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Quantum sensing with solid-state spins offers the promise of high spatial resolution, bandwidth,
and dynamic range at sensitivities comparable to more mature quantum sensing technologies, such
as atomic vapor cells and superconducting devices. However, despite comparable theoretical sen-
sitivity limits, the performance of bulk solid-state quantum sensors has so far lagged behind these
more mature alternatives. A recent review [1] suggests several paths to improve performance of mag-
netometers employing nitrogen-vacancy defects in diamond, the most-studied solid-state quantum
sensing platform. Implementing several suggested techniques, we demonstrate the most sensitive
nitrogen-vacancy-based bulk magnetometer reported to date. Our approach combines tailored dia-
mond growth to achieve low strain and long intrinsic dephasing times, the use of double-quantum
Ramsey and Hahn echo magnetometry sequences for broadband and narrowband magnetometry re-
spectively, and P1 driving to further extend dephasing time. Notably, the device does not include a
flux concentrator, preserving the fixed response of the NVs to magnetic field. The magnetometer re-
alizes a broadband near-DC sensitivity ∼ 460 fT·s1/2 and a narrowband AC sensitivity ∼ 210 fT·s1/2.
We describe the experimental setup in detail and highlight potential paths for future improvement.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, quantum sensing using solid-state spin-
defect systems has received increasing interest as an alter-
native to existing atomic gas and superconducting quan-
tum sensors. Solid-state spin-defect systems offer the
promise of comparable sensitivity to their atomic and
superconducting counterparts but with important addi-
tional capabilities, including fixed sensing axes provided
by a rigid crystal lattice and compatibility with a wide
range of environments, as well as high spatial resolution,
bandwidth, and dynamic range.

The most-studied solid-state spin-defect system for
quantum sensing is the negatively-charged nitrogen-
vacancy (NV-) defect in diamond, primarily utilized for
magnetometry applications. The NV- center in diamond
can offer extraordinarily long coherence times compared
to most other solid-state defects, but high-fidelity opti-
cal readout of the spin state of the system remains a
challenge due to both the typically low efficiency of fluo-
rescence collection and the inherently low contrast of the
spin-state-dependent fluorescence. In addition, despite
the theoretical availability of long coherence times in di-
amond [2], in practice the dephasing time for broadband
low-frequency (. 10 kHz) magnetometry is limited to
much shorter timescales due to strain and dipolar broad-
ening from the surrounding bath of 13C and substitu-
tional nitrogen, also known as P1 centers.

A recent review [1] identified certain promising meth-
ods to enhance bulk NV diamond magnetometer sensitiv-
ity. Several of these advances have been employed indi-
vidually over the past decade, including high 12C purity
diamonds [2], double-quantum magnetometry to elimi-
nate common-mode sources of dephasing [3–7], spin-bath
driving to reduce P1-induced dephasing [7–9], phase-
modulated noise subtraction schemes to eliminate low-
frequency noise in Ramsey sequences [10, 11], and the
light-trapping diamond waveguide geometry to improve
excitation efficiency [12]. Other developments have also
been reported, such as the use of a dielectric resonator
to improve MW strength and uniformity [13, 14]. How-
ever, to date these advances have not all been success-
fully combined, and the best reported sensitivities have
relied on specialized techniques such as a flux concen-
trator [15] or microwave cavity readout [16], enabling
0.9 pT·s1/2 and 3 pT·s1/2 sensitivities respectively. For
conventional readout without a flux concentrator, both
narrowband AC and broadband DC-sensitive magnetom-
etry using NV ensembles have been limited to sensitivi-
ties near 10 pT·s1/2 [10, 17–19].

Here, we report an NV ensemble magnetometer that
achieves the best sensitivity reported to date for both
broadband and narrowband sensing without a flux con-
centrator. The device combines the advances described
above with additional, novel improvements, including a
low-gradient magnetic bias field design, near-unity col-
lection efficiency optics, balanced photodetection to min-
imize laser intensity noise, and a custom non-metal me-

chanical support structure to avoid AC field attenuation.
Together, these developments produce a magnetometer
that demonstrates ∼ 460 fT·s1/2 broadband sensitivity
using a Ramsey sequence and ∼ 210 fT·s1/2 narrowband
AC sensitivity using a Hahn echo sequence. The device
does not employ a flux concentrator and thus retains the
known response of the NV- centers to magnetic field.

This paper is organized as follows: Section II describes
the systematic improvement of each aspect of a typical
NV magnetometer setup, in particular the diamond, fluo-
rescence collection optics, bias magnetic field, microwave
delivery, and pulse sequences. Section III details the com-
plete experimental setup and discusses measurement of
the dephasing time T ∗2 , decoherence time T2, and mag-
netic sensitivity of Ramsey and Hahn echo magnetome-
try. Section IV reports the results obtained by employ-
ing the device as a magnetometer. Finally, Section V
provides a discussion of future prospects and next steps.
Additional details on each component of the experimen-
tal setup, the measurements, and sensitivity calculations
are contained in the Supplemental Material.

II. ADVANCES OVERVIEW

The theoretical sensitivity limit for an NV- broadband
ensemble magnetometer employing Ramsey interferome-
try is [1]

ηensRam ≈
~

∆msgeµB

1√
Nτ︸ ︷︷ ︸

Spin projection limit

1

e−(τ/T∗
2 )p︸ ︷︷ ︸

Spin dephasing

√
1+

1

C2navg︸ ︷︷ ︸
Readout

×
√
tI+τ+tR+tD

τ︸ ︷︷ ︸
Overhead time

(1)

where ~ denotes the reduced Planck constant, ∆ms de-
notes the difference in spin quantum number between
the interferometry states, ge ≈ 2 is the NV- center’s
electronic g factor [20], µB is the Bohr magneton, N is
the number of NV- centers interrogated, τ is the free-
precession time per measurement, T ∗2 is the dephasing
time, p is the stretched exponential parameter [7], C is
the measurement contrast [21], navg is the average num-
ber of photons collected per NV- center in a measure-
ment, tI is the initialization time, tR is the NV- ensemble
fluorescence readout time, and tD represents any addi-
tional dead time in the measurement sequence. Equa-
tion 1 implicitly treats the case of a single NV class under
the assumption the magnetic field is parallel to the NV
axis; for realistic measurements of NV ensembles, order-
unity geometric corrections are required to account for
the reduced response of NVs whose axes are not aligned
with the magnetic field; see SM Sec. XIII B. We note the
functional form of sensitivity in a Hahn echo scheme is
similar, with the decoherence time T2 replacing the de-
phasing time [1].

The factor σR =
√

1 + 1/[C2navg] in Eq. 1 quanti-
fies the imperfect readout of NV spins due to limited
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contrast and photon shot noise, so that σR = 1 corre-
sponds to spin-projection-limited readout [22]. Typically
σR is expressed in terms of the readout fidelity F , with
σR = 1/F . In the limit where C2navg � 1, the readout
fidelity F can be approximated using F≈C√navg.

Equation 1 makes clear that sensitivity optimization
of a shot-noise-limited device requires maximizing the
dephasing time, the measurement contrast, the number
of interrogated spins, and the average number of pho-
tons detected per NV- per measurement. In practice,
the latter two quantities are often difficult to measure
independently, and we define the total number of pho-
tons detected per measurement, N ≡ Nnavg, as an ex-
perimentally accessible proxy to optimize instead. Then,
using the readout fidelity approximation above, the shot-
noise-limited sensitivity equation for a Ramsey scheme
becomes

ηens,sho
Ram

≈ ~
∆msgeµB

1

Ce−(τ/T∗
2 )

p√
N

√
tI + τ + tR + tD

τ
. (2)

While there are several techniques to optimize each of
the interconnected parameters noted above, the overar-
ching strategy used in this work follows Ref. [1], which
suggests that extending dephasing time should be a cen-
tral focus when making a high sensitivity broadband
NV magnetometer. Upon extending the dephasing time,
however, each aspect of an NV magnetometer employ-
ing conventional optical readout must be systematically
engineered for improved performance: the diamond sub-
strate and mounting, the NV fluorescence collection op-
tics, the static bias field, the microwave delivery system,
and the magnetometry pulse sequences. The remainder
of this section summarizes these design decisions, includ-
ing the combination of several previously-demonstrated
advances as well as the introduction of novel and non-
standard techniques. The main design choices and ad-
vances are summarized in Table I.

A. Diamond

1. Tailored diamond growth for low strain and high T ∗
2

For NV-diamond magnetometers, the spin ensemble’s
characteristics set fundamental limits to device sensitiv-
ity. If the magnetometer uses Ramsey-type interrogation
with conventional optical readout, the sensitivity of an
optimized device depends on the number of NV- defects
interrogated N , the dephasing time T ∗2 , and the readout
fidelity F as detailed in Eqn. 1. All three parameters
are influenced by the diamond’s properties and should
be maximized.

To optimize properties for magnetometry, diamonds
are grown in-house via chemical vapor deposition (CVD).

The diamond employed in this work consists of a 70-µm-
thick 15N-doped layer grown on a type IIa diamond sub-
strate. Since substrate strain tends to propagate upwards
during CVD growth [26], only low strain substrates are
used [27, 28]. The nitrogen isotope 15N is chosen rather
than 14N to reduce the number of required microwave
frequencies. Following CVD growth, about 1 mm of each
of the 〈110〉 diamond sides is removed by laser cutting,
as those regions are found to exhibit higher strain than
the interior. The resulting doped layer is estimated to
contain on the order of 3 × 1011 NV- defects. See Sup-
plementary Sect. VII B for further diamond details.

The dephasing time T ∗2 can be limited by nuclear or
electronic spins near each NV- center in the diamond.
To mitigate dipolar broadening from 13C, the 15N-doped
layer is grown using methane specified to 99.999% 12C
isotopic purity. Secondary ion mass spectrometry on a
sister sample finds the layer’s carbon isotopic purity to
be 99.998% 12C, similar to the results in Refs. [29, 30].
Following the estimates in Ref. [1], the dephasing time
due to 13C in the diamond is estimated to be T ∗2,DQ{13C}
= 250 µs for a double-quantum (DQ) scheme. In a DQ
scheme, we measure T ∗2,DQ = 14 µs and T2,DQ = 136,

which corresponds to [15N] = 0.4 ± 0.2 ppm using the
scaling provided in Refs. [1, 31].

2. Thermal, mechanical, and electromagnetic
considerations in sensor construction

In mounting a diamond for use as a magnetometer,
the mechanical construction must balance three primary
design goals: high thermal conductivity so that elevated
diamond temperatures do not reduce contrast, stable me-
chanical mounting to limit vibration-induced noise, and
minimal use of conductive materials so that AC magnetic
fields are not needlessly attenuated.

Time-varying or excessively high temperatures can be
problematic for NV-based magnetometers. First, the
measurement contrast C [21] declines for diamond tem-
peratures above ∼ 300 K [23], thereby degrading device
sensitivity. Second, the NV- center’s zero-field splitting
D ∼ 2.87 GHz shifts at ≈ -74 kHz/K [32–34]. As a re-
sult, unwanted temperature variation can detune the ap-
plied MWs from the intended Zeeman resonances, again
degrading sensitivity.

Primary thermal loads on the diamond arise from op-
tical excitation, MW pulses, and P1 driving, with the
latter two contributions predominantly arising from heat-
ing of the ambient environment around the diamond. We
note that the time-averaged optical power applied to the
diamond can be as high as 4 W, sufficient to produce sub-
stantial heating of the diamond in the absence of mea-
sures to remove this heat. Moreover, maintaining the
diamond at a fixed temperature is not trivial. For ex-
ample, the various pulses sequences used in this work
(with varying optical, MW, and P1 driving duty cycles)
produce differing heat loads. In addition, small changes
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TABLE I. Overview of implemented techniques to increase NV- ensemble sensitivity

Subsystem Method Parameter
optimized

Method description

Diamond • 15NV isotope C • Reduces number of MW tones required and undesirable cross-talk.
• 12C isotopic purity T ∗

2 • 99.998% 12C isotopic purity mitigates dipolar coupling to 13C nuclei [2].
• Low-strain growth T ∗

2 • Growth on low-strain substrates translates to a low-strain 15NV layer;
strained edges are removed after growth.

• Thermal stability T ∗
2 , C,

stability
• 4H SiC acts as combined heatsink and heat spreader for diamond, preventing
high temperatures and associated loss of contrast [23].

Optical • Light-trapping
diamond waveguide

N, laser power • Fixed 532 nm light is totally-internally reflected within diamond until ab-
sorbed, making best use of fixed laser power [12].

• TIR lens &
reflector

N • Combination of total-internal-reflection (TIR) lens and dielectric reflector
allows nearly all light exiting diamond to be delivered to photodiode.

• Balancing circuit laser noise • Balancing circuit reduces wide-band laser-intensity-induced noise to 5%
above shot noise on fluorescence photocurrent.

Bias
magnetic
field

• [100] field T ∗
2 , C • Static field along [100] axis projects equally onto all four NV classes, allowing

all NVs to contribute to magnetometry signal.

• Ring geometry T ∗
2 • Large, distant circular magnet array creates uniform field, reducing inhomo-

geneous broadening.
Microwave • Dielectric

resonator
MW power
and
uniformity

• Decreases required microwave power relative to broadband alternatives and
increases MW uniformity over NV ensemble volume.

• Gaussian pulses C • Gaussian-enveloped MW pulses mitigates cross-talk [24, 25].
Pulse
sequences

• Double quantum T ∗
2 , noise • Mitigates dephasing from longitudinal-strain and temperature-induced res-

onance shifts while doubling the effective gyromagnetic ratio [4, 10].
&
Noise

• P1 Driving T ∗
2 • Suppresses dephasing from substitutional nitrogen [7–9].

subtraction • Noise subtraction
schemes

Noise • Phase shifting of final microwave pulse in measurement sequences isolates
magnetic signals from noise [11].

• Digital phase
modulation

C, noise • Avoids noise typically introduced by varactor or PIN diode phase shifters
while allowing implementation of noise subtraction and observation of fringes
in resonant excitation.
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in the optical power delivered to the diamond can pro-
duce significant changes in diamond temperature. Fur-
ther measures to ensure consistent optical heat load are
discussed in Supplementary Sect. VII A.

To address the above thermal challenges, the diamond
is adhered to a 50.8 mm diameter, 330-µm-thick semi-
insulating 4H SiC wafer, which acts as a combined heat-
sink/heat-spreader. The thermal conductivity is approx-
imately 490 W/(m·K) and 390 W/(m·K) normal and par-
allel to the wafer surface, respectively [35, 36]. In addi-
tion, 4H SiC is stiff (with a Young’s modulus of approx-
imately 500 GPa [37]), exhibits a loss tangent . 10−4 at
2.87 GHz [38], is widely commercially available, and is
compatible with deposition of dielectric coatings. A stiff
mounting structure is helpful to avoid low-frequency me-
chanical resonances that could cause vibration-induced
translation of the diamond. The low loss tangent ensures
minimal microwave energy is absorbed by the SiC wafer.
The SiC’s optical transparency facilitates troubleshoot-
ing and alignment; some degree of transparency is main-
tained in the blue visible region even with the reflective
dielectric coating (see Section II B 2). In addition, the
laser light and NV- fluorescence are sufficiently intense
to allow their observation despite attenuation through
the dielectric coating.

With a Young’s modulus of approximately 1150
GPa [39], diamond is an exceptionally stiff material. Nev-
ertheless, mechanical forces related to the adhesive ad-
hering the diamond to the SiC wafer were observed to
impart sufficient stress to the diamond such that the Zee-
man resonance linewidths were broadened by a factor of
two or more. This adhesive-induced resonance broaden-
ing was observed when the diamond was adhered with
cyanoacrylate, 5-minute epoxy, and polyurethane, but
not with polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS). The latter ad-
hesive was therefore employed for all data shown in this
work. See Supplementary Sect. VII C for more informa-
tion on adhesive selection.

Measurement of kHz-frequency-scale AC magnetic
fields is a primary use for the sensor. As magnetic fields
at such frequencies are attenuated by the presence of con-
ductive materials [40], the sensor employs non-metallic
materials where possible. The mechanical support struc-
ture of the SiC wafer is made of a 3D-printed ceramic-
loaded plastic (Somos PerFORM), which is affixed to a
supporting breadboard using a 25.4 mm diameter glass-
filled PEEK rod. Both these materials have low coeffi-
cients of thermal expansion and are extraordinarily stiff
compared to standard plastics. The mounting structure
also allows the SiC wafer and diamond to be rotated to-
gether as described in Supplementary Section VII D. The
light pipe collecting the NV fluorescence, detailed in Sec-
tion II B, is supported by nylon flexure mounts, and the
dielectric resonator, described in Section II D 1, is held
by a 1” OD alumina tube. Four long quartz rods are
attached to the supports for the diamond, light pipe,
photodiodes, and dielectric resonator, so that these com-
ponents are rigidly held in line with the diamond while

allowing easy translation away from the diamond when
desired. A diagram of the sensor head is provided in the
Supplemental Material; see SM Fig. 10.

Finally, in addition to avoiding conductive materials,
care is taken to incorporate only non-magnetic materi-
als in the rest of the sensor head. Thus, virtually all
screws are made of nylon or brass, and sensor head
components are predominantly fabricated from a 3D-
printed ceramic-filled plastic (Somos PerFORM), glass-
filled PEEK, quartz, alumina, silicon carbide, and var-
ious other plastics. The sensor head is mounted to an
aluminum breadboard stood off from the sensor head by
∼100 mm.

B. Optics

1. Light-trapping diamond waveguide

To use the available 532 nm excitation light most
efficiently, the sensor employs the light-trapping dia-
mond waveguide technique [12], where excitation light is
totally-internally-reflected within the diamond until com-
pletely absorbed. To achieve this effect, the corner of
an otherwise square-cuboid diamond is faceted at 45 de-
grees relative to the two adjacent sides, creating an addi-
tional surface through which the 532 nm laser light can be
focused into the diamond. With appropriate alignment
through this input facet, the light is thereafter confined
by total internal reflection for a number of reflections off
the four vertical sides (and possibly the top and bottom
facets as well). While all paths eventually exit the dia-
mond, in practice paths can be found where nearly all
the excitation light is absorbed within the diamond. As
a result, the light trapping diamond waveguide technique
can make better use of fixed available laser power than
conventional single-pass approaches and is particularly
useful for diamonds with sufficiently low NV concentra-
tion that the diamond is optically thin for a single pass.
Supplemental Section VII D has additional details on the
light-trapping diamond waveguide technique.

2. TIR and dielectric reflector light collection

For conventional optical readout of NV centers [1],
in the limit of low contrast C, the readout fidelity F
scales as the square root of the mean number of pho-
tons collected per NV- per measurement. That is, F ∝√
N/N =

√
navg; see Eqn. 2. In this regime, the sensitiv-

ity can be enhanced by improving the geometric collec-
tion efficiency ηgeo, defined as N/Nmax, where N and
Nmax are the numbers of photons collected from and
emitted by the NV- ensemble in a single measurement,
respectively [1].

Several approaches have demonstrated high values of
ηgeo (i.e. ηgeo & 0.1) for cubic-mm-scale NV ensemble
volumes [1, 17, 18, 41, 42]. We employ a scheme shown
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TIR
lens

Dielectric
reflector

SiC
wafer

532 nm

Photodiode

Colored
glass filter

Diamond

excitation

Light pipe

FIG. 1. Cross section of the fluorescence collection optics
employed in this work. The purple-pink area of the diamond
denotes the NV-doped portion. The 532 nm laser light passes
through a small triangular notch (not shown) in the total
internal reflection lens before entering the diamond.

in Fig. 1 that collects order unity of the fluorescence light
emitted from the diamond and provides a higher value
of ηgeo than existing schemes. The approach introduces
two principle innovations. First, the diamond mounting
substrate is coated with a multi-layer dielectric reflective
coating (Thorlabs E02), which reflects the vast major-
ity of fluorescence light emitted away from the collection
optics. Second, the diamond is surrounded by a total-
internal-reflection (TIR) lens, which collimates the initial
fluorescence into a much smaller angle but over a larger
area, as etendue is conserved. Together, these techniques
ensure efficient collection from nearly all 4π steradian
solid-angle of fluorescence. Advantages of this approach
are compatibility with unaltered cuboid diamond shapes
and the light trapping diamond waveguide method [12].
Additionally, only a single photodiode is required for the
signal channel, and the photodiode location may be well-
removed from the location of the diamond.

As there are few routes for light that exits the dia-
mond to escape collection, the value of ηgeo is expected
to be close to unity. It is not trivial to reliably quan-
tify the value of ηgeo at the 5% level or better. However,
Zemax simulations of the light collection suggest 92% of
light emitted from the diamond is delivered to the end
of the light pipe. To verify this simulation experimen-
tally, a small spherical Lambertian scatterer (Spectralon)
was employed to simulate the quasi-isotropic fluorescence
emission of the diamond. When this scatterer was placed
at the diamond location and irradiated with 532 nm light,
0.90+0.05

−0.15 of the input 532 nm photons were measured at
the output of the light pipe. The light collection system
is further detailed in Section VII E.

3. Integrating balanced photodetector

In ensemble NV- magnetometers, large fluorescence
powers, & 10 mW, may be produced [1, 10]. Shot-
noise-limited measurement of high-photon-flux fluores-
cence faces two primary technical difficulties. First, the

FIG. 2. Integrating balanced photodetector electron-
ics. Incoming photocurrent in each of the signal and reference
arms is integrated on a capacitor. Thereafter, an instrumen-
tation amplifier differences and amplifies the voltages on each
integration capacitor. Digitization of the circuit output only
occurs after the readout light pulse ends, in a sample-and-hold
fashion. Finally, both integration capacitors are discharged
using TTL-controlled switches (not shown) so the process can
be repeated.

dynamic range of available analog-to-digital converters is
insufficient to digitize the full-scale NV fluorescence sig-
nal while keeping additive digitizer noise below optical
shot noise. Second, the excitation light’s residual inten-
sity noise (RIN) nearly always translates to noise in the
collected fluorescence above the shot-noise limit [43–47].

Both problems are mitigated by referencing the NV
fluorescence photocurrent to that of an identical photo-
diode sampling the 532 nm excitation light, an approach
inspired by Refs. [43–47]. For simplicity, we refer to the
two photocurrents as the signal photocurrent and ref-
erence photocurrent, respectively. The dynamic range
problem is circumvented because the digitizer’s range
must now only cover the difference between the signal
photocurrent and the reference photocurrent, rather than
the signal photocurrent’s full scale range. The laser in-
tensity noise problem is greatly reduced, as the vast ma-
jority of laser intensity noise will be common mode to
both the signal and reference photocurrents. We devel-
oped an analog circuit, termed the balancing circuit and
shown in Fig. 2, which outputs a voltage proportional
to the integrated signal photocurrent normalized to the
reference photocurrent. Further details are provided in
Section VII F.
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C. Bias magnetic field

In the absence of external fields, the |ms = ±1〉
Zeeman states of the NV- electronic ground state spin
triplet are degenerate. Application of a permanent
bias magnetic field B0 breaks this degeneracy, making
the |ms=0〉 ↔ |ms=1〉 and |ms=0〉 ↔ |ms=−1〉 tran-
sitions spectroscopically resolvable [48]. We apply a bias
magnetic field of B0 = 2.23 gauss oriented normal to
the diamond’s two large {100} faces to ensure Zeeman
transitions of NVs aligned along the four different crys-
tallographic directions can be addressed with the same
MW frequency (see Section III C). All 16 allowed tran-
sitions from |ms = 0〉 to |ms = ±1〉, addressing both
nuclear spin states, can thus be accessed with four MW
frequencies. However, in this scheme, precise alignment
of the bias field is critical, as the bias field must be uni-
form across the diamond and directed so that NVs along
all four crystallographic orientations are exactly degen-
erate. Satisfying both criteria will minimize variation
of the ensemble’s Zeeman resonance frequencies, which
can otherwise limit the observed value of T ∗2 and degrade
sensitivity for Ramsey magnetometry.

To minimize bias field variation across the diamond
and optimize field alignment, the bias magnetic field
is created using two large custom-made magnet arrays
mounted on motorized actuators. This approach allows
in-situ adjustment of the field alignment while monitor-
ing dephasing in a precession time sweep. Additional
details on the design, construction, and alignment proce-
dure for the bias magnetic field are given in Supplemen-
tary Section VIII A, while Supplementary Section VIII B
gives example calculations of uniformity tolerance for the
bias magnetic field.

To minimize the influence of external magnetic fields,
the sensor is placed in a triple-layer cylindrical magnetic
shield made from 1.6-mm-thick µ-metal. The innermost
layer is 610 mm in diameter and 2134 mm long, the mid-
dle layer is 762 mm in diameter and 2286 mm long, and
the outermost layer is 914 mm in diameter and 2438 mm
long. While one end of the shield is permanently closed,
the other end is left open during testing. Earth’s field is
attenuated to values of ∼ 10 nT or less inside the shield.

D. Microwave

1. Dielectric resonator and microwave delivery

Population in the NV- ground-state Zeeman sublevels
is manipulated using MW magnetic fields at frequencies
near the zero-field splitting ∼ 2.87 GHz. Uniform ampli-
tude of this MW magnetic field, denoted B1, is desirable
so that NVs across the ensemble experience equal Bloch
vector rotations. However, with non-resonant MW deliv-
ery solutions such as a microstrip or wire loop, achiev-
ing uniform Rabi frequencies & 2π × 1 MHz over the 3
mm × 3 mm × 0.07 mm NV-doped volume can require

SiC

Coupling Loop

1

0

Normalized 
field

a) b)

DiamondDiamond

Dielectric Resonator

SiC

Coupling Loop

FIG. 3. Dielectric resonator microwave delivery. (a)
The dielectric resonator is placed against the center of the
SiC wafer. The diamond is adhered to the opposite side of
the SiC wafer along the symmetry axis of the dielectric res-
onator. A semi-rigid coaxial cable couples the MW excitation
signal into the dielectric resonator’s TE01δ mode. (b) Finite
element simulation of the normalized B1 field intensity from
the dielectric resonator. The resonator, SiC wafer, coupling
loop, and diamond are outlined with black dashed lines.

MW powers well above 10 W. However, since excitation
is needed only over a ∼ 10 MHz bandwidth near 2.87
GHz, a resonant MW structure can greatly decrease the
required mhs relative to non-resonant approaches. For
a resonator with a loaded quality factor QL, the MW
magnetic field B1 scales as

√
QL, while the full-width

half-maximum (FWHM) bandwidth scales as 1/QL.

We therefore employ a cylindrical dielectric resonator
in proximity to the diamond to generate the B1 magnetic
field, as shown in Fig. 3. When installed, the dielectric
resonator exhibits a loaded quality factor of QL ∼ 260,
resulting in an approximately 11 MHz bandwidth cen-
tered at 2.868 GHz. This solution provides Rabi fre-
quencies of ∼ 2π×10 MHz over the 3 mm × 3 mm × 0.5
mm diamond volume using a 2 W amplifier (Minicircuits
ZVE-8G+).

Additional experimental complications result if the
MW drive intended to address a given transition also
drives adjacent transitions. This unwanted cross-talk
reduces the ability to independently adjust the Bloch
vector rotation applied to different NV Zeeman sub-
levels [24]. Cross-talk is particularly relevant to this
device where the bias magnetic field B0 ≈ 2.23 gauss,
with projection 1.29 gauss on each NV axis, produces
relatively small Zeeman shifts ≈ ±3.6 MHz. The simi-
lar scale of the 15NV hyperfine splitting, approximately
3.0 MHz, makes avoiding such cross-talk even more dif-
ficult.

We find that the Fourier broadening inherent to
square-enveloped MW pulses of duration ∼ 1 µs produces
unacceptable levels of cross-talk. Therefore, Gaussian-
enveloped MW pulses, 0.6 µs FWHM in B1 field strength,
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are employed [24]. These Gaussian-enveloped MW pulses
are created by applying a Gaussian waveform from an ar-
bitrary waveform generator to the IF port of a mixer and
the MW signal to the LO port. For additional details on
the dielectric resonator and MW delivery, see Supplemen-
tary Section IX A.

E. Double-quantum magnetometry

The sensor uses the double-quantum (DQ) measure-
ment protocol [1, 3, 4, 7] which offers two performance
advantages relative to the more conventional single-
quantum (SQ) protocol. First, the DQ protocol miti-
gates strain- and temperature-induced resonance shifts
and broadening, thereby increasing the dephasing time
and allowing use of longer free-precession times τ . Sec-
ond, the DQ protocol doubles the rate of magnetic-field-
dependent phase accumulation, so that angular preces-
sion occurs at 2γe = 2×2π×2.8 MHz/gauss rather than
at γe = 2π × 2.8 MHz/gauss.

The performance benefits of the DQ protocol can be
quantitatively evaluated using Eqn. 2, where the dou-
bled phase accumulation rate is accounted for by setting
∆ms = 2 for the DQ protocol rather than ∆ms = 1
for the SQ protocol, along with each protocol’s measured
dephasing time. Typical measured dephasing times are
T ∗2,SQ ≈ 8.7 µs with the SQ protocol and T ∗2,DQ ≈ 14 µs
with the DQ protocol. As the DQ protocol exactly
doubles the phase accumulation rate, and adds approxi-
mately 50% to this diamond’s observed dephasing time,
use of the DQ protocol with the given diamond is ex-
pected to grant an approximately three-fold enhancement
in sensitivity over the SQ protocol.

F. P1 driving

In this work, double quantum (DQ) measurement
schemes are used to suppress a number of dephasing and
decoherence mechanisms [1, 7]; see Sec. II E. With the
diamond used here, the majority of residual NV- dephas-
ing and decoherence observed in DQ measurements arises
from dipolar coupling to substitutional paramagnetic ni-
trogen, also called P1 centers. When this coupling is
mitigated, the value of T ∗2 and T2 can be extended, as
first shown in Refs. [7–9].

To decouple the NV- spins from the P1 spin bath,
continuous-wave (CW) radio-frequency (RF) fields are
applied to near-resonantly drive the P1 spins during the
NV- free precession time. These RF fields causes the
P1 centers to undergo Rabi oscillations; if the P1 spin
centers are driven through at least several rotations dur-
ing the bare NV- dephasing time in a Ramsey measure-
ment, the majority of the P1-induced broadening is re-
moved. Ideally therefore the RF magnetic field intensity
BP1

1 driving the P1 centers should satisfy γeB
P1
1 � 2/T ∗2 .

Details on the functional form and scaling of the broad-

ening suppression with BP1
1 field strength are fully dis-

cussed in Ref. [7]. A similar analysis applies for Hahn
echo sequences, where several Rabi oscillations would be
required during the bare decoherence time.

For a B0 = 2.23 gauss field oriented along the 〈100〉 di-
rection, four distinct dipole-allowed P1 transitions can be
observed. These transitions can be driven using 22, 25,
135, and 139 MHz RF magnetic fields. To achieve the
necessary RF field strength over the diamond volume,
the device employs two multi-turn coils driven by res-
onant tank circuits, which address the 22 and 25 MHz
resonances and the 135 and 139 MHz resonances re-
spectively. Using these two coils, applying P1 driving
leads to an approximately 2× increase of T ∗2,DQ in dou-

ble quantum Ramsey sequences (see Sec. III D), whereas
an approximately 2.4× extension of T2,DQ is found for
double-quantum Hahn echo when adding P1 driving (see
Sec. III E). See Supplementary Section X for a discussion
of P1 resonance frequency calculation, resonant coil loop
construction, and RF delivery scheme.

G. Pulse Sequences and Noise Reduction

1. Resonant driving and phase modulation

In a typical Ramsey scheme for an NV system, the
MW frequency is tuned off-resonance so that free induc-
tion decay (FID) fringes occur as the precession time is
varied [11]. This off-resonant excitation prevents optimal
population transfer, requires higher power to compensate
for the detuning, and may result in increased off-resonant
cross-excitation between resonances. Additionally, use of
a single MW tone to excite multiple transitions, such as
those created by the NV hyperfine structure, often re-
sults in multiple FID oscillation frequencies, which may
be inconvenient.

To avoid the above non-idealities, the device here in-
stead applies resonant MW pulses to each resolved Zee-
man transition. However, no phase accumulates under
such resonant drive, and FID fringes are not observed.
To counter this problem, the final MW pulse is instead
phase-shifted from the first MW pulse by a variable
amount for each precession time τ . For single-quantum
Ramsey FID, the second MW pulse is phase-shifted by
ωmτ , producing a single-tone trace with fringe frequency
ωm under resonant drive. The fringe frequency can be
set as desired by adjusting ωm.

More generally, when applying a MW tone detuned by
∆ω from the target transition, the accumulated phase for
a single-quantum Ramsey protocol is

φm = (∆ω + ωm) τ, (3)

resulting in fringes at angular frequency ∆ω + ωm. To
optimize the MW pulse frequency and amplitude, the
MW frequencies are first tuned until the observed fringe
frequency matches ωm, and the MW amplitude is sub-
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sequently varied to maximize the observed FID fringe
amplitude.

In double-quantum Ramsey schemes [7], fringes
arise from differential phase accumulation between the
|ms = 1〉 and |ms = −1〉 states. Here, additive phases of
±ωmτ are applied to the second Ramsey pulse addressing
the |ms = ±1〉 states, and fringes at angular frequency
2ωm are observed for resonant MW drive. In a double-
quantum Hahn echo scheme, additive phases of±ωmτ are
added to the final MW pulse, also giving rise to fringes
at angular frequency 2ωm.

Finally, phase shifts can be added to ensure the magne-
tometer operates at the point of maximum fringe slope.
This flexibility is important because the applied MW
frequencies are constrained to multiples of the sequence
repetition rate (see Supplementary Material Sec. IX B),
preventing the fringe slopes from being being perfectly
maximized by tuning the MW frequencies.

We found that digital phase shifters provide supe-
rior performance to analog phase modulation, as well as
allowing convenient, precise, and instantaneous modifi-
cation of the applied phase shift parameters; see Sec-
tion IX C.

2. Noise subtraction schemes

Pulse-sequence-based noise subtraction can improve
sensitivity by removing noise correlated between succes-
sive sequences. For instance, vibration, low-frequency
laser intensity variation, or MW phase and amplitude
noise may all produce noise which varies slowly compared
to the pulse sequence repetition rate. Noise subtraction
schemes typically operate by arranging the magnetic sig-
nal to be differential and the noise to be common-mode
between consecutive sequences; subtraction of consecu-
tive sequences then retains magnetic signals while sup-
pressing noise.

Differential encoding of the magnetic signal between
consecutive sequences is achieved by varying the phase
shifts applied to the final MW pulse. For example in
single-quantum (SQ) sequences, a π phase shift inverts
the final population difference between the interferom-
etry states, thereby inverting the magnetic signal [49].
Similarly, in double-quantum (DQ) sequences, a π phase
shift on either resonance involved in the double-quantum
superposition inverts the signal, while π phase shifts on
both resonances restores the signal’s original polarity [4].
In some cases, these noise subtraction schemes can also
protect against imperfect pulse sequences, for example
removing residual single-quantum content due to imper-
fect π pulses in DQ magnetometry [11].

Figure 16 shows the phases applied for each noise sub-
traction scheme used in this work. For precession time
sweeps, each step in the sweep is repeated four times, and
a “4-state” progression of phase shifts is applied to pro-
vide maximal protection against imperfect MW pulses
(Fig. 16b). For Ramsey magnetometry, a “2-state” noise

subtraction scheme is employed as shown in Fig. 16a.
The signal is thereby encoded at higher frequency than
in a “4-state” scheme, reducing the effect of 1/f noise.
In both these schemes, any additional phases applied to
the final MW pulse (for example to observe on-resonance
fringes, see II G 1) are added to the noise subtraction
phase shifts. In Hahn echo magnetometry (Fig. 16c),
the first sequence has a π/2 phase shift applied between
the DQ pairs, and the second sequence has a −π/2 phase
shift applied; this ensures operation at maximum fringe
slope for small test fields, and no additional phase shifts
are required. For all schemes, identical phase shifts are
applied for each nuclear spin state of a given electron spin
transition.

Depending on the dominant noise source, the pulse-
sequence-based noise subtraction can increase the device
noise floor. Typically this noise subtraction increases the
noise floor by . 50%, but this effect is not fully under-
stood. It is likely that the increase is related to MW
noise, as the pulse-sequence-based noise subtraction in-
creases the noise floor by . 1% when all MWs are turned
off.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Experimental Overview

Light from a 532 nm, 12 W laser is on/off-modulated
by an acousto-optic modulator (AOM) and delivered
through a photonic crystal fiber to the sensor head. Upon
exiting the fiber, the light passes through a polarizer and
a focusing lens. The focused light enters a faceted corner
of the diamond in a light-trapping diamond-waveguide
configuration. The resulting NV fluorescence is collected
by a borosilicate total internal reflection (TIR) lens at-
tached to a hexagonal borosilicate light pipe; upon exit-
ing the light pipe, the light passes through a colored glass
filter to a large area photodiode. In order to provide a
reference signal for laser noise cancellation, the 532 nm
light is sampled prior to entering the diamond, with the
sampled light directed to a thin Teflon sheet acting as a
diffuser in front of another large area photodiode. Pho-
tocurrent from each photodiode is integrated on a capaci-
tor, and an instrumentation amplifier differences and am-
plifies the resulting voltages. Finally, the amplified dif-
ference voltage is digitized for subsequent software-based
processing. See SM Section VII F for additional details
on the balanced photodetection hardware.

While the I = 1
2 nuclear spin of 15NV results in 16 dif-

ferent dipole-allowed electronic-ground-state Zeeman res-
onances, judicious orientation of the bias magnetic field
along the diamond’s [100] direction results in only four
resolved resonances. Each of the four resonances is ad-
dressed using a separate signal generator synthesizing a
single MW tone. The four tones are individually digi-
tally phase modulated and then combined. The resulting
combined signal is mixed with a Gaussian pulse to cre-
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ate Gaussian-enveloped pulse waveforms, which are then
amplified and directed to a wire loop at the end of a semi-
rigid nonmagnetic coaxial cable. The MW field from the
wire loop is coupled into a cylindrical dielectric resonator,
with resonant frequency centered at ≈ 2.865 GHz, lo-
cated near the diamond.

In order to perform spin bath (P1) driving, three sig-
nal generators create RF signals at frequencies of 23, 135,
and 139 MHz. The 135 and 139 MHz signals are com-
bined, amplified, and coupled into a resonant coil with
resonance near 137 MHz. The 23 MHz signal is also am-
plified and sent to a similar coil resonant near 23 MHz.
Both resonant coils are proximate to the diamond.

An arbitrary waveform generator controls the timing
of trigger and gating pulses for the 532 nm light, the mi-
crowaves, the P1 driving, the balanced photodetection
circuit, the digitizer, and the digital phase shifters. For
additional discussion of each major component of the sen-
sor, see Section II.

B. Pulse Sequences

Figure 4 shows selected pulse sequences used in this
work. Each sequence begins with a 532-nm laser ini-
tialization pulse of duration tI . The middle of each se-
quence consists of periods of free precession and inter-
spersed MW pulses. Each sequence ends by reading out
the NV- fluorescence; a light pulse of duration tR is ap-
plied to the diamond, during which the photocurrent is
integrated by the balancing circuit and subsequently dig-
itized (see Sec. II B 3).

The pulsed optically detected magnetic resonance
(ODMR) sequence is used to measure NV- magnetic res-
onance spectra [50]. Between initialization and readout,
a 100 µs Gaussian flat-top SQ microwave pulse trans-
fers population from the |ms = 0〉 state to one of the
|ms = ±1〉 states, allowing the magnetic resonances to be
observed. Ramsey and the related free induction decay
(FID) pulse sequences are used for broadband magne-
tometry and measurement of the dephasing envelope, re-
spectively. In a Ramsey sequence, two Gaussian-shaped
DQ π pulses, with full width half maximum (FWHM)
lengths of 0.6 µs, define the start and end of the 40 µs
precession. In order to avoid possible AC Zeeman shifts,
the P1 drive was not applied during MW pulses during
Ramsey magnetometry. The P1 driving is applied for 35
µs during the precession time.

The FID sequence is similar to the Ramsey sequence,
but modified to measure T ∗2 dephasing. Although the
total length of the sequence remains fixed at 91 µs, the
first MW pulse is variable-delayed while the second MW
pulse remains fixed. The P1 driving is also applied for all
times between initialization and readout, which is slightly
different from the Ramsey case where the driving does
not overlap with the MW pulses. Equivalent Ramsey and
FID measurements can also be performed in the single
quantum basis.

Ramsey (91 µs total)

Measurement Contrast

Green
532 nm

MWs

Digitizer

S1 S2 S3 S4

35 µs
Init.

10
µs

Read.

0.6 µs
πSQ

0.4 µs0.4 µs0.4 µs0.4 µs

Green
532 nm

MWs

P1 RF
(Optional)

Digitizer

35 µs
Initialization

10 µs
Readout

40 µs

0.4 µs

0.6 µs
πDQ

0.6 µs
πDQ

Hahn Echo (156 µs total) 

39 µs

100 µs
10 µs

Green
532 nm

MWs

Digitizer 0.4 µs

0.6 µs
πDQ

0.6 µs
πDQ

(1.2 µs)2πDQ

Initialization Readout

Pulsed ODMR (143.6 µs total)

30 µs
Green

532 nm

MWs

Digitizer 0.4 µs

Initialization Readout

100 µs

µs
4

100 µs

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 4. Selected pulse sequences used in this work.
(a-d) For all sequences, 532-nm laser light is applied for the
time shown to initialize NVs. This is followed by a period of
MW manipulation and/or free precession of the NV states.
Finally, laser light is again applied to read out the ensemble,
and once the light has been extinguished, the digitizer is trig-
gered to sample the voltage accumulated on the integrating
balanced photodetector. Additional details about the MW
manipulation applied in each sequence are given in the text.
(b) Optionally, P1 driving can be applied during the preces-
sion period to extend the dephasing time. (b-c) For pulse
optimization and diagnostics, precession time sweeps can also
be performed by fixing the timing of the final MW pulse and
varying the timing(s) of the initial pulse(s). (d) To diagnose
the initialization efficiency and measurement contrast, a series
of four pulse sequences may be performed, with MW manip-
ulation applied only during the final pulse sequence.

The Hahn echo sequence builds on the Ramsey se-
quence with a few changes. First, a 1.2 µs FWHM Gaus-
sian DQ echo pulse is applied at the midpoint of the free
precession time to refocus dephasing. Second, the ini-
tialization time is increased to tI = 39 µs. Third, the
free precession time is increased to τ = 100 µs. Similar
to the FID sequence, we fix the total length of the se-
quence at 156 µs and measure the T2 decoherence time
by variable-delaying the first and second MW pulse while
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FIG. 5. Pulsed optically detected magnetic resonance
of the NV- Zeeman resonances. The four large features
arise from 15NV while the six smaller features arise from un-
wanted 14NV in the diamond. Lorentzian fits to the data
reveal FWHM linewidths of 34 to 46 kHz. This data was
collected with 1 second of averaging time.

the third is fixed, such that the precession time is varied
while maintaining equal spacing between successive MW
pulses. If used, the P1 driving is applied for all times
between initialization and readout. Optimization of MW
pulse frequencies and powers is discussed in Sec. IX B.

The measurement contrast sequence is used to deter-
mine initialization fidelity and measurement contrast C
as a function of initialization and readout laser pulse du-
ration. By observing the change in signal for three ad-
jacent sequences without any MW pulses, the initializa-
tion fidelity can be determined. A final, fourth sequence
transfers the now well-initialized population to one of
the |ms = ±1〉 states using a single MW pulse, allow-
ing the measurement contrast to be determined; see SM
Section XI A.

C. Pulsed ODMR

Accurate measurement of the NV- magnetic resonance
spectrum allows for Zeeman resonance identification,
bias magnetic field alignment, and general diagnostics.
However, as the diamond used here exhibits transition
linewidths down to 34 kHz, CW-ODMR methods are
unsuitable [1, 50]. Observing such narrow linewidths
with CW-ODMR requires not only MW Rabi frequen-
cies below the transition linewidth but also reduced op-
tical pumping rates, which greatly increase measurement
duration [50]. Alternatively, magnetic resonance spec-
tra can be obtained by the method of Dréau et al. [50],
termed pulsed ODMR [1]. In this approach, optical
excitation and MWs are applied at separate times to
the diamond, and the fluorescence is recorded as the
MW frequency is varied; see Fig. 4a. Because the opti-
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FIG. 6. Extension of T ∗
2 dephasing time. Free induction

decay fringes are acquired for a total time of 1 second each
using the single quantum protocol (�), the double quantum
protocol (N), and the double quantum protocol with P1 driv-
ing (•). Lines show fits to Eqn. 4, yielding T ∗

2,SQ = 8.7(1)
µs, T ∗

2,DQ = 14.0(1) µs, and T ∗
2,DQ+P1 = 28.6(2) µs when the

stretched exponential parameter is fixed at p = 1. The DQ
scheme results in an improved dephasing time over the SQ
scheme, especially with P1 driving applied. Note the doubled
fringe frequency of the two DQ measurements relative to the
SQ measurement, depicting the doubled response to magnetic
fields as discussed in Section II E. Normalized contrast (left
scale) is given as the fluorescence signal at precession time τ
divided by the expected signal at time τ = 0 based on the
exponential decay fit. The right scale shows the fluorescence
signal in native units for the DQ with P1 driving case.

cal excitation and MWs are temporally offset, optically-
induced power broadening of the Zeeman resonances is
avoided [50].

Magnetic resonance data collected via pulsed ODMR
are shown in Figure 5. Because pulsed ODMR is used for
diagnostic rather than magnetometetry purposes, avoid-
ing broadening of spectral lines is paramount, while mea-
surement contrast is a secondary concern. Thus, the cho-
sen pulsed ODMR scheme applies a weak 100 µs MW
pulse, much longer than T ∗2 , to avoid Fourier broaden-
ing the resonance. With optimal alignment of the bias
magnetic field, we observe FWHM linewidths varying be-
tween 34 and 46 kHz. If Lorentzian lineshapes are as-
sumed, these linewidths correspond to T ∗2,SQ values of
6.4 to 9.4 µs, consistent with measurements using Ram-
sey interferometry; see next section.

D. T ∗
2 Extension

As discussed in Refs. [1, 7], combining a double-
quantum (DQ) measurement scheme with P1 driving
can substantially increase the ensemble dephasing time
T ∗2 . Figure 6 shows free induction decay (FID) fringes
measured for variable time τ using the single quantum
(SQ) protocol, the DQ protocol, and the DQ proto-
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col with P1 driving. Measurements with the SQ pro-
tocol use the |ms = 0〉 ↔ |ms = −1〉 transition, and
drive the two lower-frequency Zeeman resonances shown
in Figure 5 associated with the two 15NV nuclear spin
states. Measurements with the DQ protocol use both the
|ms = 0〉 ↔ |ms = −1〉 and |ms = 0〉 ↔ |ms = +1〉 tran-
sitions, and thus drive all four 15NV Zeeman resonances
shown in the same figure. All four transitions are ad-
dressed on-resonance, and the final MW pulse is digitally
phase modulated at 200 kHz (SQ) or 400 kHz (DQ) to
create FID fringes; see Section II G 1. To mitigate noise,
measurements use the 2-state (SQ) or 4-state (DQ) noise
subtraction methods described in Section II G 2.

For all three schemes, FID data are mean-subtracted
and fit to a decaying sinusoid y(τ) of the form

y(τ) = Ae−(τ/T∗
2 )p sin[2πfτ + φ], (4)

where f denotes the fringe frequency, φ is a phase, p is
the stretched exponential parameter, and A is the am-
plitude [7]. For comparison among the three schemes, p
is fixed at one so that the T ∗2 fit value alone character-
izes the temporal dephasing. With p = 1, the fits yield
T ∗2,SQ = 8.7(1) µs for the SQ basis, T ∗2,DQ = 14.0(1) µs

for the DQ basis, and T ∗2,DQ+P1 = 28.6(2) µs for the
DQ basis with P1 driving. The expected improvement in
sensitivity can be determined using Eqn. 2 under the as-
sumption p = 1, and finds that employing the DQ scheme
instead of the SQ scheme is expected to improve sensitiv-
ity by 3.1×. The addition of P1 driving to the DQ scheme
is then expected to increase the sensitivity improvement
to 5.8× relative to the SQ scheme. See Supplemental Sec-
tion X D for fit parameters when p is allowed to vary and
calculations for this section, and Ref. [7] for the causes
of p 6= 1.

E. T2 Extension

P1 driving is also effective to extend Hahn echo T2

coherence times. T2 coherence time measurements are
measured similarly to T ∗2 , but with an added echo MW
pulse applied halfway through the precession. As shown
in Fig. 4, this echo pulse has twice the length of the first
and final pulses (see and refocuses dephasing. Figure 7
shows Hahn echo interference fringes measured in the DQ
basis with and without P1 driving. Fitting the fringe
data to Eqn. 4 in the manner described in the previous
section yields T2,DQ = 136(3) µs without P1 driving, and
T2,DQ+P1 = 324(16) µs with P1 driving. The addition of
P1 driving to the DQ Hahn echo scheme is expected to
enhance sensitivity by 1.8×, as detailed in Supplemen-
tary Section X D.

In practice, additional technical noise sources and
other limitations present during P1 driving can prevent
the expected sensitivity gain from being realized. In
Hahn echo magnetometry (but not in Ramsey magne-
tometry), these noise sources could not be sufficiently
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FIG. 7. Extension of Hahn echo T2 decoherence time.
Interference fringes are measured for a total of 1 second each
using the double quantum Hahn echo protocol without (N)
and with (•) P1 driving. Lines show fits to Eq. 4, yield-
ing T2,DQ = 140(2) µs without P1 driving and T2,DQ+P1 =
324(16) µs with P1 driving, both with p = 1. As with the
FID data in Fig. 6, the normalized contrast (left scale) is
given as the fluorescence signal at precession time τ divided
by the expected signal at time τ = 0 based on the exponen-
tial decay fit. The right scale shows the fluorescence signal in
native units for the case with P1 driving.

mitigated in the experiments here, and P1 driving is not
used in the Hahn echo magnetometry results presented.
These noise sources and mitigations are further discussed
in the next section.

IV. MAGNETOMETRY DEMONSTRATION

The magnetometer is tested in two configurations. In
the first configuration, the device uses a double-quantum
Ramsey sequence and is sensitive to broadband magnetic
fields at frequencies down to DC. In the second config-
uration, the device uses a double-quantum Hahn echo
sequence and is sensitive to AC magnetic fields around
a narrow, pre-selected frequency dependent on the MW
pulse spacing.

In both configurations, the magnetometer response is
measured by applying a small, calibrated test magnetic
field parallel to the device bias field. This test magnetic
field is created by applying a known voltage from a func-
tion generator to a multi-turn coil in series with a known
resistance. Determining the applied test field requires
calculating or measuring the proportionality constant κ
between the test field amplitude and the function genera-
tor voltage output. The value of κ is determined in three
different ways as described in Supplemental Section XI B:
calculating the field using the known geometry and cur-
rent, measuring the field with a commercial magnetome-
ter, and, finally, calibrating the field using the fixed NV
gyromagnetic ratio.

The final method determines the field and associated
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FIG. 8. Ramsey magnetometry sensitivity spectra. (a)
Sensitivity spectrum for double-quantum Ramsey protocol
with 40-µs precession time and with P1 driving. No noise
subtraction is applied. The device achieves a minimum sen-
sitivity of 460 fT·s1/2. Device noise is increased by less than
20% above this value for approximately half the 5.5 kHz mea-
surement bandwidth. (b) Sensitivity spectrum for double-
quantum Ramsey protocol with 40-µs precession time, P1
driving applied, and two-state noise subtraction. The de-
vice achieves a minimum sensitivity of 640 fT·s1/2. Device
noise is increased by less than twenty percent for 65% of the
2750 Hz measurement bandwidth. For both panels, the raw
sensitivity data (·) and 100-point median-filtered data (—) are
calculated by rms averaging ten 1-s long acquisitions. Addi-
tional details on the sequence, the P1 driving, and the noise
subtraction are given in the main text. To match conventions
for sensitivity, data are shown as the positive-frequency half
of a double-sided spectrum. See SM Sec. XI B and XII for
additional information on sensitivity measurement.

voltage required to shift the Ramsey or Hahn echo in-
terferometry fringes by one period. As the field value
producing 2π phase accumulation depends only on fun-
damental constants and the known precession time, this
method is expected to be the most accurate. Using a
Ramsey magnetometry sequence, we find κ = 201 nT/V
for a DC test field, while the Hahn echo procedure yields
κ = 198 nT/V for a 6.4 kHz test field, a difference of only
1.4%; see Section IV B.

A. Ramsey magnetometry

In this work, a single double-quantum Ramsey se-
quence consists of a tI = 35 µs optical initialization,
a τ = 40 µs free-precession time, a tR = 10 µs opti-
cal readout, and tD = 6 µs of dead time. Initialization
and readout times are chosen to approximately maximize
readout fidelity; see SM Section XI A. While the value of
T ∗2,DQ+P1 reported in Section III D suggests an optimum
free-precession time τ ∼ 24 µs, somewhat longer preces-
sion times are found to produce lower noise floors and
improve sensitivity; thus τ = 40 µs is employed instead.

Ramsey measurements are performed at repetition
rate fRam

rep = 11 kHz. Resulting magnetometer data
are recorded in 1-second-long segments, which are then
Fourier transformed with rectangular windowing to pro-
duce an amplitude spectral density with 1-Hz wide fre-
quency bins. A test field of known size is applied at
10 Hz, allowing the voltage amplitude spectral density
to be converted into magnetic field units. P1 driving is
applied for 35 µs during the precession and is not on
during the Gaussian pulses. This duration of P1 driving
allows nearly all of the T ∗2 extension to be retained while
eliminating the excess noise observed when P1 driving is
active during readout and digitization.

When operated without any noise subtraction schemes,
the device achieves a minimum sensitivity of 460 fT· s1/2

within its 5.5 kHz measurement bandwidth, as shown in
Fig. 8a and further detailed in SM Sec. XII. However,
without any noise subtraction schemes, the device ex-
hibits distinct low-frequency noise below ∼ 2 kHz. As
shown in Fig. 8b, applying 2-state noise subtraction mit-
igates some of this low-frequency noise but at a cost
in bandwidth and minimum sensitivity, now reduced to
frep/4 = 2.75 kHz and increased to 640 fT·s1/2 respec-
tively. The mechanism responsible for this noise increase
is not fully understood, but with no MWs applied the
noise is approximately the same, e.g. to within ∼ 1%,
with and without the 2-state subtraction. This latter
observation suggests the responsible mechanism is likely
related to MW noise rather than laser noise alone.

Operating the device using a DQ protocol with 4-
state noise subtraction, as described in Sec. II G 2, rejects
residual SQ signal content from imperfect state trans-
fer [11, 51] and therefore produces the most accurate
measurement of T ∗2,DQ. However, this 4-state noise sub-
traction is not used for magnetometry, as bandwidth is
further reduced to frep/8 = 1.375 kHz, and the noise floor
increases further relative to 2-state noise subtraction.

To check the observed sensitivity is consistent with
that expected from the measured contrast and photon
shot noise, we calculate the shot-noise-limited sensitivity

and find ηens,sho
Ram = 260 fT·s1/2; see SM Sect. IV A. With

the MW pulses off, the observed noise is approximately
5% above shot noise on the fluorescence photocurrent;
see SM Sect. XIII A. Turning MW pulses on increases the
noise to ∼ 60% over shot noise in the 2 kHz to 5.5 kHz
band. This analysis therefore suggests the device should
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FIG. 9. Hahn echo magnetometry sensitivity spec-
trum. Sensitivity spectrum for double-quantum Hahn echo
protocol with 100 µs total precession time, shown as raw val-
ues (·) and with a 100-point-median-filter applied (—). The

device achieves a sensitivity noise floor ≈ 210 fT·s1/2; device
noise is increased by less than twenty percent for 80% of the
1.6 kHz measurement bandwidth. No P1 driving is applied.
As in Fig. 8, the data are calculated by rms averaging ten
1-s long acquisitions. Additional details on the sequence and
the noise subtraction are given in the main text. To match
conventions, data are shown as the positive-frequency half of
a double-sided spectrum. See SM Sec. XII C for additional
details on sensitivity determination.

be capable of exhibiting a sensitivity near 420 fT·s1/2 for
frequencies above 2 kHz, in agreement with the minimum
wideband sensitivity depicted in Figure 8a.

B. Hahn echo magnetometry

A single double-quantum Hahn echo (HE) sequence
consists of a tI = 39 µs optical initialization, a τ = 100 µs
precession time, a tR = 10 µs optical readout, and
tD = 7 µs of dead time. Individual Hahn echo sequences
are run at repetition rate fHE

rep = 6.4 kHz. The resulting
data is again continuously recorded in 1-second lengths
and Fourier transformed and filtered as described in Sec-
tion IV A. The magnetometer is expected to exhibit max-
imal response to fields with frequency equal to fHE

rep and a
phase such that the field zero coincides with the midpoint
of the refocusing pulse.

To mitigate low frequency noise in the Hahn-echo-
based magnetometer, two-state noise subtraction is used;
see Section II G 2. The first state consists of a sequence
where the final pulse has a π/2 phase difference applied
(symmetrically) between the upper and lower transition
frequencies (including both hyperfine components), while
the second state instead has a −π/2 phase difference ap-
plied. See SM Fig. 16 for a graphical depiction of the
phases applied in Hahn echo magnetometry. This scheme
produces maximum slope at zero applied test field, with
the second state’s response inverted relative to the first,

so that signal from the two states can be subtracted to
reject noise and preserve magnetometer response.

Magnetometer sensitivity using Hahn echo sequences is
measured as follows. A square wave test magnetic field
with frequency fHE

rep is applied, and the field’s phase is
adjusted so the zero-crossing occurs halfway through the
precession time. Magnetometer data is recorded as the
test field’s magnitude is randomized over a range of val-
ues, giving the drive response in native signal units per
tesla. Magnetometer data is concomitantly recorded with
no test field applied, and Fourier transformed, yielding
an amplitude spectral density in native signal units times
root seconds. Combining these two measurements yields
a sensitivity spectrum, with units of T·s1/2, as shown in
Figure 9 and detailed in SM Sec. XII C. The measurement
shows a minimum sensitivity ≈ 210 fT·s1/2 to amplitude
modulation of a 6.4 kHz AC field, as shown in Fig. 9.
This value is consistent with the calculated photon-shot-

noise-limited sensitivity of ηens,sho
HE = 90 fT·s1/2; see SM

Sec. XIII C.
As discussed in Section III E, P1 driving is not applied

for Hahn echo magnetometry since the gain in sensitivity
from a longer decoherence time is offset by an increase
in electronic noise associated with P1 driving. Similar to
the Ramsey case, application of 4-state scheme is there-
fore only used to determine T2,DQ.

V. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

This paper represents a concerted effort to implement
the approaches suggested in Ref. [1] to improve sensitiv-
ity of ensemble-based NV magnetometers. As in Ref. [1],
methods to increase dephasing time are a central focus.
With longer dephasing times, phase accrual for a given
measurement is increased, which translates to better
magnetometer sensitivity. Beyond using a custom-grown
diamond with favorable strain and dipolar broadening
properties targeted to this application, the T ∗2 dephasing
time is further augmented by double quantum protocols
and P1 driving [7]. As a result, the device exhibits the
best sensitivity reported to date for an NV magnetometer
without a flux concentrator, in both broadband and nar-
rowband magnetometry modes. However, construction
and operation of an NV-diamond magnetometer in this
new regime of dephasing time and sensitivity produces
unanticipated challenges, discussed below.

A. Obstacles encountered

Major technical obstacles encountered in this work are
summarized below. Additional detail on these technical
obstacles is provided in SM Sec. XIII D.

The need for an extremely low noise MW signal chain
constitutes a major challenge of this work, requiring care-
ful selection of components, measurement of the MW
noise achieved, and iteration of the signal chain design.
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Despite this effort, MW noise is still believed to limit
device performance.

To minimize noise, as well as thermally-induced drift
in MW resonance frequencies, the alignment of the laser
light into the fiber and subsequently into the diamond
requires careful control. The laser power reaching the
diamond is monitored during device optimization and
magnetometry, and alignment of laser light into the fiber
optic cable is adjusted whenever the power falls by & 1%.

The high RF power applied during P1 driving repre-
sents another sizable heat load on the diamond, resulting
in significant equilibration times despite a high thermal
conductivity path from the P1 coils out of the sensor
head.

The P1 driving also produces electromagnetic inter-
ference (EMI) that required mitigation and limited the
power applied. For example, the P1 driving duration
could not be extended to the final π pulse in DQ Ram-
sey without increasing device noise; this effect was traced
to coupling into the photodiode balancing circuit of RF
EMI present during coil ring-down.

Despite using noise subtraction schemes, the device re-
mains sensitive to certain sources of low-frequency non-
magnetic noise. The factors limiting performance of these
noise subtraction schemes require further investigation to
determine whether noise rejection can be improved.

Finally, future applications could introduce additional
complexities for magnetometers of this design. Com-
pared to other NV ensemble magnetometers, the reliance
here on relatively long dephasing times for Ramsey mag-
netometry results in increased sensitivity to DC magnetic
field gradients. In addition, by applying B0 exactly nor-
mal to the diamond’s {100} front facet, the existing de-
vice reduces the number of non-degenerate Zeeman tran-
sitions from sixteen in the arbitrary case to four. While
these features are useful in a static laboratory device,
they require careful tuning of the applied bias field; modi-
fication to the scheme will be needed for a portable device
subject to a dynamically-oriented Earth magnetic field.
One solution might null out Earth’s field using coils, but
the current sources driving the coils could create excess
noise. Alternatively a larger bias magnetic field could
be applied along a different axis to resolve all sixteen
transitions, which could be interrogated sequentially or
simultaneously [10], but the MW control scheme would
be considerably more complex. In both cases, calcula-
tions suggest best Ramsey magnetometry performance is
only possible with field gradients� 200 nT over the NV-

sensing volume; see SM Section VIII B.

B. Prospects for improvement

Several approaches may improve future device sensi-
tivity. For example, by focusing incoming magnetic field
lines using flux concentrators [15, 52, 53] other NV mag-
netometers exhibit device response beyond that set by
the electron gyromagnetic ratio. However, such devices

face limitations. For example, the geometry-dependent
flux focusing prevents device response from being tied
to fundamental constants. And more critically, the con-
centrated field lines of the flux concentrator are often
accompanied by large field gradients, which are likely to
hinder use of long intrinsic dephasing times.

Better readout fidelity would also improve sensitiv-
ity. For example, ancilla-assisted repetitive readout has
demonstrated readout fidelity approaching one for sin-
gle NVs [54–56] and has recently been implemented with
NV ensembles [57]. However, this readout method re-
quires high bias magnetic fields, and the associated larger
gradient may also make leveraging long dephasing times
difficult. Cavity-enhanced MW-only readout methods
[16, 58] may offer another avenue to improve readout fi-
delity.

Another worthwhile avenue might focus on bettering
the diamond material. As the diamond used in this work
is not irradiated, it is likely its brightness could be im-
proved. The diamond here offers a measurement contrast
C = 0.0334 whereas values as high as 0.06 [59] have been
achieved.

C. Extension to other sensing protocols

Advances described in this work extend beyond Ram-
sey and Hahn echo magnetometry. For example, this ap-
paratus has simultaneously demonstrated dramatically
improved sensitivity for Rabi magnetometry [60] relative
to existing work. The device is compatible with more
complex pulse sequences, such as CPMG [49, 61, 62],
XY [63, 64] and others [19, 65, 66]. Both CPMG-
and XY-based pulse sequences were briefly attempted
but produced sensitivities inferior to Hahn echo, despite
leveraging longer coherence times. The cause of the re-
duced performance was not fully investigated, but we
presume that MW noise was a primary contributor. To
access a far greater range of magnetic field frequencies,
work is currently underway to implement the recently-
developed quantum frequency mixing technique [67].
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL FOR “SENSITIVE
AC AND DC MAGNETOMETRY WITH

NITROGEN-VACANCY CENTER ENSEMBLES
IN DIAMOND”

VII. OPTICAL AND MECHANICAL DESIGN

A. Laser, acoustic optical modulator, fiber
coupling, and light delivery to diamond

As discussed in the main text, Ramsey and Hahn echo
sequences rely on pulsed optical excitation to both ini-
tialize and read out the NV- quantum states. The re-
quired pulsed light is created by gating the output of a
continuous-wave laser with an acousto-optic modulator
(AOM). The pulsed light is then delivered to the dia-
mond through an optical fiber. The beam path of the
continuous-wave laser through the AOM and into the
fiber is shown in Figure 11.

In more detail, 12 W of 532 nm green laser light
is generated (Lighthouse Photonics Sprout H) and fo-
cused into an AOM with a 400-mm-focal-length achro-
matic lens (Thorlabs AC254-400-A). The AOM (Gooch
& Housego 3250-220) is selected for its high diffraction
efficiency (up to ≈ 93%) depending on focusing, fast rise
time (down to ∼ 10 ns depending on focusing), and abil-
ity to handle high optical powers without damage (as the
AOM crystal is quartz rather than tellurium dioxide).
The AOM is bolted into a hollowed aluminum block af-
fixed to a large passive heat sink to prevent the applied
RF power from thermally damaging the AOM. Even with
this heat sinking, duty cycles are limited to . 70% to
avoid thermal damage. The hollowed aluminum block,
AOM, and heatsink are mounted on a five-axis align-
ment stage (Newport 9081), which allows adjustment of
the AOM position and angle relative to the incoming
laser light. This adjustment allows the AOM diffraction
efficiency, and therefore the amount of light delivered to
the optical fiber, to be maximized. We typically realize
a diffraction efficiency of 87% to 90% with the 400-mm-
focal-length lens.

The electronics chain driving the RF input of the AOM
is shown in Figure 12. A signal generator (Agilent 5182B)
synthesizes the initial 250 MHz RF signal. This RF sig-
nal is then gated by two switches in series (Mini-Circuits
ZASWA-2-50-DR+), sampled by a 20 dB directional cou-
pler for diagnostics (Olektron 0-D3-20U), attenuated by
10 dB, amplified (Mini-Circuits ZHL-03-5W+), and iso-
lated before driving the AOM itself.

The AOM’s first-order diffracted beam is focused by
a 75 mm best form lens (Thorlabs LBF254-075-A) into
a single-mode, polarization-maintaining photonic-crystal
fiber (NKT Photonics LMA-PM-15), mounted on a five-
axis fiber alignment stage (Newport 561D-XYZ with
Newport 561-TILT). Two mirrors prior to the 75 mm
lens allow beam walking, which may be adjusted by stick-
slip piezo actuators (Newport 8302). After the initial
fiber alignment is set up, thereafter only the two mir-

ror mounts are adjusted rather than the five-axis fiber
alignment stage.

During experiment sequences, the AOM gating is di-
rectly controlled by a digital channel on the arbitrary
waveform generator (Tektronix 5014C). However, the
arbitary waveform generator cannot output waveforms
while a new sequence is being loaded into memory (e.g.,
in order to switch from precession time sweep mode to
magnetometry mode). Therefore, during sequence load-
ing, a computer-controlled switch (RLC Electronics SR-
2-MIN-H-TL) temporarily reroutes the signal from a sep-
arate waveform generator (Keysight 33600A) to gate the
AOM as shown in Figure 12. This waveform generator
outputs a square wave with the same AOM gate duty cy-
cle used in the experiment sequences. As a result, while
a sequence is loaded into memory, the time-averaged RF
power applied to the AOM and time-averaged the optical
power applied to the diamond remain unchanged. As the
AOM, fiber, and diamond exhibit thermal hystersis and
lengthy response times to changing thermal loads, use
of the substitute AOM gate signal improves the sensor’s
stability and avoids effects from thermal transients after
changing sequences.

The photonic crystal fiber delivers the pulsed opti-
cal excitation light to the sensor head inside the mag-
netic shields (see Section II C). At the sensor head an
f = 50 mm lens (Thorlabs AC254-050-A) collimates the
light exiting the photonic crystal fiber. The light then
passes through a polarizing beam splitter oriented to
transmit only vertical polarization, thereby transforming
polarization noise into intensity noise. Converting polar-
ization noise into intensity noise is prudent; while both
noise sources induce changes in diamond fluorescence,
the balancing circuit corrects for fluorescence variation
from intensity noise but does not correct for fluorescence
variation from polarization noise. After the polarizing
beam splitter, the light is focused into the diamond by
an f = 200 mm lens (Thorlabs LBF254-200-A). The ex-
citation light is spatially aligned into the diamond using
tilt-tilt controls on two non-magnetic mirror mounts (Ra-
diant Dyes MDI-3-3025 non-magnetic), one controlling
the photonic crystal fiber output and the other control-
ling a mirror after the f = 200 mm focusing lens. The
intensity of the excitation light inside the diamond may
be varied by translating this f = 200 mm lens along the
beam path.

Immediately prior to entering the diamond, the pulsed
optical excitation light is sampled; the reflection off the
front facet of a beam sampler (Thorlabs BSF10-A) is
sent to the reference photodiode (see Figure 10) while
the reflection off the beam sampler’s back facet is picked
off with a D-shaped mirror (Thorlabs PFD05-03-P01)
and monitored on a diagnostic photodiode. The diag-
nostic photodiode allows continuous monitoring of the
light delivered to the sensor head and therefore of the
coupling efficiency through the photonic crystal fiber. If
the diagnostic photodiode signal drops below a certain
threshold, the coupling into the photonic crystal fiber is
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FIG. 10. Sensor head diagram. Part numbers are omitted for clarity but can be found in the main text.
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TABLE II. Partial list of symbols

Name Symbol Approx. value Units
Gyromagnetic ratio ge ≈ 2 unitless
Bohr magneton µB 9.274× 10−24 J/T
Vacuum permeability µ0 1.257× 10−16 H/m
Gyromagnetic ratio γe ≈ 2π × 28× 109 rad·s-1T-1

Static magnetic field B0 2.23 gauss
Signal integration capacitor Csig 6.6× 10−9 Farads
Reference integration capacitor Cref 114× 10−9 Farads
Average signal photocurrent Īsig 4.8× 10−3 Amperes
Average reference photocurrent Īref 82.9× 10−3 Amperes
Read noise (rms) of digitizer σdig 0.023× 10−3 Volts
Initialization time tI 35× 10−6 (Ramsey) s

39× 10−6 (Hahn echo) s
Free precession time τ 40× 10−6 (Ramsey) s

100× 10−6 (Hahn echo) s
Readout time tR 10−5 (Ramsey) s

10−5 (Hahn echo) s
Additional dead time tD 6× 10−6 (Ramsey) s

7× 10−6 (Hahn echo) s
Overhead time tO 5.1× 10−5 (Ramsey) s

5.6× 10−5 (Hahn echo) s
Total sequence time τ + tO 9.1× 10−5 (Ramsey) s

1.56× 10−4 (Hahn echo) s
Sequence rep. rate fRam

rep 1.1× 104 Hz
fHE
rep 6.4× 103 Hz

Relative initialization efficiency κI 0.98 unitless

FIG. 11. Laser source optics. Laser light is sent through an AOM, after which the first-order diffracted beam is aligned into
a photonic-crystal fiber. The photonic-crystal fiber delivers light to the sensor head. For safety and to reduce the influence
of air currents, these optics are enclosed during normal operation. Fiber alignment is remotely adjusted using two piezo-slip-
stick-actuated mirrors.
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re-optimized using remote control of the two alignment
mirrors prior to the photonic crystal fiber (see Figure 11).
Ensuring maximal coupling efficiency into the photonic
crystal fiber mitigates multiple difficulties; not only does
the light then exert a consistent thermal load on the sen-
sor head, but alignment-related intensity noise on the
pulsed optical excitation is also minimized.

B. Additional diamond details

The diamond crystal is a 3 × 3 × 0.62 mm3 chip with
〈110〉 sides and a {100} front facet. To enable the light-
trapping diamond waveguide technique [12], a 250 µm
wide notch is faceted on an edge at 45 degrees relative to
the adjacent sides as shown in Fig. 13. The diamond is
not irradiated; consequently, the N-to-NVtot conversion
efficiency is low, and estimated to be ∼10−2. With low-
power 532 nm excitation, we estimate [NV-]/[NVT]∼ 2

3
using the setup and method outlined in Ref. [68].

C. Choice of adhesive for diamond mounting

The type of adhesive adhering the diamond to the SiC
heatsink was found, under some conditions, to deleteri-
ously affect the linewidth of the magnetic resonances. We
speculate that the broadening observed with several ad-
hesives occurs because the differential coefficients of ther-
mal expansion among the diamond, SiC, and adhesive
produce substantial stress on the diamond upon heating
with the initialization/readout laser. In addition, expan-
sion or contraction of the adhesive during curing may pro-
duce stresses even in the absence of temperature changes.
Regardless of the precise mechanism producing stress, we
hypothesized that an adhesive with a low Young’s mod-
ulus would be least likely to induce broadening. In ad-
dition, the ideal adhesive should withstand temperatures
up to about 100◦C, be transparent to visible light, ex-
hibit high thermal conductivity and low dielectric loss
(to not absorb microwaves applied by the dielectric res-
onator), and be removable without extraordinary effort
(e.g., removal via sonication in acetone is preferable to
removal requiring immersion in heated sulfuric acid).

To evaluate the strain imparted by the adhesive, reso-
nance linewidths were first measured with the diamond
adhered to the SiC wafer with double-sided tape and in-
terrogated with pulsed ODMR [50]; this approach pro-
duced consistent, narrow linewidths which are assumed
to not be broadened. These linewidths were then com-
pared to the linewidths achieved with adhesive mounting
to the SiC wafer. Several adhesives were tested; adhe-
sives which resulted in notable (& 20 kHz) line broad-
ening were Loctite 454 and Loctite 495 (cyanoacrylates),
Devcon 20845 5-Minute epoxy, and Clear Gorilla Glue
(polyurethane). We were unable to achieve consistently
narrow magnetic resonances with any of these adhesives.
Broadening was observed regardless of whether the di-

amond was mounted on SiC or sapphire and regardless
of whether the substrate was coated with the reflective
dielectric mirror coating.

Ultimately, the diamond was adhered to the SiC wafer
with Sylgard 184 (polydimethylsiloxane, also known as
PDMS), which resulted in no excess broadening. PDMS
was chosen due to its unusually low Young’s modulus (∼
2 MPa) and because PDMS satisfies most of the criteria
listed above for the ideal adhesive.

D. Light trapping diamond waveguide details

The light-trapping diamond waveguide technique is ex-
pected to be sensitive to the polarization of the incom-
ing light relative to the plane of the diamond [12], and
we find that the amount of fluorescence produced de-
pends strongly on the angle of the laser propagation axis
relative to the diamond input facet as well. Though
light is delivered to the sensor head via a polarization-
maintaining fiber, a subsequent polarizer ensures con-
sistent laser polarization is applied to the diamond. In
addition, the custom mount for the diamond and SiC as-
sembly includes the ability to reproducibly make small
changes in the angle of the diamond facet relative to the
incoming laser light. The mount is composed of sev-
eral parts, including a cylindrical insert on which the
diamond/SiC assembly is clamped. The insert includes
lever arms, and the stationary part of the mount has
push screws impinging on either side of the lever arms.
Adjusting these screws allows rotation of the insert,and
hence diamond/SiC, while maintaining otherwise approx-
imately fixed positioning of the diamond.

The light trapping diamond waveguide technique does
however introduce additional considerations to the mag-
netometer design. Because the technique excites NV cen-
ters throughout the NV layer, the bias magnetic field and
the MW magnetic field must be sufficiently uniform, and
the MW and P1 fields must be sufficiently strong, over
this entire volume.

E. Light collection details

The TIR lens is joined to the 125 mm long hexagonal
BK7 light pipe (Edmund Optics #84− 535) with optical
epoxy (Epotek 302-3M). This light pipe is followed by a
3 mm thick Schott RG645 colored glass filter (Edmund
Optics #66-097) and then a 28 mm × 28 mm photodi-
ode (Hamamatsu S3584-09). No index-matching oil or
adhesive is used between the light pipe-filter or filter-
photodiode interfaces.

Two TIR lenses were employed: a plastic TIR lens
(Carclo Optics, #10193) and a custom borosiliate TIR
lens of similar geometry to the plastic TIR lens. While
all collection efficiency measurements were taken with the
plastic TIR lens, the borosilicate TIR lens was used for all
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FIG. 13. Diamond geometry used in this work. The 15NV-

layer is approximately 70 µm thick and is grown atop an ap-
proximately 550 µm thick substrate. One corner is faceted to
allow use of the diamond light trapping waveguide technique.

magnetometry measurements. The two TIR lenses exhib-
ited similar light collection efficiency, but the borosilicate
lens does not burn or melt when inadvertently exposed
to focused laser light. A small (∼ 1 mm2) triangular
notch in the TIR lens allows the 532 nm excitation light
to reach the diamond.

One non-negligible loss mechanism is expected to arise
from imperfect reflection of p-polarized light by the di-
electric reflector stack at certain angles for NV emission
wavelengths & 700 nm [69]. We estimate this mechanism
causes loss of between 1% and 10% of NV- fluorescence.
This loss could be reduced or eliminated in the future by
applying a custom coating to the SiC wafer rather than
the employed stock broadband reflective coating (Thor-
labs E02). Absorption of fluorescence light by nitrogen or
NVs in the diamond is expected to be quite small, order
1% or less [1, 70].

This light collection scheme does not required altering
the diamond geometry from the native diamond plate
cuboid shape, a possible advantage not exhibited by other
enhanced light collection schemes [17]. However, ray-
tracing-based modelling (Zemax) of the collection system
indicates that for a cuboid-shaped diamond, closed paths
within the diamond volume exist where the light cannot
leave the diamond. This hypothesis was tested by rough-
ening one of the large faces of a 3 mm × 3 mm × 0.5 mm
diamond. We found the roughening of the surface with
diamond grit sandpaper (Thorlabs LF30D) increased col-
lected light by 30%. Although the roughening technique
was not implemented for any data collected in this paper,
the approach may be valuable in future iterations of this
device.

A bright, brilliant-cut diamond was also employed to
evaluate the system’s light collection efficiency. A cali-
brated amount of green power is applied to the brilliant-
cut diamond, and the amount of red fluorescence col-
lected is measured. Applying a 532 nm excitation power
corresponding to 116 mA of direct photocurrent results
in 28.6 mA of photocurrent due to collected red fluores-
cence light, where these photocurrents have been scaled
by the quantum efficiency (which differs between 532 nm
and ∼ 700 nm) so that one unit of photocurrent corre-
sponds to the same flux of photons for each wavelength.

Correcting for the 17% loss at the input facet of the dia-
mond, this corresponds to a green-input-to-red-collected-
photon conversion efficiency of 0.30. The diamond and
NV system both exhibit a number of loss mechanisms
(absorption of 532 nm by nitrogen, closed light paths
that do not exit the diamond, absorption and subsequent
fluorescence by NV0 defects at filtered wavelengths, and
non-unity radiative efficiency for the NV system), so that
this number cannot directly serve as an estimate of ηgeo.
However, the near-order-unity conversion of input pho-
tons into collected fluorescence photons with the given
test diamond provides a notable demonstration of the
unusually high efficiency of this collection system.

While the geometric collection efficiency is high for this
system, other inefficiencies in the optical readout exist.
Quantum efficiency of the photodiodes is 95% at 700 nm
and above 90% over the range 600-825 nm. As detailed
above, not all emitted light exits the cuboid-shaped di-
amond. Finally, the chosen dielectric reflective coating
may be slightly sub-optimal for p-polarized NV- emis-
sion, with a portion of the angular distribution of light
of this polarization escaping through the dielectric coat-
ing.

F. Additional details on balancing circuit

As discussed in the main text, shot-noise-limited read-
out of the NV fluorescence photocurrent is complicated
by both laser intensity noise and limited digitizer dy-
namic range.

A digitizer’s dynamic range is defined as the ratio of
the rms full-scale range to the rms additive noise im-
parted during digitization. Ideally this additive noise
should be smaller than shot noise on the signal photocur-
rent, so that the magnetometer’s signal-to-noise (SNR)
is not degraded. At the same time, the digitizer needs
to digitize the full-scale range of the photocurrent pulse.
Combining these two criteria sets the dynamic range re-
quirement for the digitizer. Unfortunately, the expected
photocurrent (∼ 10 mA) results in a dynamic range re-
quirement equal to or beyond that available with cur-
rent digitizers. In CW-ODMR experiments such as those
in Refs. [10, 18] this difficulty is circumvented by AC-
coupling the photodiode signal, so that the digitizer range
instead only needs to cover the contrast on the photocur-
rent, a few percent of the DC value, rather than the
full photocurrent. For a pulsed Ramsey magnetometer
however, this workaround is not obviously applicable and
some other method is required.

Moreover, fractional intensity fluctuations on the 532
nm excitation light typically translate to similar frac-
tional fluctuations on NV fluorescence emission. At kHz-
scale frequencies and below, these fractional intensity
fluctuations are often many orders of magnitude above
shot noise. For example, the noise on a multi-watt high-
quality green laser (e.g. Coherent Verdi V or Lighthouse
Photonics Sprout, the one used in this work) is spec-
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ified to total about 0.02% integrated from 10 Hz to 1
GHz. Empirically, this laser intensity noise results in
noise on the collected NV photocurrent in the vicinity
of 30×-100× above shot noise. Without mitigation, this
increased noise will translate directly to worse sensitiv-
ity by the same factor. As described in the main text,
our device employs a balancing circuit where the fluores-
cence photocurrent light is referenced to the green exci-
tation light. This approach, which largely resolves both
problems outlined above, will now be described in detail.

During state readout, NV fluorescence light is directed
to a photodiode, termed the signal photodiode, which
converts incoming light into photocurrent during the
tR = 10 µs readout duration. This signal photocurrent,
with mean value Īsig, is integrated on a capacitor with
value Csig = 6.6 nF. Simultaneously, the 532 nm excita-
tion light is sampled and directed to an identical photo-
diode, termed the reference photodiode, which produces
mean photocurrent Īref and is integrated on a capaci-
tor of size Cref = 114 nF. To decrease the noise contri-
bution from this referencing step, the reference light is
made larger than the signal light and hence requires a
larger capacitor, as detailed in Section XIII A. After the
readout light pulse ends, the voltages on the signal and
reference capacitors are proportional to the integrated
photocurrent seen by each photodiode during the read-
out period. The voltages on the signal and reference
capacitors are then differenced and amplified by an in-
strumentation amplifier. After digitization, an analog
switch (Vishay Si1900DL) controlled by a TTL signal
grounds both integration capacitors until just before the
next readout laser pulse, and the process repeats.

The instrumentation amplifier’s output is passed to a
50 Ω distribution amplifier (SRS FS730), whose four out-
put channels are input into a 4-channel digitizer (Gage
Applied Razor Express CSE1632) and averaged in soft-
ware. The digitizer’s contribution to noise can be de-
creased by allowing a longer digitization period. We find
that a 0.4 µs digitization period at a sampling rate of
200 MHz is sufficient to limit the digitizer’s additive noise
to ≈ 2.4% of shot noise during operation, as discussed in
Section XIII A. As detailed further in Section XIII A, the
performance of the complete balancing circuit and dig-
itization system is near-optimal, achieving a noise only
≈ 5% larger than the shot noise limit on the NV- fluo-
rescence photocurrent alone.

For troubleshooting purposes, a non-magnetic mechan-
ical switch also allows both signal and reference photo-
diodes to be terminated into 50 Ω resistors included on
the balancing circuit board. The voltages across both
50 Ω terminations are available via two SMA connectors.
These signals can be connected to high-impedance in-
puts of an oscilloscope. This mode is useful to perform
initial laser alignment, to check the signal and reference
photocurrent values, and to give a coarse check of sta-
bility/noise. Photodiode rise time can also be evaluated
but requires a low-impedance termination.
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FIG. 14. Photodiode quantum efficiency and respon-
sivity. Data are repoduced from figures provided by the man-
ufacturer, Hamamatsu.

1. Balancing circuit electrical design considerations

Further design considerations in the system war-
rant mentioning. First, large photodiodes (Hamamatsu
S3584-09) with active areas of 28 mm × 28 mm are used.
As the etendue of the collection system is a conserved
quantity, large-area photodiodes allow light emitted over
nearly all 4π solid angle from the diamond to be col-
lected as discussed in Section II B 2. The chosen photodi-
odes are AR-coated for maximum efficiency near 600 nm,
as shown in Fig. 14. The manufacturer-specified quan-
tum efficiency is > 90% from 500 nm to 825 nm, which
overlaps well with the NV- emission spectrum (∼ 600
to 850 nm). In earlier prototypes, smaller photodiodes
were used (Hamamatsu S3590-09) but were later replaced
with the current photodiodes to allow increased light col-
lection.

Unfortunately, large photodiode areas are necessarily
accompanied by large capacitances, which can easily re-
sult in unacceptably-long rise times. Photodiode capac-
itance can be decreased by increasing the reverse bias
voltage [47]. The photodiodes are therefore reverse bi-
ased by +32 V, which results in a capacitance of about
330 pF, a 3 dB bandwidth of about 10 MHz, and an ex-
pected rise time of 35 ns. This rise time is fast enough for
most desired diagnostics and is much faster than required
for magnetometry operation, where all photocurrents are
integrated during a 10 µs readout period. Ideally, the
NV signal rise time would be limited by the 3E excited-
state lifetime of approximately 13 ns [20], rather than
the photodiode capacitance in order to preserve informa-
tion about the temporal shape of fluorescence from the
diamond. If required, the balancing circuit could be re-
placed by a smaller-area and faster photodiode for such
diagnostics, but this was not deemed necessary for the
present work.

Noise on the reverse bias voltage for each photodiode
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could possibly result in noise on the collected photocur-
rent. The reverse bias voltage for each photodiode is
filtered by two capacitance multipliers in series [47], fol-
lowed by three 33 µF non-magnetic tantalum polymers
capacitors (Kemet T543X336M050AHE040) in parallel
and located in close proximity to each photodiode. The
voltage filtering is extensive enough that the circuit con-
tinues to operate for several seconds after power to the
photodiode bias has been cut.

As discussed in Section VII F and in the main text,
the balancing circuit employs an instrumentation ampli-
fier architecture. This architecture ensures good com-
mon mode rejection and amplifies the difference in volt-
age on the signal and reference integration capacitors.
The op-amps used to make the instrumentation ampli-
fier are Analog Devices, ADA4898-1, chosen because
of their low 1/f noise corner of approximately 10 Hz
and excellent dynamic range; the part exhibits an in-
put voltage noise density of en = 0.85 nV/

√
Hz and a

common-mode voltage swing of up to ±11.4 V. Each
op-amp is protected from differential over-voltage of ei-
ther polarity by two protection diodes (1N4148). In
addition, both inputs to the instrumentation amplifier
are protected from common-mode over-voltage by two
transient voltage suppression (TVS) diodes connected in
series (Littelfuse SLVU2.8HTG and Texas Instruments
TPD1E05U06DPYT).

Given the resistor values in Figure 2, the instrumen-
tation amplifier should exhibit a gain of 15.36. However,
to impedance match the output to the 50 ohm coaxial
line connected the SRS distribution amplifier, a 50 Ω re-
sistor is inserted in series with the coaxial line, thereby
decreasing the effective gain to 15.36/2 = 7.68.

Proper selection of the type of capacitors employed as
the integration capacitors is critical for the circuit to per-
form as designed. The chosen integration capacitors are
non-magnetic (determined empirically) film capacitors
(Kemet R82MC2100DQ50K or similar). Film capacitors
are used because they are less likely to exhibit acoustic
electromechanical resonances or other non-ideal behav-
ior compared to other commonly-used capacitor types.
We note that many other capacitors were tried, includ-
ing C0G, Y5V, Z5U, and X7R ceramic capacitors. The
Y5V, Z5U, X7R capacitors resulted in ringing, which was
attributed to piezoelectric resonances of the capacitors.
Problematic ringing was not observed with either film or
C0G ceramic capacitors. Ultimately film capacitors were
chosen over C0G capacitors since it was easier to procure
a variety of values in an empirically non-magnetic pack-
age. The values of the integration capacitors are chosen
for a given integration time and signal photocurrent so
that the integrated charge on each capacitor results in a
voltage in the vicinity of 8 V, slightly below the thresh-
old for activating the TVS diodes protecting the op amps.
The use of lower integrated signal voltages is not desir-
able because of the fixed additive read noise in both the
instrumentation amplifier and the digitizer.

It is sometimes necessary to adjust the integrated volt-

age on either the signal or reference arm of the balancing
circuit. In theory, best noise cancellation performance is
expected when the two arms are exactly balanced. Ad-
ditionally, in practice, if the light levels on the two arms
are too far from producing balance, the balancing circuit
will fail to operate; the instrumentation amplifier follow-
ing the balancing circuit requires the voltage on each in-
tegration capacitor following the readout light pulse to
be similar enough not to rail the amplifier output.

There are two methods of obtaining balance between
the arms. Coarse adjustment of the balance is performed
by replacing the integration capacitors. Fine adjustment
of the balance, as is necessary in day-to-day operation, is
realized by translating a thin piece of Teflon mounted
a variable distance in front of the reference photodi-
ode. This translation is performed remotely using a non-
magnetic actuator (Newport 8301-UHV-NM Picomotor).
Several other approaches were tried but were found to be
less satisfactory, including biasing one of the capacitors
with a DC voltage and heating one of the capacitors.
However, balance adjustment through capacitor voltage
bias required use of high-κ dielectric capacitors (X7R,
Y5V), which produced ringing, presumably from piezo-
electric resonances. Adjustment via temperature was un-
acceptably slow and also required the use of similarly
non-ideal capacitors. On the other hand, the mechanical
balance adjustment was found to be straightforward to
implement and troubleshoot.

VIII. BIAS MAGNETIC FIELD

A. Additional details on bias magnetic field design,
construction, and alignment

The bias magnetic field B0 is created by two circular
arrays of magnets positioned on opposite sides of the di-
amond’s large {100} faces. Each array consists of eight
axially-magnetized cylindrical Sm2Co17 permanent mag-
nets, each 12.7 mm in diameter and 12.7 mm in length.
The eight magnets within each array are symmetrically
spaced on the circumference of a 173.2-mm-diameter cir-
cular layout; magnets are oriented with their axial mag-
netization normal to the plane of the circular layout. The
magnets within each array are held in the circumference
of a monolithic wheel-and-spoke structure 3D-printed
from a ceramic-plastic composite (Somos PerFORM) and
clamped in place using nylon screws. Sm2Co17 magnets
are chosen instead of conventional NdFeB magnets due
to the lower temperature coefficient of the former, ap-
proximately −0.03%/K. Both arrays are placed so that
their centers each lie ≈ 590 mm along the normal to the
diamond’s largest {100} faces.

As discussed in the main text, bias field alignment
is critical to maximize the magnetometer’s performance
due to two considerations. First, gradients across the di-
amond should be minimized, as such gradients decrease
the observed dephasing time. Second, for schemes such
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as the one in this work, the bias magnetic field should
project exactly equally onto all four NV orientations, so
that transition resonances for different orientations are
excited by the same MW frequency. To aid in satisfy-
ing these two criteria, the hub of each wheel-and-spoke
structure is mounted on a non-magnetic mirror mount
which allows tip, tilt, and axial translation (towards or
away from the diamond) adjustment of the circular mag-
net array.

The arrays are tuned as follows: First, a single ar-
ray is placed approximately 295 mm from the diamond,
and the array orientation is manually adjusted while
monitoring the magnetic resonance spectra using pulsed
ODMR [50]. Once the NV orientations appear degener-
ate and the linewidth of the overlapped transitions has
been roughly minimized, the alignment is fine-tuned to
further reduce the observed linewidth using remote con-
trol of piezo slip-stick actuators (Newport 8301-UHV-NM
Picomotor) on the non-magnet mirror mounts. The sec-
ond array is then added to the apparatus, and the same
process is repeated. Finally, the magnetometer is config-
ured in double-quantum Ramsey precession time sweep
mode to measure the free induction decay, and the piezo
slip-stick actuators are iteratively adjusted to maximize
the observed T ∗2 .

In order to estimate T ∗2 in real time during alignment,
the free induction decay measurement is mean-subtracted
and Hilbert-transformed to produce a complex-valued
signal. The magnitude of this complex signal yields the
envelope of the FID. The envelope is linearized assuming
p = 1 and fit, providing an estimate of T ∗2 .

B. Bias magnetic field gradients

Spatial variation of the bias magnetic field applied to
the diamond can broaden the NV- Zeeman resonances,
thereby decreasing sensitivity for Ramsey magnetometry.
To minimize the detrimental effects of magnetic field gra-
dients on dephasing time, the gradient-induced linewidth
should be small compared to the total linewidth. In other
words, in the SQ basis where angular precession occurs
at γe, the gradient ∆B over the ensemble should ideally
satisfy

γe∆B �
2

T ∗2,SQ

. (5)

In the DQ basis the doubled precession rate 2γe must be
accounted for, and gradients will be problematic unless

γe∆B �
1

T ∗2,DQ

. (6)

For a typical DQ dephasing time measured in our exper-
iment, T ∗2,DQ = 30 µs, the magnetic field gradients will
decrease the measured dephasing time unless ∆B � 200
nT over the volume of NV- centers used for sensing.

IX. MICROWAVES

A. Additional details on microwave delivery and
dielectric resonator

As discussed in the main text, Ramsey and Hahn echo
pulse sequences [7, 11] rely on resonant MW pulses to
manipulate the Zeeman sublevels of the NV- ensemble.
This task can be broken down into four principle parts:
generation of the MW signals, Gaussian envelope shap-
ing of the MW signals, power amplification, and, finally,
application of the MW field to the NV- ensemble. The
full signal chain, including MW isolators, is shown in
Figure 15.

With the chosen bias magnetic field alignment (see Sec-
tion II C), four distinct MW frequencies are needed in the
double quantum protocol to address all Zeeman transi-
tions for both nuclear spin states. The four MW signals
are generated separately (Rohde & Schwarz SMA 100B)
and then independently digitally phase-shifted (Analog
Devices HMC647ALP6E; see Appendix IX C) before be-
ing combined (Narda 4456). This implementation allows
individual frequency, amplitude, and phase control of the
four distinct MW signals. The aggregate MW signal is
thereafter split (Weinschel 1515), with half the power ei-
ther sent to a phase noise analyzer (Keysight E5052B or
Rohde & Schwarz FSWP8) for diagnostics or terminated,
while the other half of the power is sent to the LO port
of a mixer for pulse-shaping, discussed next.

To mitigate cross-excitation errors, Gaussian-
enveloped MW pulses are employed rather than
square-enveloped MW pulses [24, 25, 71]. The two
Gaussian envelopes required for a Ramsey sequence
are generated using a dedicated channel on an arbi-
trary waveform generator (Keysight 33622A), which
is triggered for each envelope at the appropriate time
(Tektronix AWG5014C). For a Hahn echo sequence,
an additional arbitrary waveform generator (Keysight
33622A) creates the Gaussian envelope for the echo
pulse, and the length of the echo pulse is set to double
that of the π (Ramsey) pulses. All Gaussian envelopes
are low-pass-filtered (Mini-Circuits BLP-1.9+), com-
bined (Weinschel 1515), and attenuated by 16 dB before
driving the IF port of a mixer (Watkins Johnson M1K).
The aggregate MW signal described in the previous
paragraph drives the mixer LO port, so that the desired
Gaussian-enveloped MW pulses are generated at the
mixer’s RF port. The Gaussian-enveloped MW pulses
have a full-width-half-maximum (FWHM) of 0.6 µs for
the Ramsey pulses and 1.2 µs for the Hahn echo pulse,
measured in voltage rather than power.

The signal exiting the mixer’s RF port is amplified
(Mini-Circuits ZVE-8G+) and high-pass filtered (Mini-
Circuits VHF-2000+) before delivery to the sensor head
through a low-loss coaxial cable (Carlisle UTiFLEX
UFB311A). A pair of 20-dB directional couplers are
placed immediately before and after the amplifier; the
coupled ports of both directional couplers are sent to a
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FIG. 15. Microwave signal generation and control. Generated MWs pass through an isolator and a digital phase shifter
before being combined and sent to the LO port of a mixer. A separate Gaussian signal is generated, passed through a low-pass
filter, and sent to the mixer’s IF port, resulting in Gaussian-enveloped MW pulses. The resulting signal is amplified, high-pass
filtered, and sent to the sensor head.
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40 GS/s oscilloscope for diagnostics. Viewing the ac-
tual Gaussian-enveloped MW pulses in real time is help-
ful to diagnose synchronization, reference-clock, or other
timing-related problems.

To reduce required MW power and improve B1 unifor-
mity over the diamond, the sensor head employs a cylin-
drical dielectric resonator in proximity to the diamond
to generate the B1 magnetic field. The dielectric res-
onator is 13.85 mm in diameter and 6.22 mm in height,
with a relative dielectric of εr ≈ 45, and operates using
the TE01δ mode. The dielectric resonator is mounted on
a non-magnetic, non-conductive translation mechanism
and is pressed against the SiC wafer (which decreases the
resonant frequency due to SiC’s relative permittivity of
εr ≈ 10) on the side opposite the diamond. As the dielec-
tric resonator is non-conductive, it should not interfere
with sub-MHz AC magnetic fields applied to the sensor.
Microwave radiation is coupled into the dielectric res-
onator with a loop antenna fabricated from 0.141” semi-
rigid non-magnetic coaxial cable (Tek-Stock UT-141C).
The position of the coupling loop relative to the dielec-
tric resonator is adjusted to achieve critical coupling us-
ing a vector network analyzer, and microwave absorbing
foam is added near the dielectric resonator. This foam
broadens the dielectric resonator’s resonance to cover all
necessary NV- resonances. A 56-mm-diameter ring of 60-
micron-thick copper foil provides a partial shield for the
dielectric resonator, without which the resonance could
not be observed. Numerical modeling indicates that this
foil has a negligible effect on the applied AC test mag-
netic fields.

B. Double-quantum microwave pulse optimization

As described in the main text, the sensor uses a double-
quantum (DQ) protocol, which offers performance ad-
vantages over a single-quantum (SQ) protocol. Here we
detail the optimization procedure for MW pulses applied
in the DQ protocol.

To ensure consistency among experiment repetitions,
the MW frequencies f1, f2, f3, f4 are constrained to in-
teger multiples of frep, the rate at which measurement
sequences are executed. For instance, when Ramsey in-
terferometry sequences are executed at frep = 5500 Hz,
all MW frequencies are constrained to an integer mul-
tiple of 5500 Hz. This constraint ensures the phase of
all MW signals is the same sequence-to-sequence. When
this constraint is ignored, strong spurious signals occur
at frequencies fi mod frep, fi − fj mod frep, as well as
higher order products. As the lengths of the MW state
preparation pulses are similar to the 1/[fi−fj ] beat note
period between MW carrier frequencies, the varying lev-
els of constructive and destructive interference between
these pulses might explain the presence of the spurious
signals when f1, f2, f3, f4 are not constrained to integer
multiples of frep.

For a Ramsey sequence the frequency and power of

each of the four MW sources are set as follows. First,
the device is loaded into a precession time sweep mode,
and each of the four distinct frequencies is tuned to maxi-
mize the fringe amplitude in a SQ protocol free induction
decay (FID). Here the power and frequency of each of the
four MW signals are optimized independently. Next, the
powers of all four MW sources are increased by 3 dB
to achieve a π pulse in the DQ protocol, denoted πDQ.
At this point, the generators corresponding to one 15NV
nuclear spin state are switched off, and the FID fringe
frequency is checked to ensure that the two-photon tran-
sition is as close as possible to resonance. This process
is then repeated for the generators corresponding to the
other 15NV nuclear spin state, and all four generators
are then switched on. We note that the FID fringes from
the two pairs of DQ resonances may interfere construc-
tively or destructively at a given precession time in the
Ramsey sweep sequence. Because the applied MW fre-
quencies are constrained to multiples of the experiment
repetition rate, it is not possible to exactly match the
two-photon detunings for the two pairs of DQ resonances.
The phase shift applied to each generator during the fi-
nal Ramsey pulse can be independently varied in order
to ensure maximal constructive interference of the FID
fringes at a given precession time. In addition, adjusting
these four phases allows the slope of the FID signal to be
maximized at a chosen precession time (i.e., to produce
a zero-crossing in the FID curve at a given precession
time).

The device is then loaded into the Ramsey magnetom-
etry mode with the chosen precession time τ , and a small
test magnetic field is applied. The final-pulse phase shift
applied to each generator is varied to observe maximum
test field signal. However, the parameters of the four
MW generators cannot be fully optimized independently
of each other. To correct for amplifier saturation, off-
resonant cross-excitation, and interference between MW
frequencies, the power of each MW generator is again
varied to maximize the test field signal size. Further op-
timization is achieved by iteratively adjusting each gen-
erator’s frequency, power, and, if necessary, final-pulse
phase. Joint changes in the frequencies of all four gener-
ators are used to account for small changes in the tem-
perature of the diamond. Because the generators do not
maintain consistent relative MW phase upon changes in
frequency, even joint changes in the frequencies of the
generators require adjustment of the applied powers to
account for differing levels of constructive and destruc-
tive interference during the Ramsey pulses. However,
additional changes to the final-pulse phase shift are gen-
erally required only when the generator frequencies are
changed in a manner that alters the two-photon detuning
for a DQ resonance pair.

For a Hahn echo sequence, the optimization proceeds
as in Ramsey mode, with the echo pulse disabled. Just
prior to switching from the precession time sweep mode
to the magnetometry mode, the echo pulse is enabled.
The echo pulse length is set to twice that of the Ramsey
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pulses [4], and this pulse length is confirmed to provide
the optimal observed decoherence time as expected.

C. Digital phase shifters

Phase control of the applied MW signals is necessary
for phase-modulation-based noise-subtraction schemes,
observation of resonant FID oscillations, and sensor op-
eration at the maximum interferometer fringe slope (see
Sec. II G). However, the additive noise and non-linearities
inherent to analog phase shifters were found to create
unwanted microwave modulation sufficient to become
the device’s dominant noise contributor. Consequently,
phase control in this work is implemented using digital
phase shifters.

A 6-bit digital phase shifter (Analog Devices
EV1HMC647ALP6) is placed on the output of each mi-
crowave generator as shown in Figure 15. Each phase
shifter is individually-controllable, and the desired phase
shifts are loaded into the buffer of a USB digital out-
put device, and trigger signals from the arbitrary wave-
form generator advance the output through the desired
phases. This solution allows flexible, nearly instanta-
neous re-programming of phase shifts, for example to
enable or disable the phase modulation that produces
on-resonance free induction decay, or to switch between
alternate noise subtraction schemes.

Although we find the performance of digital phase
shifters to be superior to that of analog implementations,
we note two imperfections of these devices. First, the
phase shifters produce a slight shift in amplitude along
with the intended phase shift. Second, the devices have
limited resolution, and the phase shifts applied are not
perfectly independent of frequency. Therefore, the phase
shift applied may vary slightly from the intended shift.

X. P1 DRIVING

A. P1 resonance frequency calculation

Near-resonant driving of P1 centers requires deter-
mining their transition frequencies under the static bias
field B0. These frequencies can be calculated from the
eigenenergies of the spin Hamiltonian HP1 for a substi-
tutional 15N defect. Neglecting strain and the nuclear
Zeeman interaction, the full spin Hamiltonian is:

HP1

h
=
µB
h

B · g · S + S ·A · I, (7)

where µB is the Bohr magneton, h is Planck’s constant, B
is the magnetic field, g is the electronic g-factor tensor, S
is the electronic spin vector (S = 1/2), A is the hyperfine
tensor, I is the nuclear spin vector (I = 1/2) [72], and no
electronic quadrupole effect is present since I = 1/2 for
15N. The dynamic Jahn-Teller effect [73, 74] displaces the
P1 defect along any of the 〈111〉 crystal axes, which leads

to a trigonal symmetry. For a specific [111] direction,
the Hamiltonian can be simplified by transforming to the
principle coordinate system, where g = diag{g⊥, g⊥, g‖}
and A = diag{A⊥, A⊥, A‖}. The axial and transverse
hyperfine couplings are A⊥ = −113.83 MHz and A‖ =
−159.7 MHz, respectively [75], and for simplicity the g-
factor is assumed to be isotropic so that g⊥ = g‖ = g [76].

With these simplifications, the Hamiltonian for each
Jahn-Teller orientation under a static field B0 is

HP1

h
=
gµB
h

B0 · S +A‖Sz · Iz +A⊥ (Sx · Ix + Sy · Iy) .

(8)
The P1 resonances are calculated as follows: using the
values gµB/h = 2.8 MHz/G and B0 = 2.23 gauss, the
Hamiltonian is diagonalized, and the 12 possible transi-
tion frequencies are calculated from the differences be-
tween eigenenergies. To determine which transitions are
dipole-allowed, a transition matrix element between each
eigenstate is calculated using an electron spin operator
representing the P1 drive field direction. We find that
there are dipole-allowed transitions at approximately 22,
25, 135, and 139 MHz, and we target these frequencies
for P1 driving.

B. P1 coil design and implementation

Spin-bath driving implementations in the literature
[7–9] typically combine all RF drive signals onto a sin-
gle broadband delivery structure such as a wire loop or
coplanar waveguide. While this approach is sufficient for
interrogating small volumes of NVs, the light-trapping
diamond waveguide configuration (see Sec. II B 1) re-
quires a high P1 Rabi frequency over the entire NV-
doped layer. We therefore employ two multi-turn coils
driven by resonant tank circuits. The first coil addresses
the low-frequency P1 resonances at ωP1

1 ≈ 2π × 22 MHz
and ωP1

2 ≈ 2π × 25 MHz; the second coil addresses the
higher-frequency resonances at ωP1

3 ≈ 2π × 135 MHz
and ωP1

4 ≈ 2π × 139 MHz. The low-frequency P1 coil
is a single-layer solenoid with close winding pitch, con-
structed using 6 turns of 2.05-mm diameter copper wire
on a 33 mm diameter form, whereas the high-frequency
P1 coil consists of two planar turns of 2.05-mm diameter
wire with mean coil diameter ≈ 21 mm. Because up to
30 and 100 W may be dissipated in the low- and high-
frequency coils respectively (at full drive power and 100%
duty cycle), the coils are each heat sunk to an aluminum
nitride plate with thermal adhesive (Arctic Alumina).
These plates in turn are clamped to separate mounting
blocks (Thorlabs TS240) with thermal compound (Arc-
tic Silver 5). The mounting blocks are affixed to a large
aluminum breadboard beneath the sensor, providing a
high thermal conductivity path to a large surface area
for passive air cooling.

Figure 17(a) shows the circuit topology of the network
used to match to the two coils. The low-frequency P1
coil is connected in parallel with four high-voltage 10 pF
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FIG. 16. Phases applied in magnetometry and FID pulse sequences. (a) In DQ measurements with 4-state noise
subtraction, pulse sequences are completed with the phases shown, and signals are added and subtracted as shown to provide
noise subtraction and rejection of imperfect DQ π pulses. The phase shift φ varies with the precession time of a given sequence
and allows observation of fringes even with MWs applied on resonance. While the panel depicts a Ramsey precession time
sweep, addition of an echo pulse allows application to Hahn echo sweeps. (b) In DQ Ramsey magnetometry with 2-state noise
subtraction, pulse sequences are completed with φ relative phase shift and then with φ−π relative phase shift between the MWs
addressing the upper- and lower-frequency spin transitions; the signal from these two pulse sequences are subtracted. The phase
shift φ allows operation at the maximum fringe slope, and the phase shift π inverts the signal for noise subtraction. (c) In DQ
Hahn echo magnetometry, a pulse sequence is completed with relative phase shift π/2, followed by a pulse sequence with relative
phase shift −π/2. Because Hahn echo magnetometry is insensitive to static detunings, these phase shifts ensure operation at
maximum fringe slope (for small test fields), and the signal of the second sequence is inverted to allow noise subtraction. For all
panels, a non-zero phase shift is applied to only the final pulse in each sequence. Details of the magnetometry pulse sequence
timings are shown in Fig. 4.
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capacitors, and these elements are connected in series
with a home-made adjustable capacitor constructed from
strips of copper shim stock covered in Kapton tape. The
entire circuit is connected across the end of a semi-rigid
coaxial cable. The bare coil inductance is measured using
an HP 4192A LF impedance analyzer to be 990 nH. The
high-frequency P1 coil is constructed similarly, with an
≈9 pF capacitor in parallel with the coil and a similar
adjustable copper-shim-stock-and-kapton-tape capacitor
in series; the coil inductance is 120 nH.

For both circuits, the resonant frequency f0 and loaded
quality factor QL are determined by measuring S11 on
a vector network analyzer (Agilent FieldFox N9923A).
Measured in situ with the same near-critical coupling
used during device operation, the low-frequency circuit
resonance is centered at ≈ 23 MHz, with loaded quality
factor Qlow

L ≈60 and FWHM ≈0.4 MHz, while the high-
frequency circuit resonance is centered at ≈ 135 MHz,

with Qhigh
L ≈ 20 and FWHM ≈ 8 MHz. For a given QL

and resonant frequency f0, the 1/e ring down time for the
transverse field BP1

1 exciting the P1 centers is given by
τring = QL/(πf0) [14]. The calculated ring down times
are τ1 ∼ 800 ns and τ2 ∼ 50 ns for the low-frequency
and high-frequency resonant tank circuits, respectively.

C. P1 drive delivery

Three RF signal generators are used to drive the P1
spin bath, as shown in Fig. 17(b). For the high-frequency
P1 drive, two generators (Agilent E8663D and Agilent
E8267D) create signals that are first attenuated by 10 dB
and then combined (Wienschel 1515). The combined
output is further attenuated by 8 dB and then am-
plified (Mini-Circuits ZHL-100W-52-S+) before passing
through a 40 dB dual directional coupler (Werlatone
C3910-102), with the forward-direction coupled port ter-
minated into 50 Ω. The signal from the through port
is capacitively coupled into the high-frequency resonant
tank circuit, and any reflected signal travels back through
the directional coupler. The backward-direction cou-
pled port is sent into an oscilloscope; monitoring the
reflected signal allows detection of any changes in the
high-frequency tank circuit’s resonance.

For the low-frequency P1 drive, the single signal gen-
erator’s output (Agilent E8663D) is first attenuated by
8 dB, sent through a high-power amplifier (Mini-Circuits
LZY-22+) and then to a 20 dB dual-directional cou-
pler (HP 778D). The coupled port for the forward di-
rection is terminated into 50 Ω, while the signal from the
through port passes through a DC block (Mini-Circuits
BLK-89-S+) before being capacitively coupled into the
low-frequency P1 coil resonant tank circuit. Any re-
flections return through the directional coupler, with
the backward-direction coupled port directed through a
23 dB attenuator and into an oscilloscope. Only one
generator is used due to the limited bandwidth of the
low-frequency P1 coil; the generator’s frequency is set to

23.2 MHz.
All three RF generators are gated by a dual channel ar-

bitary waveform generator (Keysight 33622A), with one
channel gating the low-frequency P1 coil’s generator and
the other channel gating the two generators for the high-
frequency P1 coil. In this experiment only continuous
P1 driving is employed, but to reduce heat load and elec-
tronic noise, the P1 driving is applied only between the
first and final MW pulses of both Ramsey and Hahn echo
sequences. We find it critical to switch the P1 driving off
well before the laser readout pulse and digitization; RF
radiation from the P1 coils was found to greatly inter-
fere with the photodiode balancing circuit, and the coils
must be switched off well in advance of laser readout to
account for the tank circuit ring-down time.

The drive frequencies applied to P1 coils are tuned by
maximizing the T ∗2 value in real time during an FID mea-
surement (see Sec. VIII A). For variable precession time
experiments, as used for FID diagnostics, the P1 drive is
set to be on for a fixed length of time corresponding to
the longest precession time in the experiment. Due to the
substantial heat load on the P1 coils and their close prox-
imity to the diamond, it is important that the diamond
be allowed time to reach a steady-state temperature be-
fore final tuning of the applied MW pulse frequencies, as
described in SM Sect. IX B.

D. T ∗
2 and T2 extension details

Extending the NV ensemble dephasing time T ∗2 allows
for increased free precesssion time τ in a Ramsey se-
quence, which will improve sensitivity. The expected sen-
sitivity improvement can be calculated as follows: First,
for a given value of T ∗2 , the value of τ which minimizes
the following factor from Eqn. 2,

1

∆ms

1

e−τ/T
∗
2

√
τ + tO
τ

, (9)

is determined; here tO = tI + tR + tD is the overhead time
and is the sum of the initialization time tI, the fluores-
cence readout time tR, and any additional dead time tD;
and we have implicitly assumed p = 1. Second, the opti-
mal τ is plugged into Eqn. 9 along with the given value of
T ∗2 . Using this procedure for the T ∗2 values obtained using
the SQ Ramsey, DQ Ramsey, and DQ Ramsey with P1
driving protocols, the sensitivity enhancements obtained
using DQ and P1 driving with DQ can be evaluated. We
find DQ Ramsey offers an expected 3.1× improvement
over SQ Ramsey, while adding P1 driving to DQ Ram-
sey offers a 5.8× improvement over SQ Ramsey.

The evaluation process is similar for Hahn echo magne-
tometry. First, the optimal τ is determined using Eqn. 9
but with T2 substituted for T ∗2 . Second, the optimal value
of τ is plugged back into Eqn. 9 for the given T2 value,
and the results are compared for DQ Hahn echo with and
without P1 driving. Based on the extension of T2 alone,
the data suggest that adding P1 driving to DQ Hahn echo
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RF Source #2

RF Source #3

Resistive Power 
Combiner

Weinschel 1515

8 dB

8 dB

10 dB

135 MHz
Resonant Coil

23 MHz
Resonant Coil

DC Block
Mini-Circuits
BLK-89-S+

23 dB

RF Source #1
Agilent E8663D

(Experiment Trigger)

Agilent E8663D

Agilent E8267D

10 dB

Coax input

a)

b) 40 pF

990 nH

9 pF

120 nH

High-frequency coil
135 MHz

Low-frequency coil
23 MHz

~3 pF ~2 pF

FIG. 17. RF components and setup for P1 driving. (a) Resonant tank circuit design for both the low-frequency and
high-frequency P1 coils, as described in the main text. (b) Signal chain for the P1 driving.

Name SQ DQ DQ+P1 driving
T ∗
2 with variable p 10.8(2); p = 0.72(2) 7.5(6); p = 0.72(2) 24.7(9); p = 0.90(2)
T ∗
2 with fixed p 8.1(1); p ≡ 1 14.0(1); p ≡ 1 28.6(2); p ≡ 1
T2 with variable p Not measured 142(3); p = 1.14(3) 320(20); p = 1.02(7)
T2 with fixed p Not measured 136(3); p ≡ 1 324(16); p ≡ 1

TABLE III. Ensemble dephasing and decoherence data. All values are given in µs.
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should give a 1.8× sensitivity enhancement; this calcu-
lation does not include additional techical noise sources
introduced by P1 driving as discussed in Section III E.

For ease of comparison among the different protocols,
T ∗2 and T2 values are determined with the stretched expo-
nential parameter fixed at p = 1. This approach ensures
that the T ∗2 or T2 value alone characterizes the temporal
dephasing or decoherence. More complex analysis may
be possible if p is allowed to vary; see Table III for a list
of fitted T ∗2 and T2 values for both p = 1 and variable p.

XI. MAGNETOMETRY

A. Readout fidelity optimization

The distinguishability of the |ms = 0〉 and |ms =±1〉
NV- electronic ground states is quantified by the readout
fidelity F [21]. The readout fidelity satisfies 0 ≤ F ≤
1, with the upper bound representing projection-noise-
limited spin-state readout [22] and the lower bound repre-
senting null information readout. This quantity directly
affects the achievable sensitivity of NV magnetometers.
For interferometry-based NV magnetometers, the read-
out fidelity is given by [1, 21]

F =
1√

1 + 1
C2navg

, (10)

where C is the measurement contrast [21], representing
the asymmetry in photons collected for NVs maximally
prepared into the |ms = 0〉 state versus the |ms = ±1〉
state, and navg is the average number of fluorescence pho-
tons detected per NV- in a single readout period. The
measurement contrast C is sometimes referred to as the
fringe visibility.

Although C is fundamentally limited by spin-
dependent branching ratio asymmetries of the NV- 3E
excited state [77, 78], observed measurement contrast
also depends on the initial polarization of the NV- en-
semble into the |ms = 0〉 spin state, the (laser) readout
duration tR, and the fraction of fluorescence from un-
wanted NV0 defects [1].

We employ a scheme of four consecutive pulse se-
quences, referred to as S1, S2, S3 and S4, to determine
the measurement contrast C and the efficiency of opti-
cal initialization. As shown in Figure 4d, all four se-
quences consist of a tI = 35 µs optical initialization and
a tR = 10 µs optical readout. The fourth sequence S4,
however, introduces a MW πSQ pulse between the optical
initialization and optical readout; the πSQ pulse transfers
both hyperfine populations of the |ms = 0〉 state to the
|ms =−1〉 state. With this scheme, the signal from S4

corresponds closely to fluorescence from the |ms = −1〉
state while signals from S1, S2 and S3 correspond pre-
dominantly to fluorescence from the |ms = 0〉 state with
increasingly efficient preparation.

Although the photodiode balancing circuit effectively
AC-couples collected fluorescence signals by referencing
the collected NV- fluorescence to the applied 532 nm
light, the DC offset common to S1, S2, S3, and S4 can be
determined by measuring the signal photocurrent along
with the known gain of the balancing circuit. With
this common-mode signal included, fluorescence mea-
surements after S1, S2, S3 and S4 result in normalized
signals of 0.99871, 0.99993, 1.00000, and 0.93416 respec-
tively. The achieved measurement contrast C is given
by [21]

C =
S1 − S4

S1 + S4
= 0.0334, (11)

which corresponds approximately to the fractional am-
plitude (i.e. approximately half the peak-to-peak value)
of the interferometry fringes.

As S2 ≈ S3, we assume signal from S3 corresponds to
near-maximal initialization. The initialization efficiency
κI of a single tI = 35 µs initialization is then crudely
estimated as

κI ≈
S1 − S4

S3 − S4
= 0.980. (12)

We note that κI represents the observed initialization
efficiency relative to that which would be achieved with
an infinitely long initialization pulse; this differs from the
absolute polarization efficiency due to the continuous T1

decay process.
As κI is already quite close to one, initialization into

the |ms = 0〉 state would not be expected to improve
substantially by increasing the optical initialization time
beyond the 35 µs used. On the other hand, as tI .
τ + tR + tD, substantially shorter values of tI would re-
sult in only marginal decreases in the total length of a
measurement sequence and offer little if any improvement
in sensitivity.

The duration of the fluorescence readout, tR, influences
both navg and C. While navg increases with readout du-
ration, observed values of C eventually decrease as NVs
repolarize during the readout process. The optimal value
of tR balances these two competing effects to maximize
the readout fidelity. We observe optimum readout fidelity
for tR ≈ 10 µs and employ tR = 10 µs in this device.

B. Test field calibration

The coil and electronics to create the test magnetic
field are shown in Figure 18. Careful calibration of the
test field amplitude is important to accurately evaluate
the magnetometer’s sensitivity. The calibration factor κ,
with units nT/V, characterizes the scaling between the
signal generator’s voltage and the resulting test magnetic
field amplitude. The value of κ is determined using four
distinct methods.

The first calibration method determines the value of κ
from the known coil geometry and the applied current.
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20 dB

10 Turns
26 mm radius

Diamond

10 mm

11.65 mm
Metrolab THM1176-LF

FIG. 18. Test coil signal chain and geometry. Test magnetic fields are applied using a 10-turn test coil placed a short
distance from the diamond. The test field drive voltage is provided by a signal generator, whose output is connected to a series
circuit consisting of a 20 dB attenuator, a 50 Ω resistor, and the test coil itself. A commercial magnetometer placed in the
position shown provides one of the multiple methods to calibrate the test magnetic field; this magnetometer is removed during
device operation.
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The test coil has radius rt = 26 mm, Nt = 10 turns, and
is located zcoil = 21.7 mm from the diamond as shown
in Fig. 18. The test coil is connected in series with a
50 Ω resistor, and driven by a function generator whose
output is first attenuated by 20 dB, reducing the voltage
output by 10×. The calculated rms magnetic field is

Brms(z) =
µ0IrmsNt

2

r2
t

(r2
t + z2)

3/2
, (13)

where Irms = Vrms

50Ω ×
1
10 , Vrms is the rms voltage output of

the generator, and µ0 is the vacuum permeability. With
these parameters, Eqn. 13 gives κ = 219 nT/V.

For the second calibration method, the light pipe is
removed, and a commercial magnetometer (Metrolab
THM1176-LF) is placed near the diamond as shown in
Figure 18. The size of the commercial magnetometer re-
stricts placement to approximately 10 mm from the test
coil and 11.65 mm from the diamond. With the signal
generator outputting a sinusoidal signal of 3 V rms at 10
Hz, the commercial magnetometer measures a 1165 nT
rms magnetic field. Accounting for the offset between
the commercial magnetometer and the diamond and us-
ing Eqn. 13, we calculate κ = 230 nT/V.

The third calibration method leverages the fixed gyro-
magnetic ratio γe of the NV- and is expected to be more
accurate than the two methods described above. In a
double quantum Ramsey sequence with free precession
time τ , the presence of a constant magnetic field B leads
to a phase accrual of

φ = 2γeBFproτ. (14)

Here γe = geµB/~, and Fpro = 1/
√

3 is an angular cor-
rection to account for the alignment of the magnetic field,
which is applied normal to the diamond’s (100) front
facet. For a given precession time τ , if the magnetic
field is varied to advance the interferometer phase by 2π,
i.e. one fringe, the change in field ∆B is

∆B =
1

Fpro

2π

2γe

1

τ
. (15)

For a Ramsey sequence with a precession time τ =
19.8 µs, ∆B =

√
3×901 nT = 1561 nT. Dividing ∆B by

the measured voltage required to advance one fringe, we
find κ = 201 nT/V.

Our final calibration method applies the previous tech-
nique to double-quantum Hahn echo magnetometry. If
a square wave field with amplitude B is present dur-
ing the free-precession interval and switches sign at the
echo pulse, then the accumulated phase is again given by
Eqn. 14. For a Hahn echo sequence with τ = 100 µs,
we calculate that a fringe period corresponds to ∆B =√

3 × 178 nT = 309 nT. Recording the Hahn echo mag-
netometry signal versus voltage, as shown in Fig. 19, we
find κ = 198 nT/V; see SM Section XII C for additional
information on the field calibration in Hahn echo mag-
netometry. This value is 1.4% smaller than the value

determined by using the Ramsey fringes. This difference
is likely due to a combination of several effects that are
non-negligible at the percent level. In particular, field at-
tenuation due to metal near the diamond (e.g., P1 drive
coils), reduced test coil current due to increased resis-
tance at higher frequencies, and reduced test coil current
due to increased inductance at higher frequencies may all
contribute to smaller fields for a given voltage amplitude
as frequency increases.

While these four distinct methods produce sensor cali-
brations that agree to within 15%, we use the calibrations
determined from fringe spacing to calculate sensitivity in
Ramsey and Hahn echo magnetometry, due to the expec-
tation that these techniques are the most accurate. Cal-
culation of the sensitivity is further discussed in Sec. XII.

XII. SENSITIVITY MEASUREMENT

A. General considerations

The magnetic field sensitivity is defined as

η ≡ δB
√
T (16)

where δB is the minimum detectable field, defined as the
field giving an SNR of 1 after a measurement duration
T [21, 41]. For white Gaussian noise, the sensitivity can
be written equivalently [10] as

η ≡ σB
√
T =

σB√
2∆f

, (17)

where σB is the standard deviation of a series of measure-
ments, each with measurement time T , and ∆f = 1/(2T )
is the measurement bandwidth on a single-sided spec-
trum, by convention.

For white noise, the sensitivity of the device defined
by Eqn. 16 is equal to the rms noise in a single 1 Hz
bin of the double-sided amplitude spectral density (or
the noise in a 0.5 Hz band of the single-sided amplitude
spectral density, as implied by Eqn. 17, except at DC).
This definition of sensitivity is valid both for DC and AC
fields, and implicitly assumes the phase of the signal is
known. This definition, with its assumption of known
phase, is chosen because it is consistent with theoretical
calculations of sensitivity from the spin projection limit,
with the prevailing Hahn echo literature where the phase
of the AC signal is assumed known, and with the def-
inition chosen in the initial seminal NV magnetometry
paper [21]. Unfortunately, this definition is inconsistent
with the rms noise in a 1 Hz bandwidth on a single-sided
amplitude spectral density, which definition would give
a sensitivity

√
2× higher. For additional discussion see

Ref. [15].
In general, in the presence of non-white noise sources,

it is more appropriate to consider the noise within a
band of interest in the frequency domain. As is com-
mon practice, we may Fourier transform the time series of
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measurements and write the resulting amplitude spectral
density in rms magnetic field units by dividing the spec-
tral density in the magnetometer’s native voltage units
by a calibration factor produced by applying a known
(rms) B-field, assuming a uniform response across the
spectrum (see Section XI B). This produces a spectrum
of sensitivity as a function of frequency of interest. The
minimum sensitivity of the device is then commonly re-
ported as the amplitude spectral density of the device
noise over the low-noise band or bands.

However, the usual practice of determining device sen-
sitivity from the noise floor of the amplitude spectral den-
sity produces a subtle challenge that is seldom discussed
in the magnetometry literature. According to Parseval’s
theorem, the integral over time of the square of the mag-
netic field is equal to the integral over frequency of the
square of the field spectrum. Thus, the appropriate av-
erage of a frequency band of interest in the amplitude
spectral density is an rms average (or, equivalently, the
mean of the power spectral density in the band of inter-
est), and not the mean of the amplitude spectral density.
Alternatively, to determine the sensitivity from the aver-
age of successive measurements, the rms average of the
amplitude spectral density should be taken. In this case,
we have

η(f) =
〈
Bd(f)

〉
rms

, (18)

where η(f) denotes the sensitivity amplitude spectral
density, Bd(f) is the double-sided magnetic field ampli-
tude spectral density, and < · >rms indicates an rms
average. We note that we can also write

η(f) =
1√
2
〈Bs(f)〉rms , (19)

where Bs(f) is the single-sided magnetic field amplitude

spectral density, and the prefactor αs-d = 1/
√

2 is valid to
convert from single-sided to double-sided spectral density
except at DC.

Whether an average is taken across frequency bins of a
single acquisition’s spectrum or an average is taken across
the spectra of a number of acquisitions, an rms average
must be used to appropriately preserve the total noise
power present in the data. In the latter case, once an
rms average has been performed over spectra from a suffi-
ciently large number of acquisitions, the mean or median
of the appropriate band of the amplitude spectral density
may be taken to correctly determine the minimum sensi-
tivity of the device. We have verified in simulation that,
for additive white Gaussian noise, rms-averaging of spec-
tra from 5 acquisitions is sufficient to allow the median
of amplitude spectral density to produce a minimum sen-
sitivity correct at the ∼ 1%-level. The sensitivity data
presented in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 are produced from rms-
averaging 10 acquisitions per plot.

In the presence of sizable spurs at particular frequen-
cies, use of the median is preferable to naive calculation
of the rms mean of the noise floor, as the latter can be

significantly influenced by even a small number of large
spurious values. Though frequencies with spurs can be
manually excluded or automatically excluded by filtering
outliers above a particular value, we have found sensitiv-
ity calculation via the median to be more convenient and
robust to variations in the experimental conditions, as is
especially important during real-time optimization of the
device.

Finally, though not relevant to the data presented
in this work, we note that subtle complications arise
when applying this median-based sensitivity calculation
method to the amplitude spectral density of a single data
acquisition. In particular, several correction factors must
be applied in order to produce an accurate sensitivity us-
ing the median-based method with the spectrum of a sin-
gle data acquisition. Assuming white Gaussian noise, the
median amplitude spectral density must be multiplied by
a factor

α =

(√
4

π

)(
1

2

√
π

ln(2)

)
≈ 1.201, (20)

where the first factor accounts for the ratio between an
rms mean and an ordinary mean, and the second fac-
tor accounts for the ratio between an ordinary mean
and a median. These factors result from the statis-
tical properties of time-domain (real) additive white
Gaussian noise after Fourier transforming into (complex)
frequency-domain signals. In particular, the factors may
be viewed as resulting from properties of the Rayleigh
distribution, which describes the magnitude of the com-
plex frequency-domain noise.

B. Ramsey magnetometry sensitivity measurement

During Ramsey magnetometry, a 10-Hz calibrated
test magnetic field is applied, with rms amplitude
Brms = κ · 50 mV = 10 nT. Each 1-s long acquisition is
Fourier transformed, and the resulting double sided spec-
trum with 1 Hz bins is scaled so that the magnitude of the
+10 Hz bin and -10 Hz bin are both Brms = 1√

2
×10 nT.

This scaling ensures that the magnitude in the sole 10
Hz bin on a single-sided amplitude spectral density is
Brms = 10 nT.

The sensitivity spectra provided in this paper are cal-
culated using an rms average of 10 spectra from succes-
sive 1-s long acquisitions. The minimum sensitivity is
then determined by calculating the median sensitivity
across the appropriate frequency band. Approximately
two dozen 1-Hz wide notch filters, mostly at harmonics
of 60 Hz, remove spurious signals, but this filtering has
no effect on the sensitivity. For Ramsey magnetometry,
the minimum sensitivity is calculated as the median over
the final 10% of frequency bins in the spectrum.
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C. Hahn echo sensitivity measurement

To calculate the Hahn echo sensitivity, we begin by
verifying the calibration of magnetic field versus volt-
age applied to the test coil, as the presence of residual
metal components may partially shield the sensor from
the 6.4 kHz magnetic field applied during Hahn echo
testing. We first roughly optimize the DQ Ramsey mi-
crowave parameters in a precession time sweep mode as
described in Sec. IX B. We then enable the echo pulse
and switch to the magnetometry mode. A square wave
magnetic field is applied using the test coil, with the tran-
sition between high and low voltage occurring at the mid-
point of the echo pulse. As described in the main text
(see Section IV B), phase shifts of ±π/2 are applied to
the final pulse on successive experiment repetitions. The
difference between these two experimental repetitions is
the Hahn echo magnetometry signal, and this cycle is
repeated indefinitely.

The amplitude of the square wave is then scanned, and
the average value of the Hahn echo magnetometry signal
is recorded. Data are then fit to a sinusoid with additive
offset, as shown in Fig. 19. Following Eqn. 15, with total
precession time τ = 100 µs for the Hahn echo sequence,
we find that the fringe spacing in magnetic field units
is 309 nT, and this quantity is set equal to the period
obtained from the sine wave fit to produce a calibration
of magnetic field per applied voltage. As discussed in
Sec. XI B, the value obtained for the 6.4 kHz test field
calibration is consistent with the near-DC calibration to
within 1.4%.

After the initial calibration, further optimization may
then be performed iteratively. First, the test field am-
plitude is set to approximately that of the first signal
maximum found in the calibration procedure; MW pow-
ers and frequencies are then adjusted to maximize the
signal observed. Next, the test field is turned off, and
the MW power and frequencies are adjusted to produce
minimum noise, and the procedure is repeated as desired.

After finding the MW power and frequency settings
that produce the highest signal and the lowest noise, the
applied field amplitude is again scanned over a series of
values in random order, and magnetometry traces are
recorded for each step. As in the calibration procedure,
the average signal values for each step of the field am-
plitude scan are fit to a sinusoid to determine the max-
imum slope in units of device signal per nT of applied
field. The traces at zero applied field, recorded during
and immediately after the field amplitude scan, are used
to determine the device noise spectrum. In particular,
the rms average of 10 spectra from 1-s long acquisitions
is performed to produce the noise spectrum. The noise
spectrum is then divided by the measured slope to pro-
duce a sensitivity spectrum. By calculating the median
of this sensitivity spectrum, we find an optimized Hahn
echo sensitivity η ≈ 210 fT/

√
Hz.
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FIG. 19. Hahn echo magnetometry signal vs. nominal am-
plitude of applied square wave. Data (·) are fit to a sinusoid
with additive offset (—), as described in the text. The best
fit is given by an angular frequency of 4.03×10−3 (mV)−1 and
amplitude, phase, and offset of 684, 0.0365, and 16.1, respec-
tively. The slight offset from zero y-intercept is attributed to
imperfections in the digital phase shifters, in particular the
slight dependence of insertion loss on selected phase.

XIII. SENSITIVITY THEORETICAL LIMITS

Calculating theoretical limits can confirm that re-
ported results are sensible, and provide insight into av-
enues for device improvement.

A. Shot noise, reference noise, digitizer noise

The number of photoelectrons collected on the signal
and reference photodiodes during a single readout of du-
ration tR are

Nsig =
ĪsigtR
q

, Nref =
ĪreftR
q

, (21)

where Īsig and Īref are the average photocurrents on the
signal and reference photodiodes during the readout pe-
riod, respectively, and q is the magnitude of the electron
charge. Data in this work are taken with Ī ≈ 4.8 mA,
Īref ≈ 82.9 mA, and tR = 10 µs, so that Nsig ≈ 3.0×1011

and Nref ≈ 5.2× 1012.
The signal and reference photocurrents are integrated

on capacitors with values Csig = 6.6 nF and Cref = 114 nF,
producing voltages

Vsig =
ĪsigtR
Csig

and Vref =
ĪreftR
Cref

. (22)

For a given value of Īsig, the values of Csig and Cref are
first coarsely adjusted so that Vsig ≈ Vref. Next, the
value of Īref is adjusted by varying the fraction of light
that reaches the reference photodiode, so that Vref closely
matches Vsig. The given values of Īsig, Īref, Csig, Cref and
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tR result in Vsig ≈ Vref ≈ 7.3 V at the end of each readout
integration period.

Shot noise on the number of collected photoelectrons is
often a fundamental noise source for fluorescence-based
measurements. Photoelectron shot noise results in rms
variations

√
Nsig and

√
Nref on the number of photo-

electrons observed on the signal and reference photodi-
odes for a single readout, respectively. This photoelec-
tron shot noise results in an integrated voltage noise on
the signal and reference integration capacitors of

σsig =

√
qĪsigtR
Csig

and σref =

√
qĪreftR
Cref

, (23)

so that σsig ≈ 13 µV and σref ≈ 3.2 µV. As photoelectron
shot noise σsig represents a fundamental limit, additive
noise sources can be evaluated relative to σsig. For the
balancing scheme described in SM Sec. VII F, subtraction
of the reference voltage from the signal voltage increases
the noise relative to σsig alone by the factor

κbal =

√
1 +

ĪrefC2
sig

ĪsigC2
ref

≈
√

1 +
Csig
Cref

, (24)

which yields κbal = 1.029.
Other noise sources present in the balancing circuit

contribute negligibly. The input voltage noise (en ≈
0.85 nV/

√
Hz) of each ADA4898 op-amp integrates to

190 nV rms over the tR = 10 µs readout time. The
ADA4898’s input current noise (2.4 pA/

√
Hz), Johnson-

Nyquist noise on the relevant ∼ 100 Ω resistors in the
instrumentation amplifier, and thermal reset noise on the
integration capacitors contribute negligible noise as well.

The effective gain of the analog balancing circuit is
G=7.69. The Vsig ≈ 7.3 V integrated signal voltage corre-
sponds to a hypothetical output voltage of GVsig ≈56 V.
Although subtraction of the reference voltage reduces the
balancing circuit output to near zero in practice, this
≈56 V value can be thought of as the signal which would
be observed at the output of the balancing circuit with-
out the reference subtraction. Noise voltages, multiplied
by G where appropriate, can be compared with the value
of GVsig to determine fractional additive noise, and eval-
uated in comparison to fractional shot noise.

The digitization process introduces an additional rms
voltage noise of σdig = 23 µV per readout. This digi-
tization noise adds in quadrature to the noise from the
output of the balancing circuit. The total rms voltage
noise for a single readout due to signal shot noise, refer-
ence shot noise, and digitizer noise is then

σtot =
√
G2σ2

sigκ
2
bal + σ2

dig. (25)

Inserting the values given above, we find that the digitiza-
tion noise increases the total noise by ≈ 1.024×. We find
σtot ≈ 0.1075 mV for a single 10 µs readout, of which
≈ 95% is attributed to shot noise on the signal photo-
diode. In other words, the entire balancing circuit and
digitization process increases the noise by only ≈ 5% over
the shot noise limit on the NV fluorescence photocurrent.

B. Ramsey theoretical sensitivity

The theoretical sensitivity of a photon-shot-noise-
limited, Ramsey NV-ensemble broadband magnetometer
is [1]

ηens,sho
Ram ≈ ~

∆msgeµB

1

Ce−(τ/T∗
2 )

p√
N

×
√
tI+τ+tR+tD

τ
× 1

Fpro
(26)

where Fpro represents the projection of the applied mag-
netic field onto the chosen NV axis or axes. When the
bias field and test field are both normal to the diamond
{100} front facet, then Fpro = 1/

√
3.

When employing a double-quantum scheme with
P1 driving, we typically observe dephasing times
T ∗2,DQ+P1 ≈ 30 µs. For C = 0.0334, T ∗2 = 28.6 µs,
τ = 40 µs precession time, and p = 1, we expect
that Ce−(τ/T∗

2 )p ≈ 0.0079. In practice, we measure
Ce−(τ/T∗

2 )p = 0.0082, which we employ in the following
calculation instead.

The timing of our Ramsey magnetometry sequence is
described by values tI = 35 µs, τ = 40 µs, tR = 10 µs, and
tD = 6 µs. Under typical experiment conditions, we mea-
sure a signal photocurrent Isig ≈ 4.8 mA, which results in
Nsig ≈ 3 × 1011 signal photoelectrons per measurement.
Finally, with ∆ms =2 for double-quantum magnetom-
etry, we calculate from Eqn. 26 that the photon-shot-
noise-limited double-quantum Ramsey sensitivity is

ηens,sho
Ram ≈ 260 fT/

√
Hz. (27)

C. Hahn echo theoretical sensitivity

The theoretical sensitivity of a photon-shot-noise-
limited NV-ensemble magnetometer employing Hahn
echo to an AC telegraph signal is

ηens,sho
Hahn ≈ ~

∆msgeµB

1

Ce−(τ/T2)p
√
N

×
√
tI+τ+tR+tD

τ

1

Fpro
, (28)

where Fpro = 1/
√

3 is the projection of the applied [100]-
oriented AC magnetic field onto the chosen NV axis or
axes. Order unity differences, e.g. 2/π, in Eqn. 28 rel-
ative to other references arise from defining sensitivity
relative to rms amplitude rather than amplitude [21] and
for a telegraph signal rather than a sinusoid [1].

Hahn echo is performed without P1 driving, and thus
we calculate the approximate expected sensitivity based
on T2,DQ rather than T2,DQ+P1. For C = 0.0334, T2,DQ =
136 µs, τ = 100 µs precession time, and p = 1, we ex-
pect that Ce−(τ/T2,DQ)p ≈ 0.0160. In practice, the value
of the term Ce−(τ/T2,DQ)p is measured to be 0.0125 for a
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precession time of τ = 100 µs. With ∆ms = 2 for a mea-
surement using the double quantum scheme, tI = 39 µs,
τ = 100 µs, tR = 10 µs, tD = 7 µs, and a signal photocur-
rent of Isig = 4.8 mA which results in N = 3× 1011 pho-
toelectrons per measurement, we calculate from Eqn. 28
a photon-shot-noise-limited double-quantum Hahn echo
sensitivity of

ηens,sho
Hahn = 90 fT/

√
Hz. (29)

D. Additional detail on obstacles encountered

Major technical obstacles encountered in this work in-
clude electrical noise associated with P1 driving; thermal
issues resulting from laser, MW, and RF power applied
to the sensor head; and MW noise which limited device
performance to above the shot noise limit.

The high RF power applied during P1 driving results
in both electrical and thermal challenges. In addition to
the limitations on P1 drive duration and power described
in the main text, ferrite chokes needed to be installed on
some DC power supply lines to allow consistent device
operation with P1 driving. While P1 driving improved
Ramsey magnetometry sensitivity, the additional noise
associated with P1 driving offset the longer achieved co-
herence time in Hahn echo magnetometry, and better
Hahn echo sensitivities were realized without P1 driving
than with. In the future the electrical noise associated
with P1 driving might be mitigated by better shielding of
sensitive components, by turning the P1 driving off dur-
ing the echo pulse, or by employing pulsed P1 driving.
Although such electrical noise is not fundamental as are
shot noise or Johnson noise, ensuring that the resonantly-
enhanced fields produced by the ∼ 100 W applied RF
powers produce no increase in device noise may prove
difficult.

The heat load of the P1 drive coils located near the
diamond, as well as the high optical power impinging
on the diamond, necessitates substantial thermal equili-
bration periods before device operation, as well as care

to maintain a consistent heat load from these sources.
The MW power applied to the dielectric resonator may
also produce a non-negligible heat load, but this was not
found to be a primary source of thermal drift.

In contrast, the laser power reaching the diamond was
monitored during device optimization and magnetom-
etry, and alignment of laser light into the fiber optic
cable was adjusted whenever the power fell by & 1%.
Alignment of the laser light into the diamond itself was
required much less frequently, but for optimum perfor-
mance this alignment should be tailored to the operating
configuration of the device. For example, a change in
laser power or sequence repetition rate might necessitate
a change in alignment. Future devices could include au-
tomated feedback to maintain consistent optical power,
for example by adjusting the amount of light through
an acousto-optic or electro-optic modulator. Automated
fiber alignment tools might also reduce drift by maintain-
ing near-optimal fiber coupling efficiency. Regardless of
methods used to maintain consistent heat loads, however,
the high powers required for device operation essentially
guarantee that the diamond will reach a steady state tem-
perature well above that of the surrounding environment.

The need for an extremely low noise MW signal chain
constitutes another major challenge of this work. Even
with phase and amplitude noise as the primary crite-
ria for signal generator (Rohde and Schwartz SMA100B
with SMAB-B711(N) option) selection, turning on the
MWs increased device noise beyond the nearly-shot-
noise-limited level observed otherwise. For both Hahn
echo and Ramsey magnetometry, the limiting noise
source in this device is believed to be MW phase noise.
Though amplitude noise may not be entirely negligible,
DQ Ramsey and Hahn echo are first-order insensitive to
MW amplitude noise, and amplitude noise is addition-
ally suppressed by amplifier saturation. In future de-
vices, lower MW phase noise might be achieved by em-
ploying superior fixed-frequency sources mixed with tun-
able sources operating at relatively low frequencies (e.g.,
∼ 100 MHz).
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