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Diffusion is a prominent source of noise affecting nuclear magnetic resonance at the nanome-
ter scale (nano-NMR), preventing high resolution studies of unpolarized liquid samples. Actively
managing diffusion noise through, for example, sample confinement, is likely to unveil alternative
noise sources which so far have been disregarded, as they occur in longer time-scales and are, conse-
quently, masked by diffusion. These secondary noise sources could diminish the advantages provided
by sample confinement but, on the other hand, they can provide with valuable information about
the behavior of the sample and its interactions. In this article, we study for the first time and
in detail two noise models for confined nano-NMR, namely, surface interactions and porosity, and
discuss their implications for typical nano-NMR experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy is a fundamental tool to study molecular structures and sample
composition. Based on detecting the magnetic field produced by the precessing spin of specific atomic nuclei in
molecules, NMR is widely employed to chemically analyze samples of relevance in fields ranging from material sciences
to pharmacology. Despite having driven fundamental scientific breakthroughs in the last decades, it is an accepted
truth that NMR is limited by a low sensitivity that demands substantial amounts of sample to achieve the desired
precision for sample characterization [1]. Various solutions are currently being explored to improve the sensitivity of
NMR while at the same time reducing the sample size, for example micro-coils [2, 3]. Among them, quantum sensors
offer a most promising route [4].

Quantum sensors have demonstrated a remarkable ability to outperform their classical counterparts [5]. Using
definite quantum properties permits estimating physical parameters with a precision far beyond what is achievable in
the classical limit [6]. One of the best developed quantum sensing technologies is the NMR analogue, which consists
of a controllable spin that can be brought in close contact with the sample, thereby allowing to reduce the sample size
at minimal expense in sensitivity. The most prominent platform for quantum sensing NMR is the nitrogen vacancy
(NV) center in diamond [7], which has been shown to be capable of detecting the magnetic field produced by the
nuclei in nano-sized samples of molecules at ambient conditions [8–15]. At these scales, where the detector lies at a
distance of only a few nm from the sample, the statistical polarization dominates over the thermal averaging [16–18],
allowing to perform room-temperature nanoscale NMR (nano-NMR) in pristine samples.

Despite the practical advantages that they offer, quantum sensors feature their own set of limitations, the main
ones being: The noise affecting the quantum properties of the sensor, the noise affecting the coupling between the
sensor and the sample, and the backaction that the sensor induces on the sample. The first kind can be substantially
mitigated using techniques such as dynamical decoupling [19–21], while backaction can be utilized, in some scenarios,
to increase precision [22]. Coupling noise, however, which in NMR experiments is typically dominated by diffusion of
the molecules in the liquid state sample, is harder to manage without actively manipulating the sample,forfeiting the
intended result for which nano-NMR was designed.

The problem of coupling noise stems from the dipole-dipole interaction which is the main coupling between the nuclei
in the sample and spin sensor in nano-NMR. The dipole-dipole coupling is strongly distance-dependent, resulting in a
detected signal to which only the closest nuclei contribute significantly. Diffusion yields a characteristic time-scale for
the statistically polarized nuclei to become, on average, too distant from the sensor to generate a signal of amplitude
larger than the background noise, at which point no meaningful information can be gained from the sample. Thus,
diffusion limits the precision with which the sample can be studied. On the other hand, the random nature of diffusion
transfers to the couplings between nuclei and sensor, which fluctuate accordingly. Using noise spectroscopy techniques
allows us to elucidate the nature of these fluctuations and, in that way, study the underlying diffusion model [23, 24].
We propose that this knowledge can in principle be utilized to identify physical processes occurring in the sample,
manage the impact of diffusion in spectroscopy, and lead to increased precision.
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A possible route to eliminate the problem of diffusion noise is to confine the sample to an enclosed volume of size
comparable to that of the sensing region [25, 26]. In the confined model, nuclei, rather than simply diffusing away
from the sensor, remain, on average, within a distance defined by the size of the confining volume, resulting in an ideal
steady state in which the signal is no longer affected by diffusion, and from which important properties of the sample
can be estimated with increased precision. This model, however, disregards other noise sources whose time-scale
is longer than that of diffusion, which become dominant once diffusion is mitigated. Among these, we find nuclei
relaxation [27], or surface interactions [28, 29], all of which means that, ultimately, spectroscopic sensitivity is limited,
but also that valuable information about the behavior of the sample components can be extracted by comparing with
the appropriate noise models.

In this article, we tackle the problem of understanding realistic confinement in a nano-NMR setting, with noise
sources other than diffusion affecting the ability to extract information from the sample. To do so, we solve analytically
the diffusion equation on a confined region of the space, in which we conceptualize two different mechanisms of signal
decay rather than diffusion, which for clarity we consider separately. In the first case, we model the nuclei transitioning
from a confining volume to a confining (trapping) surface at a rate dictated by diffusion. We name this mechanism
sticky walls, as it describes the nuclei being immobilized upon arrival at the confining volume walls, as illustrated in
Fig. 1a), effectively reducing the diffusion coefficient to zero due to, for example, a mild electromagnetic interaction.
For the second scenario, we consider a confining volume from which nuclei evaporate (dissipate) at a given, fixed
rate. With this model, which we call evaporating walls, we aim to describe, through a heuristic model, orientation
changes in the nuclei due to interaction with the walls or porous confining volumes, as shown in Fig. 1a), that lead
to a randomization of the interactions and, thereby, the decay of the statistical polarization.

With the proposed models, we shed a first light onto various different noise processes occurring on nano-sized
confined fluids, and the way they get imprinted as different regimes in the detected signal, which in this setting corre-
sponds to the autocorrelation of the magnetic field created by the statistically polarized nuclei at the probe’s position,
as displayed in Fig. 1b), which then can be use to infer important properties about the sample and its interactions with
the quantum sensor environment. The information provided by the specific shape of the autocorrelation, together
with the theoretical analysis that we present, can then be taken advantage of to decide the optimal experimental
parameters and to improve the experiment design. As well, we demonstrate how the confinement regime can lead to
enhanced parameter estimation in NMR spectroscopy. Moreover, our analysis provides realistic scenarios with which
to compare whether indeed confining a sample is a reasonable strategy in terms of spectroscopic precision, for different
regimes.

The article is organized as follows: first, we describe our imagined setting for confined nano-NMR, and explain the
procedure to calculate the correlation functions, which we then explicitly derive for the different noise mechanisms
considered, providing the necessary mathematical details for their calculation. Afterwards, we numerically study the
behavior of the correlations for different confinement volumes and noise models settings, and analytically derive simple
expressions to understand the physics of said behavior. Finally, we demonstrate the capabilities of a confined sample
in terms of spectral resolution.

II. METHODOLOGY

Our aim is to understand the properties and behavior of a confined distribution of molecules, through the interaction
of certain nuclei in the molecules with an electronic spin. The setting is a shallow NV center in a diamond, namely,
an NV center that is located at a depth d of a few nm below the diamond surface and, consequently, in close contact
with the sample sitting in that surface. We conceive that the confining volume has a cylindrical geometry of volume
V , with the NV center aligned with the z symmetry axis of the cylinder, as shown in Fig. 1a).

The NV center can be treated as a spin-1/2 two-level system (S⃗) that interacts with a nucleus (I⃗) in the sample
through the dipole-dipole Hamiltonian

HDD

γeΥ
=

3(S⃗ · r̂)(I⃗ · r̂)− S⃗ · I⃗
|r|3

, (1)

where γe is the gyromagnetic ratio of the electron and Υ = ℏµ0γN/4π, with γN the gyromagnetic ratio of the nuclei.
r⃗ is the distance between the NV center and each nuclei and the Hamiltonian is given in units of frequency. The |r|−3

dependence defines the characteristics of the interaction, as distant nuclei hardly contribute to the overall detected
signal, which corresponds to the time evolution of an initial superposition state of the NV center interacting with
the nuclei in the sample. Then, a measurement of the NV center state at a given time reflects an instantaneous
realization of the magnetic field that is produced by the statistically polarized nuclei, which we model as B(t) =∑

i ai(t) cos(ωit) + bi(t) sin(ωit), where the amplitudes {ai(t), bi(t)} fluctuate according to the noise affecting the
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Figure 1. a) Schematic depiction of the considered setup, with a cylinder volume of radius R and height L carved on the
surface of a diamond that encloses it on all sides. Inside this volume the nuclei in the sample diffuse freely. The diamond
matrix features an atomic defect located at a depth d below the cylinder lower cap, aligned with the symmetry axis of the
cylinder. The defect position spans an angle α with respect to the lower border of the cylinder and an angle β with respect
to the upper border. The nuclei in the sample get statistically polarized (green) and diffuse through the confinement volume.
Upon touching the walls, we consider three different conceptual model scenarios: the nuclei can rebound unchanged (green),
they remain attached to the surface without changing their orientation (red), alter their orientation such that they no longer
contribute to the polarization signal (black), or evaporate from the confinement region (black). Each of these scenarios induces
a distinct magnetic field at the NV position. (b) Logarithmic scale time dependence of the correlation function for the magnetic
field at the NV position for each of the noise models considered, which represents the post-processed signal that is analyzed
following an experiment. Nuclei that rebound unchanged keep contributing to the overall correlations, which after some initial
decay due to diffusion, then reaches a plateau (green) in which diffusion is, effectively, stalled. Nuclei that get stuck to the
walls keep contributing to the overall signal, albeit yielding a generally smaller plateau amplitude (red), owing to being, on
average, more distant from the sensor. Nuclei that loose their orientation or seep out of the confinement volume produce a
decrease of the correlation signal (black). The overall behavior of the signal correlation function is likely to be a combination
of these models, as shown by the thick, multicolored line, which corresponds to a simple model for the correlations, described
in Eq. (28), that includes all the behaviors discussed in this article.

sample, and ωi are the frequencies at which the nuclei precess. For fast diffusing samples, noisy fluctuations change
the amplitudes faster than the time it takes to perform a measurement, so to appropriately study the sample the
optimal procedure is to target the autocorrelation of the magnetic field ⟨B(t0)B(t0 + t)⟩ [30].
The different dipole-dipole interaction components can be resolved by appropriately tuning the external offset

magnetic field applied to the NV center probe, such that only one of them dominates the spectrum. Since all of them
produce similar results in terms of NV center spin state evolution [31], and yield similar information about the sample,
in this article we focus on the zz component, or flip-flop term. Then, the autocorrelation function corresponding to an
initial superposition state of the NV center, evolving under the influence of the magnetic field created by a statistically
polarized distribution of diffusing nuclei, is:

G(t) = ⟨B(t)B(0)⟩ ∝
∫ ∫

f(r̄)f(r̄0)P (r̄, t|r̄0, t = 0)d3rd3r0, (2)

where f(r⃗) ∝ Y 0
2 / |r⃗|

3
represents the form factor for the corresponding dipole-dipole coupling term, Y 0

2 being the
spherical harmonic. P (r̄, t|r̄0, t = 0) is the propagator for the nuclei, which describes the probability of finding a given
nucleus at the position r⃗ at time t provided an initial position r⃗0 at the initial time, that we denote as t = 0. The
initial distribution of the nuclei is considered to be uniform P (r⃗0, t = 0) = const over the confining volume. Our first
task is then to obtain an expression for P (r̄, t|r̄0, t = 0), given diffusion in a finite, confining volume.
In this article, we consider Fickian diffusion [32]. Then, the equation governing the propagator P (r̄, t|r̄0, t = 0)

reads

∂P

∂t
= D∇2P, (3)
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where we assume a constant diffusion coefficient D. In this article, we choose two different sets of boundary conditions
to solve Eq. (3), each of them corresponding to a toy model describing a different physical configuration of confined
diffusion that yields a particular, characteristic correlation function, and compare each of them to the ideal model of
perfectly reflective walls [25].

III. MATHEMATICAL DERIVATIONS

This section describes the different confined toy models and sketches the mathematical calculations that lead to the
correlation functions for each of them, highlighting the relevant equations necessary to understand the results that
follow. The full mathematical details can be found in the Appendixes A and B. In all cases, our starting point is the
Fickian fluid diffusion equation for the propagator Eq. (3).

A. Sticky walls

In this model, we consider that, upon interaction with the walls, the molecules in the sample get attached to the
surface of the confinement volume, such that the initial uniform distribution of molecules over the volume ends up
distributed over the surface, from where the nuclei keep contributing to the overall statistical polarization, as shown
in Fig. 1. The sticky walls model reproduces an extreme case of stick-drag or space dependent diffusion models [33–
36], and it is justified by studies suggesting that, near surfaces, fluids tend to staticity [37], experiencing an abrupt
transition from the diffusion dynamics happening in the bulk.

We want to calculate the correlation function behavior as the molecules diffuse through the bulk of the confinement
volume and become attached to its walls. The propagator in this scenario is a Gaussian that describes free diffusion
in the three-dimensional space,

P (r⃗, t|r⃗0, t = 0) =
1

(4πDt)
3
2

exp

[
− (r⃗ − r⃗0)

2

4Dt

]
. (4)

Additionally, we impose the following initial conditions: P (r⃗, t = 0|r⃗0, t = 0) = δ(r⃗ − r⃗0), where r⃗0 is restricted to
ρ, ρ0 ∈ {0, R} and z, z0 ∈ {d, d + L}, namely, the molecules start off uniformly distributed on the interior of the
cylinder.

We are interested in the time evolution of the correlation function. Molecules diffuse in the bulk – the region inside
the confining volume– and as they touch the walls, they adhere to that end position and continue contributing to

the correlation function. Then, at times much longer than the so-called volume time –τV ∼ V 2/3

D – that marks the
transition from a diffusive regime to a confined regime [25], we can assume that all molecules are distributed on the
surface, and we can calculate the asymptotic value of the correlation function exactly as

Gsticky(t ≫ τV ) =
4π2Υ2ζ

S

∫ R

0

dρ0ρ0

∫ d+L

d

dz0
Y 0
2 (ρ0, z0)

(ρ20 + z20)
3/2{∫ R

0

dρρ
Y 0
2 (ρ, d)

(ρ2 + d2)3/2
+

∫ R

0

dρρ
Y 0
2 (ρ, d+ L)

[ρ2 + (d+ L)2]
3/2

+

∫ d+L

d

dzR
Y 0
2 (R, z)

(R2 + z2)3/2

}
,

(5)

where S is the cylinder surface and ζ is the nuclear density, which henceforth, for simplicity, we take as ζ = 1 and
omit it.

To calculate the transition period of diffusing molecules we separate the integral in Eq. (2) to two distinct regions.
The first one accounts for the molecules diffusing in the bulk, inside the confinement volume. The contribution to the
overall correlation of this region is calculated as (see Appendix A for details)

Gsticky
bulk (t) =

√
πΥ2

2(Dt)
3
2

∫ R

0

dρ

∫ R

0

dρ0

∫ d+L

d

dz

∫ d+L

d

dz0ρρ0I0

( ρρ0
2Dt

)[ 3z2

(ρ2 + z2)5/2
− 1

(ρ2 + z2)3/2

]
[

3z20
(ρ20 + z20)

5/2
− 1

(ρ20 + z20)
3/2

]
exp

(
−ρ2 − ρ20

4Dt

)
exp

[
− (z − z0)

2

4Dt

]
. (6)

The second integral aims to measure the contribution from the nuclei that have already reached the walls and have
a fixed position there. Considering that all the molecules start inside the cylinder, the contribution from the walls
is initially zero, and grows as molecules diffuse out of the confining region. Rather than calculating the population
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of nuclei outside the cylinder, and map it to the walls, we can use the conservation of particles and calculate the
remaining particles density inside the confining region, which is the integral of the propagator and reads

ζstickybulk (t) =

√
π

2V (Dt)
3
2

∫ R

0

dρ

∫ R

0

dρ0

∫ d+L

d

dz

∫ d+L

d

dz0ρρ0I0

( ρρ0
2Dt

)
exp

(
−ρ2 − ρ20

4Dt

)
exp

[
− (z − z0)

2

4Dt

]
, (7)

where we use units of the normalized density ζ = 1 and divide by the confinement region volume V . Then, the nuclei

density on the walls is simply 1 − ζstickybulk (t), and the contribution that they make to the overall correlation function

can be calculated from the asymptotic result at long times as Gsticky
walls (t) = Gsticky(t ≫ τV )[1− ζstickybulk (t)].

Note that both regions need to be calculated numerically. The total correlation function in this sticky walls model
is

Gsticky(t) = Gsticky
bulk (t) +Gsticky

walls (t). (8)

B. Dissipating walls

The previous model assumes that upon reaching the walls, the nuclei keep their orientation, yielding a finite
statistical polarization even at long times. With the second model that we consider now, we aim to describe a
polarization decay induced by the confining volume walls. In this model, either the nuclei either rebound from the
walls and are dispersed in random directions [38], thereby changing their orientation, or the walls are porous and
nuclei slowly seep out of the confining volume [26]. In both cases the result is a decrease in the number of aligned
nuclei and, consequently, a weakening of the statistical polarization, as schematically shown in Fig. 1. We describe
this scenario with the diffusion equation in confined cylindrical volume with evaporation boundary conditions [39].
Specifically, when solving the differential equation, we allow nuclei to leave the confining volume at a constant rate
τev, distinct from the diffusion time.
Let us begin by calculating the diffusion propagator in Eq. (3), which in cylindrical coordinates reads

∂P

∂t
−D

[
1

ρ

∂

∂ρ

(
ρ
∂P

∂ρ

)
+

1

ρ2
∂2P

∂ϕ2
+

∂2P

∂z2

]
= 0. (9)

The initial distribution of nuclei is the same as in the sticky scenario, the Robin boundary conditions for the radial
(ρ) and vertical (z) coordinates are(

∂P

∂ρ
+

d

Dτev
P

) ∣∣∣∣
ρ=R

= 0,

(
∂P

∂z
− d

Dτev
P

) ∣∣∣∣
z=d

= 0,

(
∂P

∂z
+

d

Dτev
P

) ∣∣∣∣
z=d+L

= 0, (10)

and the periodic boundary condition on the angular (ϕ) coordinate is P (ϕ+2π) = P (ϕ). These boundary conditions
link the concentration of fluid on both sides of the boundary, with a net flow rate in the direction of lowest concen-
tration. Since we want to consider a confined sample, we assume that the concentration outside of the cylinder (i.e.
at infinity) is zero, resulting in a net flow outwards at the defined rate τ−1

ev , thus taking into account that, at later
times, less nuclei remain in the sample and, as a consequence, evaporation slows down.

We aim to find a solution to Eq (9) using the method of separation of variables. Then

P (r⃗, t) = T (t)R(ρ)Z(z)e−inϕ, (11)

where the angular part is chosen to satisfy the corresponding boundary condition, meaning that n ∈ Z.
As molecules will be evaporating through the surfaces of the confining volume, the concentration in the bulk must

be a decreasing function of time. Therefore, the temporal part of the solution must be composed of decaying modes.
Thus, we have that

T (t) ∝ exp(−Dλ2t), (12)

with the eigenvalues λ ∈ R. The constant case λ = 0 only leads to a trivial solution given the boundary conditions.
Consequently, we disregard it.

In the z dimension, we have a problem defined by the differential equation of the harmonic oscillator kind, which,
given the symmetry of the cylinder with respect to its centre, admits solutions in terms of either trigonometric
functions or hyperbolic functions. The later however, result in oscillating modes that diverge with time, and so
cannot be a solution of a diffusion problem in which the concentration diminishes with time. Then,

Z(z) = A−
m sin

[
η−m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
+A+

m sin

[
η+m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
, (13)
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where the eigenvalues η±m ∈ R are the discreet solutions to the transcendental equation(
η0
η±

)±1

= ± tan
η±L

2
, (14)

with η0 = d/Dτev. The case η = 0 does not yield a solution that satisfies the boundary conditions.
This leaves us with the radial and angular parts. The radial part is analogous to the modes featured by an oscillating

two-dimensional membrane, admitting solutions in terms of Bessel functions, which must be symmetric with respect
to the central axis of the cylinder. Since regularity is required at zero radius (i.e. at the central axis of the cylinder),
the only possible solution is R(ρ) ∝ Jn(βρ), which means that for every eigenvalue n of the angular component, there
is a Bessel solution in the radial dimension. Given the boundary condition, the eigenvalues β are strictly positive,
and can be calculated as the solutions to the equation

J ′
n(ξ) +

dR

ξDτev
Jn(ξ) = 0, ξ = βR. (15)

Then, for each n, there is a family p = 0, 1, 2 . . . of eigenvalues βn,p. We can now apply the initial conditions to obtain
the amplitude of each solution. For the z-axis we get

A+
m =

2

L

1

1 + sinc
(
η+mL

) cos [η+m(z0 − d− L

2

)]
(16)

A−
m =

2

L

1

1− sinc
(
η−mL

) sin [η−m(z0 − d− L

2

)]
, (17)

while for the radial and angular parts we obtain

An,p =
(βn,pR)2Jn (βn,pρ0) exp(inϕ0)

πR2
[(

( dR
Dτev

)2 + (βn,pR)2 − n2
)
Jn (βn,pR)

2
] . (18)

Then, the full propagator is

P (ρ, ϕ, z, t) =
L

V

∞∑
m=1

∞∑
n=−∞

∞∑
p=0

{
A−

m sin

[
η−m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
+A+

m cos

[
η+m

(
z − d− L

2

)]}
×

βn,pρJn(βρ) exp
[
−in(ϕ− ϕ0)−D

(
β2
n,p + η2m

)
t
]
,

(19)

from which we can obtain the autocorrelation by numerically calculating the different eigenvalues from the transcen-
dental equations and integrating the propagator within the confinement volume, following Eq (2). Note that the
integral over the angular coordinates ϕ and ϕ0, together with the spherical harmonics normalization condition, yields
4π2δn,k, with k the specific dipole-dipole interaction term on resonance considered, which for us, being the flip-flop
(or ZZ) term, yields k = 0, which replaces the sum over n. Then

Gev(t) =
8π2Υ2

V

∞∑
m=1

∞∑
p=0

(βpR)2

[(η0R)2 + (βpR)2] J2
0 (βpR)

exp

(
− t

τm,p

)
×

(∫ R

0

dρ · ρ
∫ d+L

d

dzY
(k)
2 (z, ρ)Jk (βk,pρ)

{
sin
[
η−m
(
z0 − d− L

2

)]
1− sinc

(
η−mL

) sin

[
η−m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
+

cos
[
η+m
(
z0 − d− L

2

)]
1 + sinc

(
η+mL

) cos

[
η+m

(
z − d− L

2

)]})2

, (20)

where we denote βp ≡ βn=0,p for simplicity. Note as well that the coefficients τm,p = 1/D(β2
p + η2m) in Eq. (20)

describe the different decay modes of the correlation function.

IV. RESULTS

We now explicitly calculate the correlation function in the sticky walls and evaporating walls scenarios, for different
confining cylinder volumes, and various evaporation rates. We benchmark the results with the ideal case of perfectly
reflective walls and advance the implications for experiments of each of the models.
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A. Sticky walls

In the ideal scenario in which molecules rebound from the walls of the confining volume, with the nuclei retaining
the spin orientation after the collision, the correlation signal detected by the NV-center follows the diffusion process
up to the volume time τV , that marks the onset of a plateau in which the correlation remains constant in time and
diffusion has no further effect on the statistical polarization of nuclei. In this limit, the correlation function can be
calculated exactly by integrating a uniform distribution of nuclei in the region. Following Ref. [25] the exact equation
is

Gideal(t ≫ τV ) =
4π2Υ2

V

[∫ R

0

∫ d+L

d

dρdz
ρY 0

2 (ρ, z)

(ρ2 + z2)3/2

]2
, (21)

whose functional form gets simplified if we consider the angular relation between the lower and upper borders of the
cylinder confining region. Taking the NV center position as the lower vertex of two triangles of sides R, and d or d+L
along the cylinder axis, and whose long side is the distance between the NV center and the borders of the cylinder
lower or upper cap, we can define α and β to be the angles between said long sides and the alignment axis, as shown
in Fig. 1, and whose cosines are cosα = R/

√
d2 +R2 and cosβ = (d + L)/

√
(d+ L)2 +R2. Then, the amplitude of

the plateau is [25]

Gideal(t ≫ τV ) =
4π2

V
(cosβ − sinα)

2
. (22)

When the confining volume walls are sticky, the nuclei that end trapped on the walls will continue contributing to
the overall correlation signal from that fixed position. As diffusion proceeds, eventually, all nuclei will be attached to
the confining volume walls. Then, the correlation signal will also reach a plateau, with an amplitude that depends on
the specific surface to volume ratio of the confinement region. Solving analytically Eq. (5) and using the same angles
definitions as previously, we get that

Gsticky(t ≫ τV ) =
2π2

SR
(cosβ − sinα)

[
2 cos3 α+ 2 sin3 β + sin(2α)− sin(2β)

]
. (23)

The plateau section of the correlation function is crucial for parameter estimation, as any signal whose decay is
described by said correlation behaves, upon reaching the flat section, as a coherent signal. It is, therefore, ideal for
spectroscopy. As well, the full behavior of the correlation function is interesting in itself, as it contains information
about the different physical processes undergone by the confined sample. The full correlation evolution in the sticky
model requires numerically integrating Eq. (8). In Fig 2 we display the correlation function corresponding to four
different confining volumes with sticky walls, together with the asymptotic behavior Eq. (22) for the ideal plateau
section of the correlation, and the different physical regimes that the sample goes through.

The early time behavior of the correlation function is dominated by free diffusion, as evidenced by the comparison
with the correlation function of a freely diffusing fluid, which is governed by the equation [31]

Gfree
(
t̃
)
=

4Υ2

√
π

[(
−t̃−3/2 +

3t̃3/2

2
+

1√
t̃
− 7

√
t̃

4

)√
π

t̃
erfc

(
1√
t̃

)
exp

(
1

t̃

)
+ t̃−3/2 − 3

2
√
t̃
− 3

√
π

2
t̃+ 3

√
t̃+

√
π

4

]
,

(24)
with scaled time parameter t̃ = t/TD. Eq. (24) features two distinct regimes. The first, corresponding to the short
times t ≪ TD, presents a fast decay ∼ exp(−6t/TD), while in the second, at long times t ≫ TD, the scaling is
∼ (t/TD)−3/2. We can see from Fig. 2 that Eq. (8) exactly reproduces this trend at early times, deviating only when
the molecules start arriving at the walls and the regime changes from free to confined diffusion. Moreover, we observe
that it is only for the largest confinement volumes that the asymptotic power-law behavior is fully realized. This both
confirms the validity of our calculation of the sticky regime, and provides valuable information about the behavior of
the confined sample and, crucially, about the confinement region itself.

The long-time behavior shows the characteristic plateau from confinement, whose amplitude is, in Fig. 2, comparably
smaller than in the ideal reflective walls scenario. Both the onset time of this plateau, defined as τV , and its amplitude,
are crucial for confined nano-NMR applications. To quantify the difference between ideal and sticky confinement, we
can define the ratio between the long time behavior of both as

Gsticky(t ≫ τV )

Gideal(t ≫ τV )
=

L

4(L+R)

2 cos3 α+ 2 sin3 β + sin(2α)− sin(2β)

cosβ − sinα
, (25)
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Figure 2. Logarithmic scale time evolution of the correlation function Eq. (8) for confined nano-NMR with sticky walls (dots),
for different confinement volumes. Asymptotic behavior of the correlation function in the confinement regime for both the ideal,
completely reflective walls [Eq. (22), full horizontal lines] and fully sticky walls [Eq. (23), dashed horizontal lines], calculated
exactly. Early time diffusive behavior and asymptotic time-dependence of the diffusive regime of the sample are displayed as
solid, black lines labeled with the corresponding time-dependence, and the free diffusion behavior, described by Eq. (24) shown
as a solid Grey line. Note that we use units normalized to the NV center depth d and diffusion time TD = d2/D, to display
the universal behavior.

which we can use to estimate whether having sticky walls could prove to be, at any point, advantageous. Fig. 3 shows
this ratio between amplitudes for significant confinement volumes.

The amplitude of the signal in either confinement regime discussed depends on the cylinder size and the depth of
the NV center probe. If the radius R ≫ L the height of the cylinder, then, the prefactor in Eq. (25) goes to zero. As
well, in this limit, from the definition of the angles α and β, we can take β ≈ 90−α, which means that the amplitudes
ratio reduces to ≈ cos3 α/ (1 +R/L). Since the cosine cannot be greater than 1, for flatter cylinders, ideally reflective
walls will always yield a signal whose plateau amplitude will be greater than having sticky walls.

On the opposite scenario, when L ≫ R, the prefactor in in Eq. (25)∼ 1/4, while in the angular part, the angle
β → 0, yielding a ratio ≈ [cos3 α− sin(2α)]/ (2− 2 sinα), which then depends on the specific radius and the depth of
the probe, as they define the angle α. For very shallow NV centers, in which the radius is several times the depth, α is
small and the ratio approximates 1/2, favoring reflective walls. On the other hand, if the cylinder is narrow compared
with the depth of the probe, then the ratio has hyperbolic growth, meaning that narrow cylinders with deep probes
favor sticky walls over reflective, ideal walls, as shown in Fig. 3.

For spectroscopy, the best scenario is always to have as large a signal amplitude as possible, and to reach the plateau
as early in the dynamics as can be managed, to benefit from the absence of diffusion induced decay of the signal in
this region. Eq. (25) can be used to determine, given a constructed confinement region, whether the optimal strategy
is to make the walls sticky, or rather as reflective as possible. Moreover, Eqs. (22) and (23) can be used to determine
the ideal cylinder confining volume parameters for a given NV center depth, such that the amplitude of the plateau
is maximized. For reflective walls, these parameters are R ≈ 0.93d and L ≈ 0.88d, while in the case of sticky walls,
the ideal parameters are R ≈ 0.82d and L ≈ 0.92d. We observe that the optimal design in terms of plateau amplitude
is, to a good approximation, having a symmetric cylinder. The same optimal values determine the earliest time in
which the plateau region is reached.

A prime forecasted application of nano-NMR is the ability to capture the dynamics of diffusion processes at the
nanoscale [31], from which the diffusion coefficient of fluids can be accurately estimated [40]. Typically, the diffusion
coefficient is determined by fitting the decay shape of the experimental correlation to an exponential function ∼
exp(−t/TD), with TD defined as the life-time of the exponential. Taking TD = d2/D, yields the diffusion coefficient
D. Yet the exponential model is just an approximation for diffusion at the nanoscale, valid, as we readily observe from
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Figure 3. Plateau amplitude ratio between correlations in the sticky and completely reflective cases, as defined by Eq. (25).
Here, we choose a depth d = 15 nm, typical of nano-NMR experiments with NV centers [40], and display the ratio as a function
of the confinement cylinder size, defined by its radius R and height L. We observe a marked distinction for asymmetric cylinders,
such that when the depth is much greater than the width, sticky walls provide a greater amplitude. On the other hand, wider
cylinders favor as reflective walls as possible. As the confinement volume grows, the ratio goes asymptotically to 1/2. The
thick, dashed line marks the boundary of equal plateau amplitude.

Fig. 2, only at early times, and then the exponent is, rather, ∼ exp(−6t/TD) for three-dimensional diffusion. The long-

time behavior of free diffusive fluids following a power-law, which from Eq. (24) isGfree(t → ∞) = 32t−3/2/15
√
πT

−3/2
D .

Then, since the fitting occurs to an imprecise model, inaccuracies in estimating D occur.
On the other hand, sample confinement results in correlations which, after some characteristic time τV , no longer

decay, meaning that, on average, no diffusion is happening in the sample. The transition from an early time diffusive
regime and a long time confined regime is smooth, as shown in Fig. 2, but given the analytical expressions derived for
the plateau amplitude in Eqs. (22) and (23), and the asymptotic behavior of the free diffusion model at long times,
we can easily calculate the volume time τV that marks the transition between regimes at the crossing time between
the two regimes, yielding

τV =

[
32

15
√
πGideal,sticky(t ≫ τV )

]2/3
TD. (26)

This time can be accurately estimated in experiments from the crossing point of the decaying and flat sections of the
correlations. Knowing the depth of the probe, which can be estimated from power spectrum measurements [41], and
using the definition of the diffusion time as TD = d2/D we get that

D =

[
32

15
√
πGideal,sticky(t ≫ τV )

]2/3
d2

τV
, (27)

yielding a precise measurement of the diffusion coefficientD of the fluid. Moreover, the successful experiment targeting
the diffusion coefficient requires, contrary to the case for spectroscopy, a large confinement volume that allows for a
larger diffusive regime in which the power-law behavior is more exactly achieved.
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Figure 4. Logarithmic scale time evolution of the correlation function for a confinement volume with evaporating walls,
calculated from Eq. (20), considering τev = 1000TD and various confinement volumes (dots). For reference, the free diffusion
correlation function Eq. (24) is shown as a grey line on the background, and its asymptotic behavior at very short and very
long times as black lines labeled with the corresponding time dependence. As well, the ideal reflective walls plateau amplitude
from Eq. (22) is shown as a horizontal solid line for each of the volumes considered. The model fitted to each of the correlation
functions is shown as dashed lines, and corresponds to Eq. (28), with the appropriate rates adjusted according to the different
confinement volumes considered. Note that we use units normalized to the NV center depth d and diffusion time TD = d2/D,
to display the universal behavior.

B. Dissipating walls

We now consider the scenario in which the walls cause a decay of the correlations due to, for example, seepage of
the nuclei out of the confinement volume [26], or as a result of orientation changes in the nuclei upon interaction with
the walls. The correlation function in this scenario is calculated by numerically solving Eq. (20), which comprises of
solving two transcendental equations and calculating (truncated) infinite sums. To do so, we first numerically solve
Eq. 15, and truncate the list of solutions by calculating the decay coefficients to which each of them leads, taking only
the fastest 100 decaying modes. The procedure is analogous with the transcendental equation 14 solutions that result
in the eigenvalues ηm. We then calculate all the relevant terms in the sum and, with them, the correlation function
for different confinement volumes and dissipation rates.

In Fig. 4, we display the correlation function corresponding to a fixed dissipation rate τev = 1000TD and four
different confinement volumes, together with the correlation function envelope Eq. (24) that describes the free diffusion
scenario, and its asymptotic behavior at very short and long times. For all confinement volumes considered, we observe
three distinct regions. The first one is described by free diffusion, and behaves exponentially at the very beginning,
showing the characteristic power-law behavior of free diffusion at later times, which is more pronounced whenever the
confinement volume is bigger, as the influence of the walls is slower to appear.

As the nuclei reach the walls of the confinement volume, they either rebound and continue contributing to the
correlation, or dissipate at a given rate which, in Fig. 4, is τev = 1000TD, and that is responsible for further decay of
the correlations. Said decay is well captured by a simple model that combines early time free diffusion with a long
time characteristic confinement plateau that decays exponentially at a rate that is, to a very good approximation,
the slowest decaying mode in Eq. (19), which dominates by orders of magnitude over all the other modes present,
and which approximates τ0,0 ≈ Sd/V τev, as we demonstrate analytically in Appendix C. There, we also show the
dominance of the τ0,0 mode and the regime of validity. To describe the transition between diffusive and dissipative-
confinement regimes, the free diffusion correlation from Eq. (24) includes as well an exponential term that accounts
for the decay of diffusion as more nuclei rebound on the walls and re-enter the sensing region, leading to the plateau.
Diffusion decay can be understood through a half-life for the nuclei to reach the walls, which relates to the volume
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time that marks the crossover between diffusion and confinement regimes as 2/τV . Then

Gev(t) ≈ B2
rmsG

free(t/TD) exp(− 2t

τV
) +Gideal(t ≫ τV ) exp

(
− Sd

V τev
t

)
. (28)

Note that the B2
rms is the initial amplitude of the signal [see Eq. (A18) in Appendix A]. Thus, a simple model composed

of two parameters accurately describes the complex dynamics of the evaporating confined fluid.
Evaporation causes a rapid degrading of correlations. Eq. (28) tells us that, whenever the dissipation time is

sufficiently long compared to the diffusion time, the plateau region characteristic of confinement will be reached
before dissipation has a significant effect on the signal. On the contrary, for larger volumes, said plateau is hardly
achieved but, on the other hand, dissipation happens at a slower rate, as nuclei take longer to reach the walls. The
factor Sd/V , that modulates τev in Eq. (28), leads to an optimal trade-off between dissipation on the surface and
diffusion on the bulk, where the design of the confinement volume can be tailored to the given dissipation rate that the
walls are known to induce, to minimize its impact through maximizing the volume for a given surface, or minimizing
the surface for a given volume. Moreover, it is potentially useful again to estimate the diffusion coefficient of the
fluid sample. As Eq. (28) describes well the transition point between pure diffusion and the effect of the walls at τV ,
much like in the case of sticky walls. Here we find again a situation where a bigger confinement is yields a better
estimation of D. It also tells us that in the case of combined effects, sticky and dissipative regimes, we can find a
simple expression to describe the long time evolution of the correlation, by replacing Gideal by Gsticky in Eq. (28).

Spectroscopy demands stability of the correlation function, with the rate of decay of correlations typically controlling
the minimum estimation error attainable [42]. In Fig. 5, we fix the parameters of the confinement volume to R = L =
5d, and study the influence of different dissipation rates, varying in powers of ten, from τev = TD to τev = 106TD, to
observe the onset of the plateau region in which the signal behaves coherently, and its disappearance due to dissipation.
For slow dissipation rates τev ≫ TD, the transition from diffusion to confinement and dissipation is well described by
our model in Eq. (28) but, for dissipation rates which are on the order of the characteristic diffusion time, things are
more complicated, as shown by the results for τev = TD and τev = 10TD, for which the simple model for the long
time behavior of correlations represented by Eq. (28) overestimates the decay of correlations. The reason is that,
when diffusion and dissipation have similar rates, their behavior cannot be as easily disentangled, as it is evident by
the fact that the definition of τV is not valid anymore, and which also shows in the fact that no decay eigenvalue
τn,m dominates significantly. Fast evaporation prevents the usefulness of confinement for the purpose of nano-NMR
spectroscopy.

To explore the regime in which diffusion and dissipation are commensurate, we calculate, in Fig. 6, the behavior
of the correlation for fast dissipation rates, ranging from τev = TD to τev = 20TD. We observe that, compared to
the correlation function corresponding to free diffusion Eq. (24), which accurately describes the initial time behavior
when dissipation rates are slow, as shown in Fig. 5, here, the decay of correlations that is induced by free diffusion
underestimates the overall decay, even at early times. The intuitive reason is that, in this scenario, as soon as nuclei
reach the walls of the confinement volume, they evaporate, and stop contributing to the overall magnetic field. The
mathematical reason is that we no longer have a mode τm,p that dominates. Rather, many decay modes contribute
on the same order of magnitude. Moreover, we no longer have a clear definition of τV that separates the diffusive
and confinement regimes. Overall, the meaning is that in this scenario diffusion and evaporation mingle and act
concurrently. In this case, a bigger confinement volume, such as those shown in Fig. 4, in which the effect of the walls
is delayed due to the nuclei taking longer to reach them, could help disentangling the mixture of evaporation and
diffusion.

V. IMPLICATIONS FOR FREQUENCY RESOLUTION

The actual physics governing confined diffusion at the nanoscale, as displayed by the correlation function, is likely
to be a combination of the noise models described in this article, with the confining volume walls inducing a decay of
the correlation function on some time-scale τev, as captured by the evaporating model, while at the same time slowing
diffusion due to interaction with the nuclei in the sample, as described by the sticky model. The particular details of
the exact model can be elucidated from experiments by comparing with the calculations shown above. In this section,
we focus on a rather different implication of the realistic behavior of the correlation function of a confined sample.
Namely, its usefulness for spectroscopy. In particular, we concentrate the ensuing discussion on frequency estimation.

The ability to estimate a parameter from a signal depends on various things: the particular experiment, sensor,
and protocol used to detect the signal, the underlying noise model, and the choice of data analysis. For nano-NMR
spectroscopy with NV centers, in which the statistical polarization is subjected to diffusion noise, the best known
protocols are those of the phase-sensitive family [13, 43], such as Qdyne [44], which maximize frequency information
extraction as benchmarked by the Fisher information [45].
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Figure 5. Logarithmic scale time evolution of the correlation function for a confinement volume with evaporating walls,
calculated from Eq. (20) by considering a fixed confinement volume of size R = 5d and L = 5d, and varying the evaporation
rate τev in powers of ten (dots). Free diffusion correlation function Eq. (24) (solid Grey line) and its asymptotic behavior
at very short and very long times (solid black lines). Ideal reflective walls plateau from Eq. (22) for the volume considered,
showing that the plateau is achieved for slow evaporation. The model fitted to each of the correlation functions corresponds
with Eq. (28), with the appropriate rates adjusted according to the different confinement volumes considered. Note that for
this confinement volume S/V = 1/5d and that τV ≈ 11TD, and that we use units normalized to the NV center depth d and
diffusion time TD = d2/D, to display the universal behavior.

According to the Crámer-Rao bound, the Fisher information for a given parameter lower bounds the minimum
error attainable in estimating said parameter from a given experiment. The Fisher information on a parameter δ
given a discrete distribution {Pi(δ)}i is calculated as

Iδ =
∑
i

(dPi

dδ )2

Pi
, (29)

where in our case δ represents the (typically small) frequency to be estimated, and Pi is the probability of the quantum
sensor to be found at the state i, measured as the average fluorescence. For a signal coming from statistically polarized
diffusing nuclei, these probabilities directly relate to the auto-correlation of the magnetic field, such that

P =
1 + Φ2

rms cos(δt)G(t/TD)

2
(30)

is the probability of finding the prove in its original state, with Φrms ∝ Brms. For free diffusion, in which the correlation
function envelope Gfree(t/TD) in Eq. (24) follows a power-law at long times [31, 40], the Fisher information scaling
with the total duration T of an experiment is I freeδ ∝ T log(δT ) [42]. Then, a sufficiently long total measurement time
T permits estimating small frequencies. On the other hand, an ideal confinement, with perfectly reflective walls or
perfectly sticky walls, in which the correlation envelope reaches the plateau, recovers the coherent signal limit, in which
the oscillations do not decay [25]. Then, the Fisher information is Iδ ∝ T 3 [46], albeit with a decreased amplitude
which corresponds the plateau amplitude, which can be significantly smaller than the Brms. Consequently, either
ideally reflective or sticky walls, combined with moderately sized confinement volumes where the plateau amplitude is
just one or two orders of magnitude smaller than the Brms (see Fig. 2), mean that using moderate total measurement
times T , a confinement spectroscopy experiment is a better strategy in terms of frequency estimation, particularly
at low frequencies δ < π/TD. The Fisher information ratio between a sticky walls confinement and a free diffusion
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Figure 6. Logarithmic scale time evolution of the correlation function for confinement with fast evaporating walls, calculated
from Eq. (20). In this figure, the confinement cylinder volume features R = 5d and L = 5d, and the evaporation rate ranges
from τev = TD to τev = 20TD. In gray, free diffusion correlation function Eq. (24). Here, we can no longer find a simple model
that reproduces the behavior of the correlations with time, nor we can see a distinction between diffusive and evaporating
regimes. Note that we use units normalized to the NV center depth d and diffusion time TD = d2/D, to display the universal
behavior.

experiment is

Istickyδ

I freeδ

≈
[
Gsticky(t ≫ τV )

]4
T 2

Φ4
rmsT

2
D log δT

, (31)

where we assume the long experiment time limit T ≫ τV , and where for fully reflective walls Gideal(t ≫ τV ) replaces
Gsticky(t ≫ τV ).
Eq. (31) shows that free diffusion nano-NMR yields better frequency resolution only for very viscous fluids or

exceedingly large confinement volumes. However, Eq. (31) disregards the possibility that the walls induce a decay of
the correlations. Therefore, a more realistic comparison would be to consider a correlation function for the confinement
regime which accounts for both sticky and evaporating walls, for which we can use the approximate expression Eq. (28).
In this case, the exact expression for the Fisher information is quite involved (see Eq. (D7) in Appendix D), but can
be studied in certain limits. In particular, we are interested in the limits of very fast and very slow evaporation.

When the walls induce a very fast decay of the correlations because τev ≤ TD, the sample behaves, essentially,
as a free diffusing fluid which suffers from an additional noise term rather than diffusion on the time-scale of the
evaporation time τev, and which causes added exponential correlation decay. Then, the Fisher information ratio
between a confined and a free sample spectroscopy experiment is

Ievδ
I freeδ

≈
log
(
1 + τ2evδ

2 + τ4evδ
4
)

8 log δT
, (32)

which explicitly demonstrates that, in this scenario, the best strategy is to not use confinement.
For large evaporation times τev ≫ {TD, TV }, it is instructive to explicitly show the approximate Fisher information

expression for confined nano-NMR spectroscopy. To calculate it, we use the approximate model Eq. (28), which yields:

Ievδ ≈
[
Gideal(t ≫ τV )

]4
τ̃2ev

16τ̃2

[
2τ̃evT + 2T 2 exp(−2T

τ̃ev
)

]
tanh (δ2τ̃2ev), (33)

with τ̃tev = V τev/Sd.
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Eq. (33) features two distinct, important regimes, that depend on the specific target frequency δ and total mea-
surement time T . In particular, Eq. (33) shows that the information about the frequency grows quadratically during
the plateau phase of the time evolution of the correlation function, becoming linear when T > τev. As the hyperbolic
tangent behaves as tanhx ∼ x when x → 0, this means that a resolution limit for small frequencies exists when
δ < π/τev. On the other hand, τev can be substantially large, which not only provides with a large measurement time
T of quadratic information accumulation but, importantly, it also means that even for quite small frequencies, sample
confinement is a better strategy than having free diffusion, as the Fisher information comparison shows:

Ievδ
I freeδ

≈
[
Gideal(t ≫ τV )

]4
τ2evT

16Φ4
rmsT

3
D log δT

. (34)

Since τev ≫ TD for good confinement, for frequencies δ ≥ π/τev, confining the sample minimizes the frequency
estimation error. For extremely small frequencies, Eq. (33) goes to zero, which means that the logarithmic behavior
log(δT ) of the Fisher information for free diffusion confers this strategy, in principle, with an advantage, despite
requiring extremely long measurement times T to reduce the estimation error. This can be inferred from Fig. 5,
where the gentler slope of the free diffusion correlation means that it eventually crosses with the faster decay of
evaporation, albeit at a very long time and exceedingly small amplitude.

Summarizing, sample confinement provides an advantage for NMR spectroscopy of nano-sized samples for fair sized
confinement volumes on the order of 103nm3, and whose dephasing time due to interaction of the nuclei with the
walls or due to seepage is large ≥ 1s. For very large confinement volumes ∼ 0.1µm3 or fast dephasing times ≤ 100µs,
an unconfined experiment has a larger chance of success. For medium confinement volumes or dephasing times, which
experiment yields the smallest estimation error can be predicted quite accurately using the formulas calculated here.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Realizing sample confinement is a promising route to perform NMR spectroscopy on fluid samples with quantum
sensors. A first experimental demonstration of actual confinement would require showing the characteristic plateau
that occurs when the diffusive regime transitions to the confined regime. In this article, we have modeled different
confinement effects that can substantially modify the ideal behavior of the correlations. By calculating the effect of
having sticky walls, which slow diffusion close to the borders of the confinement region, we show how the amplitude
of the plateau can significantly change, not necessarily decreasing, and by calculating the effect of walls that induce
dephasing or are porous, we demonstrate that the plateau decays with time. A simplified model that combines both
effects, when the evaporation time is sufficiently different from the diffusion time, can be described by a simple
expression that we provide, and which can be used to predict the behavior of the correlations for a given experiment,
or to elucidate the properties of the experiment based on the observed correlations. Additionally, we provide exact
expressions for estimating the diffusion coefficient, and to calculate the frequency estimation error for precision
spectroscopy.

Recently, a first attempt at experimental sample confinement was published by Liu et al. [26], where using a metal-
organic framework they managed to slow diffusion to a trickle, greatly improving the frequency estimation ability
by substantially reducing the width of the power spectrum of the sample. This seminal work demonstrates that
metal-organic frameworks could be a nice strategy for sample confinement, as they can, essentially, be designed to
have the desired mesh holes size, which means any confinement volume could be engineered. Our evaporation model
describes accurately the effect of such a framework, where diffusion of molecules out of the confinement volume still
happens, but at a much slower rate than that of free diffusion. Furthermore, this result has been followed, lately, by
various successful attempts at partial confinement in assorted setups which demonstrate great improvement in slowing
water diffusion, and uncover interesting behaviors regarding surface interactions or evaporation [47–49], hinting at the
importance of having reliable, accurate models capable of describing the unexpected behavior that confined liquids
at the nanoscale can show.

The models presented here open up the pathway to understand realistic sample confinement, and generate the
foundation to study more complicated diffusion effects though a mixture of analytical and numerical techniques. The
interface between the diffusive and confinement regimes permits determining the diffusion coefficient of a fluid with
improved accuracy, and an appropriate confinement can lead to enhanced resolution in nano-NMR spectroscopy.
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Appendix A: Diffusion on a cylinder with sticky walls

We aim to calculate the correlation function (in the time domain) for statistically polarized diffusing nuclei. Details
on the derivation of the dephasing effect of the magnetic field produced by the nuclei at the NV center position given
a specific control protocol, and how to derive expressions to calculate the corresponding correlation function can be
found in the Supplemental Materials of [31] and [25]. In this Appendix we focus on the derivation of the correlation
function for sticky walls.

The generic correlation function in the time domain reads

Gm1,m2(t) ∝
∫ ∫

fm1 ∗(r̄)fm2(r̄0)P (r̄, t|r̄0, t = 0)d3rd3r0, (A1)

where the fmi are the spatial dependencies of the respective magnetic fields generated by each of the two nuclei.
Using the polar symmetry of the problem, given that we want to measure the correlations at the NV position, and
assuming that the NV is oriented in the z direction, fmi = Y mi

2 (Ω)/r3 with m = 0, 1, 2. Each of these components
can be probed separately, yielding similar results (i.e. equal functional form up to a numerical factor). Therefore,
throughout, we focus on the m = 0 component and drop the superscript, for which

Y 0
2 (Ω) =

4
√
π√
5
(3 · cos2 θ − 1) =

4
√
π√
5

(
3z2

r2
− 1

)
=

4
√
π√
5

[
3z2

(z2 + ρ2)
− 1

]
. (A2)

P (r, t|r0, t = 0) in Eq. (A1) represents the nuclei propagator from point r⃗0 to r⃗ in a time t. This propagator is the
solution to a diffusion equation. Then, the first step is to solve that equation.

In this article, we consider free Fickian diffusion without drift for the liquid sample, which corresponds to the
motion of pressureless, compressible Navier-Stokes equations or, alternatively, to isothermal Navier-Stokes motion
due to concentration gradients of an irrotational fluid [50, 51]. The diffusion equation in three dimensions reads

∂P

∂t
= D∇2P, (A3)

with D the (constant) diffusion coefficient. For uniform initial conditions P (r⃗, t = 0|r⃗0, t = 0) = δ(r⃗ − r⃗0), this
equation is fulfilled in the whole space by the propagator

P (r⃗, t|r⃗0, t = 0) =
1

(4πDt)
3
2

exp

[
− (r⃗ − r⃗0)

2

4Dt

]
. (A4)

In the sticky scenario we want to solve G(t) with the propagator Eq. (A4), considering that the NV center probe
is located at a depth d. Moreover, we want to separate the correlation calculation in two distinct regions. The first
one is the contribution from the nuclei on the inside of a cylinder of radius R and height L, with the vertical axis L
coincident with the z axis and (perfectly) aligned with the NV center. The second is the contribution from the nuclei
that have a fixed position on the boundaries of said cylinder, having diffused there.

For the propagator Eq. (A4) the correlation function reads

Gsticky(t) =
Υ
√
π

2(Dt)
3
2

∫ ∫
Y 0 ∗
2 (Ω)

r3
Y 0
2 (Ω0)

r30
exp

[
− (r⃗ − r⃗0)

2

4Dt

]
d3rd3r0, (A5)

with Υ the nuclear spin density, which we take as Υ = 1. The task is to solve this integral. Transforming the
exponential to cylindrical coordinates we have that

Gsticky(t) =

√
π

2(Dt)
3
2

∫ ∫
Y 0 ∗
2 (Ω)

r3
Y 0
2 (Ω0)

r30
exp

[
− (ρ̄− ρ̄0)

2

4Dt

]
exp

[
− (z − z0)

2

4Dt

]
d3rd3r0, (A6)

with ρ̄ the position in polar coordinates (ρ, ϕ). Here the problem is that Ω is the solid angle in spherical coordinates,
while ρ̄ involves the polar angle only. Note that r2 = ρ2 + z2.

The first step is to try an get rid of the angles in the integral of Gsticky(t). To do so, we inverse Fourier transform
the Gaussian containing ρ̄− ρ̄0, which is an inverse 2D Fourier transform on the plane. This yields

Gsticky(t) =
1

8π2(πDt)
1
2

∫ ∫ ∫
Y 0 ∗
2 (Ω)

r3
Y 0
2 (Ω0)

r30
exp

(
−Dtk2

)
exp

(
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)
exp
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2

4Dt

]
d3rd3r0d

2k.

(A7)
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To resolve the scalar product k̄ · r̄ we use the Anger-Jacobi expansion

exp
(
−ik̄ · r̄

)
= exp (−ikr cosχ) =

∞∑
n=−∞

in exp (inχ) Jn(kr), (A8)

which applied to Gsticky(t) yields

Gsticky(t) =
n

8π2(πDt)
1
2

∑
n1,n2
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Y 0 ∗
2 (Ω)

r3
Y 0
2 (Ω0)

r30
in1(−i)n2 exp [i (n1χ− n2χ0)] Jn1(kρ)Jn2(kρ0)

exp
(
−Dtk2

)
exp

[
− (z − z0)

2

4Dt

]
d3rd3r0d

2k, (A9)

with χ (χ0) the angle between k̄ and r⃗ (r⃗0).
The angles {χ, χ0} are related to {ϕ, ϕ0} via the free angle of k̄, such that χ = χ′ − ϕ and χ0 = χ′ − ϕ0. Then, we

can then get rid of ϕ, ϕ0 by using the expression for the spherical harmonics and integrating. Since we have chosen
m = 0, and ϕ goes from 0 to 2π, this is the definition of scalar product for the spherical harmonics, and then only
the integrals with n1 or n2 = m survive, meaning that we get

Gsticky(t) =

√
π

Dt

∫ ∫ ∫
Y 0 ∗
2 (θ)

r3
Y 0
2 (θ0)

r30
J0(kρ)J0(kρ0) exp

(
−Dtk2

)
exp

[
− (z − z0)

2

4Dt

]
kd2rd2r0dk. (A10)

We want to integrate this in two different regions. The first one, with ρ, ρ0 ∈ {0, R} and z, z0 ∈ {d, d + L}, and the
second ρ ∈ {R,∞}, z ∈ {d+ L,∞}, ρ0 ∈ {0, R}, z0 ∈ {d, d+ L}. To get rid of θ, we convert the spherical harmonics
and r to ρ, z coordinates.

We will have to solve the integrals numerically, but we want to try and get rid of as many variables as we can
analytically. The most obvious simplification is the integral in the moments k. We then solve first this integral using
the following identity for the Bessel functions:

∫ ∞

0

x exp(−px2)Jm(ax)Jm(bx) =
exp

(
−a2−b2

4p

)
2p

Im

(
ab

2p

)
, (A11)

that yields ∫ ∞

0

kJm(kρ)Jm(kρ0) exp(−Dtk2)dk =
1

2Dt
exp

(
−ρ2 − ρ20

4Dt

)
Im

( ρρ0
2Dt

)
, (A12)

which when applied back to Eq. (A10) gives us the most simplified expression possible to solve numerically:

Gsticky(t) =
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3
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. (A13)

Let us now write explicitly, in each space domain, which integrals we have to solve:

1. Region ρ, ρ0 ∈ {0, R} and z, z0 ∈ {d, d+ L}

In this case we have,

Gsticky
bulk (t) =

√
π

2(Dt)3/2

∫ R

0

dρ

∫ R

0

dρ0

∫ d+L

d

dz

∫ d+L

d

dz0

[
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− 1
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3z20
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ρρ0 exp
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2
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exp
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4Dt

)
I0

( ρρ0
2Dt

)
. (A14)

which is Eq.(6) on the main text.
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2. Region: cylinder surface, with ρ = R and z ∈ {d+ L,∞}, z = d and ρ ∈ {0, R}, z = d+ L and ρ ∈ {0, R}, with
ρ0 ∈ {0, R} and z0 ∈ {d, d+ L}

In this case, we are interested in considering the nuclei that diffuse out of the cylinder region as getting glued to
the walls on the exit point. Then, the initial condition for the propagator is still ρ0 ∈ {0, R} and z0 ∈ {d, d+L}, with
the corresponding form factor f0(r⃗0) integrated also in these limits. In principle, we should integrate {ρ, z} on the
outer region of the cylinder, but this implies solving numerically integrals that have an infinite upper limit. Rather, it
is simpler to calculate the particles density remaining inside of the cylinder as a function of time, which corresponds
to the propagator Eq. (A4) integrated on the first region

ζstickybulk (t) =

√
π

2V (Dt)
3
2

∫ R

0

dρ

∫ R

0

dρ0
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d

dz
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d
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( ρρ0
2Dt

)
exp

(
−ρ2 − ρ20

4Dt

)
exp

[
− (z − z0)

2

4Dt

]
, (A15)

and then obtain the density of nuclei that has already left the cylinder, using the conservation of particles, as

1− ζstickybulk (t).
To calculate the contribution to the overall correlation from these nuclei that have already reached the cylinder walls,

we consider an initial uniform distribution on the bulk of the cylinder and an asymptotic infinite time distribution
of the same nuclei on the surface, where the propagator becomes 1/S the cylinder surface. Then, the contribution is
calculated as

Gsticky(t ≫ τV ) =
4π2

S

{∫ R

0

dρρ

[
3d2
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− 1
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]
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dzR
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]}∫ R

0
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d
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]
, (A16)

which results in

G
sticky

(t ≫ τV ) =
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(A17)

The contribution to the overall correlation by the nuclei in the walls of the cylinder is then Gsticky(t ≫ τV )[1 −
ζstickybulk (t)].

3. Initial correlation signal amplitude or B2
rms

For completeness, note that the Brms corresponds to an initial uniform distribution on the cylinder volume, and it
is therefore calculated as

G(t = 0) = B2
rms =

16π

5

∫ R

0

dρ

∫ d+L

d

dzρ2
[

3z2

(ρ2 + z2)5/2
− 1

(ρ2 + z2)3/2

]2
. (A18)

Appendix B: Diffusion in a cylinder with constant evaporation on the boundaries

In this section, we solve the diffusion equation inside a cylinder region enclosed by walls that allow evaporation on
their surface, reflected as boundary conditions. Working in cylindrical coordinates we have that the diffusion equation
reads

dP

dt
−D

[
1

ρ

d

dρ

(
ρ
dP

dρ

)
+

1

ρ2
d2P

dϕ2
+

d2P

dz2

]
= 0 (B1)

with boundary conditions(
dP

dρ
+
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Dτev
P
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ρ=R

= 0

(
dP

dz
− d

Dτev
P

) ∣∣∣∣
z=d

= 0

(
dP

dz
+

d

Dτev
P

) ∣∣∣∣
z=d+L

= 0 P (ϕ+ 2π) = P (ϕ), (B2)
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where d represents the NV-depth, and we define τev as the characteristic time at which outward diffusion takes place
on the boundaries, that is, the time it takes to decrease the initial concentration by 1/e. The initial condition is the
uniform distribution

P (ρ, ϕ, z, t = 0) =
1

ρ
δ(ρ− ρ0)δ(z − z0)δ(ϕ− ϕ0). (B3)

We try to solve this equation by the method of separation of variables. As a first step, we consider a solution of
the form P = T (t)f(ρ, ϕ, z). Then, the diffusion equation is

1

DT

dT

dt
= −λ2 =

1

ρf

[
d

dρ

(
ρ
df

dρ

)
+

1

ρ2
d2f

dϕ2
+

d2f

dz2

]
, (B4)

from where we get T (t) = AT exp(−Dλ2t). The eigenvalues λ ∈ R are chosen to yield modes that can only decay with
time. The value λ = 0 leads to just a trivial solution for the given boundary condition, which does not decay and
would simply recover the perfectly reflective walls limit [25]. Therefore, we disregard it. The next step is to further
separate the spatial variables as f(ρ, ϕ, z) = Z(z)g(ρ, ϕ). Then

− 1

Z

d2Z

dz2
= ±η2 =

1

g

[
d

dρ

(
ρ
df

dρ

)
+

1

ρ2
d2f

dϕ2
+ λ2g

]
, (B5)

where we assumed that η ∈ R. For Z(z) we have a second order differential equation of the harmonic oscillator family,
with the following boundary conditions:

d2Z(z)

dz2
± η2Z(z) = 0

[
dZ(z)

dz
− d

Dτev
Z(z)

]
z=d

= 0

[
dZ(z)

dz
+

d

Dτev
Z(z)

]
z=d+L

= 0. (B6)

Considering the two possible signs for the eigenvalues, Z(z) can be either Z(z) = C2 sin [η(z − d)] + C3 cos [η(z − d)]
or Z(z) = Ch

2 sinh [η(z − d)] + Ch
3 cosh [η(z − d)]. Beginning with the solution involving trigonometric functions, and

applying the boundary conditions, we get that

ηC2 −
d

Dτev
C3 = 0

(ηC2 +
d

Dτev
C3) cos(ηL) + (

d

Dτev
C2 − ηC3) sin(ηL) = 0.

(B7)

These equations can be satisfied choosing ηm to be the solutions to the transcendental equation

tan(ηL) =
2dη

d2 − η2D2τ2ev
, (B8)

yielding

Z(z) = Cm

(
sin[ηm(z − d)] +

ηmDτev
d

cos [ηm(z − d)]

)
. (B9)

Note that η = 0 leaves Cm undetermined.
Another option to satisfy the boundary conditions is to try to nullify both cosine and sine coefficients, that is

ηC2 −
d

Dτev
C3 = 0, (B10)

ηC2 +
d

Dτev
C3 = 0, (B11)

d

Dτev
C2 − ηC3 = 0, (B12)

(B13)

which can only be satisfied if η = 0. Before assigning an eigenfunction to η = 0 let us consider the alternative solution
for Z(z).
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Considering now Z(z) with hyperbolic functions, the boundary conditions read

ηC2 −
d

Dτev
C3 = 0(

ηC2 +
d

Dτev
C3

)
cosh(ηL) +

(
d

Dτev
C2 + ηC3

)
sinh(ηL) = 0,

(B14)

which cannot be satisfied simultaneously unless η = 0. Then, for η = 0, we must have Z(z) = A0 + B0z a constant,
but such function cannot satisfy the boundary conditions unless A0 = 0 = B0, meaning that there is no η =
0 eigenvalue, nor are hyperbolic functions a possible solution to the diffusion equation satisfying the evaporation
boundary conditions. This leaves us with the trigonometric functions solutions.

To simplify the calculation, we can write the boundary conditions as harmonic functions that are rather centred at
the horizontal symmetry plane at z = d+ L/2 of the cylinder: C2 sin

[
η(z − d− L

2 )
]
+ C3 cos

[
η(z − d− L

2 )
]
, leading

to the following equations from the boundary conditions(
ηC3 +

d

Dτev
C2

)
sin

(
ηL

2

)
+

(
ηC2 −

d

Dτev
C3

)
cos

(
ηL

2

)
= 0, (B15)(

−ηC3 +
d

Dτev
C2

)
sin

(
ηL

2

)
+

(
ηC2 +

d

Dτev
C3

)
cos

(
ηL

2

)
= 0. (B16)

Summing both equations we arrive at

C2

[
d

Dτev
sin

(
ηL

2

)
+ η cos

(
ηL

2

)]
= 0, (B17)

meaning, either (∗) C2 = 0 or (∗∗)
[

d
Dτev

sin
(

ηL
2

)
+ η cos

(
ηL
2

)]
= 0 or both.

Taking either (∗) or (∗∗) we arrive at

C3

[
η sin

(
ηL

2

)
− d

Dτev
cos

(
ηL

2

)]
= 0 (B18)

To get a non trivial solution we must have

C2 = 0,
η0
η

= tan

(
ηL

2

)
(B19)

or

C3 = 0, − η

η0
= tan

(
ηL

2

)
(B20)

Since tan(x) is periodic and divergent, both equations have a discrete infinite sets of solutions denoted by η
(±)
m by

the sign in the equation and the reflection symmetry of the solution. The transcendental equations (B19), (B20) have
a slightly easier form to solve numerically than Eq. (B8), so we use this form. As well, they make explicit the defined
parity with respect to the center of the cylinder, as should be expected. The eigenfunction Z(z) corresponding to
these updated form for the eigenvalues gets split in two, such that for Eq. (B19) we get

Z+(z) = C+ cos

[
η+m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
, (B21)

while Eq. (B20) implies

Z−(z) = C− cos

[
η−m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
. (B22)

Taking only the eigenvalues that lead to decaying modes −η2, leaves us with the radial and angular parts of the
problem, with differential equation

d

dρ

(
ρ
dg

dρ

)
+

1

ρ2
d2g

dϕ2
+ (λ2 − η2)g = 0, (B23)
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for which we can decompose g = R(ρ) exp(−inϕ), with n ∈ Z due to the periodic boundary condition in ϕ. Then

ρ2
d2R

dρ2
+ ρ

dR

dρ
+
[(
λ2 − η2

)
ρ2 − n2

]
R = 0 (B24)

We can set β2 = λ2 − η2, then

d2R

dρ2
+

1

ρ

dR

dρ
+

(
β2 − n2

ρ2

)
R = 0 (B25)

which is the Bessel equation with solution R(ρ) = C4Jn(βρ)+C5Yn(βρ), where, since at r = 0 the propagator should
be finite, then C5 = 0, yielding R(ρ) = C4Jn(βρ). If we apply the boundary condition we get

J ′
n(ξ) +

dR

ξDτev
Jn(ξ) = 0, ξ = βR (B26)

whose solutions, for each n, are the eigenvalues, meaning that for each n there is a family p = 0, 1, 2... of eigenvalues
βn,p.

We note that the solutions with β2 ≤ 0 cannot satisfy the boundary condition - For β = 0 we arrive at a power-law
solution from free diffusion, and the boundary condition dictates n = − dR

dτev
, which is generally not true. For β2 < 0

the solutions are the modified Bessel functions In(βr), which are infinite at zero radius, which does not hold; then
the only solution to the boundary condition would be β = 0, which contradicts our assumption β2 < 0.

Choosing then (λ±
m,n,p)

2 = β2
n,p + (η±m)2,m > 0, the propagator is

P (ρ, ϕ, z, t) =

∞∑
m=1

∞∑
n=−∞

∞∑
p=0

Jn(βn,pρ) exp (−inϕ)

{
A−

m,n,p sin

[
η−m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
exp

(
−D(λ−

m,n,p)
2t
)

(B27)

+A+
m,n,p cos

[
η+m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
exp

(
−D(λ+

m,n,p)
2t
)}

,

where we define global A amplitudes which condense all C ′s utilised in the above derivation. Applying the t = 0
condition to concrete the amplitudes we get

∞∑
m=1

∞∑
n=−∞

∞∑
p=0

Jn(βn,pρ) exp (−inϕ)

{
A−

m,n,p sin

[
η−m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
(B28)

+A+
m,n,p cos

[
η+m

(
z − d− L

2

)]}
=

1

ρ
δ(ρ− ρ0)δ(z − z0)δ(ϕ− ϕ0),

which decouples m from n and p. Then

∞∑
m=1

A−
m sin

[
η−m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
+A+

m cos

[
η+m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
= δ(z − z0), (B29)

multiplying on both sides by the eigenfunctions, integrating, and using the normalization condition for ηm we get

A+
m =

2

L

1

1 + sinc
(
η+mL

) cos [η+m(z0 − d− L

2

)]
(B30)

A−
m =

2

L

1

1− sinc
(
η−mL

) sin [η−m(z0 − d− L

2

)]
. (B31)

The remaining part of the t = 0 condition is

∞∑
n=−∞

∞∑
p=0

An,pJn(βn,pρ) exp(−inϕ) =
1

ρ
δ(ρ− ρ0)δ(ϕ− ϕ0), (B32)

where we can use the same procedure as for the z coordinate. In this case, the orthogonality of the Bessel functions
is defined by the boundary conditions of the third kind, which impose a norm that yields

An,p =
(βn,pR)2Jn (βn,pρ0) exp(inϕ0)

πR2
[(

( dR
Dτev

)2 + (βn,pR)2 − n2
)
Jn (βn,pR)

2
] . (B33)
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This completes the derivation. Using again the definition of η0 = d/Dτev, the propagator is

P (ρ, ϕ, z, t) =
L

V

∞∑
m=1

∞∑
n=−∞

∞∑
p=0

2(βn,pR)2Jn (βn,pρ0)

L
[
(η20R

2 + (βn,pR)2 − n2) Jn (βn,pR)
2
]×

{
sin
[
η−m
(
z0 − d− L

2

)]
1− sinc

(
η−mL

) sin

[
η−m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
+

cos
[
η+m
(
z0 − d− L

2

)]
1 + sinc

(
η+mL

) cos

[
η+m

(
z − d− L

2

)]}
×

Jn(βn,pρ) exp
[
−in(ϕ− ϕ0)−D

(
β2
n,p + η2m

)
t
]
.

(B34)

1. Calculation of the auto-correlation

Assuming only one of the dipole-dipole interaction terms is on-resonance the auto-correlation reads,

G(k)(t) =

∫
d3r

r3

∫
d3r0
r30

Y
(k)
2 (r⃗0)

[
Y

(k)
2 (r⃗)

]∗
P (r⃗, r⃗0, t) (B35)

The angular integration over ϕ and ϕ0 yields (2π)2δk,n, therefore, the auto-correlation can be written as

G(k)(t) =
8π2Υ2

V

∞∑
m=1

∞∑
p=0

(βk,pR)2

[(η0R)2 + (βk,pR)2 − k2] J2
k (βk,pR)

exp

(
− t

τk,m,p

)
× (B36)(∫ R

0

dρ · ρ
∫ d+L

d

dzY
(k)
2 (z, ρ)Jk (βk,pρ)

{
sin
[
η−m
(
z0 − d− L

2

)]
1− sinc

(
η−mL

) sin

[
η−m

(
z − d− L

2

)]
+ (B37)

cos
[
η+m
(
z0 − d− L

2

)]
1 + sinc

(
η+mL

) cos

[
η+m

(
z − d− L

2

)]})2

+ (B38)

8π2

V

∞∑
p=p0

η0L

1− e−2η0L

(βk,pR)2

[(](η0R)2 + (βk,pR)2 − n2] J2
k (βk,pR)

× (B39)

{∫ R

0

dρ · ρ
∫ d+L

d

dzY
(k)
2 (z, ρ)Jk (βk,pρ) [sinh (η0(z − d))− cosh (η0(z − d))]

}2

exp

(
− t

τk,0,p

)
, (B40)

where we have defined the decay coefficients as τm,p = 1/D(β2
p + η2m). In this article, k = 0, yielding Eq. (20).

Appendix C: Decay modes for evaporating walls

We begin by estimating the value of τ0,0 in the regime of τev ≫ TD. We note that η0 = d/Dτev and TD = d2/D,
so η0d ≪ 1 which implies that, for moderate confining volumes, η0L, η0R ≪ 1. τ0,0 is a function of β0 and η±1 so we
begin by solving Eq. (15):

ξJ ′
0(ξ) + (η0R)J0(ξ) = 0. (C1)

In the limit η0R ≪ 1 the smallest solution to the equation should be close to the first zero of J ′
0(ξ), which is ξ = 0.

Taking a series expansion near this point we have

ξ

(
−ξ

2

)
+ (η0R)

(
1− ξ2

4

)
≈ 0. (C2)

Hence, we find that

ξ = 2

√
η0R

2 + η0R
≈
√
2η0R (C3)



24

Now we turn our attention to Eq. (14),

±η0
η

= tan(
ηL

2
) (C4)

The decay is minimal for ηL ≪ 1, which leads to

η2 =
2η0
L

(C5)

Then,

τ0,0 ≈ 1

η0D

(
1

R
+

1

L

)−1

=
τev
d

(
2

R
+

2

L

)−1

. (C6)

Note, that S
V = 2πR2

πR2L + 2πRL
πR2L = 2

L + 2
R , hence,

τ0,0 ≈ τev
d

V

S
, (C7)

as we use in Eq. (28).

We now calculate numerically the evaporation correlation function decay rates τ+,−
m,p = 1/D(β2

p + η+,−
m

2
), for a

wide variety of confinement region surface to volume S/V ratios and evaporation rates τev, and compare them
to the main assumptions employed to obtain the simplified expression for the correlations Eq. (28), namely, that
when η0L, η0R ≪ 1 the eigenvalue τ+0,0 is significantly dominant over all other eigenvalues, and that, in general,

τ+0,0 ≈ V τev/Sd.

For all possible values of τev, radius and height of the confinement volume, τ+0,0 calculated with η+0 is the greatest
eigenvalue, that provides the fastest decay of the correlations. The second most important eigenvalue depends on
the ratio between the radius R and the height L. Thus, if R > L, the secondary decay rate is given by τ+1,0, while if

L > R then the secondary decay rate is given by τ−0,0, i.e. that with η−0 for the z component. Then, to estimate the

dominance of the greatest eigenvalue, we calculate the relative difference between τ+0,0 and the greatest between either

of the secondary decay rates. Figs. 7a) and b) show the relative variation between said eigenvalues for two different
evaporation rates: τev = 100 TD in a) and τev = 1000 TD in b). We can see that, for fast evaporation and large,
asymmetric cylinders, our simplified expression Eq. (28) will not capture well the decay of correlations, as there are
several dominant decay rates of similar size. On the contrary, for larger evaporation rates, regardless of the dimensions
of the cylinder, our model Eq. (28) is faithful to the true dynamics, as can be readily observed also in Fig. 7c), where
for a fixed height L = 5d, only at short evaporation times or large radius (and therefore highly asymmetric cylinder)
does the second largest eigenvalue become important.

The similarity between the largest decay rate τ+0,0 and the surface to volume ratio is studied in Fig. 7d), where for

a fixed height L = 5d we calculate the relative difference between τ+0,0 and its approximation in Eq. (28), V τev/Sd, as
a function of the cylinder radius and the evaporation rate. We observe that it is only for fast evaporation of a highly
asymmetric cylinder that the surface to volume ratio does not modulate adequately the decay of correlations.

Appendix D: Details for Fisher information calculations

The Fisher information is an objective measure of the maximum accuracy that an statistical estimator can achieve
about a given parameter provided an experimental setting. According to the Cramér-Rao bound, the Fisher informa-
tion lower bounds the minimum mean-squared-error that can be achieved for the target parameter estimator. For this
reason, it can be used to compare the expected performance of two different experimental protocols with the same
target parameter. Here, we detail the calculations that lead to the approximate Fisher information ratios shown in
the main text. Particular details on the Fisher information for frequency estimation with a coherent signal can be
found in [44, 52], while for the free diffusion case the calculations are detailed in [42, 45].

Our starting point is the probability to find the qubit on its upper (lower) state following some evolution time of an
initial equal superposition state subjected to the noisy magnetic signal created by a distribution of diffusing nuclei.
We assume a single target frequency δ, for which the magnetic signal is described as B(t) = a(t) cos(δt) + b(t) sin(δt),
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Figure 7. Relative variation between the greatest evaporation eigenvalue τ0,0 with η+
1 , and the second greatest, which corre-

sponds either to τ1,0 with η+
2 or τ0,0 with η−

1 , as a function of the cylinder size for two different evaporation times τev = 100TD

in a) and τev = 1000TD in b), and as a function of the cylinder radius and τev for fixed height L = 5d in c). Relative variation
between the greatest evaporation eigenvalue τ0,0 and the ratio V τev/S in d) as a function of the cylinder radius and τev for
fixed height L = 5d. In all cases, the dashed line marks the 10% relative change.
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where the amplitudes {a(t), b(t)} follow some distribution due to noisy fluctuations. As a result of the interaction with
the signal, the qubit probe acquires a phase that depends on B(t) and the particular dynamical decoupling sequence
employed to control the qubit, which is modeled through the response function h(t). This phase can be calculated as

Φ[B(t′)] = γn

∫ τ/2

−τ/2

ds h(s)B(t′ + s), (D1)

with τ the sequence duration and γn is the gyromagnetic ratio of the nuclei. If we assume that τ is much smaller
than any noise characteristic time affecting the system or the sample, and we consider that the pulses have negligible
duration, the response function simplifies to h(t′) = θ(t′ + τ/2)θ(t′ − τ/2).
In Qdyne, after every phase acquisition period, an interrogation of the qubit state is performed. The probability

to find the qubit in its upper state at that moment is P ∝ sin(Φt)/2. The sequence of phase acquisition plus
interrogation is repeated in a synchronised fashion throughout the experiment, keeping τ constant, and controlling
the interrogation and reinitialization time of the NV centre –the overhead time τo– constant as well. Accurately
tracking the time τ̃ = τ + τo enables reconstruction of the signal during the post-processing, and allows to correlate
every pair of measurements, regardless of their temporal separation. Then, the relevant probability used to calculate
the Fisher information is that of obtaining a pair of correlated measurements separated by an arbitrary time, which
corresponds to the covariance between measurements. Assuming the weak signal limit this covariance reads ⟨P0Pjτ̃ ⟩ ∼
Φ2

rms cos(δjτ̃)G(jτ̃), with j ∈ N representing any given measurement. The Fisher information for one such correlated
pair then reads iδ ∝ Φ4

rmst
2 sin2(δt)G2(t), and the total Fisher information Iδ is the sum over all possible correlated

pairs of measurements within the total experiment time. Considering that a single measurement has a duration τ̃ , we
get that

Iδ ∝ Φ4
rms

T/τ̃∑
j=0

(
T

τ̃
− j

)
(jτ̃)2 sin2(δjτ̃)[G(jτ̃)]2, (D2)

where the extra factor (T/τ̃ − j) accounts for all possible subsequent measurements to which a given measurement
can be correlated.

In the case of sticky walls, the distinct behaviour from free diffusion is achieved when the autocorrelation reaches
the plateau section and stops decaying. At that point, the oscillating magnetic field behaves as a coherent signal with

amplitude
[
Gsticky(t ≫ τV )

]2
, meaning that the sum in Eq. (D2) can be calculated exactly as

Iδ ∝
[
Gsticky(t ≫ τV )

]4 T/τ̃∑
j=0

(
T

τ̃
− j

)
(jτ̃)2 sin2(δjτ̃) ≈

[
Gsticky(t ≫ τV )

]4
TDT 3

τ̃2
, (D3)

where we just keep the leading order in T , and assume that δT ≫ 1. Thus we get Eq. (31) in the main text.
The case of evaporating walls is slightly more complicated, as the sum in Eq. (D2) cannot be calculated directly.

Rather, we have to calculate it as an integral using the Riemann recipe. Additionally, rather than trying to calculate
directly with the correlation function envelope Eq. (20), we use the various approximations depending on the different
decay time-scales. Thus, for very fast evaporation τev ≤ TD we have that the correlations decay, approximately, as
∼ t−3/2 exp (−t/τev), and the Fisher information is

Ievδ ∼ Φ4
rmsT

4
D

τ̃2

∫ T/TD

0

dz

(
T

TD
− z

)
z2 sin2(δzTD)

[
z−3 exp

(
−2zTD

τev

)]
, (D4)

where we use z = t/TD for simplicity. Assuming that δT ≫ 1 and that δτev < 1 this integral yields

Ievδ ≈ Φ4
rmsT

4
DT

8τ̃2
log
(
1 + δ2τ2ev + δ4τ4ev

)
, (D5)

with which we obtain Eq. (32) in the main text.
On the opposite end, when the evaporation time-scale is much longer than diffusion or the volume time τev ≫

{TD, TV }, we can use the simplified model

Gev(t) ≈ B2
rmsG

free(t/TD) exp(−2t/τV ) +Gideal(t ≫ τV ) exp

(
− t

τ̃ev

)
(D6)
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to calculate the Fisher information, where τ̃ev = V τev/Sd. Performing the the same sum to integral transformation
as before we get that

Ievδ ≈ B4
rmsT

4
Dτ3V δ

2

4τ̃2(TD + TDτ3V δ
2)

+
Gideal(t ≫ τV )

4τ̃evT
[
τ̃2ev − 2T 2 exp

(
−2T
τ̃ev

)]
8τ̃2

+
Gideal(t ≫ τV )

4τ̃ev
16τ̃2

[
3τ̃3ev − exp

(
−2T

τ̃ev

)(
4T 3 + 6T 2τ̃ev + 6T τ̃2ev + 3τ̃3ev

)]
+

B2
rmsG

ideal(t ≫ τV )
2τ̃evτV

4
√
TD(τ̃ev + τV )2

{
2
√
T [3τ̃evτV + 2T (τ̃ev + τV )] exp

(
− T

τ̃ev
−− T

τV

)
− 3

√
πτ̃evτV

√
τ̃ev

τ̃ev + τV

}

+
B2

rmsG
ideal(t ≫ τV )

2T τ̃evτV
√
π

2
√
TD(τ̃ev + τV )

√
τ̃ev

τ̃ev + τV

+
B2

rmsTDT

8
log
(
1 + 2τ̃evδ

2 + τ̃4evδ
4
)
.

(D7)

Considering the limit of large experiment time T ≫ τev, as well as δT ≫ 1 and δτev < 1 we get that the dominant
term reads

Ievδ ≈
[
Gideal(t ≫ τV )

]4
τ̃2ev

16τ̃2

[
2τ̃evT + 2T 2 exp(−2T

τ̃ev
)

]
tanh (δ2τ̃2ev), (D8)

which corresponds to Eq. (33) in the main text.
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