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Sensitive Radio-Frequency (RF) magnetometers that can detect oscillating magnetic fields at
the femtotesla level are needed for demanding applications such as Nuclear Quadrupole Resonance
(NQR) spectroscopy. RF magnetometers based on Nitrogen-Vacancy (NV) centers in diamond have
been predicted to offer femtotesla sensitivity, but published experiments have largely been limited
to the picotesla level. Here, we demonstrate a femtotesla RF magnetometer based on an NV-doped
diamond membrane inserted between two ferrite flux concentrators. The device operates in bias
magnetic fields of 2-10 µT and provides a ∼300-fold amplitude enhancement within the diamond
for RF magnetic fields in the 0.07-3.6 MHz range. The magnetometer’s sensitivity is ∼70 fT s1/2 at
0.35 MHz, and the noise floor decreases to below 2 fT after 1 hour of acquisition. We used this sensor
to detect the 3.6 MHz NQR signal of 14N in sodium nitrite powder at room temperature. NQR
signals are amplified by a resonant RF coil wrapped around the sample, allowing for higher signal-
to-noise ratio detection. The diamond RF magnetometer’s recovery time after a strong RF pulse is
∼35 µs, limited by the coil ring-down time. The sodium-nitrite NQR frequency shifts linearly with
temperature as -1.00± 0.02 kHz/K, the magnetization dephasing time is T ∗2 = 887 ± 51 µs, and
a spin-lock spin-echo pulse sequence extends the signal lifetime to 332± 23 ms, all consistent with
coil-based NQR studies. Our results expand the sensitivity frontier of diamond magnetometers to
the femtotesla range, with potential applications in security, medical imaging, and materials science.

I. Introduction

Magnetometers based on negatively-charged Nitrogen-
Vacancy (NV) centers in diamond are promising room-
temperature sensors for detecting magnetic phenomena
across a wide range of frequencies [1]. Over the last
decade, various sensing protocols and fabrication meth-
ods have been developed to improve the sensitivity of
diamond magnetometers in the sub-10-kHz [2–5], Radio-
Frequency (RF) [6–8], and microwave (MW) [9, 10] fre-
quency ranges. However, the best reported sensitivities,
∼1 pT s1/2 [3], still trail the achievable levels in magne-
tometers based on alkali-metal vapor [11–17] and super-
conducting quantum interference devices [18–20].

Recently, magnetic flux concentrators have been used
to improve the performance of diamond magnetome-
ters [3, 5, 21, 22], and a sub-picotesla sensitivity has been
realized for low frequencies (. 1 kHz) by inserting an NV-
doped diamond membrane between two ferrite cones [3].
We hypothesized that the same approach can be used
for improving the sensitivity in the RF range (kHz-MHz)
if the flux concentrator’s magnetic properties do not de-
grade at such frequencies. In fact, better sensitivity may
be expected in the RF range, since the diamond RF mag-
netometer can operate in a pulsed regime where the NV
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spin coherence time is significantly longer [23].
A diamond RF magnetometer with femtotesla sensi-

tivity may find immediate application as a non-inductive
detector for Nuclear Quadrupole Resonance (NQR) spec-
troscopy [24–26]. NQR spectroscopy is a solid-state anal-
ysis technique that provides a unique chemical fingerprint
based on the coupling of nuclear quadrupole moments to
their local electric field gradients [27, 28]. NQR spec-
troscopy is used to identify powder substances in ambient
conditions for security [29–31] and pharmaceutical [32–
34] applications and to study the temperature-dependent
properties of single-crystal materials [35–39]. These ap-
plications typically require the ability to detect kHz-MHz
frequencies, at low bias magnetic fields . 1 mT, with
femtotesla sensitivity [40]. Previously, NV centers were
used to detect NQR signals arising from nanoscale statis-
tical polarization in single-crystal boron-nitride layers in
direct contact with the diamond [41, 42]. However, using
NV centers to remotely detect powders remains an open
challenge due to the need for high sensitivity [43].

In this paper, we demonstrate a frequency-tunable dia-
mond RF magnetometer with a sensitivity of ∼70 fT s1/2

at 0.35 MHz, using ferrite flux concentrators [3] and a
multi-pulse synchronized readout scheme [7, 8]. The sen-
sitivity remains within a factor of three of this value for
the 0.07−3.6 MHz frequency range. We used the mag-
netometer to detect the 3.6 MHz NQR signal of 14N in
sodium nitrite powder samples [44, 45]. Our work ex-
pands the sensitivity frontier of diamond magnetometry
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to the femtotesla range and introduces a new method for
remote detection of solid-state magnetic resonance.

II. Experimental design

A schematic of the diamond RF magnetometer is shown
in Fig. 1(a). The apparatus is similar to one previously
used for low-frequency magnetometry [3], with modifi-
cations (Appendix A) made for RF magnetometry and
NQR spectroscopy. For example, the mu-metal shield is
replaced by an aluminum shield to suppress RF interfer-
ence. A thermal-insulation housing with thermoelectric
temperature control is added around the shield to im-
prove thermal stability. Calibrated RF test fields with
a magnitude Btest and frequency ftest are applied along
the magnetometer sensing axis (z-axis) using a pair of
low-inductance rectangular wire loops.

A permanent magnet is used to compensate the am-
bient magnetic field and apply a weak bias field, B0 =
2-10 µT, approximately along the z-axis. The flux con-
centrators enhance the z-component of the magnetic field
in the gap between the cone tips. An NV-doped diamond
membrane is positioned in the gap with its (100) crystal
faces normal to the z-axis. This geometry results in two
NV spin transition frequencies f± ≈ D ± εγnvB0/

√
3,

where D = 2.87 GHz is the NV zero field splitting, ε is
the flux-concentrator enhancement factor (ε ≈ 300 for
DC fields) [3], γnv = 28 GHz/T is the NV gyromagnetic

ratio, and the factor of
√

3 comes from the 55° angle of
each NV axis with respect to the z-axis.

Figure 1(b) shows the XY8-N synchronized readout
pulse sequence used for diamond RF magnetometry [8].
This pulse sequence contains a series of short MW pulses
(10-70 ns), of alternating phase, that are tuned to one of
the f± resonances in the 2.7-3.0 GHz range. Each XY8-
N sequence is followed by a 12-µs laser pulse (0.2 W,
532 nm), generated with an acousto-optic modulator, for
optical readout and spin polarization of the NV centers.
The sequence is repeated continuously, and the resulting
time trace of NV fluorescence readouts is approximately
proportional to an aliased version of the applied RF field
sampled at the time of the first π/2 pulse of each XY8-N
sequence (Appendix B1). For a magnetic field oscillating
with frequency f , the NV fluorescence signal oscillates
with an alias frequency falias = f − fref . The reference
frequency, fref , depends on the sampling rate 1/τsample,
which is adjusted by varying a sub-µs dead time after
each XY8-N sequence [8].

A theoretical bound on the diamond RF magnetometer
sensitivity is set by photoelectron shot noise as:

ηpsn ≈
√

3 ξ

ε
√
δ

1

4 γnv C
√
nnv Vsen φ τtot

. (1)

In the first term of Eq. 1, the
√

3 factor comes from the
55° angle of each NV axis with respect to the z-axis,
ξ= 1.6 accounts for additional photoelectron noise aris-
ing from the balanced detection and normalization proce-
dure (Appendix B1), and δ= τtot/τsample≈ 0.75 is a duty
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup and RF detection scheme.
(a) Schematic of the experimental setup for detecting RF test
fields. A permanent magnet (not shown) outside of the Al-
shield was used to apply weak bias magnetic fields along the
z-axis, B0 = 2-10 µT. Additional details of the setup can be
found in Appendix A and Ref. [3]. (b) Diamond RF mag-
netometry is performed with a continuous series of repeated
XY8-N pulse sequences on the NV electron spins [8]. Each
XY8-N sequence begins and ends with a resonant microwave
(MW) π/2 pulse. Between the π/2 pulses, 8N resonant π-
pulses, spaced by 2τ = 1/(2ftest), are applied with alternating
phase. Following each XY8-N sequence, a 12-µs laser pulse
(0.2 W, 532 nm) is applied for optical readout and repolar-
ization of the NV centers. The resulting time trace of NV
fluorescence readouts is proportional to an aliased version of
the RF test field.

cycle, where τtot is the NV phase accumulation time and
τsample is the sequence repetition time. In the second
term, C is the XY8-N fluorescence contrast (Appendix B
1), nnv is the NV concentration, Vsen is the illuminated
NV sensor volume, and φ is the probability of detecting
a photoelectron per NV center for a single readout.

The natural-isotopic-abundance single-crystal dia-
mond membrane used in this work contained an initial
nitrogen concentration of ∼20 ppm. The diamond was
doped with NV centers by electron irradiation and an-
nealing (Appendix A), resulting in an NV concentration
of nnv ≈ 3 ppm and a transverse NV spin coherence
time of ∼50 µs for an XY8-4 sequence. The diamond
was subsequently cut and polished into a (100)-oriented
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FIG. 2. Femtotesla diamond RF magnetometry. (a) Real-time NV fluorescence signal with (blue) and without (red)
ferrite cones in the magnetometer assembly. In each case, an XY8-4 synchronized readout sequence was used, and a 0.35 MHz
test field with 100 pTrms amplitude was applied. The NV fluorescence photodetector voltage is converted to magnetic field
units using the procedure described in Appendix C1. For the same applied field amplitude, the photodetector voltage signal
with cones is ∼220 times larger than that without cones, due primarily to the flux concentrator enhancement (and, to a lesser
extent, differences in the photon collection efficiency). A digital 4.5 kHz low-pass filter was applied to the data without cones
for better visualization. (b) Fourier transform spectra of the NV signals with and without the cones. No digital filtering was

applied. The noise floor reaches ∼70 fT s1/2 with the cones and ∼18 pT s1/2 without them. A reference spectrum (green),

obtained by detuning the MW frequency 200 MHz off the NV resonance, shows an effective noise floor of ∼60 fT s1/2. (c)
Noise floor with the cones present as a function of acquisition time, t. (d) Ferrite cones enhancement factor versus the test
field frequency (Appendix C2). (e) Diamond RF magnetometer sensitivity as a function of test field frequency with (blue
circles) and without (red squares) the ferrite cones (Appendix D). For all data in this figure, except for the “MW off resonance”
spectrum in (b), the MW frequency was tuned to one of the NV f± resonances.

membrane with dimensions ∼300 × 300 × 35 µm3. The
NV sensor volume is defined by the area of the illu-
minating laser beam and the length of its path in the
diamond as Vsen ≈ 2 × 105 µm3. The peak detected
photoelectron current was typically ∼0.17 mA over a
2 µs readout window, which indicates the detection ef-
ficiency of our setup is φ ≈ 0.02. We found the best
sensitivity of our setup to occur for XY8-4 sequences at
ftest = 0.35 MHz, where τtot = 44 µs and C ≈ 0.01.
With these values, and assuming the flux-concentrator
enhancement factor ε ≈ 300 is the same as for DC fields,
Eq. (1) predicts a photoelectron-shot-noise-limited sensi-
tivity ηpsn ≈ 30 fT s1/2.

III. Magnetometer characterization

We measured the magnetometer’s sensitivity as a func-
tion of test field frequency and acquisition time. First,
we applied a test field with frequency ftest = 0.35 MHz
and magnitude Btest = 100 pTrms (Appendix C1) and
recorded the magnetometer signal under an XY8-4 syn-
chronized readout sequence for 100 s with and with-
out the ferrite cones. Figure 2(a) shows the real-time
NV fluorescence signal for a segment of each time trace.
While the magnetometer signal without ferrite cones
is dominated by noise, a clear oscillation at frequency
ftest − fref = 3.5 kHz is observed with the cones present.

To determine the magnetometer sensitivity, each 100 s
NV time trace is divided into one hundred 1 s segments,

a spectrum is obtained for each segment by taking the
absolute value of the Fourier transform, and the 100
spectra are averaged together. Figure 2(b) shows the
resulting magnetic spectra for the recordings with and
without the ferrite cones. The magnetic field sensitiv-
ity, defined here as the average noise floor for 1-s ac-
quisition time in a few-hundred-Hz band near the sig-
nal frequency (Appendix D), is ∼70 fTrms s1/2 with the
cones and ∼18 pTrms s1/2 without them. A reference
spectrum (with ferrite cones) was obtained by detuning
the MW frequency 200 MHz off the NV resonance, re-
vealing an effective noise floor of ∼60 fTrms s1/2. While
the ∼70 fTrms s1/2 measured noise floor with ferrite cones
is ∼2 times greater than the photoelectron-shot-noise es-
timate (Appendix B2), the experimental sensitivity rep-
resents a &10-fold improvement over previous diamond
magnetometry studies [3] and a &100-fold improvement
over previous diamond studies in the RF range [6–8].

To characterize temporal stability, we continuously
recorded the ferrite-cones diamond RF magnetometer
signal for several hours. Figure 2(c) shows the magnetic
noise floor as a function of averaging time, t. We find that
the noise floor scales with the expected ∼70 fT s1/2/

√
t

behavior out to t & 103 s. The noise floor decreases to
below 2 fT after 1 hour of acquisition, before leveling off.

We used ferrite cones made of a manganese-zinc mate-
rial (MN60) that is usually considered more suitable for
low-frequency (. 1 MHz) applications [46], and it was ini-
tially unclear whether large enhancement factors would
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be possible at higher frequency [47]. To probe the fre-
quency dependence, we recorded the diamond RF mag-
netometer signal for different values of ftest. The en-
hancement factor provided by the ferrite cones is defined
as ε = Bgap/Btest, where Bgap is the magnetic field am-
plitude within the diamond when the cones are present.
For each value of ftest, we calibrated Btest by recording
the NV signal amplitude (without cones) as a function
of the current amplitude applied to the test field loops.
We repeated the process with the cones present to cal-
ibrate Bgap. At each frequency, ε was estimated from
the ratio of the response curves (Appendix C2). The re-
sults are shown in Fig. 2(d). Surprisingly, we find the
enhancement factor is nearly constant (ε ≈ 300) in the
0.07−3.12 MHz frequency range.

We also determined the magnetic sensitivity as a
function of frequency, using the process described for
Fig. 2(a,b). Figure 2(e) shows the sensitivity as a func-
tion of ftest. For each frequency, the duration and spac-
ing of the MW pulses and the length of the XY8-N se-
quence were modified to maximize sensitivity (see Ta-
ble A2 in Appendix D). With the cones, the best sen-
sitivity is ∼70 fT s1/2 at ftest = 0.35 MHz, and the
sensitivity remains within a factor of 3 of this value
throughout the range 0.07-3.62 MHz. A diamond with a
lower nitrogen concentration, and thus longer coherence
time, can be used to extend the frequency range down
to ∼1 kHz [1]. A stronger MW field, combined with a
higher-NV-concentration diamond (to limit the number
of MW pulses without sacrificing sensitivity), could ex-
tend the frequency up to &10 MHz, as long as the ferrite’s
permeability and relative loss factor do not degrade [3].

IV. NQR spectroscopy of NaNO2 powder

A. Experimental design and theoretical estimates

Having demonstrated femtotesla sensitivity in the RF
range, we next used our ferrite-cones diamond RF magne-
tometer as a detector in NQR spectroscopy. The sample
we selected to study is sodium nitrite (NaNO2) powder
(Appendix E2), a well-studied standard for 14N NQR
spectroscopy [48, 49]. Figure 3(a) shows a schematic
of the NQR detection setup. A resonant RF coil is
wrapped around a NaNO2 powder sample, and the sam-
ple is placed ∼4 mm above the ferrite-cones diamond RF
magnetometer. Two coil assemblies are used: one for a
4-gram sample and the other for a 21-gram sample. A
capacitor tuning circuit and pi-network are used for con-
ventional inductive detection (Appendix E5).

The nuclear quadrupole Hamiltonian is given by [51]:

HQ = fQ [I2
z′

+
η

3
(I2

x′ − I2
y′ )], (2)

where fQ is the quadrupole coupling frequency, η is
the asymmetry parameter, and {Ix′ , Iy′ , Iz′} are the
spin components along the principle axes of a given
crystallite. As depicted in Fig. 3(b), at low magnetic
field (B0 . 1 mT), the 14N nucleus in NaNO2 (I=1,
fQ=4.1 MHz, η=0.38) has three non-degenerate energy
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FIG. 3. NQR setup. (a) Schematic of the setup used for
NQR spectroscopy. A bias field B0 ≈ 10 µT is applied along
the z-axis. An NaNO2 sample is housed in a plastic cylin-
der container and placed d ≈ 4 mm above the ferrite-cones
diamond RF magnetometer. A resonant RF coil is wrapped
around the sample container. The 3.6 MHz NQR transition of
14N nuclei in NaNO2 is excited by applying RF pulses along
the z-axis. The resulting oscillating nuclear magnetic field
is also along the z-axis and is simultaneously detected by the
ferrite-cones diamond RF magnetometer and the resonant RF
coil (see Appendix E5). (b) Energy levels and nuclear spin
transitions of 14N in NaNO2 at room temperature and low
(. 1 mT) magnetic field. (c) Initial magnetic field amplitude
within the diamond, Bgap,i (left axis), and equivalent mag-
netic field, Bequiv,i = Bgap,i/300 (right axis), as a function of
sample volume. expt. – experiment. (d) Pulse sequence used
for NV NQR detection (Appendix E1). After an RF excita-
tion pulse, an XY8-20 synchronized readout pulse sequence is
used to detect an aliased version of the nuclear AC magnetic
field. The entire sequence is repeated every Trep = 0.5 s.

levels, {Ez′ , Ex′ , Ey′}, and magnetic-dipole transitions

are allowed between each level [44]. We used our sensor to
detect the Ez′ ↔ Ex′ transition at fnqr = fQ(1− η/3) =
3.6 MHz. For powder samples, where many crystallites
are randomly oriented, application of a resonant RF pulse
along the z-axis produces a net oscillating magnetization
(frequency fnqr) along the z-axis [52], see Appendix F.
Thus, to maximize the NQR signal, the RF coil axis was
aligned with the magnetometer detection axis, Fig. 3(a).

We carried out simulations to estimate the oscillating
magnetic field amplitude produced by cylindrical NaNO2

samples following an optimal RF excitation pulse on the
3.6 MHz transition. The initial amplitude of the oscil-
lating sample magnetization was estimated to be M0 =
3.3 µA/m along the z-axis (see Appendix F). A finite-
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FIG. 4. NQR spectroscopy of 14N in NaNO2. (a) Room-temperature time-domain NQR signal of 14N in a 21-gram
NaNO2 powder sample acquired by the resonant RF coil (top) and diamond RF magnetometer (bottom). A 50-µs RF pulse
at 3605 kHz was used to excite the sample via the resonant RF coil with loaded quality factor Q≈ 23 (see Appendix E5). The
sequence was repeated every 500 ms, and the signal was averaged over 86000 repetitions. A digital bandpass filter is applied
for better visualization: 3.58-3.63 MHz for the coil signal and 4.6-11.7 kHz for the NV signal. A decaying sinusoidal function
fit to the NV signal reveals an initial amplitude Bequiv,i = 2300± 115 fT and nuclear dephasing time T ∗2, nuc = 887± 51 µs. (b)
Imaginary part of the Fourier transform of the time-domain NQR signals shown in (a), along with Lorentzian fits. (c) NQR
signal amplitude as a function of RF pulse amplitude, Vrf (measured in volts, prior to amplification), applied at 3607.5 kHz for
300 µs. For each RF pulse amplitude, the imaginary part of the Fourier transform of the first 810 µs of the signals is calculated,
such that the NQR resonance is contained in a single frequency point. The value of that point is taken as the NQR amplitude,
and the error bars are the standard deviation of points within a 5 kHz band near resonance. The dashed black line is a fit to a
function J3/2(α)/

√
α with the first peak occurring at the nutation angle α = 119° [50]. (d) NV NQR spectra (imaginary part

of Fourier transform) obtained for three different ambient temperatures, along with Lorentzian fits. RF pulses were applied at
3605 kHz for 50-µs. (e) NQR resonance frequency as a function of ambient temperature, along with linear fit.

element model was used to make a preliminary estimate
of the resulting initial magnetic field amplitude in the
diamond when the ferrite cones were present, Bgap,i. For
this and all subsequent NQR measurements, Bgap is con-
verted to an equivalent magnetic field Bequiv = Bgap/ε,
using ε = 300 (see Appendix C2), to compare with the
case of uniform magnetic fields.

For a given sample volume Vs, we swept the cylinder as-
pect ratio to estimate the maximum possible nuclear field
amplitude (Appendix G). Figure 3(c) shows the maxi-
mum simulated Bequiv,i as a function of sample volume.
The estimated Bequiv,i values are at the few-hundred fem-
totesla level for the Vs = 1-103 cm3 range. Figure 3(c)
also shows experimentally-measured NQR signals from
two sample masses (these measurements are described
below). The experimental values are 3-6 times larger
than the simulated estimates, despite several optimistic
assumptions such as perfect powder packing, optimal RF
excitation pulse, and ideal sample aspect ratio. As dis-
cussed below, this difference is due to signal amplification
from the resonant RF coil used in the experiment.

Figure 3(d) shows the pulse sequence used for NQR
spectroscopy. RF excitation pulses (typically 50-200 µs)
are applied to the resonant RF coil, and the oscillating
nuclear magnetic field is detected by the diamond RF

magnetometer using a series of repeated XY8-20 pulse
sequences with fref = 3600.07 kHz. After a duration
Trep ≈ 0.5 s, chosen to be comparable to the 14N thermal
relaxation time, T1, nuc ≈ 0.3 s [45], the entire sequence
is repeated. To compare to conventional NQR detection,
the same coil is also used to detect the signal inductively
after it is passed through a pi-network and amplified by
a low-noise pre-amplifier, (see Fig. 3(a), Appendix E5).

B. Experimental results with a single RF pulse

Figure 4(a) shows the NQR signals of the 21-gram
NaNO2 powder sample detected by the resonant RF coil
and ferrite-cones diamond RF magnetometer. The sig-
nals are fit with exponentially-decaying sinusoidal func-
tions, and the fitted 1/e decay times are T ∗2, nuc = 844 ±
13 µs for the coil signal and T ∗2, nuc = 887± 51 µs for the
NV signal. These values are in good agreement with each
other and consistent with literature values [45].

The NV signal in Fig. 4(a) has an initial amplitude
Bequiv,i = 2300 ± 115 fT, which is a factor of 6 higher
than the simulation in Fig. 3(c). The discrepancy comes
from induction in the resonant RF coil wrapped around
the sample in the experiment [53, 54]. The oscillating
sample magnetization induces an oscillating current in
the coil. The current is resonantly amplified and pro-
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duces a larger oscillating field with a phase shift. This
AC magnetic field can be described as arising from an
effective magnetization throughout the resonant RF coil:

Meff ≈ Q
ms

Vc ρs
M0, (3)

where Q � 1 is the coil’s quality factor, Vc is the coil
volume, ms is the sample mass, ρs is the sample’s crystal
density, and M0 is the initial amplitude of the oscillat-
ing sample magnetization. Taking the parameters used
for the experiments in Fig. 4 (Q = 23, Vc = 20 cm3,
ms = 21 g, ρs = 2.17 g/cm3) and assuming the maximum
initial magnetization, M0 = 3.3 µA/m (Appendix F),
we find Meff ≈ 37 µA/m. We used the finite-element
model to evaluate the magnetic field within the dia-
mond, assuming Meff is uniform throughout the excita-
tion coil volume (Appendix G). After converting to the
effective magnetic field, the estimated initial amplitude
is Bequiv,i≈ 3100 fT. This is only a factor of ∼1.35 larger
than the experimental value, and the remaining differ-
ence may be due to imperfect RF excitation.

Figure 4(b) shows the NQR frequency spectra detected
by both coil and NV sensors along with Lorentzian fits.
For the NV NQR spectrum, the fitted resonance fre-
quency is fnqr = falias + fref = 3607.883 ± 0.013 kHz,
which is in reasonable agreement with the fitted coil-
detected NQR frequency of 3607.908± 0.004 kHz.

Figure 4(c) shows the NQR signal amplitude as a func-
tion of the RF pulse amplitude Vrf , for a pulse length
trf = 300 µs. The signal amplitude is well described
by the function Snqr(Vrf) =Smax J3/2(α)/(0.436

√
2α/π)

(see Ref. [50] and Appendix F), where J3/2 is the Bessel
function of order 3/2, α= 2πγnKVrftrf is the nutation
angle, γn is the nuclear spin gyromagnetic ratio, and
KVrf = Brf is the applied RF magnetic field amplitude
with fitted conversion factor K (Appendix E4). The
maximum signal amplitude, Smax, occurs following an
RF excitation pulse with α≈ 2.08 rad = 119° [50].

C. Temperature dependence of NQR frequency

The temperature dependence of NQR frequencies pro-
vides insight into crystal structure [35–39], and it can be
used to validate the interpretation of spectra. We stud-
ied the temperature dependence of the 3.6 MHz NaNO2

NQR transition near room temperature by controlling
the apparatus temperature with a Peltier element and
measuring the ambient temperature with a thermistor
located near the sample (Appendix E3). Figure 4(d)
shows the NV NQR spectrum for three different tem-
peratures. Each ∼2.6 K step in temperature leads to a
shift of the resonance of several linewidths. The NQR
central frequencies are plotted as a function of temper-
ature in Fig. 4(e). A linear fit yields the coefficient
-1.00± 0.02 kHz/K, which is consistent with previous
measurements near room temperature [44, 45].
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FIG. 5. NV NQR recovery time. (a) Time-domain NV
NQR signal of 4 grams of NaNO2 powder enclosed in a Q≈ 8
resonant RF coil. The RF pulse was applied at 3608 kHz
for 200 µs. A digital bandpass filter (4.7-10.8 kHz) was ap-
plied for better visualization. (b) NV NQR spectrum (abso-
lute value of Fourier transform) for three different deadtimes.
Tdead is defined in Fig. 3(d).

D. Sensor recovery time following an RF pulse

To detect NQR signals from samples with short dephas-
ing times [25, 55], a sensor with a short recovery time
following an RF excitation pulse is desired. For induc-
tive detection, the recovery time is determined by the
resonant RF coil’s ring-down, and it can be �100 µs
for low-Q coils. However, some non-inductive detectors
like alkali-metal vapor magnetometers have significantly
longer recovery times, &1 ms [15, 26]. We hypothesized
that the NV sensor’s recovery time should be limited by
either the coil ring-down or the NV polarization time
(12 µs in our experiment), whichever is longer. To mea-
sure the recovery time, we used a 4-gram NaNO2 pow-
der sample and a resonant RF coil with a loaded quality
factor Q≈ 8 (Appendix E5). The smaller sample and
lower Q were chosen to test the limits of mass sensitivity
and recovery time of our apparatus. Figure 5(a) shows
the time-domain NV NQR signal following a 200-µs RF
pulse (α≈ 119°). Fig. 5(b) shows the Fourier transform
spectrum for three different “deadtimes”, computed by
dropping the corresponding initial data points from the
time-domain data in Fig. 5(a). For a deadtime of ∼35 µs,
the NQR peak is still prominent above the background.
The coil-detected signal exhibits a similar recovery time,
suggesting that this timescale is limited by the coil ring-
down time and not by properties of the NV centers.

The initial amplitude in Fig. 5(a),
Bequiv,i = 495± 38 fT, is consistent with a modest
amplification due to the resonant RF coil. Using Eq. 3,
and correcting for the coil standoff from the sensor, the
upper bound on the initial signal amplitude from the
4-g sample is Bequiv,i ≈ 760 fT (Appendix G), which is
only a factor of ∼1.5 larger than the experimental value.

E. Spin-lock spin-echo spectroscopy

Nuclear spins in most room-temperature solids have the
property T ∗2, nuc�T1, nuc. This implies a low duty cycle
for NQR readout, since T ∗2, nuc limits the spin-precession
acquisition time and T1, nuc bounds the re-thermalization
time needed to repeat the sequence. One technique
to increase the NQR readout duty cycle is to apply a
Spin-Lock Spin-Echo (SLSE) pulse sequence [56]. In
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FIG. 6. SLSE NV NQR signal. (a) Spin-Lock Spin-Echo
(SLSE) pulse sequence. Following an initial RF pulse, one
hundred echo pulses are applied every 2 ms. All RF pulses
are applied at 3608 kHz for 50 µs (α ≈ 119°), and the initial
pulse has a 90° phase shift with respect to all the echo pulses.
Meanwhile, a synchronized XY8-20 MW pulse sequence is
applied to the NV centers, with fref = 3600.07 kHz. The
entire sequence is repeated every second. (b) Time-domain
NV SLSE signal (coherent average of the first 20 echos) from
the 21-g sample. (c) SLSE NQR spectrum obtained from the
absolute value of the Fourier transform of data in (b). (d)
SLSE signal magnitude as a function of the time passed since
the first RF pulse. The fitted exponential decay constant is
T SLSE
2 = 332 ± 23 ms. (e) Signal-to-Noise Ratio (SNR) of

NV NQR signals as a function of total acquisition time, t, for
both SLSE and single-RF-pulse protocol. The dashed black
lines are fits to a

√
t dependence.

SLSE, Fig. 6(a), a series of phase-synchronized RF pulses
are applied to extend the lifetime of the NQR signal
out to a time T SLSE

2 �T ∗2, nuc. Each echo pulse resets
the phase of the nuclear spin precession, such that the
NQR signals following each pulse can be coherently av-
eraged together [56–58]. Figures 6(b,c) show the NV-
detected time-domain and frequency-domain SLSE sig-
nals from the 21-g sample averaged over the first 20
echos. A clear resonance at the expected NQR frequency
(falisas + fref = 3606.7 kHz) is observed. Figure 6(d)
shows the SLSE signal magnitude as a function of time
since the first RF pulse. A fit to a single exponential de-
cay reveals T SLSE

2 = 332±23 ms, a timescale that is con-
sistent with previous studies [56, 59]. Figure 6(e) shows

the SLSE Signal-to-Noise Ratio (SNR) as a function of
the total experimental acquisition time, t. The SNR of
the single-RF-pulse measurement in Fig. 4 is also shown
for comparison. In both cases, the SNR scales as

√
t, but

the SLSE SNR is ∼ 3 times greater. This is due to a com-
bination of factors: the SLSE data has a ∼3-fold smaller
NQR signal amplitude, but it has more than an order-of-
magnitude higher readout duty cycle, and there was some
additional RF noise in the single-pulse data that was not
present in the SLSE measurement (Appendix H).

V. Discussion and conclusion

While this work realizes several benchmarks in the de-
velopment of diamond quantum sensors, the present im-
plementation of RF magnetometry and NQR detection
operates far from fundamental limits. The diamond RF
magnetometer sensitivity could be improved by illumi-
nating a greater fraction of the diamond [60], increasing
the fluorescence collection efficiency [61, 62], optimizing
the MW pulse sequence [63, 64], and increasing the flux
concentrator enhancement factor [3]. Each of these im-
provements could plausibly provide a & 3-fold improve-
ment in sensitivity and taken together might allow a sen-
sitivity . 1 fT s1/2, provided the flux concentrator’s mag-
netic noise remains sufficiently low [65]. Magnetic fields
from localized samples may also be further enhanced by
providing an additional flux return path using a closed
cylinder or C-shaped ferrite clamp [66].

To improve NQR detection, it is tempting to lever-
age the resonant-induction amplification method intro-
duced here and increase the coil Q, see Eq. (3). However,
the Johnson noise in the coil is also resonantly ampli-
fied and must be considered. The rms Johnson magnetic
noise inside an impedance-matched solenoidal coil on res-
onance [53] is:

ηJ≈

√
2 kB T µcQ

π f0 Vc
, (4)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant, T is the temper-
ature, µc is the permeability inside the coil, and f0 is
the coil’s resonance frequency. When using a high-Q RF
coil wrapped around the sample, the SNR of NQR de-
tection is fundamentally limited by Johnson noise, re-
gardless of the mode of detection. Assuming f0 = fnqr

and µc = µ0, where µ0 is the vacuum permeability,
and neglecting nuclear-spin dephasing and experimental
dead times, the Johnson-noise-limited SNR is given by
Eqs. (3),(4) as [67]:

SNRJ ≈
√
πµ0Qfnqr

4Vc kB T

ms

ρs
M0. (5)

Using parameters from the experiment (Appendix E5),
we find SNRJ ≈ 210 Hz1/2 for the 4-g coil and SNRJ ≈
1020 Hz1/2 for the 21-g coil. These values are ∼2 orders
of magnitude higher than the SNR in our experiments
(Appendix I1), but they represent an upper bound for
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future optimization. In either case, increasing Q can im-
prove the SNR in NQR experiments. For Johnson-noise-
limited detection, SNRJ ∝

√
Q, Eq. (5). If the noise floor

is not yet limited by Johnson noise, as in our experiments
(Appendix I2), SNR ∝ Q, since Meff still scales linearly
with Q, Eq. (3). However, in both cases, higher Q is
likely to result in a longer recovery time, which is prob-
lematic for some applications [25, 31, 55]. Ultimately, the
benefits of the resonant-induction amplification method
are limited, as the SNR upper bound is the same for both
diamond RF magnetometer and inductive-coil detection,
and the method may not be compatible with remote de-
tection.

For remote NQR detection, an optimized diamond RF
magnetometer is more likely to offer a clear advantage
over inductive-coil detection. Consider the case where
a low-Q RF excitation loop is located sufficiently far
from the sample that resonant-induction amplification
can be neglected (Appendix I3). Suppose the ferrite-
cones diamond RF magnetometer in the present ex-
periment was replaced by a Johnson-noise-limited coil
of equivalent volume (Vc = 1.5 cm3) with Q = 10.
The equivalent magnetic sensitivity of such a sensor
is ηJ/Q = 8 fTrms Hz−1/2, see Eq. (4). An order-of-
magnitude improvement in diamond RF magnetometer
sensitivity would already provide a superior SNR. Such a
device could find application as a non-contact detector of
pharmaceutical compounds, such as synthetic opioids like
fentanyl, which require high sensitivity and a short recov-
ery time [31]. Beyond NQR spectroscopy, our device may
also be used in applications such as magnetic induction
tomography [68, 69], underwater communication [70, 71],
or the search for exotic spin interactions [72–74].

In summary, we demonstrated a broadband
(0.07−3.62 MHz) ferrite-cones diamond RF magne-
tometer with a sensitivity of ∼70 fT s1/2 at 0.35 MHz.
The magnetometer was used to detect the 3.6 MHz NQR
signal of 14N from room temperature NaNO2 powder
samples. The short recovery time in our device after
RF excitation pulse, ∼35 µs, may offer advantages over
other sensitive magnetometers for NQR spectroscopy.
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Appendix A.
Experimental setup

The apparatus used here, shown in Fig. 1(a), was
adapted from the one presented in Ref. [3]. Here we
provide additional information, with a focus on the
changes that were implemented for RF magnetometry.
An acousto-optic modulator (Brimrose TEM-85-10-532),
driven at 81 MHz by an RF signal generator (RF-
Consultant TPI-1001-B), is used to gate a continuous-
wave 532 nm green laser beam (Lighthouse Photonics
Sprout D-5W) and produce 12-µs laser pulses. Follow-
ing the AOM, a half-wave plate (Thorlabs WPH10ME-
633) is used to adjust the laser beam’s polarization. The
laser beam is then focused onto the edge facet of a di-
amond membrane using a 1-inch diameter aspheric con-
denser lens (NA = 0.79, Thorlabs ACL25416U-B). The
same condenser lens is used to collect the NV fluores-
cence. The fluorescence is spectrally filtered by a dichroic
mirror (Thorlabs DMLP567R) and a 650 nm long-pass
filter (Thorlabs FELH0650). Finally, it is focused onto
the “fluorescence channel” of the photodetector using a
2-inch diameter lens (Thorlabs ACL50832U-B).

A two-channel balanced photodetector (Thorlabs
PDB210A) with a fixed gain G = 175 kV/A ≈ 1.1 ×
1024 V/(photoelectron/s) and a 3-dB bandwidth of
DC−1 MHz is used to record the NV fluorescence signal.
A small portion of the laser beam is picked off prior to
the condenser lens and is directed to the “laser channel”
of the photodetector for balanced detection.

The laser beam’s peak power is measured before the
condenser lens (but after the pick-off) to be ∼250 mW.
We estimate the peak power entering the diamond to be
∼200 mW, after taking into account the ∼80% trans-
mission of the aspheric condenser at 532 nm wavelength.
Using a camera imaging system, the full-width-at-half-
maximum (FWHM) spot diameter of the laser beam on
the diamond face was estimated to be ∼35 µm. The effec-
tive sensing volume, Vsen, is taken as the product of the
excitation beam area, ∼π × (35 µm/2)2 and the optical
path length in the diamond, ∼300 µm.

The diamond membrane used here was created from
a natural-isotopic-abundance diamond substrate. grown
by chemical-vapor deposition, with an initial nitrogen
concentration [N]≈ 20 ppm. The diamond was irradiated
with 2-MeV electrons at a dose of ∼1018 cm−2, and then
it was annealed in a vacuum furnace at 800-1100 ◦C to
form NV centers. The diamond properties, irradiation,
and annealing procedures are similar to that described
in Ref. [8]. The diamond was subsequently cut and pol-
ished into a (100)-oriented membrane with dimensions
∼300× 300× 35 µm3.

A ∼1-cm thick rectangular aluminum shield with
18.4×18.4×30.8 cm3 dimensions is placed around the
magnetometer apparatus to reduce RF interference.
A permanent magnet placed outside of the Al-shield,
∼65 cm above the ferrite cones, is used to compensate the
laboratory’s ambient magnetic field and to apply weak
bias magnetic fields, B0 = 2-10 µT, approximately along

the z-axis. A vector magnetometer (Twinleaf VMR018)
is used to map the bias magnetic field at the location of
the cones. The field components along the x and y axes
are minimized by moving the magnet around.

An I/Q-modulated microwave (MW) signal generator
(Rohde & Schwarz SMU200A) is used to drive the NV
electron spin transitions in the 2.7-3.0 GHz frequency
range. DC voltages, gated by a pair of TTL-controlled
switches, are used to modulate the MW carrier’s phase,
via the generator’s analog I/Q modulation port. A third
switch is used to gate the MW amplitude on a ∼10 ns
timescale. Then, the MW pulses are passed through an
amplifier (Mini-Circuits ZHL-16W-43-S+) and circula-
tor, and the output is connected to a one-and-a-half-turn
copper loop (AWG38). This loop is wound around one
of the ferrite cones and positioned ∼100 µm above the
gap between the cones. For the measurements without
the cones, a copper wire placed on top of the diamond,
parallel to the excitation beam, was used to drive the NV
spin transition.

A waveform signal generator (Teledyne LeCroy Waves-
tation 2012) is used as a source for low-frequency RF sig-
nals. One of its channels is used to create sinusoidal RF
test signals. The output of this channel is connected to
a pair of rectangular wire loops with ∼1.5×3.0×1.6 cm3

dimensions placed around the diamond-cones assembly.
The rectangular loop pair has a low enough impedance
that it produces RF magnetic fields with a relatively con-
stant amplitude (at constant applied voltage amplitude)
from 0-4 MHz (see Appendix C1). The dimensions of
the rectangular loop pair are still large enough that they
produce magnetic fields that are approximately uniform
over the region of the two ferrite cones.

The entire experiment is controlled by a TTL pulse
card (SpinCore PBESR-PRO-500) with an onboard ov-
enized crystal oscillator. The differential photodetector
signal is digitized by the analog input of a data acqui-
sition (DAQ) card (NI USB-6361). The DAQ sampling
is synchronized to the overall pulse sequence through a
trigger pulse from the TTL pulse card. External ovenized
crystal oscillators are used to stabilize the internal clocks
of the DAQ and RF signal generator.

Appendix B.
Diamond RF magnetometer sensitivity

1. Photoelectron shot noise in balanced detection

The minimum detectable magnetic field of a magnetome-
ter can be defined as:

δBmin =
δSmin

∂S
∂B

, (AII-1)

where S is the field-dependent signal measured by the
magnetometer and δSmin is the minimum noise of a sin-
gle measurement. In our diamond RF magnetometer, S
is the difference in balanced photodetector voltages av-
eraged over two time windows–a “readout window” and
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a “normalization window”, see Fig. A7. It is given by:

S = Vr(B, t)− Vl,r − (Vn − Vl,n)

= G
[Nr(B, t)

tr
− Nl,r

tr
− Nn

tn
+
Nl,n

tn

]
.

(AII-2)

In Eq. (AII-2), the quantity Vr(B, t) − Vl,r is the aver-
age photodetector voltage during the readout window of
duration tr, Nr is the equivalent number of photoelec-
trons detected on the fluorescence channel during the
readout window, and Nl,r is the corresponding number
on the laser channel. The quantity Vn − Vl,n is the aver-
age photodetector voltage during the normalization win-
dow of duration tn, Nn is the equivalent number of pho-
toelectrons detected on the fluorescence channel during
the normalization window, and Nl,n is the corresponding
number on the laser channel. To a good approximation,
the only photodetector voltage that depends on magnetic
field is Vr(B, t)–the other voltages that comprise S are in-
dependent of magnetic field.

In the synchronized readout scheme, Fig. 1(b), the sig-
nal is sampled at times t = P τsample, with P being a
non-negative integer, where t is defined as the time at
the beginning of the first π/2 pulse in an XY8-N se-
quence. If an AC cosine magnetic field with amplitude B
and frequency f is applied along the sensing axis in our
NV-cones magnetometer, Vr(B, t) is modulated as:

Vr(B, t) = V0

[
1 + C sin (

4√
3
ε γnv B τtot)×

cos (2π(f − fref) t+ φ0)
]
.

(AII-3)

In Eq. (AII-3), V0 ≈ 30 V is the mean fluorescence-
channel voltage, C is the effective fluorescence contrast

of the XY8-N sequence, ε is the flux-concentrator en-
hancement factor, τtot is the total NV phase accumula-
tion time during an XY8-N sequence, fref is the reference
frequency, and φ0 is the phase of the cosine AC field at
t = 0 (the first π/2 pulse of the first XY8-N sequence).

For f = fref and φ0 = 0, a straightforward inspection
of Eq. (AII-3) reveals that the magnetometer response to
small amplitude RF fields (γnvBτtot � 1) is given by:

∂S

∂B
=
∂Vr

∂B
≈ 4√

3
V0 C ε γnv τtot. (AII-4)

Eq. (AII-4) turns out to be valid for all values of φ0 and
f as long as (f − fref) τsample < 0.5. Due to the con-
straints in the definition of fref , this is equivalent to say-
ing that Eq. (AII-4) is valid for test field frequencies that
fall within the frequency-domain filter-function response
of the XY8-N sequence [7, 8].

The noise in the processed signal S is theoretically lim-
ited by photoelectron shot noise. Using the definition of
S in Eq. (AII-2), the minimum detectable noise of a sin-
gle readout, δSmin, can be written in root-mean-squared
(rms) voltage units as:

δSmin = G

√
Nr

t2r
+
Nl,r

t2r
+
Nn

t2n
+
Nl,n

t2n
. (AII-5)

In the small contrast regime that our experiments operate
in, C � 1, the detected photoelectron rates in the fluo-
rescence and laser channels are approximately the same
for both readout and normalization windows:

Nn

tn
≈ Nl,r

tr
≈ Nl,n

tn
≈ Nr

tr
=
nnvVsenφ

tr
=
V0

G
, (AII-6)

where nnv is the NV concentration, Vsen is the illuminated
NV sensor volume, and φ is the probability of detecting
a photoelectron per NV center in a single readout. In-
serting Eq. (AII-6) into Eq. (AII-5), the noise becomes:

δSmin =
G

tr

√
2 (1 +

tr
tn

)nnvVsenφ =
Gξ

tr

√
nnvVsenφ,

(AII-7)

where ξ =
√

2 (1 + tr/tn) accounts for the extra photo-
electron noise due to the balanced detection and normal-
ization procedure.

Inserting Eqs. (AII-4), (AII-6), and (AII-7) into
Eq. (AII-1), the minimum detectable RF magnetic field
from a single readout is:

δBmin ≈
√

3 ξ

ε

1

4 γnv C τtot

√
nnv Vsen φ

. (AII-8)

For successive NV readouts with repetition time τsample

and duty cycle δ = τtot/τsample, the photoelectron-shot-
noise limited sensitivity in the diamond RF magnetome-
ter is given by:

ηpsn = δBmin
√
τsample ≈

√
3 ξ

ε
√
δ

1

4 γnv C
√
nnv Vsen φ τtot

,

(AII-9)
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FIG. A8. NV test field saturation curve. NV test signal
fluorescence magnitude Vnv without the cones as a function
of the applied RF voltage to the test loop, Vtest. The RF
test fields were applied at 0.35 MHz frequency and their pro-
jections along the z-axis were detected by the NV centers in
diamond. Here, an XY8-4 pulse sequence with 76-ns MW
π-pulse length and τ = 684 ns was used to detect the test sig-
nals. The vertical dashed line is the magnetic field amplitude
that leads to an NV total phase accumulation of π/2 radians
during a single XY8-4 sequence. The solid black line is a fit
to an absolute-value-of-sine function, Eq. (AIII-1). From the
fit, the scaling factor between the applied RF voltage and the
NV detected magnetic field along the z-axis is found to be
κ= 0.307± 0.004 µTrms/Vpp.

which is the expression given in Eq. (1) of the main text.

For sensitivity measurements in Fig. 2, the readout
window duration was tr = 2 µs and the normalization
window duration was tn = 6 µs. For all NQR measure-
ments, we used tr = 1.5 µs and tn = 5 µs. In either case,
ξ ≈ 1.6 and the calculated values for ηpsn were similar.

2. Comparing to experimental sensitivity

The photoelectron-shot-noise-limited sensitivity formulas
given in Eqs. (1) and (AII-9) describe the standard devia-
tion of magnetometer signals in the time-domain for suc-
cessive 1-s measurements. In experiments, the magnetic
field sensitivity was reported as the average noise floor of
the NV fluorescence signal in the frequency-domain. It
was obtained by taking the mean noise floor in spectra
computed from the absolute value of the Fourier trans-
form of 1-s NV signals. For white noise, it can be shown
that the standard deviation in the time domain (the the-
ory method) is a factor of ∼1.25 smaller than the mean
of the absolute value of the Fourier transform (experi-
mental method). Incorporating this factor in Eq. (1), the
photoelectron-shot-noise limited sensitivity of our ferrite-
cones-diamond magnetometer would be ∼38 fTrms s1/2

using the frequency-domain-analysis method.

Appendix C.
RF test field calibration and ferrite enhancement

1. RF test field calibration

In the main text, the NV fluorescence processed signal,
Eq. (AII-2), was calibrated to a known applied AC mag-
netic field. We performed the test-field calibration with
two methods: (i) using the theoretical signal response of
the NV centers themselves, with and without the cones,
and (ii) independent measurements of the frequency de-
pendence of inductive pick-up in a wire loop.

For method (i), an RF test signal, with a peak-to-peak
voltage Vtest and frequency ftest, is applied to the rectan-
gular wire loops placed around the diamond when the fer-
rite cones were absent (ε = 1). For each value of ftest, the
amplitude Vtest is varied and the NV signal is recorded
at each value of Vtest. From Eq. (AII-3), the NV test
signal fluorescence magnitude Vnv (in rms voltage units)
is given by:

Vnv = Vmax | sin (4

√
2

3
κVtest γnv τtot)|, (AIII-1)

where Vmax = V0 C/
√

2 is the maximum NV test signal
magnitude, τtot is the NV phase accumulation time, and
κ = Btest/Vtest is the scaling factor which provides us
with the calibration. Note that there are two plausible
definitions of τtot and each results in a slightly differ-
ent value of κ. If we assume τtot is the interval between
π/2 pulses in an XY8-N sequence, excluding the time
for π-pulses [8], then τtot = 16Nτ , and we use the vari-
able κ for the scaling factor. If τtot is the entire inter-
val between π/2 pulses in an XY8-N sequence [7], then

10-4

0.4

0

0.2

0.6

0.8

ϵ = 313 ± 8

No cones
With cones

10-3 10-2 10-1 100

10-4 10-3 10-2 10-1 100

Test field magnitude, Btest (µTrms)

N
V

 fl
ou

re
sc

en
ce

 m
ag

ni
tu

de
, V

nv
 (n

or
m

)

1

Test field strength, Vtest (Vpp)

FIG. A9. RF calibration with and without cones. Nor-
malized NV test signal fluorescence magnitude as a function
of the applied RF voltage to the test loop with (blue cir-
cles) and without (red squares) the cones. RF test fields
were applied at 0.35 MHz frequency and XY8-4 readout se-
quences with τ = 698 ns and 684 ns were used to detect
their z-axis projections inside the diamond with and with-
out the cones, respectively. The NV test signal magni-
tudes are fit to Eq. (AIII-1) (solid black lines), revealing the
scaling factor κ= 96 ± 2 µTrms,gap/Vpp with the cones and
κ= 0.307 ± 0.004 µTrms/Vpp without them. From the ratio
of these scaling factors, the RF field enhancement provided by
the ferrite cones was estimated to be ε= 313± 8 at 0.35 MHz
frequency.
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Test frequ-
ency (MHz)

τττ (ns) NNN π-pulse
length (ns)

τsampleτsampleτsample

(µs)
κκκwith cones
(µTrms,gap/Vpp)

κmκmκm with cones
(µTrms,gap/Vpp)

κκκno cones
(µTrms/Vpp)

κmκmκm no cones
(µTrms/Vpp)

Enhanc-
ement,
ε

0.07 3548 1 44 73.07 101 101 0.318 0.315 319± 3

0.10 2478 1 44 60.61 84 84 0.310 0.306 273± 4

0.20 1226 2 48 55.28 82 81 0.300 0.292 275± 4

0.35 698 4 48 60.93 96 92 0.307 0.291 314± 3

0.70 332 7 48 55.69 102 95 0.346 0.313 299± 9

1.00 224 8 52 47.09 110 98 0.359 0.310 311± 10

1.51 140 8 52 35.90 128 108 0.393 0.312 336± 20

2.02 96 10 56 34.75 138 107 0.435 0.316 328± 21

2.50 68 13 64 35.62 173 118 0.486 0.321 362± 12

3.12 48 16 64 35.22 184 111 0.578 0.332 326± 16

3.62 56 20 26 36.73 ∼130 ∼106

TABLE A1. Calibration factors and enhancement for different test-field frequencies. The values for τ , N , π-pulse
length, and τsample are for when the cones were assembled around the diamond. There are ∼1% fit uncertainty and ∼8%
day-to-day systematic variation on the reported values for κ and κm. For each test frequency, the enhancement factor (ε) was
estimated by dividing the scaling factor with the cones by the value without them.

τtot = 8N(2τ + tπ,mw) = 4N/ftest, where tπ,mw is the
MW π-pulse length, and we use κm for the scaling fac-
tor.

Figure A8 shows the NV fluorescence signal magnitude
without the cones versus Vtest. Here, ftest = 0.35 MHz,
and an XY8-4 pulse sequence with tπ,mw = 76 ns and
τ = 684 ns was used to detect the test signals. Fitting the
data to Eq. (AIII-1) reveals the scaling factor κ= 0.307±
0.004 µTrms/Vpp. The same procedure was applied to
the setup with the cones in place (κ = Bgap/Vtest), and
the results with and without cones are shown in Fig. A9.
With the cones present, the maximum of the NV signal
occurs at a ∼313 times lower test field amplitude. This is
due to the flux-concentrator enhancement of the RF test
field, and the ratio of the fitted response curves provides
a measure of ε, see Appendix C2.

We repeated the same process for different test fre-
quencies. For each frequency, τ , tπ,mw, and N were ad-
justed to maximize the NV test signal. Table A1 shows
the resulting calibration factors, κ and κm, with and
without the cones. Figure A10(a) shows a plot of the fit-
ted values of κ and κm with and without cones as a func-
tion of ftest. For ftest . 1 MHz, both definitions of cal-
ibration are approximately constant and consistent with
ε ≈ 300. For higher frequency, κ begins to increase both
with and without cones. An increase in field strength as a
function of ftest was unexpected–if anything, we expected
a decrease due to the finite inductance of the test-loop
coil. While a full spin dynamics simulation is beyond
the scope of this study, this behavior may imply that
NV spin precession during the MW π-pulses should not
be neglected when estimating the NV phase accumula-
tion. To provide an independent check of the test-field
frequency dependence, we turned to calibration method
(ii).

For calibration method (ii), we studied the frequency
response of the rectangular test loops using an inductive
pickup loop. An RF carrier with 5 Vpp amplitude was ap-

plied to the test loops, with the diamond-cones assembly
in place, and the RF carrier frequency, ftest, was swept
linearly with rate αs≈ 200 MHz/s from 1 kHz to 5 MHz.
The oscillating pickup voltage in the small wire loop
wrapped around one of the cones (that is usually used
for MW delivery) was recorded by an oscilloscope (Yoko-
gawa DL9140L). Figure A10(b, top) shows the MW loop
voltage, Vemf , as a function of ftest. As expected from
Faraday’s law, Vemf increases linearly with frequency for
ftest . 3 MHz. At higher frequency, the slope gradually
reduces, presumably due to a rise in impedance of the
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FIG. A10. Frequency-dependent calibration of the test
field. (a) Scaling factor κ and its modified version κm versus
the test field frequency for with (bottom) and without (top)
the cones. The dashed black lines indicate the scaling fac-
tors we applied to calibrate the diamond RF magnetometer
for all frequencies throughout the main text. (b) Normal-
ized induced voltage in the MW loop versus frequency of the
RF carrier applied to the rectangular test loop. The induced
voltage amplitude increases linearly with frequency consistent
with Faraday’s law (dashed black lines) up to ∼3 MHz. This
measurement was done with the diamond-cones assembly in-
side the test loop. The solid green line (bottom) shows the
frequency-normalized induced voltage amplitude in the MW
loop.
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inductive test-field loops.
The data set in Fig. A10(b, top) was divided into

10 kHz segments, and each segment was fit to a function
Vemf =Vm sin (2π f2

test/αs + φi) to extract the amplitude
Vm and initial phase φi of the oscillation. The induced
voltage’s amplitude divided by frequency, Vm/ftest, ver-
sus the test field frequency is plotted in Fig. A10(b,
bottom). The response is approximately flat in the
0.07-3.6 MHz frequency range studied in our experi-
ments.

The combined observation from both calibration meth-
ods is that, to a decent approximation, the RF test
field amplitude is independent of frequency in the
0.07-3.6 MHz range studied here. Thus, we applied
constant scaling factors, κm = 0.316 µTrms/Vpp for data
without the cones and κm = 100 µTrms,gap/Vpp for data
with cones, for all frequencies ftest throughout the main
text. These values are denoted as dashed black lines in
Fig. A10(a). The only exception is the data in Fig. 2(d),
where we use the measured values in Tab. A1 to explic-
itly show the small fluctuations (. 10%) of enhancement
factor as a function of frequency.

2. Ferrite RF field enhancement measurement

For each test frequency, the RF enhancement provided by
the ferrite cones is estimated as the ratio of the scaling
factor with the cones to the value without them. Two
enhancement factors were obtained for each frequency,
one from the κ-ratio and another from the κm-ratio, and
their mean value as well as deviation from the mean are
reported in Tab. A1 and plotted in Fig. 2(d).

Appendix D.
Frequency-dependence of magnetometer

sensitivity

In Fig. 2(e) of the main text, we present the sensi-
tivity of the diamond RF magnetometer as a function
of test frequency with and without the ferrite cones. For
these measurements, a sinusoidal RF carrier with a small
voltage amplitude Vtest≈ 316 µVpp was applied to the
test field loops. This small voltage was provided by in-
serting a 30-dB attenuator in the output of the RF sig-
nal generator. Based on calibration measurements (Ap-
pendix C), this produced a uniform magnetic test field
with magnitude Btest≈ 100 pTrms along the z-axis for
the 0.07-3.6 MHz frequency range.

Table A2 summarizes the XY8-N setting parameters
for each test frequency when the cones were arranged
around the diamond, along with the experimentally-
determined sensitivities with and without the cones. At
each frequency setting, τ , N , and the microwave π-pulse
length were optimized to give the best sensitivity. Then,
the magnetometer signal was recorded for 100 s with and
without the ferrite cones. Each 100-s data set was divided
into one hundred 1-s segments, and a spectrum was ob-
tained for each segment by taking the absolute value of
the Fourier transform. Then the NV test signal’s fluo-
rescence magnitude (Vnv) as well as the mean noise floor

Laser & MW on to stablize NV

Laser & MW & NV-readout on

RF single pulse on

NQR acquisition

Test field burst

10 ms

15 ms

5 ms

Trep = 0.5 s

Laser & MW on to stablize NV

Laser & MW & NV-readout on

RF multipulse on

NQR acquisition

Test field burst

10 ms

215 ms

5 ms

Trep = 1.0 s

(a)

(b)

FIG. A11. Timing protocol for NV NQR measure-
ments. NV NQR measurement protocol used for (a) single-
RF-pulse NQR experiments and (b) SLSE NQR experiments.

were extracted for each spectrum. The noise band was
selected within a spike-free 100 Hz wide band. Typically,
we chose the band at a relatively high alias frequency
to avoid picking up any low-frequency drifts of the NV
fluorescence signal. The sensitivity for each frequency is
reported as the mean value of the average noise floors
for one hundred segments, see Fig. 2(e) and Table A2.
The error bar on the reported sensitivity is the standard
deviation of the 100 sensitivity measurements.

In Fig. 2(b) of the main text, the frequency band used
to calculate noise was 3.0−3.7 kHz for the magnetic spec-
trum without the cones (red), 2.85−3.10 kHz for the
spectrum with the cones (blue), and 2.8−3.0 kHz for the
spectrum with the cones when the MW frequency was
detuned (green). The bands used to calculate the noise
are different in each data set to avoid including the small
spikes that appear in different regions of the spectrum
(presumably due to RF interference) from time to time.

In a small field approximation, the contrast can be
derived from Eq. (AII-3) as:

C ≈
√

3Vnv

4 εBtest γnv τtot V0
. (AIV-1)

For each test frequency, we used the observed value of Vnv

and Eq. (AIV-1) to estimate C for each test frequency,
Table A2, assuming Btest = 100 pTrms and ε= 316. A
typical value of the contrast obtained in our setup for
ftest = 0.35 MHz is C ≈ 0.01.

Appendix E.
NQR setup
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Test frequ-
ency (MHz)

τττ (ns) NNN π-pulse
length (ns)

τsampleτsampleτsample

(µs)
CCC Sensitivitywith

cones (fTrms s1/2)

Sensitivity no

cones (pTrms s1/2)

0.07 3548 1 44 73.07 0.002 200± 13 60.4± 3.6

0.10 2478 1 44 60.61 0.004 150± 8 28.6± 1.6

0.20 1226 2 48 55.28 0.006 89± 4 19.3± 1.2

0.35 698 4 48 60.93 0.009 73± 4 18.5± 0.9

0.70 332 7 48 55.69 0.007 106± 6 21.7± 1.4

1.00 224 8 52 47.09 0.008 105± 5 20.6± 1.1

1.51 140 8 52 35.90 0.010 119± 8 22.6± 1.2

2.02 96 10 56 34.75 0.009 128± 6 25.6± 1.4

2.52 86 13 26 35.27 0.013 172± 8 26.7± 1.5

3.09 68 16 26 35.34 0.009 229± 8 49.3± 3.2

3.62 56 20 26 36.73 0.010 202± 8

TABLE A2. XY8-NNN sensitivity vs test field frequency. The sensitivities with and without the cones were obtained
by applying a uniform RF test field with magnitude Btest≈ 100 pTrms along the z-axis. The effective fluorescence contrast C
with the cones was obtained from Eq. (AIV-1) assuming ε= 316 for all test frequencies. For each test frequency, the average
noise floor of the absolute Fourier transform spectrum was extracted from a ∼100-Hz wide region of the spectrum that did not
contain spurious noise spikes.

1. Timing diagram

Figure A11(a) shows the NV NQR measurement protocol
used for the single-RF-pulse experiments (Figs. 4, 5 in the
main text). To stabilize the NV fluorescence response,
the laser and MW pulses are turned on for 10 ms prior
to acquiring NQR signals. Then, an RF excitation pulse
is applied, and the synchronized XY8-20 NV signals are
acquired for 15 ms. The MW and laser pulses are then
turned off for the remaining 475 ms of the sequence. We
do this because we found that keeping the MW and laser
pulses on for the entire repetition time, Trep = 500 ms,
resulted in a broadening, shift, and eventual loss of the
NQR signal after several minutes. This is likely due to
a rise in temperature and temperature gradients across
the NQR sample generated by heat dissipation from the
laser and MW pulses. Fortunately, turning the pulses on
for 25 ms out of the total 500 ms sequence time was a
low enough duty cycle to eliminate this effect, while still
allowing for acquisition of the full NQR transient signal.

A 100 pTrms RF test field with a frequency a-few-kHz
above the NQR frequency is applied for the last 5 ms of
the NV readout in each repetition, after the NQR signals
had decayed. This “test-field burst” is added to monitor
the magnetometer’s sensitivity over hours of averaging
and make sure the NV test signal isn’t dropping below a
threshold value. The test-field data were dropped when
analyzing NQR signals. For NQR experiments with the
the 4-g sample (Fig. 5), the average NV test signal flu-
orescence was Vnv ≈ 7 mVrms, and the signal remained
within a factor of 1.3 of this level throughout the mea-
surements. For NQR experiments with the 21-g sample
(Figs. 4 and 6), the average NV test signal fluorescence
was Vnv ≈ 6 mVrms, and the signal remained within a
factor of 1.15 of this level throughout the measurements.

Figure A11(b) shows the NV NQR measurement pro-
tocol used for the RF multipulse SLSE experiment (Fig. 6
in the main text). The NV XY8-20 sequences are syn-

chronized with the SLSE RF excitation pulses, and both
pulse trains are applied for ∼215 ms in each repetition.
In order to avoid heating of the sample, the repetition
time in the SLSE experiment was set to be twice as long
as in single-RF-pulse experiments, Trep = 1 s.

In order to alternate the phase of the RF excitation
pulses, we combine the outputs of two Teledyne LeCroy
waveform signal generators. The 10 MHz frequency ref-
erence output of one generator is connected to the fre-
quency reference input of the other to synchronize their
internal clocks. The two RF sources are set to the same
frequency and 90° out of phase with each other. Each
source is triggered by its own channel from the TTL pulse
card; one trigger is repeated every Trep = 1 s and the
other is repeated every ∼2 ms (with an initial 1 ms de-
lay with respect to the first source), corresponding to the
time delay between the echo pulses.

2. Sodium nitrite samples

Sodium nitrite (NaNO2) powder sample was purchased
from Sigma-Aldrich (Lot# MKBX1577V). Plastic cylin-
der containers with∼1 mm wall thickness were assembled
to hold the powder samples in the setup.

3. Thermal housing

To improve temperature stability during NQR measure-
ments, a 0.5-inch-thick thermal insulation sheet was
glued to the exterior walls of the aluminum-shield hous-
ing. A temperature control device (Thorlabs ITC4005)
is used to control the temperature of a Peltier element
which was thermally attached to the Al-shield with the
help of silicone thermal paste.

4. RF pulse amplification

RF pulses are amplified by a 250-W RF power ampli-
fier (Tomco BT00250-AlphaS) before entering a resonant
multi-turn coil wrapped around the plastic cylinder con-
tainer, see Fig. A12. In order to suppress the amplifier
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Coil Gauge Turns DDD HHH VcVcVc Inductance, LLL QQQ

Small 21 AWG 20 23.1 mm 14.0 mm 5.9 cm3 8.3 µH ∼8

Big 20 AWG 58 21.6 mm 53.2 mm 19.5 cm3 23.5 µH ∼23

TABLE A3. Parameters of the RF coils used in the NQR experiments. The inductance was measured by an
RLC-meter device. The quality factor, Q, was measured by the method discussed in Appendix E5.

noise, two pairs of crossed-diodes with a minimum 100-
V breakdown voltage (onsemi 1N4446) are connected in
series to the amplifier’s output. Also, the amplifier is
blanked before and after each RF pulse by applying a
gated DC voltage to the amplifier’s TTL blanking port.
From the fit in Fig. 4(c), the conversion factor between
the applied RF pulse voltage to the amplifier and gen-
erated RF magnetic field amplitude inside the coil was
found to be K = Brf/Vrf = 5.01± 0.05 mT/Vpp.

5. Resonant RF coil tuning circuit and pi-network

Parameters of the resonant RF coils wrapped around the
sodium nitrite powder samples and used for exciting the
3.6 MHz NQR transition are shown in Table A3. The
small coil was used for the 4-g sample (Fig. 5 in the
main text) and the big coil was used for the 21-g sam-
ple (Figs. 4 and 6 in the main text). Both coils were
only partially filled with powder, so the coil volumes
are larger than the actual sample volumes. A variable
capacitor (Sprague-Goodman GZN20100) with capaci-
tance Cm = 9-200 pF is connected in series with the RF
coils (Fig. A12). For both RF coils, the combination of
the variable capacitor and the coil’s parasitic capacitance
provided the ability to tune the circuit to the 3.6 MHz
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FIG. A12. Block diagram of the setup used for NQR
coil excitation and detection. Cm, C1, and C3: variable
(9-200 pF) capacitors; L: inductance of the main coil (see

Table A3); C2 = 0.9 nF, C4 = 0.22 nF, L
′
≈ 1.7 µH.

NQR transition. Adding the usual parallel tuning ca-
pacitor prevented us from tuning the circuit to 3.6 MHz,
which implies that the self-resonance of each coil was al-
ready near 3.6 MHz. Even without the parallel tuning
capacitor, the impedance matching was sufficient to ex-
cite and inductively detect NQR signals efficiently.

The same resonant RF coil is used for both exciting
and detecting NQR signals. To do this, the signal volt-
age picked-up by the resonant RF coil is passed through
a custom-built pi-network and a low-pass filter (MiniCir-
cuits BLP-10.7), amplified by a low-noise pre-amplifier
(NF CMP61665-2), and recorded by an oscilloscope.

The custom-built pi-network, Fig. A12 (dashed blue
box), acts as a limiter that prevents the high-power RF
excitation pulses from saturating the pre-amplifier, while
still passing the weak inductive NQR signals [49]. A
requirement is that the pi-network satisfies an “anti-
resonance” condition f0 = 1/(2π

√
L′(C1 + C2)), where

L
′
, C1, C2 are pi-network elements defined in Fig. A12.

Three pairs of crossed-diodes are inserted after the pi-
network to complete the circuit. We tuned C1 and C3

to maximize the input impedance when the three diode
pairs were shorted and minimize the reflection when there
was no short.

To characterize the resonant RF coil’s frequency re-
sponse, a sinusoidal RF carrier was applied to a ∼5.8 cm
diameter single-turn loop that was placed above the res-
onant RF coil. The carrier frequency was swept, and the
oscillating induced voltage in the coil was recorded by the
oscilloscope using the setup shown in Fig. A12. By ad-
justing the capacitance Cm, the coil resonance frequency
was tuned to the NQR frequency (f0 = 3.6 MHz). Fig-
ure A13 shows the amplitude of the induced voltage as a
function of frequency for both coils. The amplitude was
extracted from the oscillating signal using a similar pro-
cedure as described for Fig. A10(b). From these data, we
estimate the loaded quality factor is Q ≈ 8 for the small
coil used for the 4-g sample and Q ≈ 23 for the large coil
used for the 21-g sample.

6. NQR Fourier transform spectra in the main text

For the NQR experiments, both the NV and coil readouts
were synchronized by trigger pulses from the TTL pulse
card. In Figs. 4(b,c,d) of the main text, the imaginary
part of the Fourier transform of the time-domain NQR
signals were taken because the symmetric lineshape of
the spectra allowed us to determine the signals’ phases
with sufficient precision. In Fig. 5(b) and Fig. 6(c) of the
main text, the absolute value of the Fourier transform
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FIG. A13. Coil quality factor. The loaded quality fac-
tor of the resonant RF coil was measured by sweeping the
frequency of an RF signal applied to a single-turn loop and
picking up the oscillating induced voltage by the resonant RF
coil. Similar to Fig. A10(b), the amplitude of the oscillating
voltage is extracted for each 1.66 kHz segment, and plotted
as a function of frequency for both resonant RF coils. The
“Small coil” is the coil used for the 4-g sample, and the “Big
coil” is the coil used for the 21-g sample. The spectra are
fit to Lorentzian functions (dashed black lines) to extract the
center frequency, f0, and FWHM, ∆f . The quality factor is
estimated as Q= f0/∆f and is given in Table A3. Although
the big coil’s resonance frequency is detuned from NQR reso-
nance in this figure, it was always tuned to the 3.6 MHz NQR
frequency prior to performing NQR spectroscopy.

of the time-domain NQR signals were taken because the
asymmetric lineshape prevented us from determining an
exact phase.

Appendix F.
Spin dynamics under NQR and RF excitation

Hamiltonians

An NQR transition can be excited by applying a reso-
nant RF magnetic field. In powder samples, an RF pulse
applied along the z-axis (in the lab frame) can induce
a magnetization oscillating at the NQR frequency, along
the z-axis, given by:

M lab
z = nn γn h 〈I lab

z 〉, (AVI-1)

where nn is the nuclear-spin concentration in the sam-
ple, γn is the nuclear-spin gyromagnetic ratio, h is the
Planck constant, and 〈I lab

z 〉 is the expectation value of
the nuclear-spin projection along the z-axis. In thermal
equilibrium, the density operator populated under the
nuclear quadrupole Hamiltonian HQ, Eq. (2), is:

ρ0 =
e−hHQ/(kBTs)

Tr[e−hHQ/(kBTs)]
, (AVI-2)

where Tr is trace of the operator, kB is the Boltzmann
constant, and Ts is the sample temperature. In the high
temperature approximation, Eq. (AVI-2) becomes:

ρ0 ≈
1− hHQ/(kBTs)

2I + 1
, (AVI-3)

where 1 is the identity operator and 2I+1 is the number
of nuclear-spin energy levels.

The Hamiltonian describing the interaction of nuclear
spins with an RF excitation field applied along the z-axis
can be written (in frequency units) as:

Hrf(t) = − γnBrfI
lab
z cos (2π frf t)

= − γnBrf cos (2π frf t)×[
Ix′ sin θ cosϕ+ Iy′ sin θ sinϕ+ Iz′ cos θ

]
,

(AVI-4)

where Brf and frf are the amplitude and frequency of
the RF magnetic field, respectively. In Eq. (AVI-4),
{Ix′ , Iy′ , Iz′} are the unitless nuclear-spin operators along
each principle axis of a given crystallite, θ is the polar an-
gle and ϕ is the azimuthal angle that the applied RF
field vector makes with respect to the principle axes.
For a spin-1 system (I = 1, η 6= 0), there are three
NQR transitions with frequencies: fx′ = fQ(1 + η/3)
for the Ez′ ↔ Ey′ transition, fy′ = fQ(1− η/3) for

the Ez′ ↔ Ex′ transition, and fz′ = 2 fQ η /3 for the
Ex′ ↔ Ey′ transition, see Fig. 3(b). In the rotating frame
of the quadrupolar Hamiltonian, the time-averaged RF
Hamiltonian in resonance with one of the NQR transi-
tions is reduced to:

Ĥrf = − γnBrf

2
×

(Ix′ sin θ cosϕ) if frf = fx′

(Iy′ sin θ sinϕ) if frf = fy′

(Iz′ cos θ) if frf = fz′ .

(AVI-5)

The density operator’s time evolution can be described
by the Liouville equation. Following an RF-excitation
pulse of length trf , the density operator in the rotating
frame becomes:

ρ̂1 = e−i 2πĤrf trf ρ̂0e
i 2πĤrf trf . (AVI-6)

An RF excitation pulse applied at the fy′ resonance fre-
quency induces an oscillating magnetization along the
y′-axis of each crystallite. The expectation value of the
spin projection along the z-axis is:

〈I lab
z (t0, α)〉 = Tr[I lab

z e−i 2πHQt0 ρ̂1e
i2πHQt0 ]

= Tr[(Iy′ sin θ sinϕ)e−i2πHQt0 ρ̂1e
i2πHQt0 ]

=
h fy′

3 kB Ts
sin (2πfy′ t0) sin (α sin θ sinϕ) sin θ sinϕ.

(AVI-7)

In Eq. (AVI-7), t0 is the time after the RF pulse and
α = 2πγnBrftrf is the RF nutation angle in radians. In-
serting Eq. (AVI-7) into Eq. (AVI-1) and averaging over
all θ and ϕ to take the limit of many randomly-oriented
crystallites, the net NQR magnetization in the lab frame
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becomes:

M lab
z (t0, α) = nn γn

h2fy′

3 kB Ts
sin (2πfy′ t0)×∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

1

4π

[
sin (α sin θ sinϕ) sin θ sinϕ

]
sin θ dθ dϕ

= nn γn

h2fy′

3 kB Ts
sin (2πfy′ t0)

√
π

2α
J3/2(α),

(AVI-8)

where J3/2 is the Bessel function of first kind and
order 3/2. In Eq. (AVI-8), the nutation function,√
π/(2α) J3/2(α), has a maximum of ∼0.436 for an RF

excitation pulse with α≈ 2.08 rad = 119°. Therefore, the
amplitude of the NQR magnetization immediately after
an optimal RF excitation pulse can be written as [29]:

M lab
z ≈ 0.436nn γn

h2fy′

3 kB Ts
. (AVI-9)

Using the same steps as above, it can be shown that in the
case of a powder, the NQR magnetization components on
a plane perpendicular to the RF field direction average to
zero, i.e. M lab

x = M lab
y = 0. Using Eq. AVI-9 and for the

case of 14N nuclear spins in a perfectly packed sodium ni-
trite powder at room temperature (nn = 1.89×1022 cm−3,
γn = 3.077 MHz/T, fy′ = 3.608 MHz, Ts = 293 K), the
nuclear-spin projection induced by an optimal RF pulse
is calculated to be 〈I lab

z 〉= 8.6× 10−8 which results in an
NQR magnetization M lab

z =M0 = 3.3 µA/m in the sam-
ple.
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FIG. A14. Magnetic field in the gap vs sample aspect
ratio. (a) Diagram of the model used for the finite-element
simulations. The sample was modeled as a cylindrical mag-
net with height H, diameter D, and a uniform magnetization
M along the z-axis. The distance from the bottom of the
sample to the top of the cones is d. Two ferrite cones with
relative permeability µr = 6500, 10 mm length, 10 mm base
diameter, and 370 µm truncated-tip-diameter are arranged in
a bowtie configuration with the gap length δ= 43 µm. (b)
Average magnetic field within the gap calculated as a func-
tion of the cylinder’s aspect ratio H/D for different sample
volumes Vs. Here, d= 4 mm and the sample magnetization
was set to M =M0 = 3.3 µA/m.

Appendix G.
Simulation of ferrite cones and a magnetized

cylinder

Figure A14(a) describes the model we used for the ini-
tial finite-element simulations presented in Fig. 3(c) in
the main text. The sample was modeled as a cylindri-
cal magnet, with volume Vs and uniform magnetization
M =M0 = 3.3 µA/m along the z-axis, located a distance
d = 4 mm above the cones. Figure A14(b) shows the
initial nuclear AC magnetic field amplitude in the gap,
Bgap,i, calculated for different sample volumes and aspect
ratios. As Vs increases, the optimal aspect ratio shifts
to larger values and the peak value of Bgap,i increases.
However, for Vs & 100 cm3, Bgap,i begins to saturate to a
practically-achievable maximum value of ∼500 pT. The
peak value of Bgap,i for each value of Vs were plotted in
Fig. 3(c) in the main text.

Several parameters in the experiment turned out to be
different from the optimal geometry we initially modeled
for. Taking into account the sodium nitrite powder filling
fraction inside the coils (Table A3) and the magnetization
amplification due to the resonant RF coil, Eq. (3), the ef-
fective NQR magnetization for the 4-g and 21-g samples
are estimated to be Meff ≈ 8 µA/m and Meff ≈ 37 µA/m,
respectively. Also, instead of the d = 4 mm standoff
we initially assumed in the model, the standoffs from the
bottom of the coils to the top of the cones were measured
to be ∼ 5 mm in the 4-g NQR experiment and ∼ 9 mm
in the 21-g experiment. Finally, the gap length was cor-
rected to δ= 40 µm (due to a small glue layer), which
resulted in a simulated DC enhancement of ε= 300.

Using these experimental conditions, we carried out
new simulations for the 4-g and 21-g samples. The “sam-
ples”, in this case, had the dimensions of the respective
coils (Tab. A3), and the magnetization was set as the
calculated values of Meff . After these adjustments, the
calculated initial magnetic field amplitude in the gap was
Bgap,i≈ 230 pT for the 4-g sample and Bgap,i≈ 930 pT
for the 21-g sample. Converting these values to equiv-
alent uniform magnetic fields (Bequiv,i =Bgap,i/ε with
ε= 300) gives Bequiv,i≈ 760 fT for the 4-g sample and
Bequiv,i≈ 3100 fT for the 21-g sample. These estimates
were much closer to the experimentally observed values,
well within a factor of 2.

Appendix H.
Signal-to-noise ratio improvement in SLSE

In the SLSE experiments, the NQR signals following
the echo pulses decay exponentially with an effective re-
laxation time T SLSE

2 . T SLSE
2 is typically much longer than

the decay of an NQR transient following a single RF
pulse, and it is typically limited only by homonuclear
dipolar and spin-lattice couplings in the sample [75]. For
this reason, SLSE is often applied to increase the SNR of
NQR spectra.

In order to find the NQR SNR for each acquisition time
in the SLSE experiment, shown in Fig. 6(e), the first-25
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NV readouts with ∼1.65 ms length were averaged to-
gether in the time-domain. A digital high-pass filter with
cutoff frequency 2.6 kHz and a Tukey window function
centered to the middle of the time-averaged data were ap-
plied. Then, the absolute value of the Fourier transform
was taken to obtain the NQR spectrum for each echo
burst. The SLSE SNR was found by dividing the sig-
nal level (contained within a single frequency point, see
Fig. 6) by the average noise within the 9−12 kHz alias-
frequency band. The noise floor in the SLSE experiment
was found to be ∼160 fTrms s1/2.

To find the SNR in the single-RF-pulse experiments,
the initial ∼3.85 ms of the NV readout obtained
at 21.8 ◦C temperature (green spectrum in Fig. 4(d))
was selected. A Lorentz-to-Gauss window function
W (t) = exp(0.085 t) exp

(
−(0.04 t)2

)
was applied, and the

absolute value of the Fourier transform was taken to ob-
tain an NQR spectrum. The SNR was found by dividing
the signal level to the average noise within the 8−11 kHz
alias-frequency band. The noise floor in the single-RF-
pulse experiment was found to be ∼400 fTrms s1/2.

In Fig. 6(b), the SLSE signal amplitude for the 21-g
sample is Bequiv,i ≈ 0.5 pT, which is ∼3-times less
than the one obtained in the single-RF-pulse experiments
(Fig. 4(a), bottom). This can be due to variation in sam-
ple temperature and thermal gradients which led to a de-
tuning of the RF pulses and reduced their fidelity [59].
Nevertheless, for a given experimental acquisition time,
we found that the SLSE SNR exhibits a ∼3-fold improve-
ment over the SNR in the single-RF-pulse experiments,
see Fig. 6(e). This improvement is due to an order-of-
magnitude higher measurement duty cycle and the ∼2.5-
times lower noise floor in the SLSE experiment. The
latter effect was not expected but may have been due to
RF interference being worse during the single-RF-pulse
experiment.

Appendix I.
Calculations of resonant-induction amplification

1. Johnson-noise-limited SNR with a
resonant-RF-coil and comparison to experiment

In Sec. V of the main text, we calculated the Johnson-
noise-limited SNR (SNRJ) of NQR detection for the case
when a resonant RF coil is used for signal amplifica-
tion. Note that Eq. (5) neglects any deadtimes due to
re-thermalization, so it is valid only for the interval of
a measurement where the NQR signal is large. Realisti-
cally, for a single-RF-pulse experiment where the signal
is averaged over many repetitions, the SNR would be a
factor of ∼(T1,nuc/T

∗
2,nuc)1/2 lower than in Eq. (5). Note

also that in Eq. (4) of the main text, the Johnson noise
was derived using magnetic units of Trms. In order to
derive the Johnson-noise-limited SNR, Eq. (5), we con-
verted the Johnson noise to magnetic amplitude units
(T) by multiplying by

√
2.

We also estimated that SNRJ is ∼2 orders of mag-
nitude higher than the NQR SNR in our ferrite-cones

M =M0 ẑ
ms , Vs

d = 4 mm

RF excitation loop

10 mm

20
 m

m

Q = 10

RF detection coil

FIG. A15. Remote NQR detection. Schematic of a
setup for remotely-detected NQR spectroscopy. The sample
has mass ms, volume Vs, and magnetization M0. The NQR
transition is excited by a non-resonant wire loop located far
enough from the sample to neglect resonant signal amplifi-
cation. The detection coil has a loaded quality factor Q= 10
and volume Vc = 1.5 cm3 (similar to the volume of our ferrite-
cones-diamond magnetometer).

diamond RF magnetometer. This assumes that the dia-
mond RF magnetometer’s sensitivity is ∼200 fTrms s1/2,
see Fig. 2(e), and that the signal amplitudes are 500 fT
for the 4-g sample and 2300 fT for the 21-g sample,
see Fig. 3(c). Here we neglect a possible factor of

√
2

that comes from converting noise in units of T s1/2 to
T Hz−1/2 [3].

2. Johnson magnetic noise in our experiment

It is worthwhile to directly calculate the effect of the
resonant RF coil’s Johnson noise on the diamond RF
magnetometer to verify it was not limiting our sensitiv-
ity. Using Eq. (4) and parameters of our RF coil as-
semblies (Table A3), the rms Johnson magnetic noise
inside the resonant RF coils at room temperature is
calculated to be ηJ ≈ 35 fTrms Hz−1/2 for the small
coil and ηJ ≈ 32 fTrms Hz−1/2 for the big coil. How-
ever, our diamond RF magnetometer is located out-
side of the coil in a remote-detection configuration. In
remotely-detected NQR, the magnetic field produced by
the sample decays with increasing standoff, resulting in
a loss of signal amplitude. The loss factor can be de-
fined as αloss = Bequiv,i/(µ0Meff). Based on the calcu-
lations in Appendix G, we estimate αloss ≈ 0.08 for the
4-g NQR experiment and αloss ≈ 0.07 for the 21-g ex-
periment. Using these factors, the equivalent Johnson
noise that would be detected by our diamond RF mag-
netometer is ∼2.8 fTrms Hz−1/2 for the small coil and
∼2.2 fTrms Hz−1/2 for the big coil. These noise levels
are much lower than the photoelectron-shot-noise-limited
sensitivity of our diamond RF magnetometer and thus
are negligible in the present experiments.
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3. Remote NQR detection

The remote-detected NQR sensitivity calculations pre-
sented in Sec. V of the main text assumed the geometry
depicted in Fig. A15. A non-resonant single-turn loop
far from a sodium nitrite powder sample is used to excite
its 3.6 MHz NQR transition. The equivalent sensitivity
of a Johnson-noise-limited RF coil to external magnetic
fields is ηJ/Q, where ηJ is given in Eq. (4). The fac-

tor of 1/Q comes because any external fields would be
amplified by a factor of ∼Q due to resonant induction.
For an RF coil with volume Vc = 1.5 cm3 (equivalent
to our ferrite-cones diamond RF magnetometer volume)
and loaded quality factor Q = 10, the sensitivity is calcu-
lated to be ηJ/Q≈ 8 fTrms Hz−1/2. This sensitivity is ∼9
times better than our ferrite-cones diamond magnetome-
ter’s sensitivity if we assume the measured sensitivity of
∼70 fTrms s1/2 at 0.35 MHz.
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