
ar
X

iv
:2

01
1.

02
70

3v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

es
-h

al
l]

  5
 N

ov
 2

02
0

Journal of the Physical Society of Japan LETTERS

Magnetoacoustic Resonance to Probe Quadrupole–Strain Coupling

in a Diamond Nitrogen-Vacancy Center as a Spin-Triplet System

Mikito Koga1 and Masashige Matsumoto2

1Department of Physics, Faculty of Education, Shizuoka University, Shizuoka 422–8529, Japan
2Department of Physics, Faculty of Science, Shizuoka University, Shizuoka 422–8529, Japan

A theory of magnetoacoustic resonance is proposed to measure quadrupole–strain couplings in a spin-triplet state with

the C3v point group symmetry, considering the spin–strain interaction in a diamond nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center. Based

on the Floquet theory, we demonstrate how the single- and two-phonon transition probabilities depend on the change

in the longitudinal and transverse quadrupole couplings, which can be controlled by rotating an applied magnetic field,

around the threefold axis. The obtained quadrupole dynamics results are useful for realizing mechanical or ac strain-

control of the NV spin as an alternative to the conventional magnetic control by spin resonance.

The negatively charged nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center in di-

amond is a unique defect in which the spin degrees of freedom

are described by spin-1 (S = 1) in a C3v crystalline-electric-

field environment.1–4) A long coherence time of over a mil-

lisecond is a significant advantage for the robustness of the

spin state at room temperature.5–7) Thus, the NV center is a

good candidate for a promising platform for spin-controlled

devices for quantum information processing and sensing ap-

plications.8) Since the S = 1 spin operator S = (S x, S y, S z)

contains quadrupole degrees of freedom, the electronic spin

is coupled to local strains owing to the crystal lattice defor-

mations. There are five components of quadrupole operators:

Ou = (2S 2
z −S 2

x −S 2
y)/
√

3, Ov = S 2
x −S 2

y , Oxy = S xS y+S yS x,

Ozx = S zS x + S xS z, and Oyz = S yS z + S zS y.

Recently, a theoretical proposal for mechanically and elec-

trically driven electron spin resonance has shed light on the

important role of spin–strain interaction in the spin-triplet

ground state of the NV defect,9) which is split into lower sin-

glet (S z = 0) and higher doublet (S z = ±1) energy levels

by a uniaxial crystal field along the threefold axis. This work

has pointed out the relevance of Ozx and Oyz to electrical or

mechanical control of the NV spin, although not much atten-

tion has been paid to these quadrupoles to date.10–14) Since

only Ou, Ov, and Oxy have been considered for such spin con-

trol,15–17) the confirmation of Ozx and Oyz is highly desired

for pursuit of various methods of electrical or mechanical

spin control as an alternative to conventional magnetic con-

trol.18, 19) Note that Ou, Ov, and Oxy cause the transition in the

doublet, whereas Ozx and Oyz are involved in the transition be-

tween the singlet and doublet levels. Very recently, an evalu-

ation of spin–strain coupling with Ozx has been performed by

measurements of an acoustically driven single-quantum spin

transition.20) As reported in our recent studies,21, 22) it is also

important that the transition via quadrupole couplings can be

changed by rotating an applied magnetic field. This is useful

for probing such a spin–strain coupling with Ozx that is diffi-

cult to measure.

In this study, we present a new idea of magnetoacoustic

resonance for ultrasonic measurements of spin–strain cou-

pling parameters in the S = 1 spin state, considering the

NV spin as a typical example. This was first motivated by the

discovery of an extremely strong strain coupling inherent in

boron-doped silicon vacancies by elastic softening measure-

ments.23, 24) In the NV center, phonon-assisted orbital transi-

tions driven by an acoustic wave were detected by photolumi-

nescence excitation spectroscopy25) as well as an acoustically

driven transition in the spin-triplet state.20) Thus, the vacancy

states with quadrupoles commonly possess high sensitivity to

local strains or lattice vibrations.

We study a simplified spin–strain interaction in the elec-

tronic S = 1 spin state, considering that the lattice deforma-

tions are limited in the plane including the [001] and [110]

crystal axes. Using the above quadrupole operators in the C3v

frame (NV axis frame), the spin–strain interaction Hamilto-

nian can be written as9, 26)

Hε =
∑

k

Ak,εOk (k = u, v, zx), (1)

where Ak,ε is a strain-dependent coupling coefficient with

each quadrupole, and both Axy,ε and Ayz,ε vanish owing to

the limited lattice deformations. The z-axis is chosen in the

direction of a threefold axis vector ez = (1, 1, 1)/
√

3, and

the two other orthogonal basis vectors are defined as ey =

(1,−1, 0)/
√

2 and ex = (−1,−1, 2)/
√

6. The coupling coeffi-

cients are given by Au,ε = gaε1, Av,ε = (gbεU1
+ gcεU2

)/
√

3,

and Azx,ε = (2gdεU1
− geεU2

)/
√

6, where ε1 = (εYZ +

εZX + εXY)/
√

3, εU1
= (2εZZ − εXX − εYY )/

√
3, and εU2

=

(2εXY − εYZ − εZX)/
√

3. The strain tensors are denoted by

εi j = [(∂ui/∂x j) + (∂u j/∂xi)]/2 with the displacement vec-

tor u = (u1, u2, u3) = (uX, uY , uZ), and (x1, x2, x3) = (X, Y, Z)

is the cubic crystal coordinate. There are five independent

coupling parameters gi (i = a, b, c, d, e), and bulk strain

εXX + εYY + εZZ has been disregarded.

In the C3v (xyz) frame, the electronic S = 1 states are de-

scribed by the following local Hamiltonian:

Hl = −h(S x cosφ + S y sin φ) +
√

3DOu, (2)

where h = γeH for the magnetic field H =

(H cos φ,H sinφ, 0) (γe = 2.8 MHz/G is the electron

gyromagnetic ratio). In the last term, 3D (> 0) equals the

energy of the doublet excited state measured from the singlet

ground state for H = 0 and this splitting is 2.87 GHz for

the NV center. The doublet state is split by the magnetic

field, and we neglect the higher-lying state assuming that h

1
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is sufficiently large compared to Ak,ε in Eq. (1). Note that

the energies of the three spin states do not depend on the

field direction φ perpendicular to the threefold axis. After

diagonalizing Hl, the eigenvalue and eigenfunction of the

ground state are obtained as

E1

D
=

1

2
(−1 − α)

(

α =
√

9 + 4h̄2, h̄ =
h

D

)

, (3)

|ψ1〉 =
sin χ
√

2
e−iφ| + 1〉 + cosχ|0〉 + sin χ

√
2

eiφ| − 1〉, (4)

respectively, based on the eigenstates |m〉 (m = 0,±1) of S z.

For the first excited state, we obtain

E2

D
= 1, |ψ2〉 =

1
√

2
e−iφ | + 1〉 − 1

√
2

eiφ| − 1〉. (5)

The coefficients in Eq. (4) are given by

cosχ =

√

1

2

(

1 +
3

2ε̄0 − 3

)

, sin χ =

√

1

2

(

1 − 3

2ε̄0 − 3

)

,

(6)

where ε̄0 = (E2 − E1)/D = (3 + α)/2. Since ε̄0 > 3 must be

satisfied, χ varies in 0 < χ < π/4.

Next, we derive an effective spin–strain interaction Hamil-

tonian in the subspace of the above two states |ψµ〉 (µ = 1, 2)

coupled to time-dependent oscillating strain fields ελ (λ =

1,U1,U2), which are driven by an acoustic wave propagat-

ing in the lattice. The time dependency is represented by

ελ = aλ cosωt, where ω is the acoustic-wave frequency and

aλ is the vibration amplitude. The relative phase shifts be-

tween the three components are not considered for simplicity.

By calculating 〈ψµ|Hε|ψν〉 (µ, ν = 1, 2), we obtain the follow-

ing form of the effective Hamiltonian for the two-level system

coupled to the periodically time-dependent strains,

Heff(t) =
1

2

(

−ε0 − AL cosωt AT cosωt

A∗
T

cosωt ε0 + AL cosωt

)

. (7)

Here, ε0 = ε̄0D is the level splitting of the two states. The lon-

gitudinal (AL cosωt = 〈ψ2|Hε|ψ2〉−〈ψ1|Hε|ψ1〉) and transverse

(AT cosωt = 2〈ψ1|Hε|ψ2〉) couplings depend on the magnetic

field direction φ and the ε̄0-dependent trigonometric functions

in Eq. (6),

AL =

√
3

2
(1 + cos 2χ)Au −

1

2
(3 − cos 2χ) cos 2φ · Av, (8)

AT = 2(−i sinχ sin 2φ · Av + cosχ cos φ · Azx). (9)

For the quadrupole–strain couplings, Au = gaa1, Av =

(gbaU1
+ gcaU2

)/
√

3, and Azx = (2gdaU1
− geaU2

)/
√

6.

Similar forms of the time-dependent Hamiltonian in

Eq. (7) has been frequently studied by the Floquet the-

ory.21, 22, 27–30) Following Shirley,27) the problem of solving

the time-dependent Schrödinger equation is transformed to

a time-independent eigenvalue problem using an infinite-

dimensional matrix form of the Floquet Hamiltonian. The ma-

trix element 〈αn|HF |βm〉 = H
[n−m]

αβ
+ nωδnmδαβ is constructed

using the Floquet states |αn〉 = |α〉 ⊗ |n〉. Here, α (= ψ1, ψ2)

and n (= 0,±1,±2, · · · ) denote one of the two levels and the

time dependency einωt, respectively, and ~ = 1 is used. The

block matrix H[n−m] is only finite for n − m = 0,±1. In the

Floquet matrix represented by

HF =













































































. . .
...

H
[0]

−2
H[−1] 0 0 0

H[1] H
[0]

−1
H[−1] 0 0

· · · 0 H[1] H
[0]

0
H[−1] 0 · · ·

0 0 H[1] H
[0]

1
H[−1]

0 0 0 H[1] H
[0]

2
...

. . .













































































,

(10)

the diagonal sectors are defined as

H[0]
n ≡ H[0] + nω =

(

−(ε0/2) + nω 0

0 (ε0/2) + nω

)

, (11)

and the off-diagonal sectors are given by

H[±1] =
1

4

(

−AL AT

A∗
T

AL

)

. (12)

In Eq. (10), 0 represents the 2×2 form of the zero matrix. The

eigenvalue problem is described by, HF |qγ〉 = qγ|qγ〉, where

the γth eigenvalue qγ is termed the quasienergy and |qγ〉 is the

corresponding eigenfunction. For the time-averaged transition

probability between the α and β states, we use the following

formula: P̄α→β =
∑

m

∑

γ |〈βm|qγ〉〈qγ|α0〉|2.27, 29)

In particular, we focus on the emergence of transition

probability peaks expected for the nearly degenerate Floquet

states, for instance, |α0〉 and |β,−n〉, where −ε0/2 ≃ ε0/2−nω

is satisfied. In this case, the infinite-dimensional matrix form

of HF is reduced to an effective 2 × 2 matrix using the

Van Vleck perturbation theory.29, 30) By analogy with previ-

ous studies,21, 22) the effective Hamiltonian in the subspace of

|α0〉 and |β,−n〉 is given by

H̃F =

(

−(ε0/2) + δn v−n

v∗−n (ε0/2) − δn − nω

)

. (13)

Here, the off-diagonal matrix element v−n =

(−nω/2)J−n(AL/ω)AT/AL is calculated up to the first

order of AT using the kth Bessel function of the first

kind Jk. The leading term of the energy shift δn is

given as δn = −
∑

k,−n |vk|2/(ε0 + kω). The diagonaliza-

tion of H̃F gives the eigenvalues q± = −(nω)/2 ± q̃n,

where q̃n =
√

(nω − ε0 + 2δn)2/4 + |v−n|2, and leads to

the time-averaged transition probability represented by

P̄
(n)

ψ1→ψ2
= (1/2)|v−n|2/q̃2

n. This is valid for n = 1 and

n = 2, which correspond to the single- and two-phonon

transition processes, respectively, because the higher-

order terms with AT must be considered for n ≥ 3.

In the weak coupling limit ( |AL|/ω, |AT |/ω ≪ 1 ),

|v−n| ≃ {|AT |/[2n+1(n−1)!]}(|AL|/ω)n−1 (n ≥ 1) leads to simple

analytic forms for the transition probability at fixed ε0 = nω

(n = 1, 2) as22)

P̄
(1)

ψ1→ψ2
(ε0 = ω) =

1

2

1

1 + [|AT |/(8ω)]2
, (14)

P̄
(2)
ψ1→ψ2

(ε0 = 2ω) =
1

2

1

1 + (4/9)(|AT |/|AL|)2
, (15)

for finite |AT |, and P̄
(n)
ψ1→ψ2

vanishes for AT = 0.

In Eq. (15), the two-phonon transition probability strongly

depends on |AT |2/|AL|2, and it vanishes, especially when AL

2
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approaches zero. It must be noted that the longitudinal (AL)

coupling is required for the two-phonon transition process as

well as the transverse (AT ) coupling, as pointed out in S = 1/2

spin systems.31) This is completely unlike the single-phonon

transition process dominated by AT . Since the quadrupole–

strain couplings AL and AT depend on the rotation angle φ

of the magnetic field, P(2) in Eq. (15) changes with φ. From

Eqs. (8) and (9), the φ dependence is given by

|AT |2

|AL|2
=

16

9

A2
zx cos2 χ cos2 φ + A2

v sin2 χ sin2 2φ
[

Au√
3

(1 + cos 2χ) − Av

(

1 − cos 2χ

3

)

cos 2φ

]2
.

(16)

Here, χ is given by substituting ε̄0 = 2ω/D in Eq. (6) and

is independent of φ. The ratios between the three couplings

Au, Av, and Azx can be evaluated by P̄(2) as a function of φ in

Eqs. (15) and (16). There exist characteristic field directions

φ0 at which P̄(2) → 0, namely, AL → 0. The ratio Au/Av is

obtained from

cos 2φ0 =
Au√
3Av

1 + cos 2χ

1 − (cos 2χ)/3
, (17)

and the absolute value of the right-hand side must be less than

unity. This evaluation is also valid for a stronger coupling case

(|AT |/ω, |AL|/ω ≃ 1), as discussed later, and P̄(2) shows a min-

imum at φ ≃ φ0. For |Au/Av| >
√

3, no minimum is found in

0 < φ < π. In addition, for the weak coupling, the ratio Azx/Av

is related to the value of P̄(2) at φ = 0 as

P̄(2)(φ = 0) =
1

2















1 +

[

8

9
C(χ, φ0)

Azx

Av

]2














−1

, (18)

where C(χ, φ0) = cosχ/{[1− (cos 2χ)/3](1− cos 2φ0)}. Thus,

the ratios between the quadrupole couplings can be probed by

the field angle dependence of P̄(2)(φ) at ε0 = 2ω. In particular,

for Av ≫ Au, Azx, P̄(2)(φ) shows fourfold symmetry in rotat-

ing the magnetic field around the z axis, namely, [111], and

it continuously approaches zero at φ = π/4 in 0 < φ < π/2.

As given by Eq. (17), φ for P(2) → 0 shifts to a lower value

from π/4 with an increase in Au. In addition, the value of

P̄(2)(φ = 0) decreases from 1/2 as Azx/Av increases. Such fea-

tures become more prominent in the weak coupling case.

First, let us consider the Au = 0 case where the longitu-

dinal coupling AL depends only on Av. Figures 1 (a) and (b)

show the contour maps of the transition probability P̄ calcu-

lated numerically using the Floquet matrix, which are plotted

as a function of φ and ε0/ω [ ε0 = (3D+
√

9D2 + 4h2)/2 ]. In

both cases, P̄ completely vanishes at φ/π = 1/2 for all values

of ε0 owing to AT = 0 [see Eq. (9)]. This indicates that the

field direction φ/π = 1/2 is very specific to the quadrupole–

strain coupling, which is parallel to ey ‖ [11̄0] and perpendic-

ular to the threefold axis. The most prominent feature is the

existence of a resonance peak at around ε0/ω = 1 associated

with the single-phonon transition probability P̄(1). In the weak

coupling limit, the peak broadening 2|v−1| is proportional to

|AT |. The φ dependence of |AT | explains the maximum broad-

ening at φ/π ≃ 1/4 for Av > Azx in Fig. 1 (a), which reflects

sin 2φ for coupling with the x2 − y2 quadrupole in Eq. (9).22)

Conversely, the maximum broadening shifts toward φ = 0 as

Azx/Av increases in Fig. 1 (b), owing to cos φ for the coupling

with the zx quadrupole.
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Fig. 1. (Color online) Contour map of the transition probability as a func-

tion of φ and ε0/ω. (a) Au = 0, Av/ω = 0.4, and Azx/ω = 0.2. (b) Au = 0,

Av/ω = 0.2, and Azx/ω = 0.4. Here, ε0/ω > 0.6 because D/ω is fixed at 0.2.

0 0.5 1
φ/π

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

P
(ε

0 =
 2

ω
)

0.4, 0.2
0.2, 0.2
0.2, 0.4

A
v
/ω, A

zx
/ω 

Fig. 2. (Color online) Transition probability at ε0 = 2ω as a function of φ,

where each data point is plotted for D/ω = 0.2 and Au = 0. The black circles,

blue diamonds, and red squares represent the data for (Av, Azx) = (0.4, 0.2),

(0.2, 0.2), and (0.2, 0.4) in units of ω, respectively. The solid lines are drawn

for Azx/Av = 1/2 (black), 1 (blue), and 2 (red) in the weak coupling limit.

To evaluate the spin–strain coupling parameters gi, we fo-

cus on the two-phonon transition process at around ε0 = 2ω,

although P̄(2) shows a much narrower resonance peak in the

weak coupling limit. The two-phonon transition is dominated

by longitudinal coupling with AL. P̄(ε0/ω = 2) approaches

the maximum 1/2 for |AL| ≫ |AT | > 0, whereas it is strongly

dependent on |AL|, even when |AT | ≃ |AL|.
Figure 2 shows P̄(ε0/ω = 2) as a function of φ for vari-

ous values of Av and Azx, where Au is fixed at zero. The ratio

3
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v
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Fig. 3. (Color online) Transition probability at ε0 = 2ω as a function of

φ for various values of Av/ω, where D/ω = 0.2 and Au/(
√

3Av) = 0.4, and

Azx/Av = 1 are fixed. The results for Av/ω = 0.2, 0.5, and 1.0 are plotted as

circles, squares, and diamonds, respectively.

Azx/Av is determined from the value at φ/π = 0 or 1 as a local

maximum. This value decreases with the increase in Azx/Av as

expected from Eq. (18). For Azx/Av > 1 in Fig. 2 (red squares),

the relatively large deviations from the weak coupling limit at

around φ/π = 0 and 1 is owing to the larger contribution from

higher order terms with Azx compared to those with Av. For

Au = 0, the spin–strain coupling parameters gi can be evalu-

ated by choosing a quadrupole coupling with a single-strain

component εU1
(ε1 = εU2

= 0 for other strains), which pro-

vides gd/gb = Azx/(
√

2Av).32) Although such an ideal mea-

surement may be difficult for Au = 0, there are various meth-

ods of evaluating different coupling parameters (linear com-

binations of gi), which depend on the strain amplitudes aU1

and aU2
(See Sect. S1.2, Supplemental Material).

For a finite Au/Av (> 0), P̄(ε0/ω = 2) shows a minimum

at φ0 (0 < φ0/π < 1/4 and 3/4 < φ0/π < 1) as plotted

in Fig. 3, whereas φ0/π = 1/4 and 3/4 for Au = 0. In the

weak coupling limit, φ0 is specified by Eq. (17). As long as

Au/Av is fixed at a constant, φ0 is not changed by increas-

ing the three couplings as we can see φ0/π = 1/6 and 5/6

in Fig. 3. For instance, the ratio ga/gc can be evaluated by

Au/Av when we choose ε1 = εU2
/2 = εXY .32) For a single

εU2
, ge/gc (= −

√
2Azx/Av) is determined from the value of

P̄(ε0/ω = 2) at φ = 0 as mentioned above. A similar analysis

is also useful for evaluating ga/gb, gd/gb, and various com-

binations of the spin–strain coupling parameters if the three

strain amplitudes aλ (λ = 1,U1,U2) can be adjusted. On the

experimental side of the NV center, unknown coupling pa-

rameters related to Azx/Av have recently been measured using

Rabi spectroscopy.20) As a practical application of our theory,

this challenging measurement can also be performed by mea-

suring the ultrasonic absorption rate, which is a widely used

experimental method.

In the present two-level system based on the S = 1

spin with C3v symmetry, the ground state |ψ1〉 is respon-

sible for the magnetic moment M‖ = S x cos φ + S y sin φ.

The time-averaged magnetic moment is obtained as M̄‖ =

(1 − P̄ψ1→ψ2
) sin 2χ, where |ψ1〉 is chosen as the initial state.

Therefore, M̄‖ can be controlled by changing the magnetic

field strength h as well as the field direction φ. Note that M̄‖
shows no φ dependence when the lattice vibration is absent,

namely, no time-dependent strain is driven. Using Eq. (6),

sin 2χ = 2h̄/
√

9 + 4h̄2 is obtained. In particular, we focus

on φ/π = 1/2 in Fig. 1, where P̄ completely vanishes in the

entire region of ε0/ω owing to AT = 0. When φ/π is tilted

slightly from 1/2, a finite transverse coupling generates an

abrupt increase in P̄ at ε0/ω = 1, 2, 3, · · · , which leads to a

sharp resonance peak. Consequently, M̄‖ shows an abrupt de-

crease in the field direction and shrinks by half in the discrete

fields h/ω =
√

1 − 3D/ω,
√

2(2 − 3D/ω), · · · . This can also

be realized by optical control using photon-assisted magne-

toacoustic resonance.21, 33)

In conclusion, we have demonstrated how the spin–strain

coupling parameters for the C3v point group are revealed

by the magnetoacoustic resonance, especially in the two-

phonon transition processes, considering an application to the

spin states of the NV center. This phonon transition strongly

depends on the change in the longitudinal and transverse

quadrupole–strain couplings between the two levels, which

can be controlled by rotating a magnetic field around the

threefold axis of a defect. The present results provide useful

information for high-frequency ultrasonic measurements of

quadrupole degrees of freedom inherent in the NV spin state

and promote the development of mechanically or ac strain-

controlled spin devices.
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S1. Spin–Strain Interaction for S = 1 with C3v Symmetry

S1.1 Spin–strain interaction Hamiltonian

We start from the spin–strain interaction Hamiltonian for the spin-1 state with C3v sym-

metry and next derive a simplified Hamiltonian introducing some constraints to strain ten-

sors. Using the operators for the five quadrupole components expressed by the spin operator

S = (S x, S y, S z) for S = 1,

Ou =
1
√

3
(2S 2

z − S 2
x − S 2

y) =
1
√

3
[3S 2

z − S (S + 1)],

Ov = S 2
x − S 2

y , Oxy = S xS y + S yS x,

Ozx = S zS x + S xS z, Oyz = S yS z + S zS y, (S1)

the spin–strain interaction Hamiltonian is written as

Hε =
∑

k

Ak,εOk (k = u, v, xy, zx, yz), (S2)

where Ak,ε is a strain-dependent coupling with each quadrupole Ok. For C3v symmetry, the

complete forms of Ak,ε are given as1)

Au,ε =
1
√

3
[h41(εxx + εyy) + h43εzz],

Av,ε = −
1

2

[

h16εzx −
1

2
h15(εxx − εyy)

]

,

Axy,ε =
1

2
(h16εyz + h15εxy),
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Azx,ε =
1

2

[

h26εzx −
1

2
h25(εxx − εyy)

]

,

Ayz,ε =
1

2
(h26εyz + h25εxy). (S3)

Here, the three basis vectors in the C3v frame are chosen as ex = (−1,−1, 2)/
√

6, ey =

(1,−1, 0)/
√

2, and ez = (1, 1, 1)/
√

3. Note that this choice of the x- and y-coordinates is

different from the conventional manner. For the latter, the x- and y-axes are parallel to the

binary ([11̄0]) and bisectrix ([112̄]) axes, respectively.

εi j =
1

2

(

∂ui

∂x j

+
∂u j

∂xi

)

(S4)

denotes the strain tensor with the displacement vector u = (ux, uy, uz) and (x1, x2, x3) =

(x, y, z). The Au,εOu term is equivalent to
√

3Au,εS
2
z except for a common energy shift of

the spin states. The spin–strain couplings are characterized by the six independent real pa-

rameters h41, h43, h15, h16, h25, and h26.1) A derivation of Hε will be shown in Sect. S3.

Next, we transform the strain components in the C3v (xyz) coordinate to those of the cubic

crystal (XYZ) coordinate. For the latter, X ‖ [100], Y ‖ [010], and Z ‖ [001]. The relationship

between the two coordinates is as follows:

εxx + εyy + εzz = εXX + εYY + εZZ ≡ εB,

2εzz − εxx − εyy = 2(εYZ + εZX + εXY),

εxx − εyy =
1

3
(2εZZ − εXX − εYY) +

2

3
(2εXY − εYZ − εZX),

εzx =
1

3
√

2
(2εZZ − εXX − εYY) −

1

3
√

2
(2εXY − εYZ − εZX),

εxy = −
1

2
√

3
(εXX − εYY) −

1
√

3
(εYZ − εZX),

εyz =
1
√

6
(εXX − εYY ) − 1

√
6

(εYZ − εZX). (S5)

To derive these equations, we have used the following transformation
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, (S6)

and the displacement vector u follows the same transformation. To simplify the spin–strain

interaction Hamiltonian in Eq. (S2), we introduce the following constraints to the strain ten-

sors in the cubic crystal coordinate: εXX = εYY and εYZ = εZX. This indicates that the lattice

deformations are limited in the plane including both [001] and [110] axes. Consequently, the
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above strain-dependent couplings in Eq. (S3) are rewritten as

Au,ε = gaε1 + gBεB, Av,ε =
1
√

3
(gbεU1

+ gcεU2
),

Azx,ε =
1
√

6
(2gdεU1

− geεU2
), Axy,ε = Ayz,ε = 0, (S7)

with the bulk strain εB and other strain components

ε1 =
1
√

3
(εYZ + εZX + εXY),

εU1
=

1
√

3
(2εZZ − εXX − εYY),

εU2
=

1
√

3
(2εXY − εYZ − εZX). (S8)

We disregard εB in Au,ε and consider the simplified spin–strain interaction Hamiltonian

[Eq. (1) in the main text] with the five independent coupling constants redefined as

ga =
2

3
(−h41 + h43), gb =

1

4
(h15 −

√
2h16), gc =

1

4
(2h15 +

√
2h16),

gd = −
1

4
√

2
(h25 −

√
2h26), ge =

1

2
√

2
(2h25 +

√
2h26). (S9)

S1.2 Evaluation of spin–strain coupling parameters gi (i = a, b, c, d, e)

The NV center is a good candidate for investigating the spin–strain couplings in Eq. (S3)

and the coupling parameters in Eq. (S9) for the S = 1 states with C3v symmetry. The ratio

Azx/Av is related to the spin–strain coupling parameters as

Azx

Av

=
2gdaU1

− geaU2√
2(gbaU1

+ gcaU2
)
=
−h25(aU1

+ 2aU2
) +
√

2h26(aU1
− aU2

)

h15(aU1
+ 2aU2

) −
√

2h16(aU1
− aU2

)
, (S10)

where aλ (λ = 1,U1,U2) represents the amplitude of a time-dependent oscillating strain

field ελ. Note that ελ is defined as Eq. (S8), which is one of the linear combinations of the

cubic-frame components of strain tensor. As discussed in the main text, the ratio Azx/Av is

measurable with the two-phonon transition probability. When we choose a single strain com-

ponent, for instance, εU1
, the ratio gd/gb is given as gd/gb = Azx/(

√
2Av). Similarly, ge/gc can

be evaluated by choosing εU2
. In the presence of two strain components with the amplitudes,

for instance, aU1
= aU2

, we obtain the information on the coupling parameters in Eq. (S3) as

h25/h15 = −Azx/Av [see Eq. (S10)].

In the same manner, the ratio Au/Av is given as

Au

Av

=

√
3gaa1

gbaU1
+ gcaU2

=
8
√

3

(−h41 + h43)a1

h15(aU1
+ 2aU2

) −
√

2h16(aU1
− aU2

)
. (S11)

When we choose a single strain component εXY (a1 = aU2
/2 and aU1

= 0) [see Eq. (S8)],
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we obtain ga/gc = 2Au/(
√

3Av). If the bulk strain εB with the amplitude aB is taken into

account as well as the strain ε1 in Eq. (S11), gaa1 is just replaced by gaa1 + gBaB, where

gB = (2h41 + h43)/(3
√

3).

S2. Time-Averaged Magnetic Moment Coupled to Oscillating Strain Fields

In the two-level system based on the S = 1 spin with C3v symmetry, the magnetic moment

is induced by the singlet ground state |ψ1〉 in an applied magnetic field (h = γeH), whereas

there is no contribution from the excited state |ψ2〉. The wave functions |ψ1〉 and |ψ2〉 are

given as Eqs. (4) and (5) in the main text, respectively. Under a magnetic filed (hx, hy, hz) =

(h cosφ, h sinφ, 0) perpendicular to z ‖ [111], the matrix form of the spin operator parallel to

the field is expressed as

M‖ = S x cosφ + S y sinφ =



















sin 2χ 0

0 0



















, (S12)

using the basis of {|ψ1〉, |ψ2〉}. When the ground state is chosen as the initial state and the

two states are coupled to oscillating strain fields, the time-averaged magnetic moment is

obtained as M̄‖ = (1 − P̄ψ1→ψ2
) sin 2χ, where P̄ψ1→ψ2

is the transition probability and sin 2χ =

2h̄/
√

9 + 4h̄2 is a function of the magnetic field h̄ = h/D normalized by the uniaxial crystal

field (3D is the level splitting for h = 0). At the specific field direction φ = π/2 ([11̄0]), the

transition probability P̄ completely vanishes owing to AT = 0 (see the contour maps in Fig. 1

of the main text). When φ is tilted slightly from π/2, a finite transverse coupling generates an

abrupt increase in P̄ at ε0/ω = 1, 2, 3, · · · , and it causes a sharp resonance peak. Consequently,

M̄‖ shows an abrupt decrease and shrinks by half.

This magnetoacoustic resonance is dominated by the longitudinal coupling with AL.

When the field direction is fixed at φ = π/2, the similar resonance can be realized by a hybrid

measurement using weak microwave, which has been proposed as photon-assisted magne-

toacoustic resonance in our recent study.2) Let us consider the two-level system coupled to a

low-frequency photon field oscillating along the z axis ([111]), and put an additional photon-

mediated coupling strength ∆ into the original spin–strain interaction Hamiltonian [Eq. (7) in

the main text] as

Heff(t) =
1

2



















−ε̃0 − AL cosωt ∆ sinχ + AT cosωt

∆ sinχ + A∗
T

cosωt ε̃0 + AL cosωt



















. (S13)

Here, ε̃0 = ω0 − ωl (ω0 ≡ ε0/~) represents the detuning, where ωl is the photon frequency.

This is derived under the rotating wave approximation with respect to ωl, assuming ωl ≪ ω.

In addition, ∆ can be considered as a real number for a sufficiently small photon coupling

4/8



J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
ε

0
/ω

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

M
||

0.495 (∆ = 0)
0.500 (∆ /ω = 0.1)
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Fig. S1. (Color online) Time-averaged magnetic moment M̄‖ induced by a magnetic field in the direction of

(cosφ, sinφ, 0) (the z axis is chosen as the threefold axis), which is plotted as a function of ε0/ω for D = 0.2 and

(Au, Av, Azx) = (0, 0.4, 0.4) in units of ω. This is a comparison of the data (black dashed line) for φ/π = 0.495

and ∆ = 0 (no photon field) with the data (red solid line) for φ/π = 0.5 and ∆/ω = 0.1 (weak photon field). The

energy splitting ε0 between the two states is related to the magnetic field h as ε0/D = [3 +
√

9 + 4(h/D)2]/2.

compared to the quadrupole–strain coupling with AL or AT .2) Since ∆ in the off-diagonal

component in Eq. (S13) represents the photonic transition, the ∆ term causes the transition

between the two states even for AT = 0.

In Fig. S1, we compare the results of M̄‖ as a function of ε0/ω (ε0 > 3D): One is the result

for the transverse-phonon coupling effect (|AT | ≪ |AL|, ∆ = 0) at φ/π = 0.495 and the other

is that for the photon-assisted longitudinal-phonon coupling effect (|∆| ≪ |AL|, AT = 0) at

φ/π = 0.5. It is evident that both results are almost identical, which indicates the equivalency

of the phonon- and photon-mediated transverse couplings in the transition between the two

levels. Note that the former coupling is induced by an oscillating strain field driven by an

acoustic wave or a mechanical oscillator, whereas the latter is due to an ac magnetic field

of a microwave with a background of a high-frequency strain field. In Fig. S1, the abrupt

shrinking of M̄‖ occurs at ε0/ω = 1, 2, 3, · · · , and the dips in the M̄‖ curve become narrower

as ε0 increases. As mentioned above, φ = π/2 is a specific field direction ([11̄0]) associated

with the abrupt change in M̄‖ at the discrete values of the magnetic field h/ω =
√

1 − 3D/ω,
√

2(2 − 3D/ω), · · · , and these values correspond to ε0/ω = 1, 2, · · · , respectively. This is a

very unique point for the present magnetoacoustic resonance, which also holds for the strong

spin–strain coupling.
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S3. Derivation of Spin–Strain Interaction Hamiltonian

In this section, we derive the complete form of the spin–strain interaction Hamiltonian in

Eqs. (S2) and (S3) for C3v symmetry using a group theoretical analysis.3–7) Let us start from

the general expression in the following form:

Hε =
∑

i jkl

Ki jklS iS jεkl (i, j, k, l = x, y, z). (S14)

Here, the strain tensor εkl is defined by Eq. (S4), and S i is the i component of spin operator.

The coefficient Ki jkl represents the coupling of quadrupoles (products of spin operators) and

strains. The strain tensor is symmetric (εkl = εlk) and there are six degrees of freedom for kl

in Ki jkl. Since Hε is invariant under the time-reversal transformation, Ki jkl is real. To satisfy

the Hermitian nature of the Hamiltonian, it must be symmetric (Ki jkl = K jikl). This leads to

Ki jkl(S iS j + S jS i) = Ki jklOi j for i , j, where Oi j is given by Eq. (S1). Since Oi j is symmetric

as εkl, there are six degrees of freedom for i j in Ki jkl. Thus, Ki jkl is a real symmetric tensor

with respect to both i↔ j and k ↔ l, and it can be reduced to a 6 × 6 matrix.

The spin–strain interaction Hamiltonian is then rewritten as

Hε =
∑

m,n=xx,yy,zz,yz,zx,xy

K̃mnÕmε̃n. (S15)

Here, the vectorial components with tilde are defined by the six tensorial components as5)

Õm −→
(

Oxx,Oyy,Ozz,
√

2
Oyz

2
,
√

2
Ozx

2
,
√

2
Oxy

2

)

,

ε̃n −→ (εxx, εyy, εzz,
√

2εyz,
√

2εzx,
√

2εxy), (S16)

where Oii = S 2
i
. The matrix K̃ in Eq. (S15) is determined so as to satisfy the invariance of

Hε under the symmetry transformations. This type of tensor K̃mn is known as a fourth-rank

matter tensor.4–6) For the C3v point group, it is given by5)

K̃mn −→





































































































K11 K12 K13

K14√
2

0 0

K12 K11 K13 −K14√
2

0 0

K31 K31 K33 0 0 0

K41√
2
−

K41√
2

0
K44

2
0 0

0 0 0 0
K44

2
K41

0 0 0 0 K14 K11 − K12





































































































, (S17)

using the basis of the vectors in Eq. (S16). Substituting Eqs. (S16) and (S17) for Eq. (S15),
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we obtain

Hε = K11(εxxOxx + εyyOyy) + K33εzzOzz + K12(εyyOxx + εxxOyy)

+ K13εzz(Oxx + Oyy) + K31(εxx + εyy)Ozz +
K44

2
(εyzOyz + εzxOzx) + (K11 − K12)εxyOxy

+ K14εyzOv +
K41

2
εvOyz + K14εzxOxy + K41εxyOzx, (S18)

where εv = εxx − εyy. Using Oxx + Oyy + Ozz = S (S + 1) for spin S , this is rewritten as

Hε =
1

2
(2K31 − K11 − K12)(εxx + εyy)Ozz + (K33 − K13)εzzOzz

+
1

2
[(K11 − K12)εv + 2K14εyz]Ov + [(K11 − K12)εxy + K14εzx]Oxy

+
1

2
(K44εyz + K41εv)Oyz +

1

2
(K44εzx + 2K41εxy)Ozx. (S19)

Here, the terms of a common energy shift have been neglected. Note that the axis vec-

tors of the xyz coordinate are defined as ex = (1,−1, 0)/
√

2, ey = (1, 1,−2)/
√

6, and

ez = (1, 1, 1)/
√

3.

Following Udvarhelyi et al.,1) we finally convert the axis vectors as ex → ey and ey →
−ex to compare Hε derived here with the Hamiltonian in Eqs. (S2) and (S3). The latter was

previously derived in Ref. 1. Accordingly, the subscripts and signs of the strain tensors and

quadrupole operators are replaced as yz → −zx, zx → yz, xy → −xy, and v → −v. For the

spin–strain coupling coefficients, K14 → K15 and K41 → K51. The obtained Hamiltonian is

then rewritten as

Hε =
1

2
(2K31 − K11 − K12)(εxx + εyy)Ozz + (K33 − K13)εzzOzz

+
1

2
[(K11 − K12)εv + 2K15εzx]Ov + [(K11 − K12)εxy − K15εyz]Oxy

+
1

2
(K44εzx + K51εv)Ozx +

1

2
(K44εyz − 2K51εxy)Oyz. (S20)

As a result, the spin–strain coupling parameters in Eq. (S2) are related to those in Eq. (S20)

as follows:

h41 =
1

2
(2K31 − K11 − K12), h43 = K33 − K13,

h15 = 2(K11 − K12), h16 = −2K15,

h25 = −2K51, h26 = K44. (S21)
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