inertial force does not interact with nuclear spins; thus, gate
operations of nuclear spins require that initial states of the electron spin depend on nuclear
spin states.

In our gate sequence, the spin preparation is performed under static magnetic and
electric fields, Bo, Eo. During gate operations, we stop the static fields, and apply
oscillating magnetic and electric fields. This switch process between static and oscillating
fields, is done non-adiabatically. Thus, the spin states are not changed in this process. In
this gate sequence, the initial state of the electron spin correspond to an eigenstate of the

static-field Hamiltonian. The initial state is prepared by magnetic-resonance controls as,
v (0))=—=1), ®(|1), +|4). ). (10)
\/E E N N

where |1>g is one of the electron spin eigenstates [18],

1) ®[T (V). :(cos(%em)ij +sin(%9T(L)j|—1>E]®\T V), @

Under large magnetic-field conditions, [yeBo+ 1/2A| >> |d . Eo|, the weight factor satisfies,



2
1 d E
0., ~1-= L0 .
costy,, 2(%80 FOA T 2.] (12)

According to Eq.(8), the oscillating magnetic and electric fields lead the cyclic
evolution of electron spins, and the electron spin has phase shifts depending on nuclear
spin states, Q1 (). The gate speed is defined as AQ = d/dt (Q,(t) — Q(t)), whose speed is

approximated under large magnetic-field conditions, |d.Eo /yeBo|, |A /yeBo| << 1, as

__o[dE [ A )
AQ 2[7eBOJ [79,80] A|. (13)

Here, the nuclear spin phase is detected in a rotating frame, whose angular velocity
corresponds to energy splitting of the nuclear spin under the static fields. Thus, the second
term of Eq. (13) is canceled. We find that the gate speed is proportional to the frequency
o'. When we , for example, set the rotation frequency of the electric field to v/ 2z = 1.0
GHz, the gate time is about 165 ns (Fig.2); this is equal to the theoretical limit of the
nuclear phase-gate by electron spin transitions [10,11]. Moreover, we can apply
oscillating electric fields with terahertz frequency, w/ 2z > 0.1 THz, in experiments [20];
thus, we estimate that the theoretical limit of our gate time is ,in principle, much shorter
than 100ns.

The NV electron spins are surrounded by nuclear spin bath, whose fluctuation makes
magnetic noise. The noise terms are generally described as, Hnoise = 7. 0B oz, where we use
Pauli operators of Eq.(2). According to the time evolution operator of Eq. (8), the noise
term obviously commutes to this time evolution, and we focus on the noise-term time
evolution. Here, we assume that the noise field only interacts with electron spins.
However, the initial state of the electron spin depends on nuclear spin states; the noise

term causes nuclear spin decoherence. We estimate the effective noise field from nuclear



phase-shifts. The noise field causes electron spin phase-shifts, Q' , which depend on
nuclear spin states. From the similar calculation of Eq.(13), the effective noise field is
defined under large magnetic-field conditions, |d. Eo /yeBol, |A}/yeBo| << 1, as yn 6Bn= d/dt
(Qb i Qo (1)) ~ 7e0B (d.LEo /yeBo)?(A) /7eBo). Thus, the nuclear noise Hamiltonian is

represented as,

HY. = %yrﬁBN f(t)o) . (14)
where o"; is Pauli operators of nuclear spins. Here, we assume that the noise field is a
random classical field [21] described as 6By f (t), where f (t) is the correlation function.
The average is zero, < f (t) >=0, and the auto-correlation is < f (t) f (0) > = exp(— #/zc),
where . is the correlation time of the nuclear spin bath.

The decoherence rate is estimated by second-order calculations of the von Neumann

equation. We set the initial state of the nuclear spin as pn (0) = [+><+|y, where [+>y is a

superposition state, [+> =1/N2(|t>+||>). The ensemble-averaged density matrix Py ()

shows nuclear-spin coherence, which is approximated as (+|p(t)|+), ~exp(-£(t)), where

& (1) ~ 1/2 (yn 5Bn t)? under slow fluctuation of nuclear spin bath, 7. >> t [22,23]. The

nuclear coherence time without echo is

1/T2*N =7e58(dJ_E0j [ A| J (15)

V2 (7.By ) (7.8,
In the simulation of figure 3(a), we assume nuclear spin bath whose *C concentrations is
0.03%, and the noise amplitude is ye 0B / 2z = 0.02 MHz [22]. The coherence time is more
than 1 ms, which is almost equal to the nuclear coherence time limited by the relaxation

time of NV electron spin at RT (T1e~5 ms) [24].



The robustness against systematic errors is of practical importance [25,26]. This
systematic error is represented as an unwanted shift of the magnetic and electric field, AB,
AE. Here, we focus on nuclear spins. The gate error is calculated as ¢ = 1 — fidelity. The
fidelity is defined by tr(on pn') [24], where py is the ideal density matrix, and p'y is the
density matrix with errors. The systematic error causes unwanted unitary transformations,
and does not cause decoherence; thus, pn and p'y are pure states. The systematic error of

one nuclear phase-gates is described as

(16)

+
4B, 2E,

2
&(AB,AE) ~ 477 (— 3AB | AE ] ,

where we assume that unwanted shifts are enough small, |AE/Eq|, |AB/Bo |<< 1, and
taking minimum order terms. We find that large magnetic and electric fields allow
robust spin control (FIG.3 (b)).

For quantum computation, conditional phase-gates are necessary. Here, we show °N
nuclear phase-gates controlled by nuclear spin states of a third-nearest-neighbor carbon-
13 (**C). The hyperfine constant of 3C (**N) nuclei is described as A€ (A M), and A€ 12z
= 14 MHz [22]. This operation requires different phase shifts depending on the *C
nuclear spin state, AQc =+. To calculate these shifts, we add the hyperfine coupling of 13C
nuclear spins to the effective magnetic field [18]. When we set the static magnetic field
to satisfy |AN /(2yeBo+ A) |<< 1, the relative phase shift is shown as

AQ. —AQ._, Lo m [Z 2k (2k +1)[—'CJ ] (17)

2 (7/9 BO) €
The conditional gate corresponds to (AQc-— AQc-.) t=m. When we set each parameter
to o'/ 2z= 1.0 GHz, d.E, / 2z = 4.0 MHz, and yeBo / 2z = 40 MHz, the time of the

conditional gate is within 1 ps.



In summary, we have proposed a nuclear spin phase-gate controlled by a rotating field.
The nuclear gate time is, in principle, much shorter than the gate time limited by the
hyperfine constant, T << z/A;;. We showed the robustness against decoherence (Tan">
1ms) and systematic errors. We also confirmed multi-nuclear operations. Our spin
systems are good candidates for quantum memories with sufficient coherence time and

outstanding operability. Our proposal is important for quantum information processing.
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(b) z

FIG. 1 T. Shimo-Oka et al.

FIG. 1 (a) The inertial force is generated by the rotating field in the laboratory frame (red
arrow). Gate operations are performed by adiabatic rotations of the inertial force (blue
arrow). (b) The adiabatic rotation of the inertial force leads the electron spin cyclic-

evolution (blue dash arrow) in the NV electron Bloch square.
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FIG. 2 T. Shimo-Oka et al.
FIG. 2. Nuclear spin phase-gate. yeBo, d.Eo correspond to the amplitude of the magnetic

and electric fields. The frequency of the electric-field rotation is @'/ 2z = 1.0 GHz.
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FIG. 3 T. Shimo-Oka et al.
FIG. 3.Robustness against decoherence and systematic errors. (a) Coherence time. y.Bo,
diEo correspond to the amplitude of the magnetic and electric fields. The rotation
frequency of the electric field is @/ 2z= 1.0 GHz. The noise amplitude is ye 6B / 2z = 0.02
MHz. (b) Systematic error. AB, AE denote unwanted shifts of the magnetic and electric
fields. The rotation frequency of the electric field is '/ 2z= 1.0 GHz. The amplitude of
the static electric field is ,d | Eo / 27 = 4.0 MHz, and of the static magnetic field is y.Bo /

27 =20 MHz.
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1. Spin Hamiltonian (Laboratory frame)
Single NV electron spins (S=1) interact with the single nitrogen-15 (**N) nuclear spin
(1=1/2). The ground-state spin Hamiltonian is

H, =DS? +7,BS, +d,E, (S} -S7)+d,E, (S,S,+S,S,)

, (1.1)
+AS,1, +A (S,1_+S.1,)

The spin-1 operators are defined as,
S, ET(|0>(<1IS +HL )+ (1) +[-1)/ol, ) (1.2)
Sy = T( |0>(<1|s - <_1|s )_ i (|1> _|_1>s )<O|s )’ (1'3)
S, =D - -1, (14)

and,

S, = %(s +iS, ). (1.5)

The large zero-field splitting allows to neglect the electron-nuclear flip-flop terms. In the

interaction picture,
H =exp(iDS’t)(H, — DS} )exp(-iDSt), (1.6)

the Hamiltonian is re-written as,

15



H=7,BS, +d,E, (S} -S})+d,E, (SS,+S,S,)

+AS, | +i[(ex'“’(if’t)|0><1lS ++exp(iDt)|1><o|s)I]. (17)
T V2| +(exp(—iDt)|0) (L], +exp(iDt)|-1){0], )1,

The Rabi formula denotes, without on-resonant excitation, the maximum transition

probability, Po...1, between ms = 0 and ms = £1 is approximately,
oV
Proo ~ {1+( ZD] J ~107". (1.8)
+ A

We assume, in this transition probability, the hyperfine off-diagonal terms are neglected.

Thus, the spin Hamiltonian is described as two-level systems,

H=yBo, +d Eo, +d E o, +Ag,l,, (1.9)
where oi (i=X,y,2) s,
o, =Sy =S, =|D{-1| +|-1{;, (1.10)
o, =S5,S,+S,S, =—i|1)(-1|, +i|-1){1], (1.11)
o, =S, =[D{1|, -|-1{-1,. (1.12)

2. Spin Hamiltonian (rotating frame)

Our gate operations are performed by oscillating electric and magnetic fields;

7.B = cos(at), (2.1)
d, E, = o sin(wt)cos(¢p), (2.2)
d, E, = @ sin(at)sin(p), (2.3)

where ¢ is a constant, which denotes the electric-field direction in the x-y plane of the

Bloch square of the NV electron spin. The effective Hamiltonian (Eq.(1.9)) is re-written

16



as,
H = @, cos(at) o, + @ sin(at)(cos(p)o, +sin(p)o, )+ Ac,l,.  (2.4)
In our gate operation, the oscillation of electric fields plays a key role. If the amplitude

w1 is too small, the electric-field effect is suppressed by the orthogonal static magnetic

fields. This is confirmed from snap-shot Hamiltonian of the electron spin,
H. = @ cosbo, + @, sinbo, + w,o, , (2.5)

where the parameters ¢, wt of EQ. (2.4) are set to ¢ =0 and w? =6, and wo corresponds to

the hyperfine constant A;. From the secular equation, the eigenvalues are,

i\/(a)l cos6’+a)0)2 + (e, sin 9)2 : (2.6)

In small electric-field conditions, |wi/wo| << 1, the eigenstates are,

V) = 1 ((w,co80+2a, )[1), + @y sing|-1), ), (2.7)
\/a)lz + 4@,®,c080 + 4,
1 :
W 1)e (@ sin0|1), —(w,cos0+2a,)|-1), ). (2.8)

- \/a)lz + 4@, ®,c080 + 4’
If there is no electric field effect, these eigenstates are not changed from zero electric
fields. Thus, the condition of Eq. (1.8) denotes that, under following conditions, the

electric field effects are calculated without neglecting hyperfine off-diagonal terms,

\(—1|y/1)E\2 ~ \<1|'//71>E\2 ~ [2“’1 j <107, (2.9)

Wy
In this paper, the amplitude of oscillating fields satisfies the condition, |wi/wo|>> 1073,
The three oscillating fields of Eq.(2.4) correspond to one rotating fields, whose rotating
axis is perpendicular to z-axis of the NV-defect coordinate system, (X, y, z). Thus, it is
useful to set another coordinate system, (X', Y’, Z'); here, the rotating axis corresponds to

Z' axis. The coordinate transform are described as,

17



o, cosgoy (¢)—singo; (@)
o, |=| singoy (p)+cosgo; (o) |. (2.10)
o, oy ()

The Hamiltonian in the (X", Y’,Z")-coordinate system, is represented as,
H = o (cos(at) oy, (¢)+sin(at)oy (¢))+ Aoy (@)1, - (2.11)

Rotating-frame Hamiltonian is useful in analyzing rotating fields. By a unitary operator,
.ot
U,(t) = exp[—l?az (go)j (2.12)

the rotating-frame Hamiltonian is described as

U, OHUL0) -0 @5 U,0 = H, +, 0. (2.13)
H, = oy (@)—gaé (@), (2.14)
V(1) = A exp(i%ta; (go)ja; ((p)exp(—i%ta; ((D)J | (2.15)

where Hi are non-perturbation terms, and V1(t) are perturbation terms.
We next represent the operator Uz (t) inthe (x, y, z)-coordinate system. From Eqg. (2.10),

the matrix, o’z (), is written as,
oy (p) = exp(—i %O‘Z jay exp(i %02 j (2.16)

The operator U (t) is described in the (X, y, z)-coordinate system as,
U,(t) = exp(—i %az )exp(—i %tay)exp(i %UZ j . (2.17)

The rotating-frame Hamiltonian denotes that NV electron spins interact with an inertial
force of the rotating field. When the inertial force shifts adiabatically, the spin

Hamiltonian follows it. The shifts are done by phase shifts of the rotating field,
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p=0'". (2.18)
Eq. (2.17) denotes that the shift of the inertial force causes z-operation in the (x, y, 2)-
coordinate system. Thus, in analyzing the inertial-force shift, it is useful to use the (x, v,

z)-coordinate system. By using a unitary operator
o't
U, (t) = exp(—l 702 j , (2.19)

the non-perturbation Hamiltonian are transferred to another rotating frame,

!

iu: ()2 B P P
Hz=U§(t)H1U2(t)—nuz(t)auz(t)—(wl ij 50 (220)

The eigenvalues are calculated from the secular equation. Under high oscillating

conditions, |w| >> |w'— 2w1]|, the eigenvalues are approximated as,

iJ(wl—ﬁj +(9j ——_— (2.21)
2 2 2

The eigenvectors are

+)e Em(i(“ )0 +-1)5 ) (2.22)
o=t +i(1+0)|-1).), ,
|_ >E = \/m(ros (1 5)' 1>s ) (2.23)
where
5 E%(wl —%) (2.24)

Thus, under a condition, ¢ ~ 0, the diagonal Hamiltonian, Hz, are approximated as
a) ! ! ! ! a)
H, =2 (1) (¥ ~)-l) =50, 229
The perturbation terms (Eq.(2.15)) are described in the (x, y, z)-coordinate system as,
Vi(t) =A exp(—i%[aZ jexp(i%tay]az exp(—i%tay]exp(i%taz]lz . (2.26)

In the rotating frame of U, (t), this is transformed as,
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v, (1) =U OV, (1)U, () = A exp(i%to-yjaz exp(—i%to-yj . @27)
Moreover, on the limit of Eq. (2.25), the interaction picture of perturbation terms are
V, =exp(iH,t)V,(t) exp(-iH,t)=Ao,1,. (2.28)
We next show the time evolution of the electron spin. In the interaction picture of Hy,
the time-evolution operator is,
U, =exp(-iVt). (2.29)
In the rotating frame of Ux(t), the time evolution is also described as,
U, =exp(—iH,t)exp(-iV,t). (2.30)

According to Egs. (2.17), and (2.19), the time evolution in the laboratory frame is

/.

U () =U, U, 0U, () = exp(—i %toz jexp(—iAlt a,1,). (2.31)

3. Gate operation

In our gate sequence, the initial state of the electron spin corresponds to its eigenstate
under the static-field Hamiltonian, which is described in section 5. The initial state of the

electron spin is, from Eq.(5.3), described as,

1), ®|T(¥)), :(cos(%@“))l)E +sin(%6’T(¢J|—l>EJ®‘T (V). @1

COS(%HWJZ%M yeBo+()%+\/[7eBo+()%j +(d,E) |, (32

. (1 d E
sin| =@ ]: 0 (3.3)
(2 V) C¢(¢)

where Cy(}) is a normalized constant.

In our gate operations, the spin initial state is set as,
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v (@)= 7). o(|), +[4), ) (3:4)

Under oscillating fields, the electron spin performs cyclic evolutions. After the cyclic

evolution, the electron spin has phase shifts depending on nuclear spin states, Q;,

(1)) = %(exp(—iQT O)L), ©|1), +exp(-i,W)L), ®L) ) (35)

We next calculate the phase factors, Q;, From Eg. (9) of the main text, the phase factor,
Q:),depends on the expected value,

(l']o,|1), =cos, (3.6)

(v)”

This is approximated under large magnetic-field conditions, |yeBo£1/2Ay|>>|d  Eo|as,

2
E
cos 6, ~1—£( 9.6, ] . (3.7)

BT 2Bt (A 12

The gate speed, AQ = d/dt (Q, — ), is calculated as,

2 2
AQ=—A _dJ_EO d,E, _ d,E, _ﬂr d,E, _ d,E, . (3.8)
"2 (7B,-Al2 7B, +Al2) 4B -Al2) (7B, +Al2

Under large magnetic-field conditions, |d ; Eo /yeBo, |A /7eBo| << 1, the second term are,

dlEo( d, E, d, E, ]~ﬁ{‘hjj _ (3.9)

2 (7.B,—-A/2 7B, +Al2) 2|78,

The term is much smaller than the fast term, and we neglect it. Third terms are similarly,

2’{ dJ_EO \] _[ dJ_EO J NE(dJ_j){ Al J (310)
4 7/eBO_A|/2 yeBO+A|/2 2 7980 7/eBO

Thus, the gate speed is proportional to the frequency w’,

o [dE [ A )
AQ Z[ABOJ [%BJ Al (3.11)
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4. Multi-qubit system
We consider °N nuclear phase-gates controlled by *3C nuclear spins. This operation
requires different phase shifts depending on the *C nuclear spin. To show these shifts,

we add the hyperfine coupling of the 3C nucleus to the effective magnetic field as

eeff—’

13C N
%%iﬁri%-ys A' (4.1)

where AC (A V) is the hyperfine constant of **C (**N) nuclei. Here, the static magnetic

field satisfies |A" /27 Bor| <<1. From Eq. (3.11), the phase shift of ®*N-nuclei depends

on the 3C-nuclei, and each shifts are described as AQc-.. The relative phase shift is,

o' 1 1
AQ., —AQ, = > A'(d,E) - (4.2)

(7nB5)  (7BS)

The third order terms are written as,

R e I I

Thus, the relative phase shift is approximated as,

r0,  —aq, - | A (LE) {z 2k(2k+1)[_lc] J (4.4)

2 (7e B, )3 2y, B,

5. Static-field Hamiltonian

The static-field Hamiltonian is, from Eq. (1.9), described as,

Hya =7.Byo, +d,Eso, + Ao, 1, (5.1)

where Boand Epare static magnetic and electric fields. The diagonal Hamiltonian is,
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H,. \/(7/98 +ﬁ] dLEO)2 |1'><l'|E|T><T|N +\/(7eB _ﬁ] ((UEO)2 |1I><1I|E|‘L><\L|N . (5.2)
() sy e, - [re -4 e,

and each electron eigenstate is,

1) ®[T(¥)), =CLHA B, +(—)%+ \/(7 B, +(-) % ] +(d,E, )’ }|1>E +d,E, |_1>E]|¢ (V). (6:3)
Y)

Il

®|T(V)), =L[(dlEo)z e —{ye B, +(—)%+\/[}/e B, +(_)%jz +(d, E, )Z}_1>EJT (V). (5:4)

)

where Cy()) is a normalized constant. The electron eigenstates depend on nuclear spins.

Under large magnetic-field conditions, |d.Eo/(ye Bo £A)/2)|<<1, each factor is described as,

\/(;/e B, i%j2+(dlEo) (7/9 ! A’]{ 1(#'1&}2} (5.5)

This factor is approximated by neglecting high order terms as,

B =

Thus, the static-field Hamiltonian is re-written as

2
Hya ~ 7. By 142 —dLE" S, ] PO sil,, (5.7)
2\ 7By 22 7eBo

where S;' is defined as S;’ = |1"><1'|e — [-1"><-1|E.

6. Static-field Hamiltonian under noise magnetic fields
Noise magnetic fields cause decoherence. We assume that noise magnetic fields are

enough small, |0B/Bo| <<1. By adding noise magnetic fields, Bo+JB, Eq.(5.5) is,
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\/£7e80+ﬁ+}/e j +(d,E) . 6.1)

Under large magnetic-field conditions, it is approximated as,

(a2
J(ABO _A'j +(d,E,) | 147,68 . (62
7By i?‘} +(d,E, )

Thus, noise terms are separated from non-noise terms. By following approximations,

nB2h12) : 1_( d, E jz (6.3)
(VGBOiA|/2)2+(dLEO)2 (7eBOJ_rA|/2) 7By £ A2 T

and from Eq. (5.5) and (6.3), Eq. (6.1) is re-written as,

A\I 2 2 _ _l dJ_EO 2 - AI
\/[VeBoi?+7eéBJ +(dLE0) }/eé‘B{l 2(7680J (1-%}/880}}. (6.4)

Thus, the noise static-field Hamiltonian is shown as,
1(d E Y dEY( A
T L 1 A
2 7. By 7. By 7. By

7. Decoherence under static field

According to Eq.(3.5), the electron spin are its eigenstates under static fields, and we
focus on nuclear spin decoherence. From Eq. (6.5), the effective noise Hamiltonian of

nuclear spins is,
N b N
Vo = =5 f(t)o, , (7.1)

noise

where o"; is Pauli operators of nuclear spins, and the noise amplitude b is defined as,
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B [A
b_yeas(m] (m]' 72)

where f(t) is the correlation function described in the main text.

The initial state of nuclear spins is set as py = [+><+|y, where [+>y =1/72 (|t>y +|{>v).
The time evolution is estimated by second-order calculations of the von Neumann
equation. From the similar calculation of Eq. (15) of the main text, the coherence time of

nuclear spin under static fields is estimated as,

2
. b y6B(dE A
UT,, ~—===28 L0 ) (7.3)
N N2 N2 (7eBOj (7@80
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