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An interacting spin system is an excellent testbed for fundamental quantum physics and

applications in quantum sensing and quantum simulation. For these investigations, detailed

information of the interactions, e.g., the number of spins and their interaction strengths, is

often required. In this study, we present the identification and characterization of a sin-

gle nitrogen vacancy (NV) center coupled to two electron spins. In the experiment, we

first identify a well-isolated single NV center and characterize its spin decoherence time.

Then, we perform NV-detected electron paramagnetic resonance (EPR) spectroscopy to

detect surrounding electron spins. From the analysis of the NV-EPR signal, we precisely

determine the number of detected spins and their interaction strengths. Moreover, the spec-

tral analysis indicates that the candidates of the detected spins are diamond surface spins.

This study demonstrates a promising approach for the identification and characterization of

an interacting spin system for realizing entangled sensing using electron spin as quantum

reporters.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center is a fluorescent impurity center existing in the diamond

lattice.1 The unique electronic structure of the NV center allows the polarization and readout

of the spin state through optical excitation and optically detected magnetic resonance (ODMR)

technique.2–4 The NV center also has a long spin coherence time at room temperature.5–7 It has

been shown to be a promising quantum sensor, enabling measurement of an extremely small mag-

netic field,8–11 magnetic resonance spectroscopy with single spin sensitivity,12–19 and quantum

simulations.20–22

A system with interacting spins is a great platform for fundamental physics and applications

in quantum information science. For example, an interacting NV spin system is a great candidate

to build a quantum sensing network for quantum entanglement sensing that provides enhanced

sensitivity.23 Interacting spin systems also exhibit novel phases and dynamics, such as spin liq-

uids, time crystals, and non-equilibrium dynamics.24–27 NV-detected electron paramagnetic reso-

nance (NV-EPR) spectroscopy with a single NV center is a powerful method to study nanoscale

environments of interacting electron spins. NV-EPR can determine the number of the detected

spins and identify the type of the detected spins. It can also determine the coupling strengths

between the NV and each surrounding spin.14,18 NV-EPR has been demonstrated to detect P1

centers, N2 centers and other unidentified spins.18,28–32 Moreover, electron spins on diamond sur-

faces have been detected.33 A characterizable and controllable network of spins can be used for

entanglement-enhanced surface quantum sensing. However, only a few demonstrations have been

performed to determine the number of interacting electron spins and individual coupling strength

to NV center.13,33 Identifying and modeling such configuration remains a challenge for single

NV-EPR detection.

In this work, we discuss the demonstration of NV-EPR spectroscopy of a few electron spins. We

employ a single shallow NV center in diamond as a sensor and utilize a double electron-electron

resonance (DEER) technique to show the detection of EPR signals of surrounding spins. The

observation of the NV-EPR signal confirms the detection of spins. The type of the detected spin

is analyzed from their g-values and hyperfine splitting. Moreover, we present a simple model to

determine the number of the detected spins and the strengths of their magnetic dipole interactions.

We find a single NV center coupled to two electron spins with dipolar coupling 1.12±0.13 MHz

and 2.24±0.17 MHz from the analysis of the NV-EPR signal. The presented spin system will be
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useful for the investigation of quantum effects that require a low number of spins34 or open quan-

tum dynamics.35 The experimental methods can be used to realize entangled quantum reporters

for quantum sensing.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

Diamond sample

Gold wire

Dry microscope

 objective

Piezo stage

Permanent magnet

B

Shallow NV center

Electron spins

0

MW1

MW2

EleE

FIG. 1. Illustration of the experimental setup. A (111)-cut diamond sample is mounted on a piezo stage. A

disk magnet is used to provide static external field B0, and a gold wire is attached to the sample to provide

microwave excitation, MW1 and MW2. A 532 nm laser is focused onto a shallow NV near the surface of

the diamond with a dry microscope objective. PL is collected through the same objective and detected with

a photon detector.

In this study, we employ single NV centers in a diamond crystal sample purchased from

Qnami.36 The sample is a (111)-cut, specially designed diamond. Shallow NVs (∼10 nm depth)

were created with Nitrogen ion implantation with the energy of 6 keV and subsequent annealing

process. The sample has a unique nano-pillar structure that allows easy isolation and identification

of single NV centers. We have studied four single NV centers in this sample. In the present paper,

our investigation focuses on one of the single NV centers with a unique NV-EPR signal (denoted

as NV1). The experimental results on the others (NV2-4) are also presented in the supplementary

material. The setup of the experiment is illustrated in Fig. 1. The diamond sample is mounted

on an XYZ piezo stage. A permanent disk magnet is placed under the stage to provide a static
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magnetic field (B0) along the [111] direction of the diamond lattice. For ODMR spectroscopy of

the NV center, two channels of microwave (MW1 and MW2) excitation are applied using sources

(Stanford SG386) and an amplifier (Mini-Circuits ZHL-15W-422-S+). Both MW1 and MW2 ex-

citation are applied with a 20um diameter gold wire attached close to the top of the sample. A

diode-pumped solid-state laser (CrystaLaser, 100 mW) and a microscope dry objective (ZEISS,

100x, NA = 0.8) are employed for the laser excitation. Photoluminescence (PL) from the NV

center is collected by the same objective and redirected by a dichroic mirror towards an avalanche

photon detector (Excelitas, SPCM-AQRH-13-FC). A central computer is used to control the mi-

crowave and laser pulses and analyze the photon count signal.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The NV-EPR experiment starts with the characterization of the external magnetic field and the

coherent manipulation capability of the NV centers. After identifying single NV centers using the

auto-correlation experiment and ODMR spectroscopy,14 we focus on our investigation into each

single NV and perform a pulsed ODMR measurement to determine the magnetic field strength

and tilt angle. Fig. 2(a) shows a PL image of the sample and the studied NV1 is indicated in the

image. Next, we perform pulsed ODMR measurements. As shown in Fig. 2(b), the laser pulse

with a duration of 5 µs initialize (Init) the NV state to |mS = 0〉. After a short delay (∼1 µs), a

MW1 (π)Y pulse is applied to drive a rotation of the spin in the Bloch’s sphere along the x-axis

(see Fig. 2(b)), from brighter |mS = 0〉 to darker |mS =±1〉 spin states. Afterward a short readout

(RO) laser pulse with a duration of 300 ns project NV’s coherent spin state into the population

difference, which is measured by the PL intensity, resulting in observation of ODMR signals at

the |mS = 0〉 ↔ |mS =+1〉 and |mS = 0〉 ↔ |mS =−1〉 transition frequencies. Fig. 2(d) shows

the PL intensity as a function of the MW1 frequency. Pulse sequence is averaged over 100,000

times in around 7 minutes to obtain the spectrum of each peak. By fitting the two frequencies,

1960.00±6.78 MHz and 3783.39±3.39 MHz, to the following NV Hamiltonian, we obtain the

magnetic field strength (B0) and the tilt angle (θ ) of the magnetic field in respect to the NV axis,

H = γNV B0 (sinθ ·Sx + cosθ ·Sz)+DS2
z , (1)

where γNV is the gyromagnetic ratio of the NV spin (28.024 GHz/Tesla). S = (Sx,Sy,Sz) are the

spin operators of S = 1. D is the NV zero-field energy splitting (2.87 GHz). As can be seen
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FIG. 2. Characterization of a single NV center. (a) PL image of the diamond sample. The PL signals are

from single NV centers. (b) Pulse sequence for pulsed ODMR measurement. The spin starts at |mS = 0〉

after the initialization laser pulse (indicated as Init) and evolves under the effect of the MW1 pulse. The

readout laser pulse (indicated as RO) measures the PL level according to the projected population difference.

N = 100,000 is the number of pulse sequences used for averaging. (c) Pulse sequences for Rabi Oscillation

measurement. Two reference channels (REF1 and REF2) are used for PL normalization. N = 100,000. (d)

Pulsed ODMR data. By fitting with Gaussian peak functions, the peak frequencies are extracted to obtain

the magnetic field and tilt angle from fitting with the NV Hamiltonian. (e) Rabi oscillation data. MW1

frequency is set to |mS = 0〉 ↔ |mS =+1〉 transition frequency at 3783.39 MHz while the length of MW1

pulse Tswp is swept. PL is normalized by Rabi−REF2
REF1−REF2

. Rabi oscillation frequeny f of 5.50±0.03 MHz and

decay time T0 of 0.67± 0.08 µs is obtained from a fit to 1
2
· (1+ exp(−(t/T0)

2)cos(2π f t))14 . The total

measurement time is around 5 minutes.

5



in Fig. 2(d), the experimental data and fit result are in fair agreement. From the fit result, we

obtained the magnetic field strength of B0 = 32.59± 0.02 mT and the tilt angle of θ = 3.5±
0.8 degrees. Next, we perform a measurement of Rabi oscillations. The pulse sequences of the

experiment are shown in Fig. 2(c). After the laser pulse initialization, an MW1 (π)Y pulse at the

NV1 Larmor frequency of 3783.39 MHz (corresponding to the transition |mS = 0〉 ↔ |mS =+1〉)
with a duration of Tswp is applied. Then, the resultant population change is readout with the RO

laser pulse. Two additional reference channels (REF1 and REF2) are used for data normalization.

REF1 corresponds to the maximum PL detected in Rabi measurement, and REF2 corresponds to

the minimum PL. The normalized PL is (Rabi−REF2)/(REF1−REF2). This normalization

procedure will reduce degrees of freedom in data fitting. As shown in Fig. 2(e), the normalized PL

shows oscillations as the MW1 pulse length is varied. These are the Rabi oscillations that prove

the coherent manipulation of the NV spin states. From the period of the oscillations, the duration

of the π , π/2, and 3π/2 pulses can be determined. In the present case, we obtained the π , π/2,

and 3π/2 pulse duration to be 46, 92, and 138 ns, respectively.

Next, we characterize the spin decoherence time (T2) using a Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill

(CPMG) sequence. The particular sequence used here consists of eight π pulses, which is referred

to later as a CPMG-8 sequence (see Fig. 3(a)). In the CPMG-8 experiment, after the preparation of

the superposition state 1√
2
(|+1〉+ |0〉) by the (π/2)Y pulse, a chain of (π)X pulses are applied at

every 2τ to keep the coherence state for an extended period. The resultant coherent state is mapped

into the |ms = 0〉 state with the application of the second (π/2)Y pulse (SIG1). In addition, in a

different signal channel, we use a (3π/2)Y pulse instead of the (π/2)Y pulse to map the state into

the |ms = 1〉 state (SIG2). Two signal channels are used to improve the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)

by removing systematic noise and doubling signal contrast. PL intensity is normalized using the

same method used in the Rabi oscillation experiment. As seen in Fig. 3(b), an oscillating and de-

caying difference in the normalized PL is observed. These features in the echo signal are attributed

to the electron spin echo envelope modulation (ESEEM) effect due to hyperfine interaction with

nearby nuclear spins.37 As shown in Fig. 3(c), we found that the simulation of the ESEEM signal

can explain the observed signal taken with the CPMG sequence. In the simulation, we consider

bath 13C nuclear spins and a 13C individual spin with the hyperfine couplings of A = 0.314 MHz

and B = 2.827 MHz. We also obtained the spin decoherence time (T2) to be 38± 3 µs. This

detection of the individual 13C nuclear spin was observed only with NV1, not with other NVs

studied in this work. The details of the simulation are included in the supplementary material.
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FIG. 3. CPMG-8 sequence and data. (a) CPMG-8 sequence. The yellow and blue MW1 pulses are with

X/Y phases. SIG1 channel uses a (π/2)Y pulse to project the phase into population difference, while SIG2

channel uses a (3π/2)Y pulse (indicated with a dashed yellow box). Laser Init and RO pulse lengths are 5

µs and 300 ns. MW1 π/2, π and 3π/2 pulse lengths are 46, 92 and 138 ns. N = 220,000. (b) CPMG-8 data

showing normalized PL. The evolution time is calculated to include all evolution periods, namely 16τ . The

measurement time for this spectrum is around 32 minutes. (c) The normalized signal (SIG2 - SIG1) is fit to

a simulation including 13C bath and a nearby 13C spin ESEEM effect with T2 decay. We extract a T2 time

of 38±3 µs.

Finally, we perform NV-detected EPR (NV-EPR) spectroscopy to detect electron spins sur-

rounding NV1. In the NV-EPR experiment, we use a DEER sequence shown in Fig. 4(a). We

use two microwaves (MW1 and MW2) to coherently control the NV spin and target environment

spins, respectively. The first microwave (MW1) is fixed at NV Lamour frequency. The second

microwave (MW2) is swept in frequency, and when the frequency of MW2 is at the Lamour fre-

quency of the target spins, the MW2 pulse flips the target spins. As can be seen from Fig. 4(a),
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FIG. 4. NV-EPR sequence and data. (a) The highlight of the CPMG-DEER sequence showing only the

MW1 and MW2 pulses, indicated by blue and purple boxes, respectively. MW1 π/2 and π pulse lengths

are 46 and 92 ns, and MW2 π pulse length is 92 ns. τ time is set to 1.28 µs and the total sensing time

is 20.864 µs. N = 1,325,000. (b) CPMG-DEER data. Both SIG1 and SIG2 channels are used. The

total measurement time is around 320 minutes. The signals are normalized in the same way as the CPMG

experiment. (c) By fitting the difference (SIG2-SIG1) to a Gaussian peak function, we obtain the narrow

DEER spectrum centered at 914.7±0.9 MHz, with no sign of hyperfine coupling in the vicinity.

the sequence consists of the CPMG component for the NV spin and the π pulses for the target

spins (denoted as CPMG-DEER). In the CPMG-DEER experiment, first, the NV’s spin state is

prepared into |ψ0〉 = 1√
2
(|+1〉+ |0〉) state. The spin state is sensitive to small changes in the

external magnetic field B0, which in our case is the total dipole field Bdip from surrounding elec-

tron spins. In the present case, with the application of the π pulses with MW2 (See Fig. 4(a)),

phase shifts due to changes of the magnetic field are accumulated to the NV coherent state, i.e.,

|ψ0〉 → |ψ〉= 1√
2
(|+1〉+ eiδφ |0〉). The phase shifts can be modeled as,

δφ =
γNV

h̄

[

∫ τ

0
Bdip(t)dt−

∫ 3τ

τ
Bdip(t)dt+ ...+

∫ 15τ

13τ
Bdip(t)dt−

∫ 16τ

15τ
Bdip(t)dt

]

, (2)

where h̄ is the reduced Planck constant. The pulse length is relatively short compared to τ time,
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so the evolution during pulses is neglected in the equation. The spin flip-flop not due to pulse

excitation is also neglected.38 Bdip(t) =
µ0

4π ∑i geµB(3cos2θi − 1)σi/r3
i is the total magnetic field

generated by the target spin(s) at the NV. ge is the g-value of the target spin. θi and ri are the angle

and distance between the NV spin and target spin. Bdip is assumed to be constant throughout one

evolution period. When the MW2 pulse is not on resonance, it does not drive any state evolution.

As a result, the odd and even terms in Eqn. 2 are canceled. On the other hand, when the frequency

of MW2 is on resonance, the MW2 pulse flips the target spins. This spin flip changes the sign of

Bdip in even terms of Eqn.2, i.e., Bdip → −Bdip, allowing the phase to accumulate over the total

sensing period. Namely, Eqn.2 can be rewritten as,

On Resonance: δφ =
gNV µB

h̄

[

∫ τ

0
Bdipdt +

∫ 3τ

τ
Bdipdt + ...

]

=
gNV µB

h̄

∫ 16τ

0
Bdipdt,

Off Resonance: δφ = 0.

(3)

It is worth noting that even though the bath spins are not polarized to be in the same state in each

measurement, we can still observe the NV-EPR signal since it is due to the statistical average of

the spin polarization instead of a thermal polarization. In general, the NV-EPR signal due to a

phase shift of δφ is given by,

INVEPR =
1

2
(1+ 〈cos(δφ)〉) , (4)

where 〈...〉 represents the statistical average. In the present case, we consider a case where the

phase shifts are caused by the flips of target spins with the application of the MW2 pulses (TMW 2).

Then, the NV-EPR signal is given by,38

INVEPR =
1

2
+

1

2
exp(−(

t

T0
)2)

〈

cos

(

µ0

4π

µ2
BgNV geTMW 2

h̄
∑

j

(3cos2θ j −1)σ j

r3
j

)〉

σ j

=
1

2
+

1

2
exp(−(

t

T0
)2)

〈

cos

(

∑
j

ω jTMW2

)〉

σ j

,

(5)

where σ j is +1 or -1 representing |↑〉 or |↓〉, respectively. 〈...〉σ j
here denotes the statistical average

of all conditions with different combinations of σ j values. µ0 is the vacuum magnetic permeability.

TMW 2 is the MW2 pulse duration. ω j is the Rabi frequency associated with dipole interaction
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strength. Similar to the experiment in Fig. 2(d), the Gaussian decay is included to take into account

a decay in Rabi oscillations14 where T0 is the decay constant. When the NV-EPR signal is from a

single spin, the oscillations are given by a single sinusoidal function. When it is from two spins,

the oscillations are given by a sum of two sinusoidal functions, etc. Therefore, the analysis of the

oscillations can be used to determine the number of spins coupled to the NV center as well as their

coupling strength.
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FIG. 5. Rabi oscillation of NV-EPR signal. (a) DEER-Rabi sequence. MW1 π/2 and π pulse lengths are

46 and 92 ns. The length of MW2 pulses is swept. N = 1,260,000. (b) Rabi oscillation of the NV-EPR

signal. The measurement time is around 180 minutes. Both SIG1 and SIG2 PL intensities are normalized

the same way as in previous experiments. (c) The difference (SIG2-SIG1) is normalized from 0 to 1 and

then fit to a simple NV-EPR model, where the two electron spins configuration gives the best fit. We

obtained the interaction strength between NV1 and the electron spins to be ω1 = 2π × (1.12± 0.13) MHz

and ω2 = 2π × (2.24±0.17) MHz, respectively.

Next, we introduce another NV-EPR experiment to determine the number of spins and strength

of interactions detected in the NV-EPR signal. The sequence is shown in Fig. 5(a). This sequence

is modified from the CPMG-DEER sequence to measure the Rabi oscillations of the NV-EPR

signal, so we call it a DEER-Rabi sequence. In the DEER-Rabi sequence, the MW2 frequency

is fixed at the EPR signal, and the pulse length (TMW 2) is varied while keeping the total echo
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evolution time fixed. Both SIG1 and SIG2 channels are used as well for better SNR. Data is

shown in Fig. 5(b). The normalized DEER-Rabi signal (SIG2-SIG1) shows a strong oscillation in

the population recovery (shown in Fig. 5(c)). The observed oscillations are due to the change of

dipole field from spins felt by the NV coherence state. The MW2 pulses rotate the spins according

to the pulse length, changing the strength of the field along the NV axis. The accumulated phase

shifts, therefore, undergo oscillations. To analyze the signal (shown in Fig. 5(c)) with Eqn. 5,

we consider three situations where the number of target spins ranges from 1 to 3. In the fit, the

dipole interaction strength and decay constant are treated as fitting parameters. We set the range

for interaction strength to be 2-312.5 MHz. The lower bound is taken to have one full oscillation

in the total recorded pulse length, and the higher bound is taken to have one full oscillation for

every four data points. This follows from the frequency resolution being 1/(measurement time)

and maximum frequency being (sample rate)/2 for a discrete Fourier transform analysis. The fitted

lines are plotted as dotted lines in Fig. 5(c). The adjusted R-square value (1−(1− ∑(yi−ŷi)
2

∑(yi−ȳ)2
n−1

n−k−1
))

is used, where k = 3. In general the value is between 0 and 1, and the closer case to 1 means better

agreement. The two electron spin model has the best fit with the adjusted R-square value of 0.314,

while one spin model gives 0.269 and three spin model gives 0.233. From the fitting result, two

interaction strengths are ω1 = 2π × (1.12± 0.13) MHz and ω2 = 2π × (2.24± 0.17) MHz. The

time constant T0 is fit to be 0.34± 0.06 µs. The inset of Fig. 5(c) summarizes the detected two

electron spins and one nuclear spin from the present study with NV1.

Finally, we discuss the origin of the NV-EPR signal observed in the present investigation (see

Fig. 4(c) and (d)). The signal is a single peak of coherence population difference centered at

914.7±0.9 MHz with a width of 9±2 MHz. No signature of the hyperfine splitting is observed.

We attribute this signal to an electron spin with S = 1/2 and g = 2.009± 0.003. Since there are

no signatures of hyperfine peaks, the signal is not from P1 centers, which are commonly observed

in diamonds with a high nitrogen concentration. The identification of the detected spins remains

unclear, but based on the S and g-value and lack of the hyperfine splitting, possible candidates of

the observed spins are the tri-Nitrogen W21 center39,40 and surface spins.32,41,42

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we demonstrated the detection of EPR from two electron spins using a single NV

center in diamond. CPMG-DEER and DEER-Rabi sequences are used to study the spin inter-
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actions. The observed NV-EPR signal is in the absence of strong hyperfine peaks, and further

measurement of Rabi oscillations of the signal suggests the interaction is of a single NV center

with two electron spins. The physical system and method presented in this paper allow easy iden-

tification of a single defect center coupled to a small number of spins and characterization of the

interaction strength. The analysis of the NV-EPR signal presented can be a method to distinguish

the number of interacting spins up to five, which is limited by the detection time window of the

oscillations.

The non-equal but measurable interaction strength is favorable in studying non-equilibrium

quantum dynamics. Investigation of quantum phase dynamics, like spin liquids or discrete time

crystalline (DTC), requires interacting spin systems with disordered structures.24,27 Cu2+ ions

formed kagome lattice43 and Ru3+ ions formed honeycomb lattice44 has been actively researched

materials for realization of spin liquid. This multi electron spin system could be a material to look

for these emergent quantum effects with the similarity of being a spin 1/2 magnetic disordered

type of material. A chain of 9 13C nuclear spins in diamond has been shown to be a programmable

spin-based DTC.45 The characterizable electron spin system in this study is potentially a smaller-

sized system to realize DTC. A good knowledge of the interaction strengths in a spin system

will also be significant in better characterization of non-classical correlations, namely quantum

entanglement, which can be key in modeling open quantum dynamics and developing entangled

quantum sensing. Quantum-enhanced NMR with a 9.4-fold sensitivity increase has been demon-

strated by entangling 9 proton spins with a 31P spin.46 The electron spins detected in this study can

also be simultaneously controlled and potentially achieve entanglement enhancement beyond the

standard quantum limit. In addition, further study can be done to reveal more information about

the nature of the spin species and improve the understanding of the decoherence of shallow NV

centers, paving the pathway to higher standard engineering for quantum sensing applications.

V. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The supplementary material includes a discussion and simulation of the ESEEM effect ob-

served in the experiment and additional measurement results on the other NV centers.
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S1. ELECTRON SPIN ECHO ENVELOPE MODULATION

Electron spin echo envelope modulation (ESEEM) is an effect often observed in EPR exper-

iments. When the hyperfine coupling between electron spin to nearby nuclear spins causes state

mixing, oscillation in the envelope of spin echo arises due to the interference between perturbed

EPR transitions. ESEEM spectroscopy is a powerful tool for proving a hyperfine coupling be-

tween an electron and surrounding nuclear spins. In the present study, the ESEEM signals on the

NV center can be caused by bath 13C nuclear spins and individual nuclear spins, such as the 14N

spin in the NV center and a neighboring 13C nuclear spin. Here, we discuss the ESEEM signals

from those contributions.

We begin our discussion by considering an ESEEM signal due to coupling to a neighboring

individual nuclear spin. We consider a system with an electron and nuclear spin and the hyperfine

coupling of A‖SzIz+A⊥(SxIx+ SyIy). By considering that the g-tensor of the electron spin is

isotropic and by applying the secular approximation, the system Hamiltonian is given by [1],

H0 = ωSSz +ωIIz +ASzIz +BSzIx, (S1)

where the first and second terms are the Zeeman terms of the electron and nuclear spins, and

ωS = γeB0 and ωI = γnB0. B0 is the static magnetic field. γe is the gyromagnetic ratio of the NV

center (28 GHz/T) and γn is the gyromagnetic ratio of the nuclear spin (10.708 MHz/T for 13C

and 3.077 MHz/T for 14N). A and B describe the secular and pseudo-secular hyperfine couplings.

They are related to A‖ and A⊥ with the following expression:

A = A‖cos2θ +A⊥sin2θ (S2)

and

B = (A‖−A⊥)sinθcosθ , (S3)

where θ is the angle between the electron-nuclear spin axis and the static magnetic field. As de-

scribed earlier, the polarization from the electron to the nuclear spin occurs under the Hamiltonian

in Eqn. S1, and the coherence state is modulated by the following [2],

V (τ) = 1+
sin2(Nϕ/4)

sin2(ϕ/2)

[

−3k

4
+

k

2
(cosωατ + cosωβ τ)+

k

4
(cos2ωατ + cos2ωβ τ)

+
k(µ −λ )

2
(cosω+τ − cosω−τ)+

kµ

4
cos2ω+τ +

kλ

4
cos2ω−τ

−kµ

2
[cos(ω++ωα)τ + cos(ω++ωβ )τ]−

kλ

2
[cos(ω−+ωα )τ + cos(ω−−ωβ )τ]

]

(S4)
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where N is the number of π pulses in the dynamical decoupling sequence, and in our CPMG-8

sequence N = 8. The modulation is characterized by the basic frequencies, ωα and ωβ ,

ωα,β =

√

(ωI +m
α,β
S A)2 +(m

α,β
S B)2 (S5)

and the coefficients µ and λ ,

µ = cos2

[

[tan−1(
−mα

S B

A+mα
S ωI

)− tan−1(
−m

β
S B

A+m
β
S ωI

)]/2

]

(S6)

and

λ = sin2

[

[tan−1(
−mα

S B

A+mα
S ωI

)− tan−1(
−m

β
S B

A+m
β
S ωI

)]/2

]

. (S7)

m
α,β
S values are spin quantum numbers for the electron spin. ϕ = 2cos−1(µcosω+τ +λcosω−τ).

The combination frequencies are

ω± = ωα ±ωβ . (S8)

In addition, the modulation depth (k) is given as

k =

(

BωI(m
α
S −m

β
S )

ωαωβ

)2

. (S9)

In the present case, the electron spin is the NV center with S = 1, and the transition between

|mS = 0〉 and |mS = 1〉 is selectively excited, therefore, mα
S = 0 and m

β
S = 1. Then, Eqn. S5-S9 can

be rewritten by,

ωα = ωI,ωβ =
√

(ωI +A)2 +B2,

µ = cos2

[

(tan−1(
−B

A+ωI
)/2

]

,λ = sin2

[

(tan−1(
−B

A+ωI
)/2

]

,

ω± = ωI ±
√

(ωI +A)2 +B2,

k =

(

B
√

(ωI +A)2 +B2

)2

. (S10)

Next, we consider the ESEEM signal from bath 13C spins. In this case, the modulation is caused

by couplings to ensembles of nuclear spins, and the modulation depth depends on the strength of

the magnetic field fluctuations caused by the bath nuclear spins. By considering the total magnetic

fields from surrounding nuclear spins and an effect of the pulse sequence, the modulation on the

coherence state is given by [3],

C(τ) = exp

[

− 2

π2
γ2

e B2
RMSK(Nτ)

]

, (S11)
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Fig. S1. Simulation of the ESEEM based on the magnetic field and tilt angle found for NV1 and hyperfine

interaction strength. Decoherence is not considered in this simulation. The modulation depth from 14N is

negligible (∼ 10−4) compared to those from 13C near neighbors and bath, which is shown in the inlet.

where γe ∼ 2π×28 GHz/T is the NV’s gyromagnetic ratio. BRMS is the RMS magnetic field

produced by bath 13C spins (the natural abundance of 1.1%) and is calculated to be 4 µT [4]. The

functional K(τ)∼ (Nτ)2sinc2[Nτ
2
(ωI − π

τ )] describes a filtering effect and N is number of π pulses

in the dynamical decoupling sequence.

TABLE S1. A table listing the hyperfine coupling of the nuclear spin species calculated in the simulation.

*14N is an I = 1 spin, but the formula for modulation depth is the same for I = 1/2 spins.

Nuclear spin A (2π×MHz) B (2π×MHz)

13C (nearest site) [5] 921.080 -229.240

13C (2nd near site) [6] 94.288 -15.498

13C (near site) 0.314 2.827

14N* [5] -13.459 0.214

4



Finally, we discuss the simulation of the NV ESEEM signals using Eqn. S4 and S11. In the

simulation, we consider the nuclear spins and hyperfine constants shown in Table S1. As can be

seen, we consider the 1st and 2nd nearest neighbor 13C spins, neighbor 13C spin with A = 0.314

(2π×MHz) and B = 2.827 (2π×MHz), 14N spin in the NV center and the bath 13C spins. The

result is shown in Fig. S1. The experimentally observed ESEEM effects in CPMG measurement

of NV1 are explained by the simulated dominant effect from bath 13C spins and a neighbor 13C

spin.

S2. NV CENTERS AND NV-EPR MEASUREMENTS

In the present study, we investigated four single NV centers, including one presented in the

main manuscript (NV1-4). Here, we summarized the experimental results of NV2-4. In our

NV-EPR experiment, we start with the characterization of the magnetic field and the coherence

manipulation capability of the NV centers. After identifying a single NV center, we perform a

pulsed ODMR measurement. The criteria for screening out candidates for later measurements is

that the NV center needs to have a large ODMR contrast, which will be proportional to the NV-

EPR signal contrast. To maintain the experiment time to be reasonable (not longer than a few

hours), we look for NV centers with an ODMR contrast larger than 10% in characterization.

S2.1. NV2 results

NV2 is found a few structure sites away from NV1, roughly 20 µm away (PL image shown

in Fig. S2(a)). The ODMR contrast is 16.6%. The magnetic field is characterized to be 32.58 ±
0.02 mT from the same analysis from the main text. The spin coherence time (T2) is measured

with the CPMG-8 sequence and is extracted to be 17± 2 µs from a fit to an exponential decay

simulation including the 13C bath spins effect (shown in Fig. S2(b)). No clear sign of nearby

13C ESEEM effects was observed. In the NV-EPR measurement (data shown in Fig. S2(c)), the

resultant coherent state is mapped into the |ms = 0〉 state (SIG1) and the |ms = 1〉 state (SIG2).

The pulse sequence for characterization and NV-EPR measurements are the same as described in

the main text. Using these two signal channels, we improved the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) by

removing systematic noise and doubling signal contrast. PL intensity is normalized using the same

method described in the main text (shown in Fig. S2(d)). With a 5.5-hour data averaging, we did

5
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Fig. S2. Characterization and NV-EPR measurement data of NV2. (a) PL image, showing the relative

position of NV2 to NV1. (b) Normalized CPMG-8 data. The data is fitted to an exponential decay and

extracted T2 = 17±2 µs. MW1 π/2, π and 3π/2 pulse lengths are 48, 96 and 142 ns. Measurement time is

around 28 mins. N = 195,000. (c) NV-EPR data. The same CPMG-DEER pulse sequence was used. τ time

is set to 1.4 µs, and the total sensing time is 22.784 µs. The measurement time for this spectrum is around

330 minutes. N = 1,330,000. (d) The difference (SIG2-SIG1) of the data shows no signal with SNR larger

than 1.

not resolve a signal with an SNR larger than one.
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Fig. S3. Characterization and NV-EPR measurement data of NV3. (a) PL image of NV3. (b) Normalized

CPMG-8 data. We extracted T2 = 40±4 µs. MW1 π/2, π and 3π/2 pulse lengths are 52, 104 and 156 ns.

Measurement time is around 26 mins. N = 125,000. (c) NV-EPR data. τ time is set to 4.2 µs, and the total

sensing time is 67.584 µs. The measurement time for this spectrum is around 590 minutes. N = 2,500,000.

(d) The difference (SIG2-SIG1) of the CPMG-DEER data.

S2.2. NV3 results

NV3 is found at a site far from NV1 and NV2 (PL image shown in Fig. S3(a)). The ODMR

contrast is 12.7%. The magnetic field is characterized to be 32.27 ± 0.04 mT with a tilt angle

θ = 5± 1 degrees. The spin coherence time (T2) is extracted to be 40± 4 µs from a fit to an

exponential decay simulation including the 13C bath spins effect (shown in Fig. S3(b)). We did

not resolve a signal with an SNR larger than one in the 9.8 hours of signal averaging (shown in

Fig. S2(c) and (d)).
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Fig. S4. Characterization and NV-EPR measurement data of NV4. (a) PL image of NV4. (b) Normalized

CPMG-8 data. We extracted T2 = 24± 3 µs. MW1 π/2, π and 3π/2 pulse lengths are 52, 104 and 156

ns. Measurement time is around 13 minutes. N = 100,000. (c) NV-EPR data. τ time is set to 1.6 µs, and

the total sensing time is 25.984 µs. The measurement time for this spectrum is around 41 minutes. N =

265,000. (d) The difference (SIG2-SIG1) of the CPMG-DEER data.

S2.3. NV4 results

NV4 is also found in a different site (PL image shown in Fig. S3(a)). The ODMR contrast

is 13.4%. The magnetic field is characterized to be 32.24± 0.04 mT with a tilt angle θ = 4± 1

degrees. The spin coherence time (T2) is measured to be 24± 3 µs from a fit to an exponential

decay simulation including the 13C bath spins effect(shown in Fig. S4(b)). We did not resolve a
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signal with an SNR larger than one in 1 hour (shown in Fig. S4(c) and (d)).
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