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Quantum state readout plays a pivotal role in quantum technologies, spanning applications in sensing, compu-
tation, and secure communication. In this work, we introduce a new approach for efficiently reading populations
of hybrid-spin states in the nitrogen-vacancy center of diamond using a single laser pulse, which utilizes the ex-
cited state level anti-crossing mechanism at around 500 Gs. Reading spin state populations through this approach
achieves the same outcome as traditional quantum state diagonal tomography but significantly reduces the ex-
perimental time by an order of magnitude while maintaining fidelity. Moreover, this approach may be extended
to encompass full-state tomography, thereby obviating the requirement for a sequence of spin manipulations and
mitigating errors induced by decoherence throughout the procedure.

I. INTRODUCTION

Owing to its outstanding optical and electron-spin prop-
erties, the negatively charged nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center
in diamond has emerged as a highly promising platform for
solid-state qubits [1–4]. The NV center provides both an elec-
tron spin and a substitutional nitrogen nuclear spin (14N or
15N), and these spins are coupled via a hyperfine coupling
[5–7]. A notable feature of this system is its suitability for
manipulation as a hybrid-spin quantum register. On one hand,
the electron spin exhibits properties such as optical pumping
and electron-spin-state-dependent fluorescence [8]. This en-
ables feasible initialization and readout of the electron spin
[9, 10], even at room temperature [11]. On the other hand,
nuclear spins offer significantly longer spin lifetimes in com-
parison to electrons [12], making them a valuable resource
for applications such as quantum memories [13–15], compu-
tational nodes for quantum error correction [16], and quantum
communication [17, 18].

However, initialization and readout of nuclear spins with
high fidelity remains a challenge due to the small magnetic
moments of nuclear spins. To address this challenge, the elec-
tron spin often serves as an ancillary qubit, interacting with in-
dividual nuclear spins. Then the nuclear spin can be polarized
by coherently transferring the state from the electron spin, and
read out through the reverse process [19–22]. Achieving this
necessitates the implementation of intricate quantum-control
pulse sequences, operating at both microwave (MW) and radio
frequencies (RF), to manipulate electron and nuclear spins, re-
spectively. Nonetheless, due to its weak coupling to magnetic
field, executing nuclear-spin operations takes roughly three
orders of magnitude longer than the electron spin. As a re-
sult, controlling the nuclear-spin state is quite inefficient, and
the microwave-induced heating effect hinders its application
in thermally-sensitive sciences.
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Due to the excited state level anti-crossing (ESLAC) phe-
nomenon of NV center under a magnetic field around 500
Gs, the substitutional nitrogen spin can be automatically ini-
tialized via a dynamical nuclear polarization (DNP) process
during the optical pumping [23, 24]. This mechanism is fre-
quently employed as a standard NV hybrid-spin initialization
protocol in various applications [25, 26], while the readout
method remains unchanged. In this work, we introduce a new
avenue to directly obtain the spin state by analyzing the arrival
time of the emitting photons in a single laser pulse. The dif-
ference in photon arrival time is also due to the ESLAC mech-
anism, which forms different photon time traces between the
states. Combined with the ESLAC-based DNP protocol, we
demonstrate a efficiency state initialization and readout ex-
periment accompanied by exceeding an order of magnitude
increase, this method can be extended to full-state tomogra-
phy and reducing decoherence-induced errors.

II. PHYSICAL SYSTEM

The NV center in diamond is composed of a nitrogen atom
substitution for a carbon atom, with a neighboring carbon va-
cancy as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). There exist two charge states,
namely the neutral (NV0) and the negatively charged (NV−)
NV color centers [27]. This investigation is primarily con-
cerned with the negatively charged NV color center, charac-
terized by a ground state in the form of a spin triplet state
denoted as 3A. This state displays a zero-field splitting of
2.87 GHz between its spin sublevels, specifically ms = 0 and
ms =±1. Additionally, there is an excited state denoted as 3E,
also a spin triplet, with a zero-field splitting of 1.4 GHz. The
energy level diagram of the NV center is depicted in Fig. 1(b).
The NV center in diamond demonstrates a spin-dependent cy-
cling transition of the electron spin under the influence of laser
excitation [8, 15, 28].

In Fig. 1(b), the spin state ms = 0 exhibits a notably low
probability of undergoing intersystem crossing (ISC) [8, 29]
and a heightened likelihood of experiencing excitation to the

ar
X

iv
:2

40
9.

03
34

1v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 5
 S

ep
 2

02
4

mailto:ludw@sustech.edu.cn
mailto:nyxu@zhejianglab.edu.cn


2

corresponding ms = 0 state within the 3E state (with a lifetime
of 12 ns) before reverting to its initial state. Conversely, for
the spin state ms = ±1, there is a substantial likelihood of
transitioning to the intermediate 1A state (with a lifetime of
250 ns), and an excited state lifetime of 7.8 ns for ms = ±1.
Once the NV center is in its metastable state, the decay back
into the triplet ground state preferably occurs into the ms = 0
state with high fidelity. Under optical pumping, the electron
spin state will ultimately reach ms = 0, regardless of its initial
state.

Although laser illumination initializes the electron spin
state, studying fluorescence evolution over time for each state
(see Fig. 1(c)) is insightful. If the electron spin state was
ms = 0 before laser illumination, it remains there, continually
undergoing optical excitation and fluorescence emission cy-
cles. This results in a sustained high level of fluorescence,
except initially, where a small ISC rate, non-luminous and
long-lived, leads to the initial fluorescence decrease. How-
ever, if the spin state was ms =±1, the higher ISC rate causes
the electron spin to eventually transition from the excited state
triplet to the excited singlet state during laser illumination.
This transition leads to a breakdown in the fluorescence count
rate until the NV returns to its ground state with ms = 0.

The crucial aspect for optical readout of the electron spin
state is that the NV center in the ms = 0 state emits a higher
number of photons within the first few hundred nanoseconds
compared to when it is in the ms =±1 state. This leads to ap-
proximately 30% more total photon counts, which we refer to
as the “signal photon”. This difference in emitted photons for
ms = 0 and ms = ±1 states allows for the electron spin state
of the NV center to be efficiently read out at room tempera-
ture [30–34]. The two polarized electron spin states, ms = 0
and ms = 1, correspond to the upper and lower fluorescence
boundaries of the NV system, denoted as L0 and L1, respec-
tively. Any superposition of these two states results in a gen-
eral photon count L that falls between these two fluorescence
boundaries when measured repeatedly. L can be expressed as
a function of L0 and L1 by L = c0L0 + c1L1, where c0 and
c1 denote the respective probabilities of the states ms = 0 and
ms = 1, and c0 +c1 = 1. Consequently, the electron spin state
can be ascertained through the measurement of fluorescence
counts.

The achievement of single-shot readout for an individual
nuclear spin has been successfully demonstrated utilizing a
single NV center in diamond [35–38]. This work was realized
within the NV hybrid-spin system, where an NV center is cou-
pled with 14N nuclear spins, forming a spin-triplet state. The
hybrid-spin system is illustrated in Fig. 1(b). When a mag-
netic field B is applied along the NV defect axis, the Hamilto-
nians for both the ground state and the excited state share the
same form, given by H = DŜ2

z +γeBŜz+γnBŜz+AŜÎ. Here, D
represents the zero-field splitting, γe and γn denote the gyro-
magnetic ratios for the electron spin and nuclear spin, respec-
tively, while Ŝ and Î correspond to the operators for the elec-
tron and nuclear spins. Additionally, A signifies the strength of
the hyperfine interaction. At a magnetic field strength of 500
Gs, corresponding to the ESLAC region, electron-nuclear-
spin flip-flops occur, leading to polarization into the ms = 0
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FIG. 1. (a) Atomic structure of the NV center in diamond. (b)
Energy-level structure of the NV center. Optical transitions (green
and red arrows), ISC (curved arrows) and MW transitions (blue ar-
rows) are given. Dashed lines illustrate weak transitions. The in-
tersystem crossing process ultimately results in the transfer of the
spin state into ms = 0. The left panel illustrates the hyperfine inter-
action of the 14N nucleus. The blue and red arrows correspond to
the transitions of the electron spin ms = 0 ↔ ms = −1 and the nu-
cleus spin mI = 0 ↔ mI = +1, respectively. (c) Photon time traces
of the electron spin states, initialized at ms = 1 (in red) and ms = 0
(in blue). Inset: the normalized total photon counts of two initialized
states ms = 0 (L0) and ms = 1 (L1). (d) Calibration of fluorescence
intensity of four pure two-qubit states. In this sequence, we employ
πMW1 , πMW2 , πRF1 , and πRF2 , which represent π-rotations applied to
the respective transitions.

state with mI =+1.

Although the electron spin is a spin-1 system, a subspace
containing only ms = 0 and ms =+1 (or -1) is utilized to form
a two-level quantum bit (i.e., a qubit) in most cases of quan-
tum information processing [49, 50]. Specifically for quan-
tum sensing, a spin-1 state (ms = ±1) has a relatively higher
mangnetic moment, which can enhance magnetic sensing per-
formance. However, the readout of ms = +1 and ms = −1
states still relies on the help of ms = 0 state [51–53]. Here, we
consider only the subspace of ms = 0 and ms =−1 within the
ground spin-triplet state and denote the states with ms = 0 and
ms = −1 within the ground spin-triplet state as |0⟩e and |1⟩e,
respectively, corresponding to the electron spin qubit. For the
nuclear spin qubit of the 14N nuclei, we use |↑⟩n and |↓⟩n to
represent the states with mI = 0 and mI = +1, as depicted
in Fig. 1(b). The resulting polarized spin state achieved in
this system is |0,↓⟩. In a similar vein, the total fluorescence
counts, denoted as L, are directly related to the population of
the four basis states i.e., |0,↑⟩, |0,↓⟩, |1,↑⟩, and |1,↓⟩ as fol-
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lows:

L = c0↑L0↑+ c0↓L0↓+ c1↑L1↑+ c1↓L1↓, (1)

where c0↑, c0↓, c1↑ and c1↓ denote the respective probabilities
of the corresponding states , and c0↑+ c0↓+ c1↑+ c1↓ = 1.

However, Eq. (1) is inadequate for the complete readout of
the hybrid-spin states. To achieve spin state readout, the con-
ventional approach involves the application of a set of unitary
operations designed to transform the population, followed by
another round of fluorescence count measurements. The spe-
cific experimental sequence is shown in Table I.

Readout Pulse Transition Counts
no operations no transform L0

πMW2 |0,↓⟩ ↔ |1,↓⟩ L1
πRF1 |0,↓⟩ ↔ |0,↑⟩ L2

πMW2 −πRF2 −πMW2 |0,↓⟩ ↔ |1,↑⟩ L3

TABLE I. Experimental readout pulse sequence is designed to mea-
sure the various spin states within the electron-nuclear spin hybrid
system. In this sequence, we employ πMW1 , πMW2 , πRF1 , and πRF2 ,
which represent π-rotations applied to the respective transitions, as
illustrated in Fig. 1.

The experimental process described above can be suc-
cinctly summarized by the following matrix equation L0↑ L0↓ L1↑ L1↓

L0↑ L1↓ L1↑ L0↓
L0↓ L0↑ L1↑ L1↓
L0↑ L1↑ L0↓ L1↓

 ·

 c0↑
c0↓
c1↑
c1↓

=

 L0
L1
L2
L3

 . (2)

Utilizing Eq. (2), we can calculate the probabilities of dif-
ferent states and consequently determine the state being read
out.

III. DIRECT SPIN-READOUT SCHEME

Here, our primary focus centers on the photon time trace,
which offers a detailed account of how fluorescence evolves
over time for each state. We have effectively harnessed this
approach to successfully read out the electron spin state, as
previously demonstrated [39].

At a magnetic field strength of 500 Gs, a noteworthy phe-
nomenon called ESLAC emerges, as depicted in Fig. 2 (a).
Since the state |0,↑⟩ and |1,↓⟩ exchanges in the excited states
due to the ESLAC mechanism, the nuclear states become un-
balanced and also been polarized in the same process [24, 40–
42]. Crucially, the transition from |0,↓⟩ to the excited state
conserves the nuclear spin, resulting in sustained high fluo-
rescence until a small ISC rate leads to fluorescence decrease.
Meanwhile, the transition from |0,↑⟩ has a high probability of
transitioning to |1,↓⟩ with a high ISC rate, thus fluorescence
rapidly drops until the spin in metastable state returns to the
ground state of |0,↓⟩. Consequently, the hybrid-spin system in
the state |0,↓⟩ emits a higher number of photons compared to
the state |0,↑⟩. By incorporating the optically polarized elec-
tron spin mechanism, as described in the second part, where

the electron spin ms = ±1 is lower than ms = 0, it becomes
evident that there are differences in fluorescence intensities
among the four energy levels, namely |0,↑⟩, |0,↓⟩, |1,↑⟩, and
|1,↓⟩.
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FIG. 2. (a) Eigenstates of the excited-state Hamiltonian displaying
the ESLAC at B ≈ 500 Gs. Inset: the hyperfine structure coupled
with the 14N nuclear spin in the excited state. The gray solid and
dashed arrows represent allowed and prohibited transitions, respec-
tively. (b) Photon time traces of spin states initialized at |0,↑⟩ (in
green), |0,↓⟩ (in blue), |1,↑⟩ (in red), and |1,↓⟩ (in purple) at 500
Gs, respectively. Inset: the total number of photons within the time
gate. (c) Inset(above): Readout sequence of electron spin; the laser
readout process of the last experiment is the polarization process of
the next experiment.

The nuclear spin-dependent photon time traces are depicted
in Fig. 2(b), and these traces are acquired after activating
the readout laser. They are recorded using a custom-built
time tagger with a resolution of 2 ns, implemented on a com-
mercial field-programmable gate array module [43]. If we
assume there are n time bins within the detection window,
and mi (where i ranges from 1 to n) represents the photon
counts residing in the i-th time bin, then an arbitrary pho-
ton time trace can be expressed as a one-dimensional vector
M =

[
m1, · · · ,mi, · · · ,mn

]T . The fluorescence count mi ob-
tained from the readout is intricately linked to the population
of basis states as

mi = li
0↑c0↑+ li

0↓c0↓+ li
1↑c1↑+ li

1↓c1↓. (3)

In this context, li
0↑, l

i
0↓, l

i
1↑ and li

1↓ denote the photon counts
present in the i-th time bin for the four basis states, respec-
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tively. Since there are n time bins, we can derive n functions,
which can be represented in the matrix form

l1
0↑ l1

0↓ l1
1↑ l1

1↓
l2
0↑ l2

0↓ l2
1↑ l2

1↓
...

...
...

...
li
0↑ li

0↓ li
1↑ li

1↓
...

...
...

...
ln
0↑ ln

0↓ ln
1↑ ln

1↓


·

 c0↑
c0↓
c1↑
c1↓

=



m1

m2

...
mi

...
mn


. (4)

This function describes how an unknown state, rep-
resented as a vector M =

[
m1, · · · mi, · · · mn

]T , can be
expressed using a set of basis vectors L0↑,0↓,1↑,1↓ =[
l1
0↑,0↓,1↑,1↓, · · · , li

0↑,0↓,1↑,1↓, · · · , l
n
0↑,0↓,1↑,1↓

]T
within a Hilbert

space. We use matrix form to represented the basis
vectors as L =

[
L0↑,L0↓,L1↑,L1↓

]
. The coefficients c =[

c0↑,c0↓,c1↑,c1↓
]T correspond to the probabilities associated

with the four coefficients.
As an alternative to linear inversion methods, maximum

likelihood estimation has been widely employed [20, 44]. In
this work, we utilize optimization techniques to perform a di-
rect analysis of the photon time trace, with the objective of
determining the optimal values coptimal that provide the best
approximation to ctheoretical with respect to a specific matrix
norm. The optimization process is subject to a constraint con-
dition, which is defined as

min ∥L · c−M∥2,

s.t. cT · c = 1.
(5)

IV. EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION

In our experimental setup, we conducted tests using an NV
center embedded in a bulk chemical vapor deposition dia-
mond. These experiments were carried out on a custom-built
confocal microscopy system, all of which took place at room
temperature. The specific NV center utilized in these experi-
ments was positioned at a depth of 10 µm within the diamond
material. This NV center was addressed and manipulated us-
ing our in-house optically detected magnetic resonance sys-
tem. The experimental setup involves a 532 nm green laser
beam that is passed through an acoustic-optic modulator to
facilitate switching. After passing through an oil objective
lens and focusing on the NV center, the fluorescence emitted
is collected by an avalanche photo diode (APD). The output
signal from the APD is then detected by a custom-built time
tagger with a resolution of 2 ns. To create a static magnetic
field, approximately 500 Gs, a columnar neodymium magnet
is employed. This magnetic field is applied parallel to the NV
axis, which is in the z-direction. The purpose of this magnetic
field is to exclusively affect the z-terms of the electron spin
Ŝz, leading to the splitting of the ms = ±1 sublevels and en-
abling the ESLAC. This ESLAC phenomenon facilitates the

optical polarization of the nuclear spin with ease. To manip-
ulate the electron spin and nuclear spin for general-purpose
measurements, MW and RF sources are utilized, respectively.
The frequencies of RF1 (5.102067 MHz) and RF2 (2.941124
MHz) have been calibrated through electron-nuclear double
resonance experiments.

To validate the procedure, our initial step involved calibrat-
ing the photon time traces of the four basis states through
a substantial number of measurements, totaling 109. These
calibrated traces are collectively represented as a set of ba-
sis vectors, denoted as

{
L0↑,L0↓,L1↑,L1↓

}
. Subsequently,

we prepared test states, namely |0,↑⟩ , |0,↓⟩ , |1,↑⟩, and |1,↓⟩,
through different operations. And the fidelity of test sate
are over 0.99 (see Appendix B). We then carried out laser-
based readouts for these test states, totaling 107 measure-
ments, and the results were documented as M. Utilizing
the optimal method, we successfully obtained the four coeffi-
cients: c0↑,c0↓,c1↑,c1↓, and readout the spin state populations
with fidelity 0.9972 ± 0.00042, 0.9963 ± 0.00043, 0.9981±
0.00038, and 0.9982 ± 0.00038, respectively. Here, we char-
acterize the fidelity of population readout as Equ. (6), ob-
tained from the full state tomography caculation [45, 46].

Fp =
(cth,cexp)√

(cth,cth)(cexp,cexp)
, (6)

where cth (cexp) is theoretical( experimentally reconstructed)
population vectors formed by

[
c0↑,c0↓,c1↑,c1↓

]T .

Now, we conside the population readout of an arbitrary
state, in Fig. 2.(b) the time trace of basis state are calibrated
and we think the time trace of arbitrary state is straightfor-
wardly the superposition of the four basic states, which has be
verified in Supplementary Materials. Here, we perform one
more experiment employing the superposition states of elec-
tron or nuclear spins and the results are shown in Table II.

1√
2
(|0,↑⟩+ |0,↓⟩) 1√

2
(|0,↓⟩+ |1,↓⟩) 1√

2
(|1,↑⟩+ |1,↓⟩)

c0↑ 0.42180±0.00320(0.5) 0.04460±0.00087(0) 0.09760±0.00011
c0↓ 0.51137±0.01311(0.5) 0.52938±0.01486(0.5) 0.00000±0.00914
c1↑ 0.05892±0.00047(0) 0.00000±0.00058(0) 0.44625±0.00472
c1↓ 0.00791±0.00310(0) 0.42602±0.00807(0.5) 0.45616±0.00949

TABLE II. Measured coefficients of superposition states using the
photon time trace method.

The obtained fidelity values, denoting the similarity be-
tween the input states 1√

2
(|0,↑⟩+ |0,↓⟩), 1√

2
(|0,↓⟩+ |1,↓⟩)

and 1√
2
(|1,↑⟩+ |1,↓⟩) are 0.99145 ± 0.00065, 0.99206 ±

0.00050 and 0.98845 ± 0.00083 respectively. The observed
differences between the experimental and theoretical results
can primarily be attributed to factors such as statistical varia-
tions in photon detection and control errors arising from pulse
imperfections during state preparation and tomography imple-
mentation.
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V. TIME-COST ANALYSIS

The direct readout method sets itself apart from the conven-
tional approach by eliminating the need for a spin operation
sequence. In the general method, reading out the nuclear spin
state of the NV hybrid-spin quantum register necessitates at
least four operations and laser-based readout. However, given
the effective isolation of nuclear spins from their surrounding
environment, manipulating nuclear spins entails executing a
lengthy RF sequence lasting approximately 100 µs.
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FIG. 3. (a) Evolution of fidelity Fp as a function of sweeps un-
der 500 Gs. The data for both methods are well-fitted using the
function Fp = 1 − e(as2+bs+c), where s = logsweeps

10 , and a, b, and
c are constants, with b being negative. Therefore, as sweeps be-
come sufficiently large, Fp tends to approach 1. Under 500 Gs, the
constants for direct spin-state readout are a = −0.31, b = 1.78, and
c = −3.47, while for the traditional readout, they are a = −0.33,
b = 1.45, and c = −1.28. (b) Evolution of fidelity Fp as a function
of experimental time under 500 Gs, which can be fitted using the
function Fp = 1− e(a(ι−δ )2+b(ι−δ )+c), where ι = logt

10 and δ is a
constant determined by the duration of the single experiment. In the
direct spin-state readout method, a 2500-ns laser pulse is used for
direct spin-state readout, while in the general method, before laser
pulse readout, a series of MW (2785 ns) and RF (156169 ns, 167389
ns) operations are required to manipulate the spin. The δ values for
direct spin-state readout and traditional readout are 4.43 and 5.60,
respectively.

In practical experiments, the most significant factor con-
tributing to the fidelity loss is the shot noise σM . Due to the
photon counts follow a Poisson distribution, it is correlated

with the photon signal, i.e σM =
[√

m1, · · ·
√

mi, · · ·
√

mn
]T

.
This loss can be mitigated by increasing the number of mea-
surement sweeps. Here, we conducted simulations based on
experimental data to analyze the relationship between fidelity,
the number of sweeps, and the total experiment time. The
specific simulation process is as follows.

Initially, we perform measurements to obtain the photon
time traces for the four basis states through 109 measure-
ments. These traces are denoted as

{
L0↑,L0↓,L1↑,L1↓

}
, and

we assume them to be error-free. The total number of mea-
surements for this step is marked as S1. In the second step,
we randomly generate a set of target samples represented as
(ci

0↑,c
i
0↓,c

i
1↑,c

i
1↓). Next, we generate theoretical data, mi

th, us-
ing the following equation: mi

th =
S1
S2 ci

0↑li
0↑+ ci

0↓li
0↓+ ci

1↑li
1↑+

ci
1↓li

1↓. Here, S2 represents the number of experiment sweeps.
To simulate the real experimental scenario, we add photon
counting statistics noise, δmi

th, to the theoretical data, mi
th,

resulting in experimental data, mi
exp. The noise, δmi

th, is
drawn from a Gaussian distribution and falls within the range

[−
√

mi
th,

√
mi

th]. By changing the value of S1, we can gener-
ate experimental data at different numbers of sweeps, which
allows us to study the relationship between fidelity, sweeps,
and experiment time. Finally, we use the generated photon
time trace and experimental data, which have been normalized
based on their maximum values, as inputs to an optimization
model for analysis.

The evolution of fidelity Fp as a function of the number of
sweeps under a magnetic field strength of 500 Gs is depicted
in Fig. 3(a). When the fidelity level is not very high, the di-
rect readout method requires fewer sweeps, especially when
fidelity is less than 0.90. As the number of sweeps increases,
the operation time of the general method grows linearly. In
contrast, the direct readout method has a shorter readout time
because it only includes the laser component and no addi-
tional operational time. Consequently, for the same number
of sweeps, the direct readout method requires less time.

To further elucidate the relationship between fidelity and
readout time, Fig. 3(b) presents the corresponding data.
When compared to the conventional general method, our ap-
proach demonstrates a substantial enhancement in time effi-
ciency. For instance, when striving for a fidelity of 0.95, the
direct readout method requires only 6.83× 108 ns, whereas
the general method demands a significantly longer time of
2.24 × 1010 ns. Therefore, in this particular scenario, our
method accelerates the experimental process by a factor of 32.
This time-saving achievement is primarily realized by reduc-
ing the number of essential spin operations, making it partic-
ularly advantageous for systems characterized by shorter de-
coherence times.

VI. DEPENDENCE ON MAGNETIC FIELD

The ESLAC phenomenon is a crucial aspect of our method.
Optical excitation at ESLAC results in state-selective spin
mixing between the NV electron and nuclear spin. To gain
deeper insights into our approach, we conducted measure-
ments of the photon time trace under five different magnetic
fields, comprising 108 measurements each. Fig. 4 presents
simulation data for these various magnetic field strengths, il-
lustrating the relationship between fidelity Fp and sweeps.
The evolution of Fp as a function of sweeps can be well-
fitted using the functions Fp = 1− e(as2+bs+c) and Fp = 1−
e(a(ι−δ )2+b(ι−δ )+c). In the field regime close to 500 Gs (ES-
LAC point), we observe an optimal experimental effect where
achieving the same fidelity level requires the fewest sweeps
and the shortest time. This phenomenon arises due to the ex-
cited state electron-nuclear spin flip-flop process, induced by
hyperfine interactions.
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FIG. 4. Evolution of fidelity Fp as a function of the sweeps and
readout time for different fields. The simulate result are based on the
photon time traces of 108 measurements.

The spin flip frequency is closely related to the magnetic
field strength, and it reaches an extreme value at approx-
imately 500 Gs. Under the ESLAC conditions, the non-
eigenstate |0,↓⟩ completely transforms into |1,↑⟩ and then
back again, resulting in the most substantial differences in the
photon time traces among the four initial states. In fact, even
minor state mixing in the excited state can lead to noticeable
distinctions in the photon time traces.

In the evaluation of photon time traces within the spin read-
out mechanism, we examine the worst-case noise magnifica-
tion ratio κ[47, 48], which exhibits a quadratic correlation
with the magnetic field, as shown in Fig. 4. This observed
change pattern aligns with the experimental results.

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In summary, we have effectively showcased a novel ap-
proach for achieving single-shot readout of nuclear spins
linked to room-temperature NV centers in diamond. Our
method centers around the direct analysis of photon time
traces, with a specific emphasis on the discernible characteris-
tics present during the ESLAC. When contrasted with conven-
tional techniques, our approach introduces a substantial time-
saving advantage, reducing the necessary time by a factor of
32, thanks to the elimination of spin operations prior to laser
readout. While the ESLAC point represents the optimal con-
dition for our method, it can also be applied to read out spin
states whenever discernible differences in photon time traces
are present.

This method bestows benefits akin to those derived from
diagonal element tomography experiments, and it can also be
effectively applied to full-state tomography experiments. In
state tomography experiments, it mitigates the requirement for
intricate nuclear spin manipulation, offering a clear advantage
in scenarios where preserving high fidelity poses challenges
due to short decoherence times. This approach streamlines
the experimental setup while retaining its capacity to uphold
fidelity, rendering it a valuable tool for applications in quan-
tum information processing and other domains that involve
nuclear spin readout and manipulation.
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Appendix A: simulation of time trace

At a magnetic field strength of 500 Gs, a noteworthy phe-
nomenon called ESLAC emerges (see Fig. 5(a)), which will
influence the fluorescence intensities among the four energy
levels, namely |0,↑⟩, |0,↓⟩, |1,↑⟩, and |1,↓⟩. Here, we pro-
vided numerical simulations of the time trace with different
ESLAC rates (see Fig. 5). Furthermore, from the simulation
of arbitrary superposition states in Fig. 6, it can be observed
that an arbitrary state is straightforwardly the superposition of
the basic states.
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FIG. 5. (a) Polarization mechanism of electron and nuclear spin.
(b)-(f) Simulation results with different ESLAC rate 0.001, 0.02,
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FIG. 6. (a)-(c) illustrate the superposition states of two basis states,
(d)-(e) show the superposition states of three basis states, (f) dis-
plays an arbitrary superposition state. The basis state is represented
by solid lines, and the superposition states are depicted with dashed
lines. (g)-(i) experiment result with 107 measurements.

Appendix B: two-qubit full state tomography

The density matrix ρ of two-qubit entanglement is as fol-
lowes:

ρ0 =


c0↑ . . . a|0↑⟩⟨1↓|+ jb|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

a|0↑⟩⟨0↓|− jb|0↑⟩⟨0↓| . . . a|0↓⟩⟨1↓|+ jb|0↓⟩⟨1↓|
a|0↑⟩⟨1↑|− jb|0↑⟩⟨1↑| . . . a|1↑⟩⟨1↓|+ jb|1↑⟩⟨1↓|
a|0↑⟩⟨1↓|− jb|0↑⟩⟨1↓| . . . c1↓

 . (B1)

The setup for measure diagonal elements c0↑, c0↓, c1↑
and c1↓ are explanated detaily in the second part of the
main text. The a|0↑⟩⟨0↓|, |0↑⟩⟨1↑|, |0↑⟩⟨1↓|, |0↓⟩⟨1↑|, |0↓⟩⟨1↓|, |1↑⟩⟨1↓|
and b|0↑⟩⟨0↓|, |0↑⟩⟨1↑|, |0↑⟩⟨1↓|, |0↓⟩⟨1↑|, |0↓⟩⟨1↓|, |1↑⟩⟨1↓| are denote
the real and imaginary part of off-diagonal elements
|0 ↑⟩⟨0 ↓| , |0 ↑⟩⟨1 ↑| , |0 ↑⟩⟨1 ↓| , |0 ↓⟩⟨1 ↑| , |0 ↓⟩⟨1 ↓| and
|1 ↑⟩⟨1 ↓| respectively.

off-diagonal Readout Pulse Counts off-diagonal Readout Pulse Counts

|0 ↑⟩⟨0 ↓|

(πRF1/2)X X1

|0 ↓⟩⟨1 ↑|

πFR2 − (πMW2/2)X X1
(πRF1)−X X2 πRF2 − (πMW2/2)−X X2
(πRF1)Y Y1 πRF2 − (πMW2/2)Y Y1
(πRF1)−Y Y2 πRF2 − (πMW2/2)−Y Y2

|0 ↑⟩⟨1 ↑|

πRF2 −πMW2 − (πRF1/2)X X1

|0 ↓⟩⟨1 ↓|

(πMW2/2)X X1
πRF2 −πMW2 − (πRF1/2)−X X2 (πMW2/2)−X X2
πRF2 −πMW2 − (πRF1/2)Y Y1 (πMW2/2)Y Y1

πRF2 −πMW2 − (πRF1/2)−Y Y2 (πMW2/2)−Y Y2

|0 ↑⟩⟨1 ↓|

πMW2 − (πRF1/2)X X1

|1 ↑⟩⟨1 ↓|

(πRF1/2)X −πMW2 X1
πMW2 − (πRF1/2)−X X2 (πRF1/2)−X −πMW2 X2
πMW2 − (πRF1/2)Y Y1 (πRF1/2)Y −πMW2 Y1

πMW2 − (πRF1/2)−Y Y2 (πRF1/2)−Y −πMW2 Y2

TABLE III. In this sequence, the πMW1 , πMW2 , πRF1 , and πRF2 rep-
resent π-rotations applied to the respective transitions, as illustrated
in Fig. 2 in main text, and the subscript X,−X,Y,−Y represent the
four different phase of MW and RF pluse.

For measure off-diagonal element, we need apply mi-
crowave(MW) or radio frequencies(RF) sequence to trans-

form off-diagonal element into diagonal, then readout by
laser. The off-diagonal experimental sequence is shown in III.

Next, take off-diagonal element |0 ↑⟩⟨1 ↓| as an example
for a detailed introduction. Firstly, we apply a MW2 π pulse,
and the partial density matrix evolves as follows:

ρ =


1 0 0 0
0 0 0 − j
0 0 1 0
0 − j 0 0

ρ0


1 0 0 0
0 0 0 j
0 0 1 0
0 j 0 0



=


c0↑ ja|0↑⟩⟨1↓|−b|0↑⟩⟨1↓| . . . . . .

− ja|0↑⟩⟨1↓|+b|0↑⟩⟨1↓| c1↓ . . . . . .
. . . . . . c1↑ . . .
. . . . . . . . . c0↓

 .

(B2)

Then applying four RF1 π/2 pulse with four different
phases, the evolution of 2 × 2 density matrices ρsub

1,2,3,4 go as
follows:

ρ
sub
0 =

[
c0↑ ja|0↑⟩⟨1↓|−b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

− ja|0↑⟩⟨1↓|+b|0↑⟩⟨1↓| c1↓

]
,

ρ
sub
1 =

[
1 − j
− j 1

]
ρ

sub
0

[
1 j
j 1

]
=

[
c0↑+c1↓

2 −a|0↑⟩⟨1↓|
j
2 (c0↑− c1↓)−b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

− j
2 (c0↑− c1↓)+b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

c0↑+c1↓
2 +a|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

]
,

ρ
sub
2 =

[
1 j
j 1

]
ρ

sub
0

[
1 − j
− j 1

]
=

[
c0↑+c1↓

2 +a|0↑⟩⟨1↓| − j
2 (c0↑− c1↓)−b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

j
2 (c0↑− c1↓)−b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

c0↑+c1↓
2 −a|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

]
,

ρ
sub
3 =

[
1 −1
1 1

]
ρ

sub
0

[
1 1
−1 1

]
=

[ c0↑+c1↓
2 +b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

1
2 (c0↑− c1↓)+ ja|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

(c0↑−c1↓)
2 − ja|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

c0↑+c1↓
2 −b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

]
,

ρ
sub
4 =

[
1 1
−1 1

]
ρ

sub
0

[
1 −1
1 1

]
=

[
c0↑+c1↓

2 −b|0↑⟩⟨1↓| − (c0↑−c1↓)
2 + ja|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

− (c0↑−c1↓)
2 − ja|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

c0↑+c1↓
2 +b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|

]
.

(B3)

And now, the off-diagonal elements have been transfered to
the elements, which can be optical readout. Following a laser
readout, we get:

X1 = (
c0↑+ c1↓

2
−a|0↑⟩⟨1↓|)L0↑

+(
c0↑+ c1↓

2
+a|0↑⟩⟨1↓|)L0↓+ c1↑L1↑+ c0↓L1↓,

(B4)

X2 = (
c0↑+ c1↓

2
+a|0↑⟩⟨1↓|)L0↑

+(
c0↑+ c1↓

2
−a|0↑⟩⟨1↓|)L0↓+ c1↑L1↑+ c0↓L1↓,

(B5)

Y1 = (
c0↑+ c1↓

2
+b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|)L0↑

+(
c0↑+ c1↓

2
−b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|)L0↓+ c1↑L1↑+ c0↓L1↓,

(B6)
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Y2 = (
c0↑+ c1↓

2
−b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|)L0↑

+(
c0↑+ c1↓

2
+b|0↑⟩⟨1↓|)L0↓+ c1↑L1↑+ c0↓L1↓,

(B7)

a|0↑⟩⟨1↓| =
−X1 +X2

2(L0↑−L0↓)
, (B8)

b|0↑⟩⟨1↓| =
Y1 −Y2

2(L0↑−L0↓)
. (B9)

In this work, the all off-diagonal elements are calculated by
the similar method, and the results of tomography as shown in
Fig. 7.
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FIG. 7. (a)-(d) Tomography result of state |0,↑⟩ , |0,↓⟩ , |1,↑⟩, and
|1,↓⟩ respectively. The fidelity of these four states is all above 0.99.
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