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We study relaxation processes of the spins of dipolar-coupled negatively charged nitrogen vacancy
(NV−) centers under transverse electric fields and magnetic fields. Specifically, we uncover regimes
where flip-flop, double-flip processes as well as mixing induced by local electric fields play a sig-
nificant role in NV-NV cross-relaxation. Our results are relevant for understanding decoherence in
many-body spin systems as well as for high sensitivity magneto- and electro-metry with long-lived
interacting solid-state spins. As a proof of principle, we present an orientation and microwave-free
magnetometer based on cross-relaxation.

The electronic spin properties of the negatively charged
nitrogen-vacancy (NV−) center in diamond have given
rise to a wealth of applications in nanoscale sensing and
quantum information science thanks in part to the pos-
sibility to optically polarize and read-out its spin state
under ambient conditions [12]. In particular, ensem-
bles of NV centers are widely studied for their enhanced
magnetic field sensing capabilities [2, 6–8, 15, 29] and
as pristine platforms for observing many-body effects
[10, 14, 21, 38]. When the NV spin concentration reaches
ppm values, spin depolarisation, or cross-relaxation (CR)
takes place through a very rich many-body dynamics as-
sociated with disorder [11]. These mechanisms limit the
efficiency of typical microwave based NV magnetometers,
but quantum control techniques can be combined to sur-
pass this interaction limit [37]. Further, CR mechanisms
can be turned as a tool for magnetic field sensing [3, 4].
Spectral features in the photoluminescence (PL) indeed
appear when the magnetic field crosses specific crystal
planes where dipolar interactions are enhanced, leading
to CR. The projected sensitivity of such magnetometers
lie in the tens of pT/

√
Hz [3], on a par with the most

sensitive microwave based NV magnetometers [28, 34].

Cross-relaxation features close to zero magnetic field
have also been observed and could be deployed for higher
sensitivity microwave-free magnetometry [17, 18]. The
CR contrast was indeed shown to be much larger in this
zero-field limit [20, 24] but all the relaxation mechanisms
have not been identified there. Here, we study dipolar
relaxation processes in ensembles of NV centers in the
presence of small transverse electric and magnetic fields.
Specifically, by employing magnetic field scans along spe-
cific crystalline directions, we find regimes where flip-flop,
double-flip processes as well as mixing induced by local
electric fields play a role. We also present an orientation
and microwave-free magnetometer that employs double-
flip processes in the dipolar interaction between NV cen-
ters.

The electronic spin of NV center is a spin-1 system
in the electronic ground state (see Fig. 1, top left
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FIG. 1. Schematics showing a diamond with interacting spins
(central picture) as well as three processes that account for
dipolar relaxation: flip-flop processes involving two different
classes of NV centers, local electric field mixing and double-
flip processes where two units of spin angular momentum are
exchanged.

panel), which can be optically polarized in the |ms = 0〉
state. The PL of this state is also larger than in the
|ms = ±1〉 states enabling spin-read out at room tem-
perature [12]. The |ms = ±1〉 spin states are separated
from the |ms = 0〉 state by D = (2π)2.87 GHz so that
when a resonant microwave or static transverse magnetic
field is applied, the PL is reduced [16, 22]. The processes
that lead to depolarization in strongly coupled spin-1 sys-
tems are depicted in Fig. 1. Flip-flop processes involving
coupling between spins with identical or different orien-
tations, or “classes”, are depicted in the top-right panel.
They have already been shown to play a dominant role
in dense ensembles of NV centers when B & 30 G : tun-
ing the difference δ between the different NV centers’
spin states indeed result in a strong T1 reduction [11].
We will show here that double-flip up and down as well
as mixing induced by local electric fields (cf. two bottom
panels) can also give a significant contribution to the spin
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FIG. 2. a) and b) : Photoluminescence from NV center en-
sembles as a function of a magnetic field applied in an arbi-
trary direction for sample CVD-1 with [NV−]≈ 50 ppb and for
sample HPHT-150-1 with [NV−]≈ 3 ppm respectively. (c) Se-
quence used to measure the spin lifetime. (d) Trace i) and ii)
are the spin relaxation signals S1−S2 measured for the dense
sample at zero and non-zero magnetic fields respectively. The
fitting procedure (orange plain line) is described in the main
text.

depolarization close to zero-field.
The experimental apparatus and the samples used in

this study together with their nomenclature are presented
in the supplementary material (SM) sec. II and III [1].
Fig. 2-a) and b) show the change in PL as a function of a
magnetic field applied via a homebuilt electromagnet for
two diamond samples with a low and high concentration
of NV− centers respectively (CVD-1 and HPHT-150-1).
In both samples, we see a decrease in PL as the mag-
netic field amplitude increases. There is however a stark
difference in the low magnetic field region where only
high-density samples shows a drop in PL [20, 24].

This effect has been attributed to CR between the
NV centers through dipole-dipole coupling [9, 24].

We will denote T ph
1 the characteristic timescale of

phonon-induced relaxation and T dd
1 the density depen-

dent timescale associated with dipole-dipole interactions.
Fig. 2-c) shows the sequence employed to measure T1
and Fig. 2-d) shows the result of the measurement when
B ≈ 0 and B ≈ 50 G. All dense samples used in this

study show T dd
1 ∼ T ph

1 (see SM sec. IV A), so both de-
cay processes are included in the analysis. Fitting the
two traces of Fig. 2 d) by the product of a simple and

a stretched exponential, we find T ph
1 = 3.6 ms for both

curves and T dd
1 = 0.6 ms and 13.0 ms for trace i) and ii)

respectively. These results thus demonstrates a twenty-
fold increase in the dipolar depolarization rate when the
B field is turned to zero. The fluctuator model developed
in [9] contains some of the explanation for this increase
in dipolar depolarization: all four NV classes in the dia-
mond are resonant in zero field, which increases the flip-
flop rates. However, the model did not include extra

specificities in the zero magnetic field region, namely the
role of local electric field and double flip processes.

Fig. 3-a) and b)-i) show optically detected magnetic
resonance (ODMR) spectra with and without magnetic
field, from the dense ensemble HPHT-150-1. From the
resonance line-widths in a magnetic field, we extract de-
coherence rates T ∗2 in the hundreds of nanosecond range,
limited by the coupling between NV centers and the fluc-
tuating spins of substitutional nitrogen atoms (also called
P1 centers). Using the same magnetic field alignment,
Fig. 3 (b)-ii) and iii) show the PL and the 1/T dd

1 decay
rates from the NV center ensemble as a function of the
amplitude of the magnetic field. We observe that the
4 % increase in PL as the magnetic field increases is in-
deed correlated with a drop in the spin decay rate from
1600 s−1 to 80 s−1. This result can again be explained
by the decreasing number of resonant spins as the zero
magnetic field is increased. We also confirmed that the
half width of the dip (≈ 10 G) is consistent with a fluctu-
ator model taking into account the reduction of the two
spin resonances overlap as the B field is increased (see
SM sec. IV C).

Fig. 3 (c)-i) instead shows an ODMR where all four
classes are brought to resonance by placing the magnetic
field along the [100] crystalline axis. Fig. 3 (c)-ii) and
(c)-iii) show the change in the PL and in 1/T dd

1 as a
function of a magnetic field that is aligned in this direc-
tion. Surprisingly, we can still observe an increase in the
spin decay rate and a corresponding drop in the PL when
the magnetic field tends to zero, although all classes are
always resonant (see SM, sec. IV-E). We also note that
the PL and 1/T dd

1 change is also much sharper in this
scenario. Note that the slight drop in PL and the cor-
responding bump for 1/T dd

1 at B ∼ 20G is related to
dipolar interaction with NV centers that have a 13C as a
first neighbor [26].

When γ|B| � 1/T ∗2 , the only resonant terms in the
dipole-dipole coupling between NV centers are the flip-
flop terms |0,±1〉 〈±1, 0| (see SM sec. V). In zero mag-
netic field however, other resonant mechanisms of the
dipolar Hamiltonian have to be taken into consideration,
which may elucidate the above result. It was shown in
[23] that local electric fields coming from P+

1 or NV−

centers are responsible for ODMR profiles at zero mag-
netic field. In order to estimate their contributions in the
spin relaxation, we perform numerical simulations where
we add the following Hamiltonian for the electric field
dependent NV− ground state:

Helec/h = d⊥
[
Ex(Ŝ2

y − Ŝ2
x) + Ey(ŜxŜy + ŜyŜx)

]
. (1)

Ex,y are the projections of local electric fields on the NV
axes and d⊥ = 17 Hz · cm/V is the transverse electric
field susceptibility. Under local electric fields with orien-
tations given by the angle φE = tan(Ex/Ey), the eigen-
states of the total hamiltonian of the NV spins in the
ground state are |0〉 and |±〉 = 1√

2
(|+1〉 ± e−iφE |−1〉).

Computing the influence of the flip-flop terms |±, 0〉 〈0,±|
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FIG. 3. (a) ODMR spectrum in zero field with microwave amplitude modulation (see experimental details in SM sec. III).
(b)-i) ODMR spectrum for a magnetic field ≈ 60 G, misaligned by ∼ 24◦ from the [100] axis. (b)-ii) Normalized PL of the
NV− ensemble as a function of the magnetic field amplitude. (b)-iii) Stretched part of the spin decay 1/T dd

1 as a function of
the magnetic field amplitude. (c)-i), (c)-ii) and (c)-iii): same measurements as (b) but with a magnetic field close to the [100]
axis. All the measurements were realized using the sample HPHT-150-1.

in the fluctuator model shows that 1/T dd
1 indeed in-

creases at zero field, even after averaging over all possi-
ble angles φE (see SM, sec. V-E). Another mechanism at
stake when considering dipolar interactions between spin-
1 systems at low fields are double-flip processes. These
processes correspond to the terms |+1, 0〉 〈0,−1| in the
dipolar interaction, giving rise to an exchange of two
units of spin-angular momentum when the |±1〉 states
are resonant. Simulations (see SM, sec V-F) suggest that
double-flips contribute significantly to the spin relaxation
at low fields.

To quantify these two processes experimentally, we ap-
ply a purely transverse magnetic field on one of the NV
class. Indeed, when B⊥ ≤ 150 G, the eigenstates of
the spin Hamiltonian are close to |0〉, |+〉 and |−〉 to
≈ 2% (see SM sec. IV-F). We can thus use the transverse
field to emulate the role of the electric field, a property
that has previously been used to increase the electric field
sensing ability of NV centers [13, 27]. Fig. 4 (a) shows an
ODMR spectrum where B⊥ = 20 G on sample HPHT-
150-2. The central two lines correspond to the |0〉 → |−〉
and |0〉 → |+〉 transitions for the class that is orthogonal
to B. Fig. 4-(c) shows the measurement of the decay
rate 1/T dd

1 for that class, as a function of B⊥. Two re-
gions can be observed on this graph: in region A the
decay rate decreases with B⊥, while in region B it stabi-
lizes to a value 1/T dd

1 = 60 ± 5 s−1. We also indicated
the value 1/T dd

1 = 25 ± 5 s−1 found for the same class
but employing a longitudinal magnetic field.

To understand these results, we plot the detuning ∆ν
between the states |+〉 and |−〉 as a function of B⊥ in
Fig. 4 (b). When δν > 1/T ∗2 , these states do not overlap
any longer so double-flips are efficient in region A, while
in region B only flip-flops in the basis |±〉 play a role. We
note that the decay rate in the {|0〉 , |±〉} basis is more
than a factor of two larger than the decay rate coming
from intra-class flip-flops in the {|0〉 , |±1〉} basis. This

(c)

(a) (b)

A B

FIG. 4. (a) ODMR spectrum for B⊥ = 20 G. The two
transition frequencies of the class that is orthogonal to B are
denoted ν+ and ν−. (b) Measurement of ν+ and ν− through
ODMR as a function of B⊥. (c) Measurement of 1/T dd

1 for a
single NV class as a function of B⊥. The red dashed line is
the value reached for high transverse field. The green dashed
line correspond to the value found for the same sample and
NV class, under a longitudinal magnetic field. Error bars
are depicted by the shaded pink region. The detuning ∆ν =
ν+ − ν− is indicated on the top x-axis. Vertical black dashed
line indicates the separation between regions A and B (see
main text).

effect is corroborated by our model detailed in SM sec.
V. Importantly, in region A, the double-flips processes
give a maximum decay rate that is ∼ 5 times greater
than the decay caused by the change of basis alone. From
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FIG. 5. Low-field magnetometry protocol. (a) Demodulated
PL as a function of an externally applied magnetic field. (b)
External magnetic field read-out. (c) Histogram of the mea-
surement in Fig. (b) fitted by gaussians of standard deviation
σ = 1.5 µT. (d) Measured sensitivity as function of the angle
between the external magnetic field and the [100] crystalline
axis.

these results and according to our model, the double-flips
are thus the dominant cause of zero-field depolarization
observed in Fig. 3 (c)-iii).

Our observations have important implications for mag-
netometry with NV ensembles. DC microwave-free mag-
netometry has already been performed using either NV-
NV cross-relaxations [3, 4] or level anti-crossing [33, 35,
36]. Here we propose a similar protocol but using the
spin depolarization at zero-field. To do so, we use a
lock-in detection and add a magnetic field modulation
at ∼ 1 kHz with an amplitude ∼ 10 G through the same
electromagnet. Fig. 5-(a) shows the demodulated PL
while a DC magnetic field is scanned in an arbitrary di-
rection. Here, we use the sample HPHT-15-1 with a laser
power ∼ 1 mW. The optical power in the collected PL
is ∼ 1 µW. We can see a sharp linear slope in low field
|B| < 5 G. Once calibrated, the slope provides a 1D mag-
netometer, which could be extended to 3D with a set of 3
coils or 3 electromagnets, as in [36]. In order to assess the
sensitivity of the measurement, we alternate a small DC
field of ≈ 40 µT every few seconds and take a histogram
of the measured fields (with a total duration of ≈50 s),
as shown in Fig. 5-(b) and (c). The histogram is well fit-
ted by gaussians of standard deviation σ = 1.5 µT. The
measurement was performed here with an output low-
pass filter of time constant τ = 3 ms, which gives us a
DC sensitivity η = σ

√
τ = 82 nT/

√
Hz. This value corre-

sponds to η/
√
V ≈ 4.7 µT/µm3/2/

√
Hz when normalized

to the volume. Importantly, this measurement is consis-
tent with the experimentally found∼ 5 µT/

√
Hz sensitiv-

ity obtained with sample HPHT-1-1 (see samples details
in SM sec. II). Our results thus offer bright prospects
for high-sensitivity magnetometry using NV centers in a
millimeter size volumes.

Compared to previously employed protocols, the sen-
sitivity does not crucially depend on crystalline orien-
tation, making this magnetometer principle operational
with diamond powders or polycrystalline samples. An-
other significant advantage is that this measurement is
insensitive to thermal fluctuations and strain inhomo-
geneities because dipolar-relaxation at zero-field does not
depend on the zero-field splitting. In other typical NV
magnetometers however, the zero-field splitting depen-
dence with temperature and strain can yield systematic
errors [6, 7].

We now evaluate the relative role of the three causes of
spin depolarization that assist the operation of the mag-
netometer. To do so, we measure its sensitivity while
changing the angle of the magnetic field. The results are
shown in Fig. 5 (d). We observe only a ∼ 10% improve-
ment in the sensitivity as we leave the [100] region. When
B ‖ [100] only the double flips and the electric field cause
a depolarization, whereas the three effects are at play in
all the other orientations. It should be noted that this ob-
servation is sample dependent. Other samples, including
those from the same batch, have shown a higher orienta-
tion dependence, corresponding to a lower contribution
from local electric fields and double-flip processes. Inter-
estingly, the double-flips and electric field effects are here
the dominant factors in the sensitivity of this protocol.

As a conclusion, we identified three mechanisms
causing spin depolarization in zero field for dense
ensemble of NV− centers, all related to an increase
in the dipole-dipole induced CR between the spins of
NV centers. The lift in degeneracy of the spin state of
different NV classes was found to be the main cause
of zero-field depolarization, followed by double-flip
processes and then the electric field induced mixing.
We have employed CR for microwave-free as well as for
orientation-free DC-magnetometry and demonstrated
sensitivities in the η/

√
V ≈ 5 µT/µm3/2/

√
Hz range

for commercially available diamonds and show that
that double-flips and local electric fields play a critical
role. We believe that our results will also be important
for microwave-based low field magnetometry [31, 32],
as well as for understanding many-body phenomena
[10, 14, 21, 38] and spin-mechanical effects [25] with
strongly coupled spins.
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I. NV− GROUND STATE HAMILTONIAN UNDER LOW MAGNETIC FIELD

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. ODMR measurement (a) under zero magnetic field, (b) under a magnetic field of 50G

when zooming on a single NV class.

Under zero external magnetic field, there are three possible processes that can cause a

splitting of the {|+1〉 , |−1〉} states : local electric fields, crystal strain and local magnetic

fields. Of these three causes, only the electric field can explain the shape of the ODMR line

that is observed under zero external magnetic field (Fig. 1a) [8].

Indeed, random local magnetic field would produce a single broadened line while crystal

strain would shift the zero field splitting (ZFS) by the same order of magnitude as the

splitting between the levels, which would merge the two transitions onto a single line. Due

to the large difference between the longitudinal and transverse electric field susceptibilities

(d‖ = 0.35 Hz cm/V and d⊥ = 17 Hz cm/V [11]), random local electric field can, on average,

cause a splitting that is much stronger than the ZFS shift and result in a two peak spectrum

centered on 2.87 GHz.

In our model for dipole-dipole coupling under small magnetic fields, we will therefore
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FIG. 2. Numerical simulations showing the closeness of the Hamiltonian second excited state |e〉

with the states |+1〉 and |+〉, as a function of the magnetic field amplitude and angle θ with respect

to the NV axis. A value of d⊥E⊥ = 4 MHz was chosen.

neglect the contribution of the strain, local magnetic fields and longitudinal electric fields.

We also do not take into account the hyper-fine structure of the NV center because of the

large inhomogeneous broadening of the transitions in all our samples (Fig. 1b). We will

then consider the following spin Hamiltonian for the NV− ground state :

Hs/h = DS2
z + γeBext · S + d⊥

[
Ex(S

2
y − S2

x) + Ey(SxSy + SySx)
]
, (1)

where D = 2.87 GHz is the zero field splitting and γe = 2.8 MHz/G the gyromagnetic ratio

of the electron.

In the absence of an external magnetic field, the symmetry of the Hamiltonian in the

(xy) plane allows us to pick the x direction along the electric field. The eigenstates of Hs

then become {|0〉 , |+〉 = |+1〉+|−1〉√
2

, |−〉 = |+1〉−|−1〉√
2
}.

In the presence of a magnetic field at an angle θ with respect to the NV axis, we denote

the Hamiltonian eigenstates {|g〉 , |d〉 , |e〉} in ascending order of energy. Fig. 2 shows how
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close the |e〉 state is to the |+1〉 and |+〉 states as a function of the external magnetic field

and angle θ. A similar analysis for the |d〉, |−1〉 and |−〉 states show similar results, while

|g〉 is pretty much equal to |0〉 for B < 100 G.

This result tells us that, in most cases, the {|0〉 , |+〉 , |−〉} basis is the good eigen-basis

for magnetic fields smaller than a few Gauss, except in the case of pure transverse magnetic

field where the {|0〉 , |+〉 , |−〉} basis remains a good basis even for large magnetic fields.

II. SAMPLES

Here are the various samples used in this study :

• HPHT-150-1 : A 150 µm HPHT 1b diamond irradiated and annealed to reach a

concentration [NV−] ≈ 3 ppm. This sample was bought from Adamas Nanotechnology

(MDNV150umHi). It is used in Fig. 2 (b), 2(d) and 3 in the main text, as well as Fig.

1, 4 and 5 of the SI.

• HPHT-150-2 : Another sample from the same batch as HPHT-150-1. This sample

is used in Fig. 4 in the main text and Fig. 6 (c) of the SI.

• HPHT-150-3 : Another sample from the same batch as HPHT-150-1. This sample

is used in Fig. 9 of the SI.

• HPHT-15-1 : A 15 µm diamond with similar properties as the last ones, also bought

from Adamas Nanotechnology (MDNV15umHi). This sample is used in Fig. 5 in the

main text.

• HPHT-15-2 : Another sample from the same batch as HPHT-15-1. This sample is

used in Fig. 12 and 13 of the SI.

• HPHT-1-1 : A 1 µm diamond with similar properties as the last ones, also bought

from Adamas Nanotechnology (MDNV1umHi). This sample is used to perform a

sensitivity measurement similar to the one done in Fig. 5 in the main text.

• CVD-1 : A CVD type IIa bulk diamond. This sample has not been irradiated and

contains [NV−] ≈ 50 ppb. This sample is used in Fig. 2(a) in the main text.
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• CVD-2 : A CVD bulk diamond described in [10]. This one has been irradiated and

annealed and contains [NV−] ≈ 4 ppm. This sample is used in Fig. 10 of the SI.

III. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

FIG. 3. Experimental Setup.

Fig. 3 shows the experimental setup used for all the experiments presented in this article.

The optical polarization and readout of the spins is done by focusing a green laser on the

diamond sample with an objective lens (NA=0.65), and collecting the back-scattered red

fluorescence from the NV center on an avalanche photo-diode (APD, Thorlabs APD410A).

The laser is filtered out using a dichroic mirror and a notch filter. The NV0 fluorescence is

filtered using an additional 645 nm long-pass filter.

The laser used here is a Picoquant PDL 800-D with a 520 nm LDH laser head, providing

pulses of 40 ps at a rate of 20 MHz, with an average power of 0.5 ∼ 5 mW. These fast pulses

serve no purpose in the actual experiment. This laser was used solely because of its high

amplitude stability. The trigger of the pulses is generated externally in order to achieve fast

gating of the laser for the T1 measurement. We previously did similar experiment using a

continuous 532 nm laser and observed no difference in the spin response.

The magnetic field is provided by a homemade electromagnet composed of a C-shape iron



6

core and copper wires. The magnet is mounted on two mechanical rotation stages, allowing

a control on the polar and azimuthal angle of the magnetic field within a fraction of a degree

and is alimented through a low frequency amplifier (Leybold power function generator 522

63).

The microwave field is generated by a Rhode & Shwarz SMB 100A and is emitted with a

handmade loop antenna. The microwave field is gated by a Mini-circuits ZASWA-2-50DRA+

switch controlled externally and amplified by a Mini-circuits ZHL-5W-422+ amplifier.

A lock-in amplifier (SRS SR830 DSP) is used either to modulate the microwave amplitude

for ODMR measurement, or to add an oscillatory magnetic field for the magnetometry

protocol. In both case we use a modulation frequency ∼ 1 kHz and demodulate the APD

signal.

We did not use magnetic shielding to protect from the earth magnetic field since the

splitting due to Bearth is lower than the splitting due to the local electric field for the samples

used here : γeBearth ≈ 1.5 MHz < d⊥E⊥ ≈ 4 MHz.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

A. T1 fitting Protocol

Fig. 2-c) in the main text shows the sequence employed for measuring T dd
1 . It consists in a

pump-probe measurement where the spins are first polarized in the |0〉 state by a green laser,

and read-out optically after a variable dark time τ . In highly doped samples, this sequence

often results in artifacts, mostly due to charge state transfer in the dark [2, 4, 5]. It is

therefore convenient to repeat the sequence with an additional π pulse on one of the eight

NV spin-resonances right before the spin read-out to prepare the remaining |0〉 polarization

into a darker |+1〉 or |−1〉 state [2, 7, 9]. By subtracting the result of the two sequences,

we select only the spin-dependent part of the signal, with the added benefit of being able to

select a specific class of NV centers.

Fig. 4 shows the result of a lifetime measurement for the two scenarios presented in main

text, namely B = 0 and B = 50 G in a direction for which every classes are split, on sample

HPHT-150-1. In main text, we fitted these results with the expression

S(τ) = A exp

(
−
√

τ

T dd
1

− τ

T ph
1

)
, (2)
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. T1 measurement with purely exponential and purely stretched exponential fits (a) in zero

magnetic field (b) in non-zero magnetic field.
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FIG. 5. Best stretch factor β for a T1 fit of the form f(τ) = A exp
(
−( τT1 )β

)
as a function of an

arbitrarely oriented magnetic field amplitude.

in order to extract the T1 part associated with the dipole-dipole coupling, as was previously

done to study the cross-relaxation between NV and substitutional nitrogen (P1) center [6].

In Fig. 4, we present results of T1 measurements when using either purely exponential

or purely stretched exponential fits. We can see that for B = 0, which corresponds to the

regime where dipole-dipole relaxation is strong, the experimental data is closely fitted by

the stretched exponential profile, whereas for B = 50 G, the experimental data follows more

closely the exponential profile. In order to describe both regime simultaneously, we have to

take both T dd
1 and T ph

1 into account in our analysis.

Since we are only interested in the stretched exponential part of the lifetime decay and

that the phonon-limited exponential decay does not depend on the external magnetic field,

we fix the value T ph
1 for each sample, in order to reduce the number of free parameters in

eq. 2. The value found for all T1 measurements on samples HPHT-150-1 and HPHT-150-2

was T ph
1 = 3.62 ms.

Another possibility to fit our T1 measurements is the use a varying stretched factor β in

the fitting function such that :

S(τ) = A exp

(
−
(
τ

T1

)β)
. (3)

Fig. 5 shows the optimal β parameter as a function of the external magnetic field on sample

HPHT-150-1, which confirms that the T1 profile gets closer to a purely stretched exponential

in zero magnetic field.
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B. Spectral range of the dipole-dipole cross-relaxations

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 6. Dipole-dipole depolarization for two near-resonant classes. (a) Sketch of the four possible

NV orientations (“classes”) in a single diamond. (b) ODMR spectrum showing four |0〉 → |−1〉

resonances corresponding to the four spin classes. The detuning ∆ν between the classes b and c

was controlled by changing the orientation of the external magnetic field. (c) Stretched part of the

lifetime decay curve for the spins resonant with νc as a function of the detuning ∆ν (blue circles),

fitted by a Lorentzian with half width at half maximum 8.04 MHz. Single class ESR line stretched

by a factor of 1,
√

2 and 2 are added for comparison.

An experimental signature of the fluctuator hypothesis developed in [2] is the dependence

of the depolarization rate when two near-resonant classes are brought to resonance : if there

are indeed very fast decaying NV centers (fluctuators with lifetime T f1 < 100 ns), then the

spectral width of the fluctuator would be greater than 1/T ∗2 . For simplicity, it is typically

assumed that the latter is the same for all spins in the crystal. This means that NV centers

would be able to exchange spin quanta (flip-flop) with non-resonant NV fluctuators detuned
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by ∆ν such that 2π/T f1 > ∆ν > 2π/T ∗2 .

In order to verify this, we measure the spectral overlap between two classes, which in the

absence of fluctuator should be on the order of 1/T ∗2 , and compare it to the actual width of

the depolarization rate of the spins as a function of detuning.

Fig. 6 shows the results of such an experiment. We measured the stretched part of

the NV’s decay rate at each detuning and obtained Fig. 6 -c), which is very well fitted

by a Lorentzian of half-width σ = 8.04 MHz. We should note that this broadening can

not be explained by the direct coherent dipole-dipole interaction induced splitting : for a

sample with 3 ppm of NV centers, the average dipole-dipole interaction strength between

two nearest NV centers J0/r
3 ∼ 27 kHz which is several order of magnitude lower than the

broadening we observe.

NV1 spectral response

NV2 spectral response

FIG. 7. Illustration of the spectral overlap for two gaussian spectra.

We can compare this obtained width to the width of an ODMR line of a single class of

NV centers, stretched by a factor of
√

2 and 2 to simulate the spectral overlap of two classes.

One should notice that, not only is 1/T dd
1 significantly larger than the ODMR profile, it also

does not have the same shape.

As illustrated in Fig. 7, we define the spectral overlap S(∆ν) between two spins of

spectral response S1(ν) and S2(ν), centered respectively on the frequencies ν1 and ν2 where
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∆ν = ν2 − ν1 as :

S(∆ν) =

∫
S1(ν, ν1)S2(ν, ν2)dν. (4)

In order to approximate the spectral overlap in our experiment, we will consider the analyt-

ical solution in the Gaussian and Lorentzian case :

• For two gaussians of standard deviation σ, the spectral overlap as a function of the

detuning ∆ν = ν1 − ν2 is itself a gaussian of standard deviation σ′ =
√

2σ. :

S(∆ν) ∝
∫

exp

(
−(ν − ν1)2

2σ2

)
exp

(
−(ν − ν2)2

2σ2

)
dν

∝ exp

(
−(∆ν)2

4σ2

)
.

• For two Lorentzian profile with width σ, the overlap function is itself a Lorentizan

with width σ′ = 2σ :

S(∆ν) ∝
∫

1

1 + (ν−ν1)2

σ2

· 1

1 + (ν−ν2)2

σ2

dν

∝ 1

1 + (∆ν)2

4σ2

.

The ODMR lines that we measure are neither Lorentzian nor Gaussian (although they

tend to be closer to Gaussians), and can even be asymmetric. Nevertheless, the overlap be-

tween two classes can most likely be approximated by a single class ODMR profile stretched

by a factor between
√

2 and 2.

C. Lift of the degeneracy between the four classes

We give here an estimate of the magnetic field required to lift the degeneracy of the four

classes in the case of Fig. 3(b) in the main text. Fig. 8 shows the simulated energies for

the 4 |0〉 → |−1〉 and the 4 |0〉 → |+1〉 transitions as a function of the magnetic field, and

the difference in energy between the closest pairs of transitions. We can see that the energy

detuning between the classes ∆ν crosses the value of the dipole-dipole interaction range for

magnetic field values ‖B‖ = 12 ∼ 15 G, which are close to the half-width of the zero-field

feature in Fig. 3(b)(ii) and (iii) in the main text.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 8. (a) : Simulation of the 8 possible transition frequencies (four |0〉 → |−1〉 and four |0〉 →

|+1〉 transitions) as a function of the magnetic field amplitude for the orientation of the magnetic

field shown in Fig. 3(b) in the main text. (b) Difference in frequency between each pair of closest

classes as a function of the magnetic field amplitude. The dotted line y=8.04 MHz corresponds to

an estimation of the dipole-dipole interaction frequency range.

D. Effect of laser polarization

Previous studies [1, 3] reported the presence of a photoluminescence dip in zero magnetic

field which was heavily dependent on the laser polarization angle with respect to the diamond

axes and the magnetic field.

We did not observe a strong dependence on the laser polarization with the samples used

in this study. Fig.9 shows the photoluminescence from one of our sample as a function of the

magnetic field, either directly or with a modulation of the magnetic field, for 6 polarization

angles and saw no major difference.

In particular, we did not observe the apparition of an anti-line inside the main dip, unlike

what was observed in the two previously cited work. We expect that the main reason behind

the different behaviors is that we seem to observe far greater spin depolarization in zero-field,

which we attribute to dipole-dipole coupling. This effect could hide smaller effects such as

the one related to the laser polarization.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 9. Effect of the polarization of the incident laser. (a) Photoluminescence of sample HPHT-

150-3 as a function of arbitrarely oriented magnetic field amplitude for various polarization angle.

(b) Demodulated PL in the same conditions.

FIG. 10. PL of sample CVD-PPM as a function of the external magnetic field amplitude for

different magnetic field misalignments with respect to the [100] axis.

E. Alignment of the magnetic field along [100] axis

We claim that the decrease in PL at low magnetic field in Fig. 3 (c)(ii) in the main text

is due to the local electric field and the double flip processes. One other possibility would

be a misalignment of the magnetic field with respect to the [100] axis as it is scanned. The

four classes could for instance be truly resonant only with zero external magnetic field and

not when the B field is large.

Fig. 10 shows the change in PL with respect to the external magnetic field amplitude

for various misalignments of the magnetic field direction compared to the [100] diamond
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(a) (b)

FIG. 11. (a) Simulated energy level of the three eigenstates |g〉 , |d〉 and |e〉 for an NV center

under purely transverse magnetic field. The spin Hamiltonian is given in eq. 1 and a value of

d⊥E⊥ = 4 MHz was chosen (b) Blue dashed curve : frequency splitting between the |d〉 and

|e〉 states as a function of the transverse magnetic field, red plain line : matching factor |〈e|+〉|2

between the |e〉 and |+〉 states.

crystalline axis of the sample CVD-2. We can see that the central drop in PL is not critically

affected by the misalignment of the magnetic field, and we are therefore confident that the

drop in PL we observe when B ‖ [100] is not an effect of misalignment.

The initial alignment of the magnetic field was controlled by applying a field of ∼ 50 G

and monitoring the overlap of the four classes with ODMR spectra (maximizing the PL

drop is also an effective method). We estimate the initial alignment precision to be ±1◦.

The misalignment was then introduced by rotating the electromagnet along an arbitrary

axis. The slight asymmetry between the positive and negative value of the magnetic field

could come from the earth magnetic field or from hysteresis in the magnetic core of our

electromagnet.

F. Emulation of the electric field with transverse magnetic field

In the main text we use the property that, under purely transverse magnetic field, the

eigenstates of the single spin Hamiltonian are close to the {|0〉 , |+〉 , |−〉} basis, described in

the main text and in sec. I of these supplementary. We will discuss here the validity of this

claim.

We will call the true eigenstates of the single spin Hamiltonian under purely transverse

magnetic field {|g〉 , |d〉 , |e〉} in ascending order of energy. The |d〉 state is strictly equal to
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the |−〉 state. The |g〉 and |e〉 states can be written as a mixture of the |0〉 and |+〉 states,

and their exact expression depends on the field value. As B⊥ approaches 0 however, |g〉 and

|e〉 tend toward |0〉 and |+〉 respectively.

Fig. 11 (a) shows a simulation of the energy levels of the three eigenstates |g〉, |d〉 and |e〉
as a function of the transverse magnetic field amplitude. Of importance for the results in

main text is the splitting ∆ν between the |e〉 and |d〉 states, which is equal to the difference

in the transition frequencies |g〉 → |d〉 and |g〉 → |e〉 (reported experimentally as ν+ and ν−

in main text).

This value ∆ν is reported on Fig. 11 (b) along with a matching factor |〈e|+〉|2. This

factor is always equal to |〈g|0〉|2 since 〈d|−〉 = 1. We can see that indeed, for B⊥ < 150 G,

|〈e|+〉|2 > 0.98. Crucially, for B⊥ = 150 G, the splitting ∆ν is equal to ≈ 70 MHz, almost

an order of magnitude greater than the dipole-dipole interaction range computed on sec.

IV B. This means that we can effectively quench the double-flips by splitting the |e〉 and |d〉
states, while still maintaining eigenstates almost equal to |0〉, |+〉 and |−〉.

V. EXTENSION OF THE FLUCTUATOR MODEL TO LOW MAGNETIC

FIELDS

A. Results

Here are the results of the fluctuator model developed in [2] that we extended to include

double flip as well as local electric fields. The following sections will detail the calculations

that led to these results. Let us first summarize our theoretical findings :

• The dipole-induced spin decay is lowest for a spectrally isolated class of NV centers

when the transverse magnetic field is negligible. In this case the dipole-dipole relax-

ation is limited by flip-flop processes between spins of the same class. We will call the

corresponding stretched lifetime T dd
1 ≡ T0.

• For a single class, still spectrally isolated from the three other classes, but this time

dominated by the electric field or transverse magnetic field (as long as γeB⊥ � D), the

change in the eigenstates of the single particle Hamiltonian results in an increase of

the average flip-flop rate. This leads to a new theoretical stretched lifetime T dd
1 = 4T0.
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• When a magnetic field is applied along the [100] axis (for 5 G < |B| � D/γe), all

four classes are resonant and dominated by the longitudinal part of the magnetic field.

This results, in increase in the average flip-flop rate compared to the isolated class

case, and the predicted stretched exponential lifetime is T dd
1 ≈ 42.8T0.

• In zero external magnetic field, all four classes are also resonant but the single particle

Hamiltonian of each spin is dominated by a random local electric field. The averaging

of flip-flop in this case yields a stretched lifetime T dd
1 ≈ 51.4T0, which is about 20%

higher than the predicted lifetime for B ‖ [100].

The effect of the double flip processes was not studied quantitatively since the process is

never fully resonant and is therefore highly dependent on the initial splitting of the |+〉 and

|−〉 states. Nevertheless, the presence of double-flip as an additional relaxation channel can

only increase the dipole-induced spin decay rate.

B. Summary of the NV-fluctuator model

Here are the main hypotheses and conclusion of the NV-fluctuator model developed in

[2] :

The NV− centers in the crystal are divided between two categories :“normal” NV centers

(simply called NV) which, in the absence of dipole-dipole coupling would have a phonon-

limited T1 (TNV1 ∼ ms), and fluctuators who are NV centers with an additional, fast, depo-

larization mechanism, such that their lifetime T f1 < 100 ns. Having such a short lifetime,

the fluctuators are almost unpolarized by the green laser, making them invisible in standard

optical NV measurement protocol (T1, ODMR, etc.).

Assuming a homogeneous distribution of the fluctuators in the bulk of the crystal, the

authors of [2] show that the fluctuators create an additionnal decay channel for the NV

population, through dipole-dipole interaction, characterized by a decay rate γ which follows

the probability distribution :

ρ(γ) =
e−1/(4γT )

√
4πγ3T

, (5)

where the timescale T is defined as

1

T
=

(
4πnfJ0η̄

3

)2
π

γf
, (6)
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where nf is the fluctuator density in the crystal in nm−3, J0 = 52 MHz · nm3 is the char-

acteristic dipole-dipole strength between two spins, γf is the fluctuator intrinsic decay rate

and η̄ is a dimension-less number which characterizes the average dipole-dipole interaction

between the NV centers and the fluctuators (resonance conditions, relative orientations etc.

Further details are given below).

The polarization dynamics of the averaged ensemble of NV centers then follows :

P (t) =

∫ ∞

0

ρ(γ) e−γtdγ = e−
√
t/T . (7)

Which corresponds to the stretched-exponential part of the lifetime measurement.

C. Dipole-Dipole Hamiltonian between two NV− centers

Let us consider the hamiltonian of an NV center interacting with a fluctuator :

Htot = H1 +H2 +Hdd. (8)

H1 and H2 are the single particle Hamiltonian of the NV and fluctuator, described by the

equation (1), and Hdd is the dipole-dipole interaction Hamiltonian between the two spins.

We will consider the spin operators S1 and S2 in the NV basis : the z orientation of the Sz

operator is chosen along the NV axis of each spin. In the presence of a longitudinal magnetic

field, the sense of ẑ will be chosen such that B · ẑ > 0, and the x̂ direction is chosen along the

transverse magnetic or electric field, both of which dominate the single spin Hamiltonian.

These choices mean that there will be two distinct Cartesian basis {x̂1, ŷ1, ẑ1} and {x̂2, ŷ2, ẑ2}
describing the two spins.

The dipole-dipole Hamiltonian can then be decomposed as :

− Hdd

J0/r3
= 3 (S1 · û) (S2 · û)− S1 · S2 (9)

= [3(û · x̂1)(û · x̂2)− x̂1 · x̂2]S1
xS

2
x (10)

+ [3(û · ŷ1)(û · ŷ2)− ŷ1 · ŷ2]S1
yS

2
y (11)

+ [3(û · x̂1)(û · ŷ2)− x̂1 · ŷ2]S1
xS

2
y (12)

+ [3(û · ŷ1)(û · x̂2)− ŷ1 · x̂2]S1
yS

2
x (13)

+ [3(û · ẑ1)(û · ẑ2)− ẑ1 · ẑ2]S1
zS

2
z , (14)

+Hother, (15)
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where J0 = µ0γ2e~2
4π

= (2π)52 MHz · nm3, r = rû is the distance between the two spins and

Hother contains terms of the form SixS
j
z and SiyS

j
z which couple states far from resonance and

will be neglected here.

D. Flip-flops in the magnetic basis {|0〉 , |+1〉 , |−1〉}

We will first consider the case, treated in [2], where the longitudinal magnetic field

is strong enough that the single spin Hamiltonian eigenstates of both spins are close to

{|0〉 , |+1〉 , |−1〉} (since we are interested in near-resonant spins, this means that both spins

see roughly the same longitudinal and transverse magnetic field).

In this scenario, only flip-flop terms (that is 〈±1, 0|Hdd|0,±1〉) can couple two resonant

two-spins states. Following the notation in [2], we introduce the dimensionless factor η

defined as :

η2 =
1

3

∣∣∣∣ 〈±1, 0| Hdd

J0/r3
|0,±1〉

∣∣∣∣
2 4γ2

f

(ωf − ωNV )2 + 4γ2
f

, (16)

where γf is the fluctuator lifetime, ωf/2π is the transition frequency of the fluctuator and

ωNV /2π the NV transition frequency.

This numerical factor is linked to the previously mentioned η̄ by averaging over every

possible orientation and angular position of the fluctuators. Assuming that the fluctuators

are evenly distributed among all four classes of NVs and decomposing the r vector in the

spherical basis (r, θ, φ), we can write η̄ as :

η̄ =
1

4

4∑

i=1

∫

θ

∫

φ

∫

ωf

∫

ωNV

|η(u, i, ωNV , ωf )| dΩ ρ(ωNV )dωNV ρ
i(ωf )dωf , (17)

where dΩ = sin θdθdφ, ρ(ωNV ) is the distribution of angular frequencies of the probed

NV centers, and ρi(ωf ) is the distribution of angular frequencies for the fluctuators of class

i.

While the distributions ρ(ωNV ) and ρi(ωf ) can be approximated using the data presented

in Fig. 6, we will assume that these distributions are independent of the external magnetic

field, and since we are interested in comparing the same sample for various values of the

magnetic field, we will simplify eq.(17) by setting
4γ2f

(ωf−ωNV )2+4γ2f
to 1 if the classes of NV

centers and fluctuators are resonant (or if they are from the same class), and to 0 otherwise.



19

109.5°

70.5°

(a)

(b)

109.5°

70.5°

FIG. 12. (a) Geometrical representation of two NV classes and the two possible planes where the

magnetic field has the same projection on both classes. The positive ẑi direction is chosen so that

B · ẑi > 0. (b) T1 measurement on a two-class resonance following the protocol described in main

text. 8 different magnetic field were employed on the same sample : 4 times in a {100} plane (blue

unfilled symbols) and 4 times in a {110} plane (orange filled symbols). Inset : zoom-in on the

0.3-0.8 ms region.

With these hypotheses, we find that there are 3 possible scenarios where the NV and

fluctuator are resonant :

• The NV and fluctuator are from the same class, so that the angle ẑ1z2 = 0 : this is

always true, regardless of the magnetic field angle and amplitude. We can analytically



20

compute η̄ in this case and find :

η̄same =
1

4

∫

θ

∫

φ

|η(u, ẑ1z2 = 0, ωNV = ωf )| dΩ =
1

4
·
√

1

3
· 2

3
√

3
≈ 5.55 · 10−2.

• The angle ẑ1z2 = arccos(1
3
) ≈ 70.5◦. This is the case when the magnetic field lies in

the {100} crystalline planes family. In this case, numerical simulations yield η̄close ≈
1
4
·
√

1
3
· 0.6507 ≈ 9.39 · 10−2

• The angle ẑ1z2 = arccos(−1
3
) ≈ 109.5◦. This happens when the magnetic field lies in

the {110} or {11̄0} crystalline planes family. In this case, numerically simulations give

η̄far ≈ 1
4
·
√

1
3
· 0.8328 ≈ 1.20 · 10−1. This last case was not taken into account in [2].

Fig. 12(a) shows a graphical representation of the difference between the two last sce-

narios : due to the B · ẑ > 0 condition, the same two classes of NV centers can have a ẑ1z2

angle equal to 70.5◦ or 109.5◦ depending on the external magnetic field.

These computed values can be tested experimentally. Fig. 12(b) shows the subtracted T1

signal measured on the same sample HPHT-15-2 for 8 different values of the magnetic field,

each time on a two-class resonance. In 4 cases, the magnetic field was in a {100} plane, and

in the 4 other cases it was in a {110} plane. We can see that the measured lifetime is always

smaller on the {110} case, which corresponds the the greater η̄ factor computed previously.

Here is a list of the computed values of η̄2, which according to eq.(6) is proportional to

the dipole induced decay rate, for various magnetic field orientation. An ODMR spectrum

for each of these situations is present in Fig. 13.

• Random orientation / no class degeneracy : for all four classes, η̄ = η̄same and η̄2 =

3.08 · 10−3 ≡ η̄2
0.

• B ∈ {110} : For the two non-resonant classes : η̄ = η̄same and η̄2 = η̄2
0. For the two

resonant classes : η̄ = η̄same + η̄far and η̄2 ≈ 10.0η̄2
0.

• B ∈ {100} : For each pair of two-classes resonance: η̄ = η̄same + η̄close and η̄2 ≈ 7.24 η̄2
0.

• B ‖ 〈111〉 : For the non-resonant class (parallel to B) : η̄ = η̄same and η̄2 = η̄2
0. For

the triply resonant classes: η̄ = η̄same + 2η̄far and η̄2 ≈ 28.4 η̄2
0.

• B ‖ 〈100〉 : For the quadruple resonance : η̄ = η̄same + 2η̄close + η̄far and η̄2 ≈ 42.8 η̄2
0.
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FIG. 13. ODMR spectra for different orientations of the magnetic field. Red numbers represent

the number of degenerate classes for each line of the spectrum.

The measured increase in the decay rate is generally smaller than the predicted one : we

measured an increase by a factor ∼ 4 for a two-class degeneracy instead of the predicted

factor of 10, and an increase by a factor ∼ 16 for a four-class degeneracy instead of the

predicted factor of 42.8. [2] measured an increase by a factor ∼ 4 on a two-class degeneracy

instead of the predicted factor of 7.24 (when B ∈ {100}) or 10.0 (when B ∈ {110}).
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E. Flip-flops in the non-magnetic basis {|0〉 , |+〉 , |−〉}

As described in sec. I, when the single spin Hamiltonian of the NV center is dominated by

the electric field or by the transverse magnetic field in the γeB⊥ � D regime, the eigenbasis

of the NV Hamiltonian is close to {|0〉 , |+〉 = |+1〉+|−1〉√
2

, |−〉 = |+1〉−|−1〉√
2
}. We wish to include

the effect of the electric field or transverse magnetic field on the depolarization, so we write

the dipole-dipole Hamiltonian in this new basis for both spins.

Since the flip-flop processes are now of the form |0,±〉 〈±, 0|, we redefine the η factor as :

η2 =
1

3

∣∣∣∣ 〈±, 0|
Hdd

J0/r3
|0,±〉

∣∣∣∣
2 4γ2

f

(ωf − ωNV )2 + 4γ2
f

. (18)

In this new basis, the spin operators are written :

Sx =




0 1 0

1 0 0

0 0 0




〈−|
〈0|
〈+|

, Sy =




0 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0




〈−|
〈0|
〈+|

, Sz =




0 0 1

0 0 0

1 0 0




〈−|
〈0|
〈+|

. (19)

The symmetry in the (xy) plane is broken by the presence of the transverse electric or

magnetic field. The xi direction is defined as the direction of the transverse electric or

magnetic field which dominates the single spin Hamiltonian of the particle i.

We will consider two cases :

• The x direction is defined by an external field (transverse magnetic field or strong

external electric field) projected on the (xy) plane of each classes. In particular this

means that two spins from the same class have the same (x̂, ŷ, ẑ) basis.

• The x direction is defined by the local electric field generated by the charges in the

crystal. We will assume that the NV and fluctuator do not see the same electric field,

and will sample a random angle ψ ∈ [0, 2π] between the axes x̂1 and x̂2.

For this two cases, which we will refer to as x̂1 = x̂2 and x̂1 6= x̂2, we can compute the

η̄ factor in the three scenarii discussed previously : ẑ1z2 = 0 (same class), ẑ1z2 = 70.5◦ and

ẑ1z2 = 109.5◦. The results, as well as those in the |±1〉 basis are presented in Table I.

There are two particular situations where these values can be experimentally tested.

The first situation is described in Fig. 4 in the main text : in the presence of pure

transverse magnetic field (for a single class, non-resonant with the three other classes), the
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η̄ table ẑ1z2 = 0 ẑ1z2 = 70.5◦ ẑ1z2 = 109.5◦

|±1〉 basis 2
3
√

3
= 0.3849 0.6507 0.8328

|+/−〉 basis x̂1 6= x̂2 0.7110 0.6828 0.6828

|+/−〉 basis x̂1 = x̂2
4

3
√

3
=0.7698 0.6951 0.6951

TABLE I. Computation of η̄
1
4
·
√

1
3

for the different eigenbasis of the single spin Hamiltonian, and

for the different angles between the z axis of the two spins.

decay rate of the class decreases with the magnetic field amplitude, due to the double-flip

processes (described below), and then reaches a plateau with a decay rate value ∼ 2 times

larger than in the longitudinal magnetic field case. This increase is in agreement with the

fact that η̄same is 2 times bigger in the non-magnetic |+/−〉 basis than in the magnetic |±1〉
basis. The measured increase is again smaller than the predicted factor of 4 given by eq. (6).

The second one is the difference between the B ‖ 〈100〉 case and the B = 0 case. When

a magnetic field is applied in the [100] direction, all four classes are resonant and the spin

Hamiltonian basis is {|0〉 , |+1〉 , |−1〉}. The η̄ factor in this case has been calculated in the

previous section : η̄2 ≈ 42.8 η̄2
0. When no external magnetic field is applied, all four classes

are also resonant but the spin Hamiltonian basis is {|0〉 , |+〉 , |−〉} (see Sec. 1) and double-

flip processes are near-resonant. The decay rate due purely to flip-flop in the |+/−〉 basis

is proportional to η̄2 = (η̄
+/−
same + 3η̄

+/−
diff )2 ≈ 51.4 η̄2

0. Fig. 3 in the main text shows that we

indeed observe a shorter lifetime when B = 0, in agreement with the higher value of η̄2, but

this decrease could also come from the double-flip processes which are absent when B 6= 0.

F. Double-flip processes

Double-flip processes take place where both spins lose or gain one quantum of spin angular

momentum, as opposed to flip-flop processes where one spin loses one quantum and the other

gains one. These are related to matrix elements such as 〈+1, 0| Hdd

J0/r3
|0,−1〉 in the |±1〉 basis

or 〈+, 0| Hdd

J0/r3
|0,−〉 in the |±〉 basis. These matrix elements couple two-spin states that are

never fully resonant, however in small magnetic fields, the residual splitting due to local

electric and magnetic field (∼ 6 MHz with our samples) is small enough compared to the

fluctuators line-width measured in sec. IV B to be ∼ 8 MHz, so that double-flip processes

may still occur.
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Fig. 4 in the main text shows that for lower transverse field values, the spin decay rate

is increased significantly. We attribute this increase to double-flip processes. We can see

that the decay rate increase (∼ 5 times the baseline value) is significantly higher than the

increase due to the electric field only in the |+/−〉 basis (∼ 2 times the baseline value). This

lead us to believe that the double-flip processes are the main reason behind the decrease in

spin lifetime for B = 0 observed in Fig. 4 in the main text.
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[9] Mariusz Mrózek, Daniel Rudnicki, Pauli Kehayias, Andrey Jarmola, Dmitry Budker, and

Wojciech Gawlik. Longitudinal spin relaxation in nitrogen-vacancy ensembles in diamond.

EPJ Quantum Technol., 2(1):22, December 2015. Number: 1.

[10] Alexandre Tallaire, Ovidiu Brinza, Paul Huillery, Tom Delord, Clément Pellet-Mary, Robert
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