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Nitrogen vacancy centres in diamond can be used for vector magnetometry. In this work we
present a portable vector diamond magnetometer. Its vector capability, combined with feedback
control and robust structure enables operation on moving platforms. While placed on a trolley,
magnetic mapping of a room is demonstrated and the magnetometer is also shown to be operational
in a moving van with the measured magnetic field shifts for the x, y, and z axes being tagged with
GPS coordinates. These magnetic field measurements are in agreement with measurements taken
simultaneously with a fluxgate magnetometer.

I. INTRODUCTION

Portable, robust, and high sensitivity magnetometers
may be employed for a wide range of industrial and
geophysical applications; from condition monitoring and
battery scanning to ore prospecting [1–11]. The nitrogen
vacancy centre (NVC) in diamond is a promising candi-
date for such magnetometry applications [12, 13]. Con-
tained within the diamond lattice, NVCs can sense the
projection of external magnetic fields along their sym-
metry axis in extreme environments with temperatures
and pressures of up to 600 K and 130 GPa respectively.
NVC magnetometers are capable of operating without
external heating, cryogenic cooling, magnetic shielding
or vacuum environments [5, 12, 14–23]. Employing en-
sembles of NVCs allows sensitivity to be improved by
the factor 1/

√
N, where N is the number of NVC centres,

at the cost of reduced spatial resolution [12–15]. For
NVC ensembles, the NVCs may exist with their symme-
try axis along four possible crystallographic orientations
within the tetrahedral diamond lattice, providing an in-
herent vector capability, without the need for additional
sensors, the rigid diamond lattice ensuring the axes are
well-defined [9, 24–29]. This minimises non-linearity and
non-orthogonality issues and high spatial resolutions are
possible using a single diamond sensor head. Feedback
control can also be employed to greatly enhance dynamic
range [9, 27, 28, 30]. These features make NVC magne-
tometers suitable for deployment on moving platforms
[31].

High-sensitivity NVC magnetometers are typically sta-
tionary devices that cannot be practically employed out-
side of the laboratory and on relatively small moving
platforms such as cars or aircraft. High sensitivities
may be retained using mobile fiber-coupled sensor heads
[8, 32–46]. Several integrated or partially integrated NVC
magnetometers have been demonstrated with nT and
sub-nT sensitivities including some employing flux con-
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centrators [47–53] though not all with vector and feed-
back control capability. The highest achieved vector sen-
sitivity is 50 pT/

√
Hz in a table-top configuration [28].

While the calibration and testing of a vector NVC mag-
netometer on a boat has been performed [54, 55], none
of these examples were demonstrated working on moving
land vehicles or used for indoor magnetic field mapping.

Potential applications include magnetic mapping
which is useful for both magnetic navigation and geo-
physical surveying [56–60]. GPS is employed to aid iner-
tial navigation systems, which rapidly accumulate error,
however GPS is readily jammed and inaccessible under-
water so there is an interest in a passive, un-jammable
system of navigation [61, 62]. Magnetic navigation mak-
ing use of map-matching techniques and magnetometers
is such a system. These high-sensitivity magnetometers
could also be employed for producing the high-quality
maps of the Earth’s magnetic anomaly field required for
such navigation. The Earth’s magnetic anomaly field is
of the order of hundreds of nT and represents the scalar
difference from the Earth’s core field. The anomaly field
varies over relatively short distances compared to the core
field (1 km at an altitude of 1 km as opposed to a min-
imum of 4000 km) [56]. Other applications include non-
destructive testing and space exploration, diamond being
radiation hard [31, 63, 64].

In this work, we demonstrate a portable vector NVC
magnetometer capable of taking magnetic field measure-
ments both indoors and outdoors whilst placed on a mov-
ing trolley platform, and it is used to map a laboratory
room. It is shown to be operational outside of the labo-
ratory even when placed in a moving vehicle, in this case
a van. For a single projection, it has an unshielded mean
sensitivity of approximately 0.5 nT/

√
Hz in a (10-150)-

Hz frequency range. Also unshielded and on the trol-
ley platform with vector and feedback control it achieves
mean sensitivities of approximately 180 nT/

√
Hz, 210

nT/
√
Hz, and 140 nT/

√
Hz for the x, y, and z axes re-

spectively in a (0.1-0.66)-Hz frequency range.
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FIG. 1. A schematic of the experimental setup: BS, 100:1
beam sampler; BD, balanced detector; PSU, power supply
unit; LIA, lock-in amplifier.

II. METHODS

The portable magnetometer consists of a (300 mm ×
474 mm × 135 mm) box with a partition at the cen-
tre - optics and diamond being found on one side and
electronics such as a PicoScope Oscilloscope (4424) and
laser power supply unit (PSU) on the other. Figure 1
shows the experimental setup as a schematic. For the vec-
tor measurements an external microwave source (Agilent
N5172B), 43-dB gain microwave amplifier (Mini-circuits
ZHL-16W-43-S+) and lock-in amplifier (LIA) (Zurich
MFLI-500 kHz) are employed. The box has a total weight
of approximately 5 kg and under normal operating con-
ditions with vector magnetometry has a power draw of
approximately 403 W. The portable magnetometer unit
is placed onto the bottom level of a two-level trolley, with
the microwave source, microwave amplifier, and LIA be-
ing placed on the top level, helping to minimise magnetic
noise at the sensor head. Further details on the trolley
are provided in appendix B, and appendix K describes a
more portable configuration, without vector capabilities,
that does not require a trolley.

A continuous-wave optically detected magnetic reso-
nance (cw ODMR) magnetometry scheme is employed.
A Laser Quantum 532-nm GEM laser with a maximum
output power of 1 W is used to excite the NVC ensem-
ble, however only 0.5 W is employed for this work - as the
laser is found to be more unstable at higher powers and
noise associated with temperature fluctuations in the dia-
mond is increased. Approximately 1% of the laser power
is picked off with a beam sampler and sent to a Thorlabs
PD450A balanced detector, onto which the red fluores-
cence from the diamond is also focused, to allow for the
cancellation of common-mode laser intensity noise. The
diamond is placed on an aluminium nitride (AlN) sub-
strate antenna which is fixed to one of the walls of the
box. Both the green and red light is collimated using a
0.25 NA aspheric lens, with a 0.7 NA aspheric lens being
placed immediately prior to the diamond for focusing the
laser light. The green-to-red photon conversion efficiency
is found to be approximately 0.07%.

Sine-wave frequency modulation of the microwaves

is employed to allow lock-in detection. For the op-
timum sensitivity measurements, but not for the vec-
tor mapping, prior to the amplifier, the microwaves
are mixed using a Mini-Circuits ZX05-U432H-S+ up-
converter with a 2.158-MHz sine-wave generated with
an RSPro AFG21005 arbitrary function generator, en-
abling hyperfine excitation. The microwaves are supplied
through a transmission line to a 4.4-mm loop antenna.
The transmission line and antenna are both made from
copper (Cu) with a tin (Sn) coating. The AlN substrate
is employed as a heat spreader. AlN has a thermal con-
ductivity of up to 321 W/mK, approaching that of SiC
and sharing its dielectric nature [65]. A circular section of
Cu is placed in the middle of the antenna loop below the
diamond to improve the optical excitation and collection
efficiency. The diamond is a CVD grown 12C purified El-
ement Six diamond with a high NVC concentration that
has been electron irradiated and annealed [66].

A permanent Ne-Fe-B magnet is employed as a bias
field, this being attached to the side of the portable mag-
netometer box. This splits out the NVC magnetic reso-
nances into eight distinct peaks. The magnetometry sig-
nal is extracted from the noise using a LIA and a fixed mi-
crowave frequency is applied to the zero-crossing point of
a given resonance, which is the steepest part. Additional
external magnetic fields shift the resonance frequency via
the Zeeman effect producing changes in the NVC fluores-
cence and thus shifts in the LIA voltage output. These
shifts in the LIA output voltage are used to provide an er-
ror signal for a proportional linear feedback system with
the microwave frequency being continually adjusted to
remain at the zero-crossing points of the four ms = 0 to
ms = +1 transition ODMR peaks, greatly improving our
dynamic range. The dynamic range would otherwise be
limited to the linear region of an ODMR peak [27, 51]. To
turn this voltage error into a frequency for the microwave
source it is first necessary to convert it into a frequency
shift using the zero-crossing slope (ZCS) of the ODMR
resonance in V/MHz. It can then be added to the initial
frequency of the resonance set by the operator. Simulta-
neously, the microwave frequency is sequentially looped
over the zero-crossing points of the four ms = 0 to ms =
+1 transitions, sitting on each peak for around 70 ms, al-
lowing the projection of an external field to be measured
along all four NVC orientation axes from the frequency
shift. From these frequency shifts the x, y, and z compo-
nents of such a field can also be calculated. The resultant
magnetic field components are shifts in the magnetic field
relative to the initial environmental and bias field at the
diamond, as opposed to the absolute magnetic field. The
method used to convert the frequency shifts into the x,
y, and z field components involves the use of a matrix of
effective gyromagnetic ratios (referred to henceforth as
the A-matrix) and is expanded upon in Refs. [9, 28] and
appendix F. The sequential approach to vector measure-
ments limit the sampling rate to approximately 1.3 Hz.
This limits the maximum speed that a moving platform
can travel at and collect data, and limits the spatial res-
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olution of the measurements at a given speed. This sam-
pling rate is an average as the data collection rate is not
entirely constant.

Parameter optimisation for the microwave power and
frequency modulation are performed as in Refs. [8, 9, 67].
With a 150-Hz or 100-Hz LIA low-pass filter (LPF) 3-dB
point, the optimum parameters are found to be 14.003
kHz, 400.23 kHz, and -4 dBm for the modulation fre-
quency, modulation amplitude, and microwave power re-
spectively. The microwave power stated is the value se-
lected on the microwave source, rather than the measured
power reaching the diamond. For the vector measure-
ments the modulation amplitude is increased to 3.5 MHz.
The parameter optimisation measurements are detailed
in appendix C.

III. RESULTS

Figure 2 shows a sensitivity measurement taken with
the magnetometer in the laboratory, using hyperfine ex-
citation and with the optimum parameters identified
above. The sensitivity for a single NVC projection is
determined by applying a linear fit to a given ODMR
resonance. This gives us the ZCS in V/MHz that can
be converted into a calibration constant in V/nT using
the gyromagnetic ratio of the NVC, approximately equal
to 28 GHz/T [68]. The voltage noise floor is then mea-
sured by setting our microwave frequency to said ODMR
resonance such that it is magnetically sensitive. 30 1-s
time traces are then taken in the PicoScope software with
a sampling rate of 20 kHz. The power-spectral-density
(PSD) of each time trace is then calculated and the mean
of these 30 PSDs is then taken. Taking the square root of
the mean PSD then gives the amplitude-spectral-density
(ASD) in V/

√
Hz. The ASD is converted into nT/

√
Hz

using the calibration constant. The mean of the flat noise
floor is then taken, with the 50 Hz and its harmonics be-
ing masked. This is found to be (0.5 ± 0.1) nT/

√
Hz in

the (10-150)-Hz frequency range. This range is selected
for comparison to works which employ a similar range
[8, 41, 50, 51] and is limited by the use of a 150 Hz 3-dB
point on the LIA LPF with a filter slope of 48 dB/octave.
Time traces are also taken when off-resonance (3.5 GHz)
and thus magnetically insensitive as well as with the laser
off to quantify electronic noise levels. As can be seen we
are limited by magnetic noise from equipment on the trol-
ley. Several of the peaks around 50 Hz can be attributed
to the two fans on the trolley as they disappear when the
fan is turned off. The photon-shot-noise-limited sensitiv-
ity is determined to be (0.06 ± 0.01) nT/

√
Hz. The aver-

age noise floors, in the same frequency range, are found
to be (0.19 ± 0.04) nT/

√
Hz and (0.11 ± 0.05) nT/

√
Hz

for the magnetically insensitive and electronic noise cases
respectively. Sensitivity measurements using the vector
settings as well as looking at lower frequency bands can
be found in appendix D alongside Allan deviation (AD)
measurements in appendix E.

FIG. 2. Sensitivity spectra, using optimum settings
and hyperfine excitation with a mean sensitivity of
(0.5 ± 0.1) nT/

√
Hz from (10-150)-Hz, indicated by the

dashed line. The noise floor is also shown when magnetically
insensitive (off-resonance at 3.5 GHz) and with no applied mi-
crowaves or laser (electronic noise). The photon-shot-noise-
limited sensitivity is also shown. For these measurements a
Blackman window is being used for the amplitude-spectral-
densities.

With the laboratory empty of other equipment, mag-
netic maps of the room are taken with the trolley. For all
of these mapping measurements the LIA scaling factor is
set to ×250 and the 3-dB of the LPF is 100 Hz. Figure
3 shows continuous magnetic-field shift (δBx, δBy, and
δBz) line profiles taken within the laboratory with both
our NVC magnetometer and a Bartington Mag-03MS100
fluxgate (FG). For these line profiles the trolley contain-
ing both the NVC and FG magnetometers is continuously
pushed at an average speed of approximately 0.4 m/s
(0.9 mi/h or 1.4 km/h), demonstrating its ability to take
continuous vector measurements without losing feedback
control. Additionally, at this velocity the sampling rate
is sufficient to avoid serious aliasing of the magnetic sig-
nals, as can be seen when compared to the FG which had
a sampling rate of 1000 Hz (limited by the PicoScope Os-
cilloscope settings). The signals seen may be attributed
to steel rebars found under the laboratory floor. The FG
is positioned such that its three x, y, and z triaxial coils
are aligned with the x, y, and z axes defined for the NVC
magnetometer. The diamond of the NVC magnetometer
is located approximately 7 cm below and 16 cm behind
the FG and this accounts for some of the difference in
the magnitude of the magnetic signals observed.

Expanding upon these line profiles, 2D point maps of
the entire laboratory room can be taken. The laboratory
room is marked with a 6.5 × 8.25 m grid (X × Y) with
an X and Y resolution of 0.5 m and 0.25 m respectively.
A series of line profiles can then be taken, starting at X =
0 for each. Together these produced a map of the vector
components of the magnetic field shift, as seen in Fig. 4
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FIG. 3. Straight line profiles comparing the magnetic field
shifts; (a) δBx, (b) δBy, and (c) δBz, taken with the fluxgate
(FG) and NVC magnetometers when the trolley is moved in
the Y direction for approximately 8.25 m in the laboratory.

which shows the qualitative agreement between the FG
and NVC measurements for the δBx component. The
rebar below the floor can be clearly seen in these maps.
The X and Y axes of the grid do not align with the x
and y axes of the magnetometers, which are rotated by
approximately 45◦ relative to the grid axes. Pushing the
trolley on foot, it can also be taken and operated outside
of the laboratory building.

To demonstrate its ability to operate on a moving land
vehicle, the trolley was secured via ratchet straps into
the back of first a diesel (Renault Trafic SL30) then an
electric van (Nissan e-NV200). These vans were driven
around a nearby residential and commercial area, with
roundabouts, gentle inclines and speedbumps, for ap-
proximately 20 minutes. These two sets of measurements
were taken in early September 2023 and late October
2023 respectively with differing weather conditions - it
being approximately 40◦C and 10◦C inside of the diesel
and electric vans respectively. These temperatures were
measured with a Multicomp Pro MP780618 temperature
data-logger. No issues associated with these temperature
differences were observed, despite changes in the laser
head and PSU temperatures. The van was driven at an
average speed of approximately 7 m/s (15.7 mi/h or 25.2
km/h), with a maximum speed of approximately 11 m/s
(24.6 mi/h or 39.6 km/h). As with the laboratory room
measurements, the FG was placed aligned with the NVC
x, y, and z axes and in approximately the same position
relative to the diamond. Figure 5 shows time traces of
δBx, δBy and δBz for both the NVC and FG magnetome-
ter over the course of the drive in the electric van.

A smartphone sensor logger is used to obtain the GPS
coordinates of the van at each point in the drive path
with a horizontal (X-Y) accuracy of approximately 5 m.
Figure 6 shows the path travelled by the electric van dur-
ing the drive colour tagged with the magnetic field shifts

FIG. 4. Laboratory room 2D point maps of δBx with 0.5 m
and 0.25 m resolutions along the X and Y axes respectively
taken with the NVC (a) and fluxgate (FG) (b) magnetome-
ters.

(for the x component, with the y and z components found
in appendix G) measured with the NVC and FG at each
set of latitude and longitude coordinates. In the van, the
magnetic field at the position of the diamond includes
not only the Earth’s and bias field, but also a disturbance
field from the van and the trolley. These measurements
have not been compensated to account for this distur-
bance field. The disturbance fields within the van have
three principle components; permanent fields, induced
fields and eddy current fields [56]. The NVC magnetome-
ter measures the shift in the magnetic field along the x,
y, and z axes. As the permanent field of the van is ap-
proximately constant in the NVC magnetometer frame of
reference we do not observe significant shifts due to the
changing vector addition of the van’s permanent mag-
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FIG. 5. Line profiles comparing the magnetic field shifts; (a)
δBx, (b) δBy, and (c) δBz, taken with the fluxgate (FG) and
NVC magnetometers in the electric van.

netic field with the Earth’s core field. Changes in mag-
netic field from the initial value may thus be attributed
to variations in the component of the Earth’s core field
along the x, y, and z axes as the van rotated and went
up and down inclines. This is confirmed by the agree-
ment between the measurements taken in the diesel and
electric van, as well as on foot with a smartphone magne-
tometer as shown in appendix H. Some of the variation
could be due to the induced and eddy current fields of the
van, however, it is difficult to attribute specific features
to these fields. We are not directly measuring the Earth’s
crustal anomaly field that would be required for magnetic
map matching in these measurements. The FG and NVC
magnetometer are in qualitative agreement. The differ-
ences in the measured magnetic field shift between the
FG and NVC can likely be attributed to a combination
of their differences in position within the van, and in-
accuracies in the calibration of the NVC magnetometer
(in terms of both the ODMR ZCSs and A-matrix). It
should be noted that the FG sampling rate was limited
to the same rate as that of the NVC for these measure-
ments for synchronisation purposes. Additionally, the
PicoScope oscilloscope employed to measure its voltage
outputs for x, y, and z limited its sensitivity to approxi-
mately 1-3 nT/

√
Hz comparable to the NVC. This is due

to the use of a ± 10 V voltage range to accommodate the
full dynamic range of the FG which leads to a high level
of quantisation noise given the 12-bit ADC resolution.
With the appropriate voltage measurement equipment
the Bartington Mag-03MS100 FG has a nominal sensi-
tivity of approximately 6 pT/

√
Hz at 1 Hz for each axis,

though this would in practice be limited by magnetic
noise from the platform [56]. All the magnetometry data
is also further resampled to match the approximately 1
Hz sampling rate of the GPS data-logger.

FIG. 6. Magnetic field shifts of; (a) NVC magnetometer δBx,
and (b) fluxgate (FG) magnetometer δBx, as a function of
latitude and longitude plotted on a Google hybrid map. These
measurements were taken in the electric van.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

These measurements demonstrate that our NVC mag-
netometer is capable of taking vector measurements
whilst being moved around on a trolley platform inside
the laboratory, and also outside of the laboratory, with
the trolley placed in a moving van driven on public roads.
The vector measurements are in good qualitative agree-
ment with those of the FG. Furthermore, this magne-
tometer is capable of obtaining sub-nT sensitivities with
hyperfine excitation and would in principle be capable
of such sensitivities combined with vector and feedback
control given improvements in the robustness of our feed-
back control and a non-sequential vector approach.

However, further work is required for it to be useful
for magnetic mapping applications, especially for map-
ping of the Earth’s anomaly field. Firstly, at present the
sampling rate in vector mode is greatly limited from kHz
to only 1.3 Hz by the need for sequential frequency hop-
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ping. This issue could be avoided by employing multi-
ple microwave sources to simultaneously address the four
resonances as in [28] or by mixing in a direct digital syn-
thesiser signal. An additional issue is that the feedback
method relies on the ZCSs of the ODMR resonances and
this is susceptible to changes in the experimental param-
eters such as laser power [27]. Furthermore, in contrast
to Ref. [28], in which the diamond axes are used to define
the x, y, and z axes and thus obtain the vector A-matrix
of effective gyromagnetic ratios, in our case we defined
our own x, y, and z axes with a Helmholtz coil. These
features of our setup negate some of the advantages of the
NVCmagnetometers, notably their potential for accurate
magnetic field measurement just using well-known fun-
damental constants and for the latter point the potential
for low non-orthogonality by exploiting the well-defined
diamond axes. A feedback control method such as that
employed in Ref. [27] would ensure our measurements
were not dependent on experimental parameters. To ob-
tain an A-matrix based on the diamond axes we would
need to fit the ODMR spectrum to obtain the bias field
components. We would then use a numerical approach
to determine the A-matrix components (as opposed to
just defining them according to the unit vectors of the
four NVC symmetry axes in the diamond axes defined
frame). This is due to the potentially significant trans-
verse bias magnetic field along each NVC symmetry axis,
which lead to additional shifts in the resonance frequen-
cies [27, 28]. Furthermore, the fact that we are mea-
suring the shift in, as opposed to the absolute, magnetic
field along each of the axes at the diamond poses an issue.
This means we cannot then determine the total magnetic
intensity (TMI), which would be desirable for magnetic
mapping measurements.

To observe the magnetic anomaly field a higher sub-
Hz vector sensitivity would also be required, especially
if employed on an aircraft a substantial height from the
surface of the Earth [60]. With improvements to the ro-
bustness of our feedback control, this would be possible
using techniques such as hyperfine excitation. Additional
gains in sensitivity could also be achieved via improve-
ments to the green-to-red photon conversion efficiency
[15, 69–74]. Greater stability and sensitivity could also
be achieved using dual-resonance magnetometry with all
eight ODMR peaks being addressed and tracked simulta-
neously [15, 27, 28, 75–77]. Various compensation tech-
niques would also need to be employed for magnetic map-
ping measurements to account for the fields of the vehi-
cle, especially as in many cases the magnetometer can-
not be placed on a boom [54, 56, 57]. Compensation
is discussed further in appendix B. More robust feed-
back control could be achieved via the use of a PID con-
troller, though this would likely be slower than our cur-
rent method [9, 27].

In conclusion, we have developed a portable vector dia-
mond magnetometer that is capable of operation both in-
side and outside of the laboratory. It is shown to be oper-
ational whilst moving on a trolley platform and employed

for mapping a laboratory room. Furthermore magnetic
field shift measurements dominated by the Earth’s core
field are taken in a moving land vehicle, in this case a
van, whilst driving on public roads. With further im-
provements in sensitivity and accuracy this could be use-
ful for magnetic mapping applications such as magnetic
navigation and geophysical surveying.
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APPENDIX A: NVC PHYSICS

FIG. 7. The physical structure of the NVC.

The NVC is a point defect found in diamond that con-
sists of a substitutional nitrogen atom and an adjacent
vacancy. The physical structure of the NVC is shown
in Fig. 7. It has trigonal symmetry, with the major
symmetry axis being the line between the nitrogen and
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vacancy along ⟨111⟩. For an NVC ensemble four align-
ments are possible and are typically equally likely; [111],
[111], [111], and [111]. NVCs measure the projection of
external magnetic fields along their symmetry axis, and
thus by exploiting the entire NVC population it is possi-
ble to perform vector measurements, by determining the
projection of an external field along each of the four pos-
sible alignments, with the x, y, and z coordinate system
potentially being defined by the geometry of the diamond
crystal.

FIG. 8. A schematic of the NVCs electronic structure, with
the intersystem crossings (ISC) and electric dipole transitions
indicated.

The NVC can be found in a neutral, positive and neg-
ative charge state. It is the latter of these that is of
interest for magnetometry applications. Its energy level
structure is shown in Fig. 8.

The negative charge state is a spin-1 defect with
a spin-triplet ground state. This state can be ad-
dressed using ODMR spectroscopy [14, 15]. The NVC
is optically initialized into the ms = 0 sublevel of
the 3A2 ground state via a 532-nm laser. This ex-
ploits the fact that if the defect is initially in the
ms = ± 1 sublevels prior to excitation, it has a higher
probability of taking the singlet states pathway to the
ground state and this requires non-spin-conserving tran-
sitions. This pathway is also nonradiative and thus mea-
surement of the fluorescence intensity allows the spin
state to be read out. Microwaves can be used to ma-
nipulate and drive the spin state from the ms = 0 to ms

= ± 1 sublevels [14, 15].
There is a zero-field splitting (ZFS) of ap-

proximately 2.87 GHz for the 3A2 ground state
at room temperature. Applying an exter-
nal magnetic field lifts the degeneracy of the
ms = ± 1 sublevels through the Zeeman effect.
This produces resonances at two frequencies (for a given
NVC alignment) split by [14, 15]

∆f = 2γBNVC, (1)

where BNVC an external magnetic field’s projection

along the NVC symmetry axis for a given align-
ment. There is a hyperfine interaction between the
S = 1 electron spin and the
I = 1 nuclear spin of the 14N atom of the NVC.
This leads to the splitting of each resonance into three,
with separations of approximately 2.158 MHz [68, 78].

APPENDIX B: TROLLEY

The two-level trolley has a width of 440 mm, a height
of 850 mm and a length of 1000 mm. The trolley is
light-tight with boards covering three sides and a blind
over the remaining side to allow access for servicing. The
magnetometer is powered using a 25 m extension cable
within the laboratory, however, when operating within
the vans the magnetometer is powered using an uninter-
ruptible power supply (UPS) based on a battery. With
100% charge this UPS is able to power the magnetometer
for approximately 30 minutes. This limited how far we
could travel with the magnetometer in the van. The trol-
ley is entirely plastic, with the exception of its aluminium
wheels which have stainless steel screws and bolts, to
minimise any permanent disturbance field at the dia-
mond. The principle magnetic noise sources on the trol-
ley are the microwave source, microwave amplifier, and
LIA. The fans are also a significant source of magnetic
noise - one of which is located in the electronics section
of the portable box and the second of which is located in
the front panel of the trolley. This fan drew air in from
outside the trolley and funnelled it into the fan of the
electronics box - blowing cool air from outside the trolley
over the laser PSU and preventing it from overheating.
This did, however, mean that variable temperatures out-
side of the trolley could lead to laser power fluctuations as
the laser PSU and head took longer to thermalise and is
readily knocked out of equilibrium (see appendix J). The
optics and electronics box is placed on the bottom level
of the trolley, whereas the microwave source, amplifier
and LIA are placed on the top level. The 25 m extension
cable is located next to the optics and electronics box -
this is only used when operating inside the laboratory or
at short distances from the laboratory building.
In principle the disturbance fields from the trolley and

also van could be compensated for to allow the mag-
netic anomaly field of the Earth to be recovered from
the data. The standard approach is to use the Tolles-
Lawson model. In this model the disturbance field is
made up of permanent, induced and eddy current com-
ponents [56, 79]. The two principle contributions to the
trolley and van’s disturbance field come from the perma-
nent (hard iron) and induced (soft iron) fields. The first
of these originates from ferromagnetic objects, whereas
the latter comes from paramagnetic and ferromagnetic
objects, the magnetisation of which may vary with their
orientation within the Earth’s field. The eddy current
contribution is likely to be minimal. For the FG the bias
magnet of the NVC magnetometer would be a significant
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permanent magnetic field source. Typical compensation
techniques such as the Tolles-Lawson model work best
when the disturbance field is significantly smaller than
the Earth’s field to be measured [54, 56]. This is not the
case for the NVC magnetometer in the van and trolley.
Machine learning and neural network approaches have
been shown to be effective in these more demanding cases
[80–82]. As noted in the main text, as we are measuring
the shift in magnetic field assuming the diamond is static
relative to the trolley and van’s magnetic objects much of
the permanent field would have been removed automati-
cally. This, however, would not account for induced and
eddy current magnetic fields. Reducing the size of distur-
bance fields could be possible by ensuring the diamond is
kept far from sources of noise, whether electronic equip-
ment like the fans and microwave sources, or large static
fields such as the walls and doors of the van. The use of
a fiber-coupled sensor head could be useful for this, es-
pecially if multiple such sensor heads were employed in a
tensor gradiometry configuration [83, 84]. Space weather
effects are unlikely to be a serious source of magnetic
noise over the approximately 20 minute duration of the
measurements [56].

APPENDIX C: PARAMETER OPTIMISATION

Experimental parameters such as microwave power,
modulation frequency, and modulation amplitude are op-
timised to maximise the sensitivity of the magnetometer.
For these measurements ODMR spectra are taken with
a bias field aligned such that eight ODMR resonances
could be observed in the spectrum. Due to the frequency
response of the microwave amplifier used the amount of
microwave power delivered to the diamond varied sig-
nificantly over the 2.7 to 3.05 GHz frequency range of
the ODMR spectrum. This made it difficult to optimise
the microwave power to obtain optimal performance for
each peak and made it undesirable to use these opti-
mum settings with hyperfine excitation for vector mea-
surements exploiting multiple resonances simultaneously.
For the optimum sensitivity measurements the parame-
ter optimisation is investigated using the single resonance
labelled in Fig. 9. The ZCS is taken by applying a lin-
ear fit to the derivative slope of this resonance. A higher
ZCS, for a given scaling factor, is indicative of greater
responsivity and thus sensitivity. However, in the case
of the modulation frequency (and more generally in the
magnetic noise limited case) increases in ZCS may be ac-
companied by an increase in technical noise and thus in-
creases in ZCS do not always correspond to improvements
in sensitivity. Accordingly, in these cases the sensitivity
is also measured as a function of the given experimental
parameter.

Figure 10 shows the zero-crossing slope (ZCS) as a
function of microwave power. The stated microwave
power is the value of the output from the Agilent N5172B
microwave source in dBm. This power is amplified by a
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FIG. 9. The demodulated optically detected magnetic reso-
nance (ODMR) spectrum using the optimum microwave and
frequency modulation settings with the resonance used for
sensitivity measurements indicated by the red linear fit line.

43-dB microwave amplifier and there would be significant
losses in the cables and transmission line. Additionally
the IQ modulation of the microwave source is employed
to mix the microwave frequency with a 2.158 MHz signal
with a 0.3 Vpp (peak-to-peak voltage) from an external
function generator - enabling hyperfine excitation. As
can be seen the ZCS peaks at a value of -4 dBm. In-
creasing the microwave power beyond this does increase
the contrast, but it causes broadening of the resonance
linewidth. As noted previously, however, the amount of
microwave power differs at the frequencies of the other
ODMR resonances and thus the optimum output power
of the microwave source differs for each resonance.
The ZCS increases with decreasing modulation fre-

quency as can be seen in Fig. 11. The change in ZCS with
modulation frequency is relatively low [85]. At higher
modulation frequencies the effective contrast and thus
ZCS decreases due to the finite repolarisation rate of the
NVC [51, 86]. The optimum modulation frequency de-
pends on the properties of the diamond and its NVC
ensemble as well as the laser power. Increasing the laser
power increases the effective bandwidth by increasing the
repolarisation rate [51, 87]. Considering that the noise
floors rise for lower modulation frequencies due to in-
creasing difficulty in rejecting technical noise approach-
ing dc, a modulation frequency of 14.003 kHz is selected
for a laser power of 0.5 W. As can be seen in Fig. 11, a
similar sensitivity is obtained for a wide range of modula-
tion frequencies at this laser power and thus this decision
is somewhat arbitrary. For these measurements only 10
1-s time traces were taken and averaged, as opposed to
30.
Figure 12 shows the ZCS as a function of modulation

amplitude. As we are magnetically noise limited the
actual sensitivity would be relatively uniform over this
range of modulation amplitudes as the noise floor would
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FIG. 10. The zero-crossing slope (ZCS) as a function of mi-
crowave power in dBm. This is the power at the output of the
microwave source which is proportional to the power at the
diamond. All the measurements are taken with a modulation
frequency of 4.003 kHz and a modulation amplitude of 400.23
kHz.
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FIG. 11. The zero-crossing slope (ZCS) and mean sensitivity,
taken in a (5-150)-Hz frequency range as a function of mod-
ulation frequency. All the measurements are taken with a
modulation amplitude of 400.23 kHz and with the microwave
power set to -4 dBm at the source.

scale with the ZCS. A modulation amplitude of 400.23
kHz is found to provide the optimum performance. For
the vector measurements, using hyperfine excitation is
found to cause difficulties with feedback control for track-
ing. Accordingly hyperfine excitation is not used and the
modulation amplitude is also increased to 3.5 MHz. This
is larger than the linewidth of the ODMR resonances but
ensured a more uniform ZCS for each of the four ODMR
resonances used for vector measurements and increased
the dynamic range (with and without feedback control).
Ultimately we sacrificed some sensitivity for robustness

with our present vector and feedback control implemen-
tation. Were we to use four microwave sources [28], as
opposed to the current frequency hopping approach, we
would likely be able to make use of the high sensitivity
settings in vector mode.
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FIG. 12. The zero-crossing slope (ZCS) as a function of the
modulation amplitude. All the measurements are taken with
a modulation frequency of 4.003 kHz and with the microwave
power set to -4 dBm at the source.

APPENDIX D: SENSITIVITY MEASUREMENTS

In the main paper the sensitivity measurements taken
using the optimum parameters for high sensitivity are
shown, with the mean being taken over a relatively high
frequency noise band. As previously noted, we used
slightly different parameters when taking vector measure-
ments to improve dynamic range and robustness. Figure
13 shows the ODMR spectrum with the vector settings:
as can be seen the hyperfine features are no longer vis-
ible due to the high modulation amplitude. For both
the ODMR and time-trace measurements the LIA scal-
ing factor is set to ×250.
Figure 14(a) shows the sensitivity measurements taken

when considering the four NVC symmetry axes (with
associated ODMR resonances) separately in non-vector
mode and Fig. 14(b) shows the sensitivity measurements
for the x, y, and z axes we defined. The time traces for
these measurements are taken with a sampling rate of 10
kHz. The reduction in sensitivity compared to the mea-
surements shown in the main paper are principally due
to the use of a modulation amplitude of 3.5 MHz in or-
der to artificially broaden the linewidth and thus improve
the dynamic range, and the lack of hyperfine excitation.
For the x, y, and z vector measurements we take the
four separate 1-s time traces for each of the four ODMR
resonances and then convert these into frequency shifts
using their respective ZCSs. The vector A-matrix is then
employed to convert these into magnetic field noise time
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FIG. 13. The demodulated optically detected magnetic res-
onance (ODMR) spectrum using the vector microwave and
frequency modulation settings with the four ms = 0 to ms =
+ 1 resonances labelled 1 to 4.

traces along x, y, and z. Due to phase differences be-
tween the x, y, and z time traces the peak heights of
the sinusoidal signals are likely incorrect, though this
does not affect the white noise floor. These measure-
ments do not account for additional noise produced by
the feedback control method and frequency hopping for
vector. For the projection sensitivity measurements the
mean sensitivities are found to be (1.8 ± 0.4) nT/

√
Hz,

(1.6 ± 0.3) nT/
√
Hz, (1.2 ± 0.3) nT/

√
Hz, and (1.3 ±

0.6) nT/
√
Hz for ODMR peaks one, two, three, and four

respectively for a (10-100)-Hz frequency range. With the
same frequency range, for the vector sensitivity measure-
ments the mean sensitivities are found to be (1.8 ± 0.4)

nT/
√
Hz,(1.6 ± 0.5) nT/

√
Hz, and (1.9 ± 0.6) nT/

√
Hz

for the x, y, and z axes respectively. For these measure-
ments 32 time traces were taken, as opposed to 30 for the
optimum sensitivity measurements.

In contrast to the optimum sensitivity measurements
these are laser noise limited around 50 Hz as is shown in
Fig. 15. The excess noise on the magnetically sensitive
spectra below 40 Hz is not necessarily magnetic in origin,
and could be due to temperature fluctuations, laser power
fluctuations or even variations in the collection efficiency.
Microwave phase noise is unlikely to be a limiting factor
at present [88].

For the magnetic mapping measurements the fre-
quency range of interest is sub-Hz. For a 1-s time trace
with a bin size of 1 Hz, the statistics at 1 Hz are very
poor. Accordingly longer time traces of 500-s duration
are taken, with a sampling rate of 400 Hz, this allow-
ing us to observe the noise level for sub-Hz frequencies
through the improved frequency resolution (or bin size)
as well as to see the benefits of averaging in the reduction
of the white noise floor and subsequent improvement in
the signal-to-noise. For these measurements only a sin-
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FIG. 14. (a) Sensitivity spectra for the four NVC symmetry
axes 1 to 4 (labelled in Fig. 13) the mean sensitivity value
in the frequency range (10-100)-Hz indicated for each. (b)
Sensitivity spectra for the x, y, and z axes without feedback
control or vector hopping with the mean sensitivity value in
the frequency range (10-100)-Hz indicated for each. For all
of these measurements the 3-dB point of the lock-in amplifier
low-pass filter was set to 100 Hz. For these measurements a
Blackman window is being used for the amplitude-spectral-
densities.

gle acquisition is taken. Figure 16(a) shows the ampli-
tude spectrum for each of the four ODMR resonance time
traces with a bin size of 0.002 Hz, and 16(b) shows the
ASD normalised to 1 Hz bin size.

As can be seen for longer time traces the white noise
floor drops as the power is distributed over a greater num-
ber of bins, with the bin size Fres = 1/Td, where Td is the
duration of the time trace. Sinusoidal noise peaks remain
relatively constant in amplitude, and thus the signal-to-
noise is improved though you are potentially more sus-
ceptible to 1/f and especially random walk noise at lower
frequencies. For the amplitude spectra noise floors of
(0.310 ± 0.008) nT, (0.33 ± 0.01) nT, (1.01 ± 0.04) nT,
and (1.01 ± 0.04) nT for ODMR peaks one, two, three,
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FIG. 15. Sensitivity spectra of peak 4, using vector settings
and without hyperfine excitation with a mean sensitivity of
(1.3 ± 0.6) nT/

√
Hz from (10-100)-Hz. The noise floor is

also shown when magnetically insensitive (off-resonance at
3.5 GHz) and with no applied laser or microwaves (electronic
noise). For these measurements a Blackman window is being
used for the amplitude-spectral-densities.

and four respectively are determined. For the ASD spec-
tra mean sensitivities of (6.9 ± 0.2) nT/

√
Hz, (7.5 ± 0.3)

nT/
√
Hz, (22.5 ± 0.9) nT/

√
Hz, and (8 ± 0.2) nT/

√
Hz

are found all in a frequency range of (0.1-5)-Hz. The
mean value for the second and especially third peaks is
distorted by the high levels of drift in the time traces
leading to significant 1/f noise (with a gradient of -1 in
the ASD). Given a mean sensitivity of approximately 8

nT/
√
Hz you would expect a noise level of 0.36 nT, as-

suming it is broadband white-noise, for 500-s which is
consistent with the noise level measured in the ampli-
tude spectrum between (0.1-5)-Hz.

Figure 17 shows amplitude and ASD measurements
taken from the x, y, and z vector feedback controlled
time traces (amplitude and ASD thus taken from a sin-
gle acquisition), and with the limited 1.3 Hz sampling
rate. These time traces are approximately 500-s in du-
ration. Mean noise floors of (5.3 ± 0.3) nT, (9.4 ± 0.6)
nT, and (6.3 ± 0.4) nT are determined in the (0.1-0.66)-
Hz frequency range (neglecting the 1/f and random walk
noise frequency band resulting from drift) for the δBx,
δBy, and δBz respectively. Mean sensitivities of (180 ±
7) nT/

√
Hz, (210 ± 13) nT/

√
Hz, and (140 ± 8) nT/

√
Hz

are determined in the (0.1-0.66)-Hz frequency range for
the δBx, δBy, and δBz respectively. The size of the dc
magnetic field, relative to the bias field, is better repre-
sented by the amplitude spectra.

In order to correctly obey Parseval’s theorem the av-
erage of the 30 PSD plots is taken, as opposed to that
of the ASD, and then the square root of this average
results in the appropriate averaged ASD. Equivalently
the root-mean square (rms) average of the 30 ASD plots
could be taken [89]. To obtain the mean sensitivity in
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FIG. 16. (a) Amplitude spectra of the four different optically
detected magnetic resonance (ODMR) time traces, the mean
values of the amplitude in a (0.1-5)-Hz frequency range are
indicated by the dashed lines. The duration of the time traces
are 500-s and the bin size is 0.002 Hz. (b) Sensitivity spectra
of the four different optically detected magnetic resonance
(ODMR) time traces, the mean values of the sensitivity in a
(0.1-5)-Hz frequency range are indicated by the dashed lines.
A 100 Hz 3-dB point lock-in amplifier low-pass filter is used for
these measurements and for the amplitude-spectral-densities
a rectangular window.

the selected frequency range the mean of the ASD plot
with the 50 Hz and its harmonics masked is taken. The
standard deviation of this mean is taken as the error in
the sensitivity. For the non-averaged single acquisition
measurements the mean of the selected frequency band
is taken from the PSD and then the square root of this
is taken: this is equivalent to taking the rms average of
the ASD in the selected frequency band. For the non-
averaged single-acquisition measurements the standard
deviation is comparable or even larger than the mean.
The standard error (= standard deviation/

√
Nd where

Nd is the number of data points in the frequency band)
is thus used as the error.
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FIG. 17. (a) Amplitude spectra taken of the δBx, δBy, and
δBz vector feedback control time traces with the mean values
of the noise floor determined in the 0.1 Hz to 0.66 Hz (white
noise section) indicated by the dashed lines. The duration
of the time traces are 500-s and the bin size is 0.002 Hz. (b)
Sensitivity (ASD) spectra taken of the δBx, δBy, and δBz vec-
tor feedback control time traces with the mean values of the
sensitivity determined in the (0.1-0.66)-Hz frequency range
indicated by the dashed lines. A rectangular window is used
for the amplitude-spectral-densities.

APPENDIX E: ALLAN DEVIATION

AD measurements are taken in order to quantify the
levels of noise over different timescales. This helps to
demonstrate the stability of the magnetometer and its
ability to operate in a wide range of environments. These
measurements were made using the vector settings.

Figure 18(a) shows the AD plots taken when magnet-
ically sensitive (on-resonance), magnetically insensitive
(off-resonance), with the laser off, and a theoretical line

(AD = ηDS/
√
T where ηDS the sensitivity from a double-

sided ASD spectrum and T the averaging time) with a
gradient of -1/2 based on the mean sensitivity determined
from the ASD measurements for the fourth of the labelled

ODMR resonances. The time traces from which the AD
is calculated are the same as those used for Fig. 16, peak
4, and are 500-s in duration. The AD assumes the noise
is frequency independent (i.e. white noise) though in fact
sinusoidal noise such as the 50 Hz and its harmonics are
present in the voltage trace. The slight oscillations ob-
servable in the magnetically sensitive AD at around 1 to
5 ms may be attributed to such sinusoidal noise and they
are not observed in the off-resonance and electronic noise
(laser off) data which shows -1/2 gradient white noise be-
haviour, before flattening out (indicating 1/f noise). The
drop in the AD below 1.52 ms is because this is below the
integration time of the LIA. For the on-resonance data,
measurement drift (random walk noise) in the system
causes the rise in the AD beyond 1.1-s: this drift is likely
due to a combination of the variation in the laser power
output (changing the ODMR ZCS) and the heating of the
diamond causing changes in the ZFS. Neither of these ef-
fects would be apparent when off-resonance and thus the
difference between the magnetically sensitive and mag-
netically insensitive cases cannot be attributed entirely to
magnetic noise. Fig. 18(b) shows the sensitivity spectra
for the magnetically sensitive and insensitive cases and
it can be seen that at higher frequencies the sensitivity
is laser-noise limited (being approximately the same on
and off-resonance) while sub-30 Hz the flat white noise
and random walk noise of the magnetically sensitive case
is higher.
As can be seen the AD at an averaging time of 1-s,

which is expected to be equal to the ASD sensitivity (nor-
malised to a bin size of 1 Hz), are in approximate agree-
ment with the mean noise floor of the ASD sensitivity
plots. As noted in [77] and [89] the definition of nT/

√
Hz

is inconsistent between the sensitivity calculated using

η = AD
√
T, (2)

and that calculated from the amplitude spectral den-
sity. The ASD mean noise level in nT/

√
Hz is a factor

of
√
2 higher, with the value from Eq. (2) being equiv-

alent to the double-sided ASD noise level, ηDS . To ac-
count for this when plotting alongside the AD in Fig.
18(a) the mean sensitivity from the single-sided ASD

measurement is divided by
√
2 for consistency. Equation

(2) does also make the assumption you have frequency-
independent white noise, whereas there is considerable
1/f, random walk, and sinusoidal noise in the data as
can be clearly seen from the amplitude, ASD, and AD
measurements. Therefore even with the appropriate cor-
rection factor some small difference between the sensi-
tivity, in nT/

√
Hz, determined from a selected frequency

band of the ASD and those calculated from the AD (or
standard deviation for that matter) of the time trace is
expected. The amplitude, ASD, and AD measurements
all give the rms noise level and strictly the sensitivity
plots thus have units of nTrms/

√
Hz.

Figure 19 shows the AD measurements taken on the
vector x, y, and z time traces. The 1.3 Hz bandwidth
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FIG. 18. (a) Allan deviation (AD) measurements of the fourth
optically detected magnetic resonance (ODMR) magnetically
sensitive time trace, alongside the ADs of time traces taken
when magnetically insensitive (off-resonance at 3.5 GHz) and
when looking at the electronic noise. The expected AD for
each averaging time value, T, given the mean sensitivity
(divided by

√
2 to be equivalent to double-sided sensitivity

ηDS) determined from the white noise part of the amplitude-
spectral-density sensitivity spectra (see Fig. 16) is also shown.
(b) Sensitivity spectra of the magnetically sensitive and in-
sensitive case with the mean sensitivities in the 0.1 Hz to 5
Hz frequency range indicated by the dashed lines. The 3-dB
point of the lock-in amplifier low-pass filter is set to 100 Hz
for all of these measurements.

means the minimum averaging time is approximately
0.75 s. These are consistent with the ASD measurements
seen in Fig. 17 above.

With these measurements we are seeing the drift in
the feedback control and vector over time starting from
the initial frequency (magnetic field). This gives us some
idea of the stability of the feedback and vector system.
There is a noticeable drift in the y and z axes - this may
be due to temperature and laser power induced fluctu-
ations or potentially cross-talk between slightly overlap-
ping ODMR resonances. Drift is also seen in the single
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FIG. 19. Allan deviation (AD) measurements of the δBx, δBy,
and δBz vector feedback-controlled time traces assuming an
averaging sampling rate of 1.33881 Hz.

projection AD measurements. It is possible that there
are also slowly varying magnetic fields from magnetic me-
chanical objects on the trolley and from the bias field. All
the measurements are taken without magnetic shielding.
Looking at the single peak-tracking alone, this drift is not
observed - suggesting it may be related to the sequential
hopping. For instance, the microwave amplifier gain has
a strong frequency dependence and thus the amount of
power delivered to the diamond may be rapidly changing
with the frequency - causing rapid changes in the temper-
ature of the diamond. This issue could be solved by using
a separate microwave source to address each symmetry
axis [28]. In any case, clearly the long-term stability of
the feedback control and vector could be significantly im-
proved beyond its present performance.

APPENDIX F: VECTOR METHOD AND
CALIBRATION

The voltage data from the LIA is streamed directly
into our Python vector and feedback control code with a
sampling rate of 1.673 kHz. This data is unscaled, but
is multiplied by ×250 in the code to match the ODMR
ZCSs measured using the PicoScope oscilloscope. The
four initial frequencies of the ms = 0 to ms = +1 reso-
nances are set by the operator. During initialisation, the
code measures the initial voltage at these zero-crossing
points. When the magnetic fields at the diamond change,
causing a shift in the Zeeman splitting for each resonance
pair the voltage changes. This change in voltage relative
to the initial value can then be used to calculate the
frequency shift, using the ZCS of each of the four res-
onances. The frequency shifts can also be added onto
the initial frequencies and sent to the Agilent N5172B
microwave source for feedback control.
To convert the four frequency shifts into δBx, δBy, and
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δBz, with x, y, and z being defined by carefully aligning a
Helmholtz coil along three orthogonal axes, a vector A-
matrix made up of effective gyromagnetic ratios (showing
the shift in frequency for each ODMR resonance for a
known field applied along the respective axes) is obtained
[9, 28]. This matrix takes the form

A =


∂f1

∂(δBx)
∂f1

∂(δBy)
∂f1

∂(δBz)
∂f2

∂(δBx)
∂f2

∂(δBy)
∂f2

∂(δBz)
∂f3

∂(δBx)
∂f3

∂(δBy)
∂f3

∂(δBz)
∂f4

∂(δBx)
∂f4

∂(δBy)
∂f4

∂(δBz)

 , (3)

and from our calibration procedure is determined to
be

A (MHz/mT) =

−16.7 −4.3 14.3
25.5 −3.2 16.3
6.95 −20.3 −11.9
9.9 −18.3 14.4

 . (4)

Without feedback control the magnetometer’s dynamic
range is given by δB = δf/γ, where δf is the linwidth of
the ODMR resonance [51]. The use of a modulation am-
plitude larger than the approximately 1 MHz resonance
linewidths reduces the potential sensitivity (by reducing
the ZCS) but increases the effective linewidth of the LIA
output and thus the dynamic range. However, the re-
sponse is not entirely linear over the entire derivative
lineshape resonance especially with the distortion caused
by the large modulation amplitude. The dynamic range
of the vector measurements with feedback control in prin-
ciple would be limited by the frequency range of the mi-
crowave source, as well as the bias field alignment and
strength. Shifts in the ODMR resonance position due to
external magnetic fields can, depending on the separation
of the resonances and the magnitude of the field, cause
the ODMR resonances to be overlapped, as for an ex-
ternally applied field the shifts are not necessarily either
all positive or negative. This cross-talk means you can
no longer take accurate measurements of the field along
the defined x, y, and z axes. The minimum separation
between the zero-crossing points of the ms = 0 to ms =
+1 resonances seen in Fig. 13 is approximately 26 MHz.
From applying known test fields it is found that feedback
control is typically lost when total fields of around 700
µT are applied. This makes sense given if a test field of
this magnitude were applied directly along one of the four
the NVC symmetry axes it would shift the resonance by
19.6 MHz, and it would produce equal frequency shifts of
approximately 7 MHz for the remaining three resonances,
and depending on the signs this could cause overlapping
of the resonances. All this assumes you remain in the lin-
ear low-field regime (approximately ≤ 100 mT transverse
field). Additionally, for larger fields the effect of trans-
verse magnetic fields, as opposed to just the projection
along the NVC symmetry axes become more significant

[14]. For fields significantly larger than the anti-crossing
point the NVC Hamiltonian is dominated by the Zeeman
term, as opposed to the zero-field term [14, 68]. Rapid
changes in the magnetic field can also cause a loss of
feedback control.

APPENDIX G: ADDITIONAL VECTOR MAPS
IN LABORATORY AND VAN(S)

In the main paper Fig. 4 shows 2D point maps of the
δBx component of the magnetic field measured with the
FG and NVC. Figure 20 shows the 2D point maps taken
with the FG and NVC for the δBy and δBz components.
As can be seen these are also in qualitative agreement,
with the differences in magnitude being at least in part
attributable to the difference in position of the FG and
NVC magnetometers.
Unlike the NVC magnetometer, with which we are

measuring the shift in magnetic field relative to some ini-
tial value, the FG is capable of measuring the absolute
magnetic field at a position. As the vector sum of the
permanent fields from the trolley, a notable contribution
of which to the FG is the bias magnet of the NVC mag-
netometer, are fixed in the reference frame of the FG the
shift seen in the absolute magnetic field may be largely
attributed to the changing contribution of the Earth’s
magnetic field. Figure 21 shows the absolute magnetic
field 2D map of the laboratory measured with the FG for
the x, y, and z axes as well as the TMI. It is not possible
to take the TMI from the NVC magnetic field shift mea-

surements as TMI =
√

B2
x + B2

y + B2
z is not equivalent to√

δB2
x + δB2

y + δB2
z .

Figure 22 shows the GPS tagged magnetic field shift
measurements taken in the electric van for the δBy and
δBz components. As can be seen there is relatively lit-
tle variation in the z-shift component. This is unsur-
prising as the roads have relatively few significant mag-
netic anomalies. Furthermore, there is limited variation
in height or orientation relative to the z-direction on
the path we travelled and so you would not expect to
see large changes in the Earth’s core field along the z-
direction. If we were measuring the absolute field of the
Earth, however, at the latitude of the measurements the
z-component of the Earth’s core field is the largest.
Figure 23(a) shows the speed of the electric van plotted

as a function of the latitude and longitude coordinates.
The speed is measured from the GPS measurements of
the smartphone data-logger. The average speed is ap-
proximately 7 m/s (15.7 mi/h or 25.2 km/h). Given our
sampling rate of 1.3 Hz, it takes approximately 0.8 s to
go through the sequential vector code. This does mean
that the frequency shift measured for each of the four
resonances will have been recorded at different spatial
positions as the van moves. This means that the spatial
resolution achievable with the NVC magnetometer in the
van at this speed would be approximately 5 to 7 m, and
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FIG. 20. Laboratory room 2D point maps of the δBy ((a) and (b)), and δBz, ((c) and (d)) with 0.5 m and 0.25 m resolutions
along the X and Y axes respectively taken with the NVC and fluxgate (FG) magnetometers as labelled.

would vary with the actual speed of the van. This is com-
parable to the accuracy of the GPS measurements, which
is consistently between 4 and 6 m. This accuracy depends
on the availability of the signals from the satellites. Fig-
ure 23(b) shows the altitude above mean sea level (and
thus the spatial changes along the z-axis of the magne-
tometers) as a function of latitude and longitude. As
noted previously, the path travelled was relatively flat,
and these measurements were also taken from the GPS
data-logger.
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FIG. 21. Laboratory room 2D point maps of the Bx (a), By (b), Bz (c), and total magnetic intensity (TMI) (d) with 0.5 m
and 0.25 m resolutions along the X and Y axes respectively. All measurements taken with the fluxgate (FG) magnetometer.
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FIG. 22. Magnetic field shifts of; (a) NVC magnetometer δBy, (b) fluxgate (FG) magnetometer δBy, (c) NVC magnetometer
δBz, and (d) FG magnetometer δBz. All plotted as a function of latitude and longitude on a Google hybrid map. These
measurements were taken in the electric van.

FIG. 23. (a) The speed measured from GPS data-logger as a function of latitude and longitude for the electric van drive. (b)
The altitude above mean sea level measured from GPS data-logger as a function of latitude and longitude for the electric van
drive.
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APPENDIX H: DIESEL VS ELECTRIC VAN
MEASUREMENTS

Given the argument that the magnetic field shifts ob-
served by the NVC and FG magnetometers may be prin-
cipally attributed to the change in the magnitude of the
components of the Earth’s core field along the x, y, and
z axes with the permanent magnetic field of the van and
trolley equipment being constant in the frame of the ref-
erence of the magnetometers, and thus subtracted off au-
tomatically when looking at the magnetic field shifts, it
would be expected that the same field shifts would be ob-
served regardless of the vehicle. You would also expect
such fields to be constant over long periods of time [56].
Figure 24(a) shows the line profile of the x and y mag-
netic field shifts measured with the NVC magnetometer
when going on approximately the same drive path with
the magnetometers in the two different vans (the elec-
tric eNV200 and diesel Trafic SL30). The differences ob-
served could be due to changes in the calibration (both
in terms of the ZCSs and the A-matrix), different vehi-
cles and objects on the roads, and slight variations in the
path travelled by the van. They could also be due to dif-
ferences in the induced and eddy current magnetic fields
in the electric and diesel vans.
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FIG. 24. Line profiles comparing the magnetic field shifts;
(a) δBx and (b) δBy, all taken with the NVC magnetometer
in the electric and diesel vans. The distance is calculated by
integrating the speed as measured with the GPS smartphone
data-logger, the distance travelled in the diesel and electric
vans differed so the x-axis is shifted for easier comparison.

Figure 26 shows the GPS maps of the magnetic field
shifts corresponding to the line profiles for the δBx com-
ponent.

Additionally, the approximate path taken by the van
containing the magnetometers was also completed on foot
using a smartphone magnetometer (approximately orien-
tated in the same manner as the NVC and FG magne-
tometers in the van). Figure 25 shows the line profiles for
the absolute fields Bx, By, and Bz along with the TMI.
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FIG. 25. Line profiles of the magnetic field components as
well as the total magnetic intensity (TMI) measured with a
smartphone magnetometer, orientated in approximately the
same direction as the fluxgate (FG) and NVC magnetometers.
Approximately the same path as the vans was followed but
on foot without disturbance magnetic fields from the van.

The GPS maps of δBx and δBy are shown in Fig. 27. The
TMI calculated from the absolute magnetic fields is also
shown. It is not possible to follow entirely the same path
on foot, but the changes in magnetic field observed are in
overall agreement with the FG and NVC magnetometers.
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FIG. 26. Magnetic field shifts of; (a) NVC magnetometer δBx in electric van, and (b) NVC magnetometer δBx in diesel van.
All plotted as a function of latitude and longitude on a Google hybrid map.

FIG. 27. Magnetic field shifts measured using smartphone magnetometer; (a) Bx, (b) By, (c) Bz, and (d) total magnetic
intensity (TMI). All these measurements are taken on foot and plotted as a function of latitude and longitude on a Google
hybrid map.
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APPENDIX I: VAN MAGNETIC SIGNALS

Additionally, with the trolley located outside of the
electric van, the electric van was driven past the trolley
multiple times at a distance of approximately 2 m. Figure
28 shows the magnetic signals that are observed from the
van as it drove past with both the NVC and FG.
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FIG. 28. Line profiles comparing the magnetic field shifts;
(a) δBx, (b) δBy, and (c)δBz, taken with the fluxgate (FG)
and NVC magnetometers as the electric van was driven past
repeatedly.

APPENDIX H: POWER SATURATION
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FIG. 29. Power saturation curve displaying the fluorescence
intensity as a function of laser excitation power at one of the
photodiodes of the balanced detector.

Figure 29 shows a power-saturation measurement for
the portable magnetometer. It is clear from this that at

a laser power of 0.5 W we are not saturating our NVC
ensemble. The data was fitted with

I = Isat
P

P + Psat
, (5)

where I is the fluorescence intensity in V, Isat is the
saturation fluorescence intensity in V, P is the laser exci-
tation power, and Psat is the saturation laser excitation
power [90]. The values of Isat and Psat are found to be
(71 ± 4) V and (10.4 ± 0.6) W respectively.

APPENDIX J: LASER NOISE

An issue with operating the diamond magnetometer
in real-world situations is the reliance on a laser. The
laser is sensitive to changes in the temperature of its en-
vironment. Generally, when operating the magnetome-
ter within the laboratory we wait for approximately 30
minutes for the laser head and PSU to heat up and reach
thermal equilibrium. Prior to this the laser is found to be
unstable, leading to high levels of noise. Figure 30 shows
the temperature of the laser head and PSU as a function
of time from first turning the laser on to 0.5 W output
power with the trolley in the laboratory. When operat-
ing the laser outside of the laboratory the temperature of
the air surrounding the laser is more changeable and this
means the temperatures of the laser head and PSU gen-
erally take longer to stabilise, are readily knocked out of
thermal equilibrium and thus the laser is generally nois-
ier. This could impact not only our sensitivity, but also
our accuracy - as the magnetic field measurements de-
pend upon the calibration constant obtained from the
ZCS of the ODMR spectra, and thus on the laser power.
This dependence on laser power could be eliminated us-
ing a scheme such as that employed in Ref. [27].
Figure 31 shows the temperature of the laser head and

PSU as a function of time from first turning the laser
on to 0.5 W output power with the trolley outside of the
laboratory on the afternoon of a clear day with a temper-
ature between 10◦C and 14◦C in the shade as measured
with the temperature data-logger.
As the diamond, laser head and laser PSU are all con-

tained within the trolley - which is sealed with blinds to
ensure light tightness - the temperature within the trol-
ley is relatively stable. However, a fan is connected to the
front of the trolley for cooling purposes. A pipe directs
the air pulled in from this fan to the side of the portable
magnetometer box units intake fan. As can be seen from
Fig. 31 after approximately 40 to 60 minutes the laser
PSU and head reach a relatively stable temperature, the
rise in temperature between 60 minutes and 96 minutes
(indicated with the vertical lines) as labelled is due to
the trolley being in direct sunlight for this period. These
measurements show the sensitivity of the laser tempera-
ture, and thus at least to some degree performance, upon
changing external conditions.
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FIG. 30. The laser power supply unit (PSU) and head tem-
perature (as recorded on the Laser Quantum control software)
between 7:38 am and 9:38 am. The error bars are too small
to be seen.
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FIG. 31. The laser power supply unit (PSU) and head tem-
perature (as recorded on the Laser Quantum control software)
between 13:19 pm and 15:07 pm separated into time segments
in which the trolley is under the shade of the laboratory build-
ing and trees and that in which it was in direct sunlight. The
error bars are too small to be visible.

APPENDIX K: PORTABLE CONFIGURATION

Figure 32 shows an alternative single-box configuration
of the magnetometer. This employs a RF-Consultant
TPI-1005-B microwave source, microwave amplifier, and
Red-Pitaya LIA all of which fit into the electronics sec-
tion of the box.

Using these items of equipment greatly reduces the
SWaP (size, weight, and power) of the magnetometer
at the expense of sensitivity and vector capability. The
approximate power draw for this configuration is only 34
W, compared to the 403 W required with the external mi-

FIG. 32. A schematic of the lower SWaP (size, weight, and
power) experimental setup: BS, 100:1 beam sampler; BD,
balanced detector; PSU, power supply unit; MW, microwave
source; LIA, lock-in amplifier.

crowave source, microwave amplifier and LIA. Vector is
not possible as the TPI-1005-B cannot change frequency
rapidly enough for sequential hopping for vector and feed-
back control. Additionally, at the modulation frequencies
we employ the Red Pitaya has a high input noise level and
this limits our sensitivity to approximately 20 nT/

√
Hz

in a (10-100)-Hz frequency range.

The sensor head itself could also be operated in two
configurations - one fixed and the other employing a
portable head. The first of these involves screwing the
AlN sensor head to the side of the portable magnetome-
ter optics box as in the main text. A lens is employed
to focus the laser light down onto the diamond, and also
to collimate the red fluorescence emitted from the dia-
mond. This is then directly focused down onto one of
the photodiodes of the balanced detector with a second
aspheric lens. The optical setup was initially designed to
be employed with a separate sensor head and it is clear
that significant improvements in the photon collection ef-
ficiency could be made with some simple optimisation of
the lens type and the positioning of the lenses. A po-
tential source of noise with this configuration is the fact
that the diamond and mount are mechanically attached
to a flexible aluminium wall - which could thus move in
relation to the laser beam - potentially generating signif-
icant amounts of noise. This is not found to be a major
limiting factor for our mobile measurements, however, as
the roof of the portable magnetometer box securely holds
the wall in place.

In the second configuration a fiber adaptor can be at-
tached where the AlN substrate with Al holder is usually
fixed. This would be useful for applications requiring a
lower magnetic noise level, as it would be possible to place
the fiber-coupled sensor head away from the electronics
of the box and trolley equipment. In principle, a central
hub box containing optics and electronics could have mul-
tiple diamond-containing fiber-coupled sensor heads at-
tached for gradiometry and tensor gradiometry measure-
ments [9, 87, 91–93]. The sensor heads could be secured
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at different positions within a vehicle and the sensitive
electronics, laser and optics kept in a temperature con-

trolled area. Movement of the optical fiber(s) could lead
to modal noise, however, which could negatively impact
performance [94].
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