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Color-centers integrated with nanophotonic devices have emerged as a compelling platform for quantum science and technology.
Here we integrate tin-vacancy centers in a diamond waveguide and investigate the interaction with light at the single-photon
level. We observe single-emitter induced extinction of the transmitted light up to 25% and measure the nonlinear effect on the
photon statistics. Furthermore, we demonstrate fully tunable interference between the reflected single-photon field and laser
light back-scattered at the fiber end and show the corresponding controlled change between bunched and anti-bunched photon
statistics in the reflected field.

Nonlinear interactions between single photons and
solid-state color centers are at the heart of many applica-
tions in quantum science [1, 2] such as the realization of
a quantum internet [3, 4]. In particular, color centers in
diamond have enabled advanced demonstrations in this
direction showing multinode quantum network operation
[5, 6], memory-enhanced communication [7] and scal-
able on-chip hybrid integration [8]. Among the diamond
color centers, the tin-vacancy center (SnV) has recently
emerged as a promising qubit platform as it combines the
inversion symmetry of group-IV color centers [9, 10], al-
lowing for integration in nanophotonic structures, with
good optical properties [11–14] and above-millisecond
spin coherence at temperatures above 1 K [15, 16]. De-
vices combining photonic integration with spin and opti-
cal control could serve as a future scalable building block
for realizing spin-photon gates [17]. On the path towards
such scalable on-chip integration, incorporation of emit-
ters into nanophotonic waveguides [12, 18] enables explo-
ration of the emitter-photon interaction and probing of
the resulting optical signals both in reflection and trans-
mission.

In this work, we present a device consisting of a
SnV center coupled to a nanophotonic diamond waveg-
uide with tapered-fibre access on both sides, depicted
in Fig. 1(a), and we show its nonlinear interaction at
the single-photon level with a weak coherent laser field.
We observe the extinction of transmitted light which
arises from interference between the photons interact-
ing with the emitter and the single optical mode of the
waveguide [19, 20], from which we quantify the coupling
strength of the SnV to the waveguide. In the reflected sig-
nal we observe interference between single photons scat-
tered by the emitter and a classical reflection of the probe
laser. By measuring photon correlations we observe that
the emitter interacts with the incident field at the sin-
gle photon level, altering its photon statistics both in the
transmitted and in the reflected signals. The efficient
coupling between SnV and waveguide, together with the
single photon nature of the interaction, make this system
a promising starting point for quantum photonic appli-

cations.

Our device is fabricated in two main phases: the gen-
eration of SnV centers in the bulk diamond substrate,
followed by the nanofabrication of suspended waveguides
that support a single TE mode for SnV emission. An
electronic grade diamond substrate is pre-processed and
implanted with 120Sn ions at a target depth of ∼ 88 nm,
followed by an annealing step to create SnV centers.
The nanofabrication of the waveguides is based on the
crystal-dependent quasi-isotropic-etch undercut method
[8, 13, 21–24]. To fabricate the waveguide chips, we first
pattern a hard mask material Si3N4, followed by the
transfer pattern into the diamond substrate and vertical
coverage with Al2O3 of the structures sidewalls. Next,
the quasi-isotropic etch undercuts the devices, followed
by an upward etch to thin the devices down to a thick-
ness of ≈ 250 nm. The fabrication concludes with an
inorganic removal of the hard mask materials. The de-
tails of the fabrication can be found in the supplementary
information (SI [25]).

Our fabrication differs from earlier work [8, 13, 21–
23] in one main aspect: we demonstrate successful
quasi-isotropic undercut of the waveguides at a consid-
erably lower temperature of the reactor wafer table of
only 65 ◦C. We show that the quasi-isotropic crystal-
dependent reactive-ion etch in this temperature regime is
successfully undercutting the waveguide structures with-
out the need of an optional O2 anisotropic etch step fol-
lowing the vertical sidewalls coverage with Al2O3. This
has the key benefit of preserving the hard mask aspect ra-
tio, without further edge mask rounding stemming from
the O2 etch.

The fabricated devices consist of arrays of double-
sided tapered waveguides, anchored to the surrounding
bulk substrate by a square support structure, as seen in
Fig. 1(b). To couple light in and out of the waveguide
we use optical fibers that are etched into conical tapers
in hydrofluoric acid [26]. We position the fibers in front
of the waveguide and exploit the lensing effect of the ta-
per, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). Though not as efficient as
coupling through evanescent field, we choose this method
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FIG. 1. Device and optical transition properties. (a) Schematic of the device. We address SnV centers in a nanophotonic
diamond waveguide with two tapered ends, to which we couple using tapered optical fibers. (b) SEM image of one entire
diamond device chip. (c) Energy level scheme of the SnV. At 5K the SnV spectrum shows two ZPL transitions between the
Lower Branch (LB) of the Excited State (ES) to the Lower (Upper) branches (LB, UB) of the Ground State (GS). Here we
focus on the ZPL transition between LB of ES and LB of GS at 619 nm, and we filter the other ZPL out. Phonon assisted
decay from the excited state gives rise to a phonon sideband (PSB) with a broad optical spectrum above 630 nm. (d) Photo-
luminescence excitation in one waveguide showing several SnVs. The red arrow indicates the SnV used for this experiment.
(e) Consecutive PLE scans conditioned on the SnV being in the right charge and frequency state. The scanning speed of
each PLE is ∼ 300MHz/s.

as it allows easy variation of the distance between fiber
and waveguide. This will later be used to tune the phase
of the reflected signal. All experiments are performed at
5K in a closed-cycle cryostat, with no external magnetic
field. Within the SnV level structure (Fig. 1(c)), we focus
on the optical zero-phonon line (ZPL) transition between
the lower branches of the ground and excited states, of
wavelength around 619 nm. Spontaneous emission from
the excited state can also happen with a phonon assisted
process, giving rise to a phonon sideband (PSB).

A photoluminescence excitation spectrum (PLE)
(Fig. 1(d)) reveals several SnV centers in the waveg-
uide, which are spectrally resolvable owing to local vari-
ations of the strain environment. We investigate the op-
tical stability of one emitter (red arrow in Fig. 1(d)) by
performing consecutive PLE scans. The scans are pre-
conditioned on a successful charge-resonance check [14]:
Before each scan we turn on the probe laser at a set fre-
quency and count how many PSB photons are detected.
A threshold number of counts is chosen to make sure
that the SnV is in the desired charge state and on res-
onance with the emitter (see SI [25]). This heralding
technique allows to mitigate effects of emitter ionization
and of spectral diffusion [14].

Summing data from 1.8 hours of continuous measure-
ment (Fig. 1(e)), we observe an integrated linewidth of
(38.0 ± 0.3) MHz, very close to the average linewidth
of the single scans of (32.1 ± 0.1) MHz, indicating that
there is very little effective spectral diffusion in our mea-
surements. This can in principle be further improved by

increasing the conditioning threshold at the expense of
experiment speed. All the measurements reported below
are conditioned on a charge-resonant check with similar
threshold. By measuring second-order photon correla-
tions using different resonant laser powers (see SI [25]),
we extract the excited state lifetime of the emitter to
be (5.91± 0.08) ns, corresponding to a transform-limited
transition linewidth of (26.7 ± 0.3) MHz. This value is
close to the average single scan linewidth, indicating that
there is little residual broadening of the transition.

To probe the coupling of the SnV center to the waveg-
uide, we scan the probe laser across the transition fre-
quency, while simultaneously collecting both the trans-
mitted and reflected signals. We spectrally filter the sig-
nals and record both ZPL and PSB (separately) in the
reflected output port, and the ZPL in the transmission
output port (see SI for details). This simultaneous mea-
surement allows us to monitor the SnV behavior through
the PSB emission, while observing its coherent interac-
tion with the input probe through the ZPL signal (Fig.
2(a)).

We observe a significant extinction of the transmission
signal on resonance, indicating a coherent light-matter in-
teraction in our waveguide-QED system [20]: destructive
interference between scattered photons and the transmit-
ted field causes the emitter-induced reflection of single
photons. The magnitude of the transmission dip contrast
on resonance is determined by the emitter-waveguide
coupling factor β = γwg/γtot, where γwg (γtot) is the de-
cay rate into the waveguide (the total decay rate of the
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FIG. 2. Spectroscopy of the waveguide-SnV system. (a) Si-
multaneous measurement of transmitted ZPL light through
the system (top), reflected ZPL light (center) and PSB
emission (bottom) while scanning the probe laser. The inset
shows a schematic of the system, the colors represent the
different channels measured. We highlight a relevant quanti-
ties used in the rest of the figure: the transmission contrast
∆T and the peak height of the PSB emission scan hPSB. (b)
Contrast of the transmission extinction when varying the
input fiber polarization. (c) Transmission contrast and PSB
peak height as a function of the power in the input fiber
showing saturation of the SnV response when the average
photon number increases. In the low power range, we ob-
serve a maximum transmission extinction of 0.25± 0.01.

excited state). In particular, in the absence of dephas-
ing of the optical transition, the transmission behavior is
described by [27]

T (ω) =

∣∣∣∣∣1− β

(1 + ⟨n⟩
nc

)(1 + 2iω
γtot

)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (1)

where ω is the detuning of the probe laser from the
emitter, ⟨n⟩ is the average photon number per lifetime
in the input state and nc = 1

4β2 is the critical photon
number, which indicates saturation of the photon-emitter
interaction. In the limit of low excitation (⟨n⟩ ≪ nc), the
transmission contrast on resonance ∆T = 1 − T (ω = 0)
is thus related to the coupling factor β as ∆T = β(2−β).
Note that in this analysis, we ignore the small additional
broadening of the optical transition due to dephasing,
making our estimates for β a strict lower bound.
Experimentally, the value of the coupling factor β

can be reliably extracted by measuring the transmis-
sion contrast as a function of input laser power, given
that ⟨n⟩/nc = P/Pc with Pc the input power that satu-
rates the interaction. To ensure that we are optimally
coupling the probe field with the linear dipole of the
optical transition, we sweep the polarization of the in-
put field to find the maximal transmission contrast (Fig.
2(b)). Fitting Eq. (1) to the measured transmission con-
trast as a function of input power (Fig. 2(c)) we obtain
β = 0.143± 0.005. This value is in good agreement with
numerical simulations for our waveguide geometry (see
SI [25]) taking into account the emitter depth resulting
from the implantation, a small lateral offset (≈ 50 nm)
from the waveguide center, and the total efficiency of
the transition of interest of 0.37 [28], obtained combining
quantum efficiency (0.8) [29], Debye-Waller factor (0.57)
[30] and branching ratio between the two ZPL transitions
(0.8) [13].
The critical laser power at the fiber input, Pc, cor-

responds to the critical photon number nc at the SnV
center: Pc = η−1 hνncγ , where η is the fiber-waveguide
coupling efficiency, ν is the probe laser frequency and
γ is the decay rate related to the excited state lifetime.
From the fit value Pc = (0.32 ± 0.02) nW and knowing
nc ∼ 12 photons from the value of β, we determine the
fiber-waveguide coupling efficiency to be η = 0.33± 0.02.

The reflection signal contains the single photons coher-
ently reflected by the SnV center, interfering with clas-
sical reflection of the probe laser at the tapered fiber
end. In a simplified picture, considering a Lorentzian re-
sponse of the SnV, the reflection signal can be modelled
as [31, 32]

R(ω) =

∣∣∣∣1 + ξ
1

1− 2iω/γtot
eiϕ

∣∣∣∣2 , (2)

where ξ is the ratio between the reflected single pho-
tons and the coherent state amplitude, which gives the
average number of photons per lifetime in the input field,
and ϕ is the phase difference between the coherent and
single photon components.
The emitter-induced single-photon nonlinear reflection

alters the photon statistics of the transmitted and re-
flected fields, as we expose below by measuring the
second-order correlation for different combination of sig-
nals.
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FIG. 3. Second order correlation between (a) two trans-
mitted photons, (b) a PSB and a transmitted photon, (c) a
PSB and a reflected photon in the constructive interference
regime (see main text and Fig. 4 for details). The blue dots
are experimental data and the red line is the theoretical
model.

We start by correlating the transmitted signal with
itself. The emitter can only reflect one photon per its
optical lifetime. When two indistinguishable photons
coherently scatter on the emitter within the timescale
of its optical lifetime, the nonlinear interaction results
in a strongly correlated two-photon bound-state that is
perfectly transmitted [33]. In the case of β → 1 the
wavefunction of the scattered light is dominated by this
bound-state component, resulting in strong bunching of
the transmitted light [19]. In our case however, as the de-
cay rate in the waveguide is lower than the rate of other
decay channels (β < 0.5), the bound-state contribution
is suppressed compared to the uncorrelated scattering of
the two photons involving other channels. In other words,
the probability that one of the two photons is incoher-
ently scattered is higher than the probability of emitting
the two-photon bound state in the waveguide. In this
regime, upon detection of a photon in the transmission
signal the conditional probability of a second ZPL pho-
ton detection within the lifetime is suppressed compared
to the steady state value. In full agreement with the
predictions in Ref. [19], we find that this results in anti-
bunching in the photon statistics for the transmission

g
(2)
TT (Fig. 3(a)).

Since we have access to one of the incoherent decay
channels, namely the photons emitted in the PSB, we can

ZPL Refl.

d
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FIG. 4. Reflection measurements. (a) Schematic of the
measurement setting. (b) Reflection spectra at different
fiber distance, corresponding to different relative phase be-
tween the single photon and coherent state components.
The solid line is a fit with the simplified model of equation
2, from this we extract the phase ϕ which is indicated by
the colorbar. (c) Fitted phase as a function of the fiber dis-
placement, measured by the positioner readout sensor. The
black dashed line is a guide to the eye indicating a 2π phase
change in the distance of half a wavelength. (d) Second
order correlation of reflected photons in the constructive
(top), dispersive (center) and destructive (bottom) interfer-
ence regimes. The inset shows the reflection spectrum. We
fit the reflection spectrum using Eq. (2) to extract ϕ and ξ,
which we use as an input to the theoretical model. The red
lines, both in the inset and the main figure, are the results
of the theoretical model with the supplied parameters. The
x axis in the inset is frequency, ranging from -80 MHz to 80
MHz.

verify that the effect on the photon statistics is induced
by the coherent interaction of light with the emitter. We
measure the probability of detecting a transmitted (Fig.
3(b)) or reflected photon (Fig. 3(c)) conditioned on the
emission of a PSB photon. Detecting a PSB photon her-
alds an incoherent interaction which results in a higher



5

probability of detecting a ZPL photon in the transmission
port and a lower probability of detecting a ZPL photon
in the reflected port, leading to the observed bunching
and anti-bunching, respectively.

We compare the results in Fig. 3 with numerical sim-
ulations (the red lines in the figures), where the system
is modeled as a lossy cavity coupled to an emitter (see
SI for details [25]). Using values for the model parame-
ters extracted from the data of Fig. 2, we find that the
simulations accurately reproduce the behavior of the g(2)

measurements.
Finally, we investigate the interference between the co-

herently scattered single photons and the reflected laser
light in more detail. By adjusting the fiber position rel-
ative to the waveguide, we are able to change the differ-
ence between the paths that the classical light and single
photon components travel, and thereby controllably tune
their relative phase ϕ (Fig. 4(a)). Figure 4(b) shows the
variation in the reflection interference spectrum as we
sweep the fiber distance, realized by applying a voltage
on the piezo positioner. The phase dependence on dis-
tance, which we extract from the piezopositioner sensor,
is approximately linear and a full period is obtained in
around half wavelength distance (Fig. 4(c)).

The photon statistics of the reflected signal depend on
the relative phase ϕ. We consider the three limit cases
of constructive (ϕ = 6.28 ∼ 2π), dispersive (ϕ = 1.57 ∼
π/2) and destructive (ϕ = 3.41 ∼ π) interference. In the
constructive interference case, single photons are added
to the coherent state, resulting in sub-poissonian photon
statistics as evidenced by the measured anti-bunching

in g
(2)
RR in Fig. 4(d, top). In the dispersive and de-

structive interference cases, the presence of a non-zero
phase makes the behavior of the photon statistics non-
trivial as the relative phase is different for the one- and
multi-photon components of the coherent state. Depend-
ing on the exact phase and the relative amplitudes of
the single photons and the reflected coherent state, the
relative weight of the one and two-photon components
vary, resulting in either bunching or anti-bunching. In
our regime we observe bunching for the dispersive in-
terference Fig. 4(d, middle) and weak antibunching for
destructive interference Fig. 4(d, bottom). Numerical
simulations (red lines) using our theoretical model show
excellent agreement with the data.

In summary, we have presented a detailed investi-
gation of a diamond SnV center coupled to a waveg-
uide, showing significant transmission extinction, tun-
able interference between single photons and the reflected
laser field, as well as providing insights into the nature
of the emitter-induced changes in transmitted and re-
flected fields through photon correlation measurements.
These results highlight diamond SnV centers integrated
in waveguides as a promising platform for realising effi-
cient integrated spin-photon interfaces.

Whereas nanophotonic cavities can provide overall

much stronger interaction, the use of waveguides can alle-
viate significant fabrication overhead and by their broad-
band nature provide a more flexible platform, since they
do not need to be tuned to the emitter frequency and
readily allow for more centers to be used in the same de-
vice. We investigated four waveguides in this device and
all contained suitably coupled SnV centers, with mea-
sured ∆T ranging between 15− 34%.

While our work shows couplings that are in line with
the state of the art for color center-waveguide systems
[8, 31, 34], further improvement can be obtained by op-
timizing the emitter overlap with the optical mode: the
waveguide thickness and the implantation depth can be
matched to get the SnV closer to the center, while local-
ized ion implantation could improve the lateral position.
Already at the established coupling, these devices, when
combined with coherent spin control [15, 16], may allow
for remote entanglement significantly surpassing the gen-
eration rates obtained the diamond NV center [35, 36],
opening up new avenues for scaling quantum networks.
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J. Vučković, Physical Review X 11, 031021 (2021).

[14] J. M. Brevoord, L. D. Santis, T. Yamamoto, M. Pasini,
N. Codreanu, T. Turan, H. K. C. Beukers, C. Waas, and
R. Hanson, Heralded initialization of charge state and op-
tical transition frequency of diamond tin-vacancy centers
(2023), arXiv:2311.11962 [quant-ph].

[15] E. I. Rosenthal, C. P. Anderson, H. C. Kleidermacher,
A. J. Stein, H. Lee, J. Grzesik, G. Scuri, A. E. Rugar,
D. Riedel, S. Aghaeimeibodi, G. H. Ahn, K. Van Gasse,
and J. Vuckovic, Microwave Spin Control of a Tin-Vacancy
Qubit in Diamond (2023), arxiv:2306.13199 [cond-mat,
physics:quant-ph].

[16] X. Guo, A. M. Stramma, Z. Li, W. G. Roth, B. Huang,
Y. Jin, R. A. Parker, J. A. Mart́ınez, N. Shofer, C. P.
Michaels, C. P. Purser, M. H. Appel, E. M. Alexeev,
T. Liu, A. C. Ferrari, D. D. Awschalom, N. Delegan,
B. Pingault, G. Galli, F. J. Heremans, M. Atatüre,
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M. Atatüre, A diamond nanophotonic interface with an
optically accessible deterministic electronuclear spin reg-
ister (2023), arxiv:2305.18923.

[35] H. Bernien, B. Hensen, W. Pfaff, G. Koolstra, M. S.
Blok, L. Robledo, T. H. Taminiau, M. Markham, D. J.
Twitchen, L. Childress, and R. Hanson, Nature 497, 86
(2013).

[36] S. Hermans, Quantum Networks Using Spins in Dia-
mond, Ph.D. thesis, Delft University of Technology (2022).

[37] M. Pasini, N. Codreanu, T. Turan, A. Riera Moral, C. F.
Primavera, L. De Santis, H. K. C. Beukers, J. M. Brevo-
ord, C. Waas, J. Borregaard, and R. Hanson, Data under-
lying the publication ”Nonlinear Quantum Photonics with
a Tin-Vacancy Center Coupled to a One-Dimensional Di-
amond Waveguide” (2023).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-018-0008-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07127
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aam9288
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aam9288
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg1919
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04697-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2103-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2103-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2441-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-13332-w
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0056534
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.023602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.023602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.173603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.031021
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.11962
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.13199
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.13199
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.11916
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.19878
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aah6875
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys708
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.30.002001
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b01346
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5053122
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5053122
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4992118
https://doi.org/10.4233/UUID:933B37D4-7F00-4070-BECC-9C462BF9D8DF
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.8.024026
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.7b05016
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.7b05016
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.08456
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.253601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.253601
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ab6631
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ab6631
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.223603
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsphotonics.2c00774
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.153003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.153003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.18923
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12016
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12016
https://doi.org/10.4233/UUID:B6AB630D-F054-42DE-B5F9-113A08EF4362
https://doi.org/10.4121/5ae194d5-481e-41c6-b924-679ab6da492d
https://doi.org/10.4121/5ae194d5-481e-41c6-b924-679ab6da492d
https://doi.org/10.4121/5ae194d5-481e-41c6-b924-679ab6da492d
https://doi.org/10.4121/5ae194d5-481e-41c6-b924-679ab6da492d


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
Nonlinear Quantum Photonics with a Tin-Vacancy Center Coupled to a

One-Dimensional Diamond Waveguide

Matteo Pasini ,1 Nina Codreanu ,1 Tim Turan ,1 Adrià Riera Moral,1, ∗
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SAMPLE AND DEVICE FABRICATION

The sample fabrication process starts with pre-implantation surface treatment of a <100> surface oriented elec-
tronic grade diamond substrate (Element 6). The sample substrate is first cleaned in a wet Piranha (ratio 3:1 of
H2SO4 (95%) : H2O2 (31%)) inorganic solution for 20 min at 80 ◦C, followed by the superficial ∼ 5 µm etching via
inductively-coupled-plasma reactive-ion-etching (ICP/RIE) Ar/Cl2 plasma chemistry based recipe in order to remove
the residual polishing induced strain from the surface of the substrate. An additional ∼ 5 µm ICP/RIE O2 chemistry
based plasma etch is performed in order to remove residual chlorine contamination from the previous etching step
[1]. Following, the sample is inorganically cleaned in a Piranha solution (20 min at 80 ◦C) and implanted with Sn
ions (dose 1e11 ions/cm2 with an energy of 350 keV). Prior to the activation of the SnV centers by vacuum annealing
(1200 ◦C), a triacid cleaning (ratio 1:1:1 of HClO4(70%) : HNO3(70%) : H2SO4(> 99%)) is performed for 1.5 hours in
order to remove any residual organic contamination, followed by the the same wet inorganic cleaning procedure after
the annealing step in order to remove any superficial graphite thin film layer formed during the annealing step of the
diamond substrate. In order to assess the successful activation of the SnV centers, the sample is characterized prior
to the nanofabrication of the suspended structures.

The nanofabrication of waveguiding structures follows the process based on the crystal-dependent quasi-isotropic-
etch undercut method developed in references [2–6] and [1]. A schematics of this is illustrated in Fig. 5.

FIG. 5. Nanophotonic structures fabrication process steps, based on Ref. [1–6]. See text for details.

Specifically, we start with a pre-fabrication process extensive inorganic clean for 20 min in HF (40%) at room
temperature (Fig. 5, step 0), followed by deposition and patterning of a hard mask material thin film layer of ∼ 221 nm
Si3N4 via plasma-enhanced-chemical-vapour-deposition (PECVD) (Fig. 5, step 1). The waveguide structures design
is longitudinally aligned with the <110> diamond crystallographic orientation and exposed via e-beam lithography
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of ∼ 450 nm of AR-P-6200.13 positive tone resist (Fig. 5, steps 2 and 3). In order to avoid charging effects of the
diamond substrate during the e-beam exposure, the surface of the e-beam resist is coated with ∼40 nm Electra 92
(AR-PC 5090) conductive polymer. Next, this is developed by immersing the sample in 60 s gentle stirring in H2O and
N2 blow-dry (to dissolve Electra 92), followed by 60 s DI water, 60 s pentyl acetate, 5 s ortho-xylene, 60 s isopropyl
alcohol (IPA) (Fig. 5, steps 4 and 5). The process proceeds with the transfer pattern into the Si3N4 hard mask
material by means of ICP/RIE etch in a CHF3/O2 based plasma chemistry (Fig. 5, step 6) and complete removal
of residual e-beam resist in a two-fold wet step: we first proceed with a resist removal in a PRS 3000 positive resist
stripper solution, followed by extensive Piranha clean inorganic treatment for complete removal of organic material
residues (Fig. 5, steps 7 and 8). Such considerable inorganic cleaning is employed in order to prevent micro-masking
within next dry etch steps that can potentially be caused by organic residues on the sample.

The transfer pattern from the Si3N4 hard mask material is transferred by etching top-down in a dry ICP/RIE O2

plasma chemistry etch in the diamond substrate for an extent of ∼2.4x the designed thickness of the devices (Fig. 5,
step 9). It is crucial to note that the O2 dry etch heavily affects the aspect ratio of the patterned Si3N4 hard mask: we
observe the etch rate of Si3N4 to be higher at the edges of the patterned structures compared to the determined etch
rate of Si3N4 on flat area test samples, leading to enhanced erosion of the Si3N4 at the edges of the nanostructures.
This yields rounded vertical sidewalls with few nanometers of hard mask material at the diamond to Si3N4 interface
[1]. This leads to weak points across the top surface of the hard mask that can compromise the integrity of the hard
mask through the following fabrication steps. We circumvent this challenge by carefully tuning the trade-off between
sufficient anisotropic diamond etch and Si3N4 mask integrity such that the last withstands the following O2 based
dry etch steps foreseen by the overall fabrication process.

Next, conformal atomic layer deposition (ALD) of ∼ 26 nm of Al2O3 for hard mask coverage of devices vertical
sidewalls(Fig. 5, step 10) and the horizontal coverage of Al2O3 is fully removed by ICP/RIE etch in a BCl3/Cl2
plasma chemistry etch (Fig. 5, step 11). This opens access to the diamond substrate: we directly follow with a
two-step quasi-isotropic etch. For this, we employ the recipe developed in reference [1]. In contrast to Ref. [2–6], here
the quasi-isotropic etch plasma reactor wafer table temperature is only 65 ◦C, therefore completing the full undercut
and upward etch of the devices to the target thickness in 2 steps of 9 hours etch each (Fig. 5, steps 12 and 13). The full
release and upward quasi-isotropic total etch time is considerably long when compared to high temperature plasma
regimes. On the other hand, here we demonstrate that this method successfully undercuts diamond waveguides in
a low temperature regime. Finally, the hard mask materials are removed in an extensive inorganic treatment for 20
min in HF (40%) at room temperature (Fig. 5, step 14).

The overall qualitative characterization of the fabrication steps presented in this work has been executed on a
scanning electron microscope Hitachi SEM Regulus system. The etch rates concerning the fabrication steps 6, 9 and
11 (Fig. 5) have been pre-characterized on additional test samples, in parallel to the fabrication of the diamond
sample employed in this work following similar methodology. Such etch tests have been conducted employing silicon
substrate samples, with the thin films of interest deposited in parallel to the diamond substrate. Optical parameters
and thickness of the employed materials have been determined via spectroscopic ellipsometry method on a Woollam
M-2000 (XI-210) tool. The quasi-isotropic etch rate has been characterized employing supplementary diamond test
samples (fabrication parallel to the sample in this work) and analyzed via SEM inspection.
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EXPERIMENTAL SETUP
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FIG. 6. Experimental Setup. See text for explanation and abbreviations.

Figure 6 shows a schematic of our experimental setup. The sample is cooled to 5K in a closed cycle cryostat
(Montana Instruments s50), together with two XYZ piezopositioner stacks (Attocube Systems ANPx51, ANPz51)
which allow to control the position of the optical fibers. We image the sample through an optical window in the
cryostat using a long working distance objective (Mitutoyo 50X Plan Apochromat, NA: 0.55, WD: 13mm), which
combined with an LED at ∼470 nm provides enough resolution to image the waveguides and the fiber tip. Through the
same objective we deliver the repump laser pulses (Cobolt MLD-06 515 nm). The resonant excitation and the photon
collection is all via fiber. A tunable 1240 nm laser (Toptica DL Pro - TA) pumps a second harmonic generation
fiber-coupled crystal (AdvR) to generate tunable laser light around 620 nm. Part of the red output is sent to a
wavemeter (High Finesse WS8) for frequency stabilization through a PID loop running in background and feeding
back on the DL Pro controller to tune the IR frequency. The light used for resonant excitation goes through a manual
Variable Optical Attenuator (VOA) and an Acousto Optical Modulator (AOM) used to generate the pulses. A short
fiber-freespace-fiber module (Thorlabs FiberBench) with polarization control is used to bridge between polarization
maintaining fiber of the laser control and the single mode fiber used in the rest of the experiment. A 99:1 beam
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splitter is used to send 1% of the laser light to the input fiber, where we use motorized polarization paddles to control
the input polarization. The remaining 99% is used for calibration and monitoring. The reflected light goes through
the beam splitter and is collected in the 99% return port. We have two free-space setups for filtering and detection of
the light. In the first, usually connected to the reflection port, a dichroic filter (Semrock FF625, short pass ∼ 620 nm)
separates the PSB and ZPL light. The PSB is further filtered by a Band Pass filter (620±5 nm) and a tunable narrow
etalon filter (LightMachinery, ∼ 45 GHz FWHM) to get rid of the second ZPL transition. In the PSB path we further
filter the excitation laser with two Long Pass tunable filters set approximately at 630 nm. The second free-space stage
only has the 620 nm band pass and the etalon to filter around the ZPL. The collected photons are fiber coupled and
sent to avalanche photodiode (APD) single photon detectors (Lasercomponents COUNT) or to a Hanbury-Brown-
Twiss (HBT) setup realized with a 50:50 fiber beam splitter and two APDs for correlation measurements. We run
the experiment using custom software based on the QMI [7] package (version 0.41.0).

Our experiments use a lensed-fiber-like approach for coupling the waveguide to the tapered fiber. By optimising
the position, we consistently measure a fiber-waveguide-fiber transmission efficiency up to ∼ 4%, which translates to
∼ 20% efficiency per side. Taking into account the potential losses at the crossing between the waveguide and the
square support structure, this is in good agreement with our estimation of the excitation efficiency of the emitter
of ∼ 33% (see main text) and hints to the fact that the emitter is located between the fiber taper and the support
structure.
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MEASUREMENT SEQUENCES
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FIG. 7. Measurement sequences

Figure 7 shows the measurement sequence for the experiments we realised. The control of the AOM pulses, fast
laser frequency sweeps, APD counting, triggering of the time tagging hardware and logic operations are done by a
Adwin Pro II microprocessor.

The photoluminescence excitation (PLE) measurement in Fig. 1(d) is done with the sequence in 7(a). We step the
laser frequency and for each point we repeat a sequence consisting of a repump and a resonant pulse, during which
we count the emitted photons.

To ensure that the SnV is in the correct charge and frequency state, we condition the measurements on a successful
Charge-Resonance Check (CR-Check, Fig. 7(b)), see Ref [8] for details of the procedure.

We use CR-conditioned ”fast” repeated PLE scans (Fig. 7(c)) to measure the PSB, transmission and reflection
spectra in order to extract ∆T and the reflection parameters ξ and ϕ. We apply an analog voltage to scan the laser
frequency around a set point in a step-wise way. In each step we integrate the counts of the APDs for 20 ms. The
single scan speed is ∼ 300MHz/s.
We perform the g(2) measurements with the sequence in Fig 7(d), by repeatedly sending 10ms resonant pulses,

preceded by a trigger TTL pulse that serves as a sync signal for the timetagger. The pulses are conditioned on a CR
Check to ensure that the SnV is resonant with the probe.
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CR-CHECKED LINESCANS

FIG. 8. PLE measurement comparison. On the left, PLE scan where the presence or absence of a peak (at any frequency) in
each scan conditions an off-resonant repump on the next scan. On the right, PLE scans that are pre-conditioned on a suc-
cessful charge-resonance check.

Here we compare the PLE conditioned on Charge-Resonance (CR) check [8] (sequence in Fig. 7(c), result on the
right in Fig. 8) with a PLE done with a less strict ”brightness check” condition (left in Fig. 8). In the latter, after
each scan we check the maximum intensity of the PLE peak and compare it to the average countrate in the trace.
If a threshold in the countrate is surpassed, indicating that there is a peak, we consider the emitter ”bright” and
we continue with the next scan. If the threshold is not met, we apply an off-resonant charge repump pulse (515 nm)
before the next scan. In the trace on the left in Fig. 8 one can notice some frequency jumps and empty scans.
The ”brightness check” only probabilistically brings the emitter in the right charge state, but that can also be at a
different frequency since the off-resonant pulse can modify the charge environment around the SnV. As long as the
emitter is bright, in this case, it does not show significant spectral diffusion. Note that the condition only acts on the
following scan. The CR-Check, instead, is a pre-condition. The scan only starts once we know that the emitter is in
the right charge and resonance state. Therefore, each trace shows a peak at the target frequency. Conditioning the
experiments with this technique prevents the recording of data when the emitter is detuned due to a frequency jump
or absent due to ionization. For the Non-CR-Checked linescans we did not lock the laser frequency after every scan.
In contrast to the CR-Check linescans, the frequency of the probe Laser drifts over time. This is visible as a drift of
the center frequency of the scan-range. The frequency reported in the scan is measured at the wavemeter, that we
constantly monitor, showing that the emitter frequency is stable.
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LIFETIME MEASUREMENT FROM RESONANT g
(2)
PP(τ)

(b)(a)

PSB
PSB

FIG. 9. (a) Second order correlation between two PSB photons measured at various powers. The light blue curve is a fit
using equation 3 (b) From the fit in (a) we extract the decay rate (top) and Rabi frequency (bottom) as a function of the
probe laser power. We obtain the decay rate by a weighted average of the values (dashed red line in the top graph, shadowed
area indicates the uncertainty). The red line in the bottom graph is a linear fit.

To verify that the optical transition is transform limited, we extract the optical decay rate from a series of resonant
second order correlation measurements at different powers. We resonantly excite the transition with 10 ms laser pulses

and measure the second order correlation of the emitted PSB photons g
(2)
PP (Fig. 9(a)). We vary the power of the

excitation pulse and for each measurement and fit the data with the function [9, p. 208]

g
(2)
PP(τ) = 1− e−(3Γ/4)τ

(
cosΩΓτ +

3Γ

4ΩΓ
sinΩΓτ

)
+ C (3)

.
At the lowest measured power, g

(2)
PP(0) = 0.036±0.019, showing that we are measuring a single emitter. Additionally,

we extract the optical Rabi frequency and the decay rate from the fits. The top graph in Figure 9(b) shows the decay
rate for each measurement. We take the weighted average, including the uncertainty, to extract a decay rate Γ of
(168± 2) MHz, which corresponds to a excited state lifetime of (5.91± 0.08) ns and to a transform-limited transition
linewidth of (26.7± 0.3) MHz. This matches well with our average single scan linewidth, indicating that there is little
residual broadening of the transition. The bottom plot shows the Rabi frequency, which scales linearly as the square
root of the probe power. This measurement is also performed with CR-checks in between excitation pulses.
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INPUT POLARIZATION

(b)(a)

FIG. 10. Effect of the probe laser polarization on detected PSB counts. (a) Varying the angles of a quarter and half wave
plate in the path of the probe laser changes the amount of detected PSB counts. (b) A model of the effect based on Jones
calculus.

Here we vary the polarization of the probe laser by changing the angles of two fiber paddles acting as a λ/4 and
λ/2 waveplate, respectively (see Fig. 6). At each combination of angles, we record 30 PLE scans and fit the summed
PSB counts with a Lorentzian, as done in Fig. 2(a). In Fig. 10(a) plot the height of that Lorentzian hPSB (we filter
out the failed fits, mostly happening in the area where the counts are low). When the polarization of the probe laser
is aligned with the dipole moment of the SnV, the PSB counts are maximal. Rotating the half wave plate by ∼45◦

from that optimal setting, makes the polarization of the probe laser orthogonal to the dipole moment of the SnV,
this is were the counts are minimal. We model this behaviour using the Jones calculus [10]. Here the waveplates are
described by 2x2 matrices

Mλ/2(ϕ) = e−iπ/2

(
cos2 ϕ− sin2 ϕ 2 sinϕ cosϕ
2 sinϕ cosϕ − cos2 ϕ+ sin2 ϕ

)
(4)

and

Mλ/4(ϕ) = e−iπ/4

(
cos2 ϕ+ i sin2 ϕ (1− i) sinϕ cosϕ
(1− i) sinϕ cosϕ i cos2 ϕ+ sin2 ϕ

)
, (5)

where ϕ is the rotation angle of the waveplate. We act with both waveplates on vertical polarization and then
project on vertical polarization.

hmodel
PSB (ϕ1, ϕ2) = ∥

(
1
0

)T

Mλ/2(ϕ1)Mλ/4(ϕ2)

(
1
0

)
∥

=
1

2

√
cos [4 (ϕ1 − ϕ2)] + cos(4ϕ2) + 2

The modeled behaviour is shown in Fig. 10(b) and reproduces well the measured data, except for an absolute shift
in the waveplates angles. Note that since we don’t know the absolute polarization at the location of the fiber paddles
the plot ranges of experiment and model are not the same. Also the fiber paddles do not induce perfect λ/2 and λ/4
retardation.
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SIMULATIONS OF SNV-WAVEGUIDE COUPLING

We compare the measured β factor with finite element simulations in COMSOL Multiphysics. The waveguide is
assumed to be rectangular of width 300 nm and height 250 nm, which is the approximate dimension of the devices
for this sample measured from SEM images. The propagation direction of the waveguides is along the ⟨100⟩ crystal-
lographic direction of the diamond. This means that half of the SnVs will have the transition dipole on the plane
perpendicular to the waveguide and with an angle of 54.25◦ from the vertical axis. We then simulate the SnV as a
point electric dipole with the correct orientation. The coupling β can be obtained as [11]

β =
Im[Ed̂(x0, y0, z → ∞)]

Im[Ed̂(x0, y0, z0)]
(6)

where Ed̂ is the electric field in the direction of the dipole and (x0, y0, z0) is the position of the dipole.
The field at the dipole location is obtained from the simulation. To obtain the field at z → ∞ we make the

waveguide ∼ 10 micrometers long and analyze Ed̂ in the last few micrometers of propagation. We fit the electric field
with a sum of sinusoidal functions to account for the coupling to different modes allowed in the waveguide (ideally one
TE and one TM mode). The predominant mode is considered to be the TE mode, we extract the β for this mode. We
do this for different positions of the dipole in the waveguide: at the center, where the maximum coupling is expected,
and at the implantation depth of 88 nm with three different offsets from the center in the x direction (∆x) of 0, 50
and 100 nm. For all of these we report the coupling for an ideal dipole βideal.
When the system is not an ideal two level transition, the effective coupling is decreased by other possible decay

channels from the excited state, which reduce the maximum possible decay rate in the waveguide γwg. In our case,
we consider three decay channels other than the optical transition of interest: radiative compared to non-radiative
decays (Quantum Efficiency, QE), emission in the ZPL compared to PSB (Debye-Waller factor, DW), and decay in
the ZPL transition of interest compared to the one from lower branch of the excited state to upper branch of the
ground state (Branching Ratio, BR). We use an efficiency ζ = QE× DW× BR = 0.37 [12], from which we calculate

βeff =
ζγwg

γtot
= ζβideal.

We obtain the following values:

Depth [nm] ∆x [nm] βideal βeff

125 0 0.606 0.224
88 0 0.507 0.187
88 50 0.403 0.149
88 100 0.256 0.095

We observe that the measured coupling for our emitter, β = 0.143 agrees very well with the SnV being located at
the implantation depth and offset from the center of the waveguide by ∼50 nm.
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THEORETICAL MODELS

Analytical model for transmission and reflection fitting

For the analytical formula describing the behavior of the transmission signal and used for the fits we follow closely
the theory in [11, 13]. The transition linewidth of our SnV is very close to the transform limited value expected from
the lifetime measurement, so we choose to neglect dephasing in the transmission dip analysis. In the presence of
dephasing, the transmission extinction contrast for a fixed β is decreased. For a dephasing rate γdeph this scales as

∆T =
β(2− β)

1 + 2
γdeph

γtot

. (7)

This makes our β a lower bound, since if dephasing is present we would need a stronger coupling to explain the
contrast we measure. For the reflection spectrum we assume a simple single mode interference with a lorentzian
response of the emitter, similar to what observed in [14, 15].

Model for the numerical simulations of the g(2)

FIG. 11. Schematic of the theoretical model. Above a sketch of the input and output channels of the waveguide-SnV system,
below the corresponding modes and coupling parameters.

For numerically simulating the g(2), we model the SnV-waveguide system as a lossy cavity coupled to a two level
system as depicted in Fig. 11. The transmission signal can be obtained by the decay of the cavity mode ĉ in the
output of the cavity. For modeling the reflection we use a similar approach as in [16], where two modes âin and
âout couple to the cavity. We add a coherent drive on mode âin to model the laser field. Part of the cavity mode
which does not interact with the emitter can leak out in the reflection mode âout. This artifact coming from the
cavity approximation is unwanted as in the waveguide the non-interacting light should go through. We tune the
cross-coupling term vinvout to cancel out the unwanted leaking light from the cavity. âout now represents the ideal
reflection from the waveguide-QED system. The dynamics of the system is described by the Hamiltonian:

H = H0 +Hdrive +HJC +Hthree−mode (8)

H0 = (ωe − ω)|e⟩⟨e|+ (ωc − ω)
[
ĉ†ĉ+ â†inâin + â†outâout

]
(9)

Hdrive = iζ(â†in − âin) (10)

HJC = ig(ĉ|e⟩⟨g|+ h.c.) (11)

Hthree−mode = (
√
κinvinâ

†
inĉ+

√
κinvoutĉ

†âout + vinvoutâ
†
inâout + h.c.) (12)



17

and the jump operators:

Lemitter =
√
γ|e⟩⟨e| (13)

Lcavity =
√
κin + κoutĉ (14)

Lthree−mode =
√
κinĉ+ vinâin + voutâout. (15)

The ”lossy cavity” approximation of the waveguide is realised by having all coupling terms between the optical
modes larger than the emitter decay rate, (κin + κout), vin, vout ≫ γ. Since we are interested in the low excitation
regime, we truncate the Hilbert space to two excitations. We match the measured waveguide coupling with the
weak-cavity parameters, we calculate the effective cooperativity corresponding to β:

C =
β

1− β
=

4g2

κγ
. (16)

We use the QuTiP Python package [17] to numerically solve the master equation for the density matrix and the steady
state of the system ρss.
To model the interference between the scattered photons and the classical light from the input laser, we use a displaced
single photon state [18]. We displace the steady state density matrix with a displacement operator D̂(α), the complex
amplitude α has a phase ϕ which encodes the phase difference between the single photon and coherent components,
and amplitude |α| that is set in order to match the single-photon/coherent state ratio ξ as measured experimentally.
We transform the Hamiltonian and jump operator to work on a displaced frame:

H → D̂(α)HD̂(α)† (17)

L → D̂(α)LD̂(α)†. (18)

The operators we use for transmission, refection and PSB are:

t̂ =
√
κoutĉ (19)

r̂ = D̂(α)âoutD̂(α) (20)

σ̂e = |e⟩⟨e|. (21)

For every simulation, we first reproduce the spectrum by feeding the model with the measured parameters β, ϕ, ξ
and measuring the expectation value for t̂†t̂, r̂†r̂ and σ̂e. Then, we calculate the second order correlation between two
arbitrary operators Ô1, Ô2 as:

g
(2)

Ô1Ô2
(τ) =

Tr{Ô†
2Ô2e

τL(Ô1ρssÔ
†
1)}

Tr{Ô1ρssÔ
†
1}Tr{Ô2ρssÔ

†
2}

(22)

Where L is the Liouvillian superoperator calculated in the displaced frame.
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