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Magnetic field inhomogeneity is usually detrimental to magnetic resonance (MR) experiments. It is widely
recognized that a nonuniform magnetic field can lead to an increase in the resonance line width, as well as a
reduction in sensitivity and spectral resolution. However, nonuniform magnetic field can also cause shift in
resonance frequency, which received far less attention. In this work, we investigate the frequency shift un-
der arbitrary nonuniform magnetic field and boundary relaxation by applying perturbation theory to the Torrey
equation. Several compact frequency shift formulas are reported. We find that the frequency shift is mainly
determined by Bz distribution (rather than the transverse field components in previous study) and has impor-
tant dependence on boundary relaxation. Furthermore, due to the difference of boundary relaxation and high
order perturbation correction, this frequency shift is spin-species dependent, which implies a systematic er-
ror in many MR based precision measurements such as NMR gyroscope and comagnetometers. This insight
provides a potential tool for understanding the unexplained isotope shifts in recent NMR gyroscope and new
physics searching experiments that utilize comagnetometers. Finally, we propose a new tool for wall interaction
research based on the frequency shift’s dependency on boundary relaxation.

Introduction.—The nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR)
technique has important applications in many fields, such as
biochemistry [1, 2], medical imaging [3, 4], inertial naviga-
tion [5, 6], and new physics detection using comagnetome-
ter [7–9]. For gas-phase NMR, the interaction between diffu-
sion effect and nonuniform magnetic field has been a focus of
research for decades. Nonuniform magnetic field contributes
an extra relaxation rate to the diffusive nuclear spins, which is
usually harmful to the precision of NMR experiment. Exten-
sive works have been done to analyze this extra relaxation rate
in various scenarios [10–20]. On the contrary, the frequency
shift caused by nonuniform magnetic field is relatively un-
derexplored. Unexpected spin-species dependent frequency
shift [21] caused by nonuniform magnetic field can introduce
significant systematic error in NMR based precision measure-
ments that need to suppress main field fluctuation by compar-
ing the resonance frequencies of different spins. Such mea-
surements recently show great potential in the exploration of
new physics, as illustrated in the works of Refs. [8, 22–29].
So, it is of great interest to understand how a nonuniform mag-
netic field affect the resonance frequency of spins.

Nonuniform magnetic field of different magnitude can re-
sult in significantly different behaviors. With small nonuni-
form field, the structure of free-induction decay (FID) spec-
trum is not changed, perturbation theory can be used to esti-
mate the frequency shift. This region is called the fast diffu-
sion area, meaning that the spins can diffuse throughout the
whole cell before completely decayed. When the field in-
homogeneity is large compared to diffusion speed, the FID
spectrum can split due to the symmetry breaking of eigen-
modes [14, 30]. This splitting phenomenon lies in the in-
termediate regime between fast and slow diffusion limit, and
is closely related to the well known edge enhancement ef-
fect [31–34]. This work focus on the small nonuniform field
limit, as most of the NMR based precision measurements lie
in this region.

In an early work of Cates et al. [11], the frequency shift
δω of diffusive spins filled in a spherical container of radius
R is derived by applying the second order perturbation theory
on Torrey equation:

δω ≈ γR
2

10B0

(
|∇Bx|2 +

∣∣∣∇By

∣∣∣2
)
, (1)

where B0 is the uniform main field along z direction and Bx, By

are the transverse fields. This formula is valid for fast diffu-
sion and high pressure limit. Similar results also presented in
later works based on the Redfield theory [18, 35, 36]. Unfor-
tunately, this formula requires the magnetic field to hold an
odd-parity symmetry. If the odd-parity symmetry is broken,
as in many practical experiments, this formula will underesti-
mate the magnitude of the frequency shift.

On the other hand, Sheng et al. [37] analyzed the frequency
shift from an arbitrary nonuniform field by numerical simu-
lation. They expanded the nonuniform magnetic field using
spherical harmonics and transformed the Torrey equation into
a linear ODE system, which is suitable for numerical sim-
ulation. Through dimensional analysis, the frequency shift
caused by a quadratic gradient field was found to be

δω ∝ γ
3G3

2R10

D2 , (2)

where D is the diffusion constant and G2 is the strength of
quadratic gradient. Due to the dependence on γ and D, this
frequency shift will lead to a systematic error in 3He-129Xe co-
magnetometer experiments [37]. The frequency shift Eq. (2)
is actually a third order perturbation correction, coming from
the nonuniform Bz distribution, whose effect is vanished in
Eq. (1).

The boundary relaxation is another crucial factor that not
well studied but can influence the resonance frequency by the
interaction with nonuniform field. We find that the boundary
condition λ, defined in Eq. (7), play a critical role in the first

ar
X

iv
:2

40
4.

16
67

1v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 2
5 

A
pr

 2
02

4



2

order perturbation correction, and is the main source of sys-
tematic error for small cells.

In this work, we aim to investigate the frequency shift ef-
fect of a nonuniform magnetic field with arbitrary spatial dis-
tribution, and especially its interaction with boundary relax-
ation. The frequency shift for magnetic field without odd-
parity symmetry behaves significantly different from Eq. (1).
We also find that the boundary relaxation will lead to a fre-
quency shift that is spin-species dependent due to the wall
interaction mechanism difference of different spins. High or-
der perturbation corrections are also spin-species dependent
due to the difference of gyromagnetic ratio and diffusion con-
stant. These corrections can introduce systematic errors in co-
magnetometer type measurements, and is fatal in new physics
searching experiments where the absolute value of frequency
ratio are of great concern. As a reference, systematic error
for the rotation signal of an NMR gyroscope can as large as
10 µHz in typical experiment conditions (see Fig. 2). This
insight can help explain the isotope shift effect [22, 38–41]
in recent NMR gyroscope and new physics searching exper-
iments. Furthermore, based on the derived systematic error
formulas, a new method for wall relaxation measurement is
proposed.

We will focus on the high pressure and fast diffusion limit,
which is commonly satisfied in recent NMR based preci-
sion measurement experiments. The high pressure limit re-
quires a large main field and small diffusion constant (i.e.
γB0L2/D ≫ 1 [18]), allowing the application of Rotating
Wave Approximation (RWA) to the Torrey equation. The fast
diffusion limit requires a slow relaxation rate compared to the
diffusion speed (i.e. DT2/L2 ≫ 1 [18]), so that the spin evolu-
tion can be well approximated by a single eigenmode and the
effect of nonuniform magnetic field can be treated with per-
turbation theory. Weak boundary relaxation (λ ≪ 1) is also
assumed based on normal experiment condition.

Torrey Equation.—Use Xe nuclear spin as an example. In
experiments utilizing spin-exchange optical pumping tech-
nique, such as NMR gyroscope and Rb-Xe comagnetome-
ter, the diffusion of Xe nuclear spins can be described by the
Bloch-Torrey equation [42]

∂M(r, t)
∂t

= D∇2M(r, t) − γXeB(r) ×M(r, t)

−Γ0 ·M(r, t) + R′p [S(r) −M(r, t)] , (3)

where M(r, t) is the Xe nuclear spin magnetization, D is the
diffusion coefficient of Xe atoms, Ω(r) = γXeB(r) is the Lar-
mor frequency in magnetic field B(r) with γXe being the gyro-
magnetic ratio of Xe nuclear spins, Γ0 = Γ20(x̂x̂ + ŷŷ) + Γ10ẑẑ
is a tensor describing the transverse and longitudinal spin re-
laxation processes, and the last term arises from the spin-
exchange pumping process between Xe and alkali atom spins,
with R′p the spin-exchange pumping rate. We assume that the
alkali spins are polarized along the ẑ direction, i.e., S(r) =
S z(r)ẑ.

To further simplify Eq. (3), we assume that the magnetic
field only has ẑ component (the effect of transverse component

can be estimated using Eq. (15)), i.e.,

B(r) = [B0 + B1(r)]ẑ, (4)

with |B1(r)| ≪ B0. The homogeneous field B0 defines the
main precession frequency Ω0 = γXeB0, while the inhomoge-
neous field B1(r), which may originate from the imperfection
of the coils, the environmental stray fields, and the polariza-
tion field of the alkali atoms, can contribute spin relaxation
and frequency shift.

With assumption Eq. (4), the transverse and longitudinal
components of Eq. (3) are decoupled. The equation of motion
of the transverse components M±(r, t) ≡ Mx(r, t)± iMy(r, t) is

∂M±(r, t)
∂t

=
[
D∇2 − Γ2c ∓ iγXeBz(r)

]
M±(r, t), (5)

where Γ2c ≡ Γ20 + R′p, and Bz(r) ≡ B0 + B1(r). Below, we
will focus on Eq. (5), which determines the FID behavior of
Xe spins.

Boundary Condition.—The boundary condition of Eq. (5)
is determined by the spin relaxation processes due to wall in-
teraction. A perturbation treatment together with kinetic the-
ory gives the following boundary condition of the Xe nuclear
spin density matrix ρ(r, t) [43]

[
n · ∇ρ(r, t) + µ̂ρ(r, t)]

∣∣∣
r∈∂V = 0, (6)

where ∂V is the boundary of solution domain V , n is the nor-
mal vector of the boundary (pointing outward), and µ̂ is an
operator reflecting the wall-interaction induced transitions be-
tween different components of the Xe spin polarization.

We replace the operator µ̂ with a constant number for sim-
plification, leading to the following boundary condition:

(
n · ∇M±(r, t) +

λ

L
· M±(r, t)

)∣∣∣∣∣
r∈∂V
= 0, (7)

where λ ≥ 0 is a dimensionless constant describing the depo-
larization strength on the container wall and L is a linear size
of V (e.g. the side length for cubic V or the radius for spherical
V , the choice of L does not affect the physics). When λ → 0,
the boundary condition becomes n · ∇M±(r, t)|r∈∂V = 0, which
represents an ideal surface without spin depolarization effect.
In the opposite limit λ→ ∞, the boundary condition becomes
M±(r, t)|r∈∂Ω = 0, which means the spin magnetization is com-
pletely randomized at the wall. Compared with the Eq. (17)
of Ref. [43], we have

λ ≈ 3L
4λT
ξB

s , when ξB
s ≪ 1, (8)

where λT is the mean free path of Xe atoms and 0 < ξB
s ≪ 1

represents the depolarization probability of Xe spins on the
wall. For noble gases the depolarization probability is very
small, ξB

s ≲ 10−7. Since λT and ξB
s are physical parameters

that do not dependent on the size of V , the parameter λ is ac-
tually linearly scales with L, i.e., λ ∝ L. The typical value of λ
for RbH coated cell or uncoated Pyrex cell in an experimental
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FIG. 1. A demo of Xe wall relaxation measurement. The measure-
ment is performed on a RbH coated 8 mm cubic cell (Cell ID: CH7)
containing 3.6 Torr 129Xe, 35.6 Torr 131Xe, 167 Torr N2, 6 Torr H2

and a small droplet of Rb metal. The transverse relaxation rate of
129Xe and 131Xe is measured under various cell temperature using
the experiment setup of Ref. [30]. Solid and dashed lines are fit-
ting curves using the model in Sec. V of Supplemental Material [44].
The boundary conditions for 129Xe and 131Xe are estimated to be
λ129 = (5.3 ± 2.0) × 10−3 and λ131 = (13.0 ± 3.8) × 10−3 using these
fittings.

Rb-Xe comagnetometer system is approximately 10−3 ∼ 10−2

for L ≈ 1 cm cubic cells. Figure 1 shows an example of λ
measurement experiment. The magnitude of λ is indeed small
and has vast difference over different spin species. So, in the
derivation below, the condition λ ≪ 1 always holds, and we
assume that λ is strongly spin-species dependent.

Perturbation Treatment.—The general solution of Eq. (5)

has the form

M+(r, t) =
∑

α

aαe−sαtΨα(r), (9)

where {aα} are expansion coefficients depending on initial
state, {sα} and {Ψα(r)} are the spatial eigenvalues and eigen-
modes of Eq. (5). When the nonuniform magnetic field B1(r)
is small, due to the fast decay rate of excited modes, usually
only one mode is experimentally observable (fast diffusion
limit). Thus, we have

M+(r, t) ≈ a0e−s0tΨ0(r), (10)

which describes the FID signal of Xe spins.
The eigen equation of Eq. (5) can write as

[
Ĥ0 + Ĥ1(r)

]
Ψα(r) = −sαΨα(r), (11)

where Ĥ0 ≡ D∇2 − (iγXeB0 + Γ2c) and Ĥ1 ≡ −iγXeB1(r).
Denote {ϕα(r), κα} to be the eigen solution of Ĥ0 under

boundary condition Eq. (7):

∇2ϕα(r) = − κ2αϕα(r). (12)

Then, we can calculate the matrix form of Ĥ0 and Ĥ1 under
the orthonormalized basis {ϕα(r)} and apply the results of non-
degenerate time-independent perturbation theory, only to re-
member that Ĥ0 and Ĥ1 are non-Hermitian. H0 is diagonal,
and the matrix elements of H1 are (H1)αβ = −iγXebαβ with bαβ
being the B1(r) induced coupling between eigenmodes:

bαβ ≡
∫

V
ϕα(r)B1(r)ϕβ(r)d3r. (13)

Above, the Greek indices α, β may contain multiple integer
indices, e.g. α = [mnp]. The fundamental mode in Eq. (10),
which has the slowest decay rate, is denoted using α = 0 or
β = 0.

We are particularly interested in the perturbation correction
of the eigenvalue s0 of the fundamental mode, which can be
directly observed via the FID frequency shift and the spin de-
cay rate. The eigenvalue of the fundamental mode, up to third
order correction, is

s0 = Dκ20 + Γ2c + iγXeB0︸                  ︷︷                  ︸
0th order

+ iγXeb00︸  ︷︷  ︸
1st order

+ γ2
Xe

∑

α,0

b0αbα0

D(κ2α − κ20)
︸                  ︷︷                  ︸

2nd order

−iγ3
Xe

∑

α,β,0

b0αbαβbβ0
D2(κ2α − κ20)(κ2β − κ20)

︸                                    ︷︷                                    ︸
3rd order (a)

+ iγ3
Xeb00

∑

α,0

b0αbα0

D2(κ2α − κ20)2

︸                          ︷︷                          ︸
3rd order (b)

≡ s(0)
0 + s(1)

0 + s(2)
0 + s(3)

0 ,

(14)

where s(k)
0 denotes the kth order correction. As the perturbation

matrix element bαβ is real, the 1st and 3rd order corrections
are purely imaginary, which contributes to the frequency shift.

The 2nd order corrections are real, which modifies the spin
relaxation rate. The first order correction b00 is a weighted
average of the inhomogeneous field B1(r). In the absence of
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boundary relaxation (λ = 0), the weight ϕ0(r)2 is constant,
making b00 just a trivial average of B1(r). For 0 < λ ≪ 1,
the boundary relaxation makes the fundamental mode ϕ0(r)
slightly different from uniform distribution, and the first order
correction will have a small dependence on λ.

When the solution domain and B1(r) have parity symmetry,
the 1st and 3rd order corrections above may vanish. Then, the
effect of transverse magnetic field (Bx, By) is not negligible.
In order to calculate the effect of transverse magnetic field, we
can directly replace all the

{
bαβ

}
in Eq. (14) with the following{

b(tot)
αβ

}
(See Sec. I of the Supplemental Material [44]):

b(tot)
αβ ≡bαβ +

γXe

2
[
γXeB0 − i

(
Dκ2β + Γ2c

)]
∑

γ

b+αγb
−
γβ,

b±αβ ≡
∫

V
ϕα(r)

[
Bx(r) ± iBy(r)

]
ϕβ(r)d3r.

(15)

For typical experiment condition, B0 is much larger than
B1, Bx, By and

(
Dκ20 + Γ2c

)
/γXe. So, in Eq. (15), compared

with B1, the effect of Bx is suppressed by a factor of Bx/B0
(and the same for By). This validates the previous assumption
Eq. (4). The effect of transverse magnetic field is important
only when the contribution of B1 vanishes due to symmetry
reason (as shown below).

Frequency Shift from Gradient Field.—So far, we haven’t
specified the shape of solution domain V . Thus, the solutions
above are applicable to arbitrary V . Now, let’s consider a cu-
bic domain

V = {(x, y, z)|−L/2 ≤ x, y, z ≤ +L/2} , (16)

with L the cubic’s side length. In Sec. II of the Supplemental
Material [44], we find the eigenmodes in this cubic domain
have a separable form

ϕmnp(r) = ϕm(x)ϕn(y)ϕp(z), (17)

where

ϕp(z) =
1
Np

sin
(
κpz + δp

)
, δp =

(p + 1)π
2

. (18)

Obviously, ϕp(z) has parity: ϕp(z) = ϕp(−z) for even p and
ϕp(z) = −ϕp(−z) for odd p. Using this symmetry, one can
immediately derive that, for linear gradient field B1(r) = G1 ·z,
b00 = 0 and b0αbαβbβ0 = 0,∀α, β , 0. So, the frequency shift
vanishes up to third order if we omit the effect of transverse
magnetic field.

To count the transverse field, we note that a linear gradient
field with axial symmetry should have the form

B = G1

[
−1

2
(xx̂ + yŷ) + zẑ

]
. (19)

Following the calculation in Sec. III of the Supplemental Ma-
terial [44], by using the b(tot)

αβ , we get the first order correction
of frequency shift to be

δω(1) ≡ −is(1)
0 ≈

γXeG2
1L2

48B0

(
1 − 2

15
λ

)
+ O(λ2). (20)

The λ0 part of Eq. (20) has similar form with Eq. (1) by noting
that |∇Bx|2 = |∇By|2 = G2

1/4. Ref. [18] also obtained this
formula for a cubic domain based on Redfield theory, but is
twice as large as our result [45].

The second order correction, which contributes to relax-
ation rate, is

1
TG

2

≡ s(2)
0 ≈

γ2
XeG

2
1L4

120D

(
1 − λ

3

)
+ O(λ2). (21)

Equation (21) is derived using bαβ, because the contribution
from transverse field is negligible.

For an axial symmetric, quadratic gradient field

B = G2

[
−xzx̂ − yzŷ + z2ẑ

]
, (22)

following the calculation in Sec. III of the Supplemental Ma-
terial [44], the frequency shifts and relaxation rate are

δω(1) ≡ −is(1)
0 ≈

γXeG2L2

12

(
1 − 2

15
λ

)
+ O(λ2), (23)

δω(3) ≡ −is(3)
0 ≈ −

γ3
XeG

3
2L10

D2 χ1 (1 + χ2λ) + O(λ2), (24)

1
TG

2

≡ s(2)
0 ≈

γ2
XeG

2
2L6

7560D

(
1 − 2

15
λ

)
+ O(λ2), (25)

where

χ1 ≈ 6.68056 × 10−8, χ2 ≈ 0.646886. (26)

Unlike the previously well known result Eq. (1), these two
frequency shifts are determined by the distribution of longitu-
dinal field B1(r) rather than transverse fields. They cannot be
suppressed by a large B0 and are sensitive to boundary relax-
ation. Transverse fields have much smaller effect due to the
suppression factor Bx/B0. Comparing Eq.(24) and Eq. (2),
the dimensional analysis result in Ref. [37] is actually a third
order correction to the resonance frequency.

In NMR gyroscope [6] and comagnetometer [37] experi-
ments, two different kinds of nuclear spins are used to com-
pensate the fluctuation of main field B0. However, Eqs. (20),
(23) and (24) show that nonuniform magnetic field will lead to
frequency shifts depending on λ, γ and D, which can be differ-
ent for different nuclear spins. These spin-species dependent
frequency shifts may lead to imperfect compensation of mag-
netic field fluctuation. Following the analysis in Sec. IV of
the Supplemental Material [44], Eqs. (20), (23) and (24) will
respectly contribute systematic errors to the rotation signal of
a NMR gyroscope as

δΩrot ≈ λ131 − λ129

L
γ̄G2

1L3

360B0
, (27)

δΩrot ≈ λ131 − λ129

L
γ̄G2L3

90
, (28)

δΩrot ≈ −χ1


γ2

129

D2
129

− γ
2
131

D2
131

 γ̄G3
2L10, (29)
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FIG. 2. The relative magnitude of different systematic errors. In
the numerical calculation, B0 = 20000 nT, G1 = 10 nT/cm and
G2 = 10 nT/cm2 are used. The values of λ and D are chosen to be the
experimentally measured results presented in Sec. V of Supplemental
Material [44].

where λ129/131, γ129/131 and D129/131 are parameters for 129Xe
and 131Xe spins respectively. γ̄ ≡ γ129γ131/(γ131 − γ129).
Systematic error of Eq. (29) was experimentally studied in
Ref. [37] using 3He-129Xe comagnetometer.

Figure 2 shows the magnitude of these systematic errors for
various cell size. For small cell, first order correction domi-
nates the systematic error. Matching the λ value of differ-
ent spins helps reduce this systematic error. As cell size gets
larger, third order (and higher order) correction become sig-
nificant and finally blows up. A 2 cm cubic cell (usually used
in new physics searching experiments) can gain systematic er-
rors in 10 µHz order. These errors should play an important
role in understanding the fundamental precision limit of NMR
gyroscope and new physics detection based on comagnetome-
ters. Our result can be used to explain the isotope shift effect
observed in comagnetometer type experiments [22, 38–41] by
noticing that the effective magnetic field of polarized Alkali
atom spins has a highly nonuniform spatial distribution, lead-
ing to complex spin-species dependent frequency shifts.

Equations (27) and (28) convert the boundary condition λ
into a frequency signal δΩrot, thus can be used to measure the
wall relaxation rate of nuclear spins. Compared to previous
wall relaxation experiment which need to sweep cell temper-
ature [43, 46–51], our new method is much faster and capable
of real time monitoring the change of λ. The amplitude of
δΩrot/(2π) in Eq. (28) is approximately 5 µHz (using typical
values λ ≈ 10−3 and γ̄G2L2/(2π) ≈ 0.5 Hz), and should be
easy to measure using state-of-art comagnetometer technique.

Conclusion.—The frequency shift formulas presented in
this work show quite different behaviors with the previously
well known formula Eq. (1) for magnetic field gradient. It
turns out that Eq. (1) is a special case where magnetic field
distribution and solution domain both have parity symmetry.
The use of Eq. (1) may severely underestimate the actual fre-

quency shift caused by a nonuniform field.
It’s notable that different spins have slightly different fre-

quency shift. This deviation of frequency shift can intro-
duce significant systematic error in comagnetometer exper-
iments as well as other precision measurement experiments
that rely on comparing the Larmor frequency of multiple kinds
of spins. This systematic error could be one of the sources
that limit the detection threshold of comagnetometer, which is
a novel tool for dark matter searching [29], exotic interaction
detection [23, 25, 28] and the verification of many other new
physics models [7].

Equations (27) and (28) provide a new tool for the study
of spin-wall interaction. Since frequency measurement is one
of the most precise measurements, our new method has great
advantages in precision and bandwidth. It should be a highly
potential tool for spin-solid interaction research.
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I. PERTURBATION TREATMENT OF THE 3D TORREY EQUATION

This section considers the effect of transverse magnetic field in the presence of a large main field B0. Equation (3) of maintext
can rewrite to the following form:

∂Mz

∂t
=D∇2Mz − i

2
γXe (B+M− − B−M+) − Γ1cMz + R′pS z,

∂M+
∂t
=D∇2M+ − iγXe (BzM+ − B+Mz) − Γ2cM+,

B ≡Bx(r)x̂ + By(r)ŷ + Bz(r)ẑ, B± ≡ Bx(r) ± iBy(r),

(S1)

with the boundary condition
(
n · ∇Mi(r, t) +

λ

L
· Mi(r, t)

)∣∣∣∣∣
r∈∂V
= 0, (S2)

where Mi stands for Mx,My or Mz. Γ1c ≡ Γ10 + R′p,Γ2c ≡ Γ20 + R′p. Suppose Bz = B0 + B1(r) where B0 is a large uniform main
field and B1(r) is a small nonuniform field. Introduce the rotating frame with M̃± ≡ M±e±iγXeB0t. Then, Eq. (S1) becomes

∂Mz

∂t
=D∇2Mz − i

2
γXe

(
B+M̃−e+iγXeB0t − B−M̃+e−iγXeB0t

)
− Γ1cMz + R′pS z,

∂M̃+
∂t
=D∇2M̃+ − iγXeB1M̃+ + iγXeB+Mze+iγXeB0t − Γ2cM̃+.

(S3)

In the rotating frame, the change of M̃± and Mz should be slow compared to Larmor frequency γXeB0. So, in Eq. (S3), the
high frequency terms which contain e±iγXeB0t factor can be directly ignored to the first approximation. This is called the Rotating

∗ nzhao@csrc.ac.cn
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2

Wave Approximation (RWA), leading to the decoupling of Mz and M̃±, and justifies the maintext’s assumption of omitting the
transverse component of magnetic field.

However, according to the first line of Eq. (S3), the solution of Mz can contain a small e−iγXeB0t component. Then, the
Mze+iγXeB0t term in the second line will generate a DC contribution which might have some effects to the solution of M̃+. So,
let’s consider the case when RWA is not directly applied to Eq. (S3).

Denote the eigenmodes of ∇2 operator under the above boundary condition as

∇2ϕα(r) = −κ2αϕα(r),
∫

V
ϕα(r)ϕβ(r)d3r = δαβ. (S4)

Then, the solution of M can be expanded as

Mz ≡
∑

α

cz,α(t)ϕα(r), M̃± ≡
∑

α

c̃±,α(t)ϕα(r), c̃−,α = c̃∗+,α. (S5)

Using these expansions and the orthonormality of eigenmodes, one can transform Eq. (S3) into the following linear equation
system of expansion coefficients:

dcz,α

dt
= −

(
Dκ2α + Γ1c

)
cz,α + R′pdz,α − i

2
γXe

e
+iγXeB0t

∑

β

b+αβc̃−,β − e−iγXeB0t
∑

β

b−αβc̃+,β

 ,

dc̃+,α
dt
= −

(
Dκ2α + Γ2c

)
c̃+,α − iγXe

∑

β

bαβc̃+,β + iγXee+iγXeB0t
∑

β

b+αβcz,β.

(S6)

where

b±αβ ≡
∫

V
ϕα(r)B±(r)ϕβ(r)d3r, bαβ ≡

∫

V
ϕα(r)B1(r)ϕβ(r)d3r, dz,α ≡

∫

V
ϕα(r)S z(r)d3r. (S7)

Equation (S6) can be directly used in numerical simulation.
Integrate the cz,α equation in Eq. (S6), one gets

cz,α(t) =cz,α(0) +
∫ t

0

[
R′pdz,α −

(
Dκ2α + Γ1c

)
cz,α(t′)

]
dt′

− i
2
γXe

∑

β

[
b+αβ

(∫ t

0
e+iγXeB0t′ c̃−,β(t′)dt′

)
− b−αβ

(∫ t

0
e−iγXeB0t′ c̃+,β(t′)dt′

)]. (S8)

Based on the picture of Larmor precession and numerical simulation, we can safely assume that

c̃±,α(t) ≈ c̃±,α(0) exp (∓iωαt − Γαt), (S9)

where Γα ≈ Dκ2α+Γ2c is the relaxation rate of ϕα(r) mode, and ωα is the frequency correction of this mode. Then, the integration
above becomes

∫ t

0
e±iγXeB0t′ c̃∓,β(t′)dt′ =

c∓,β(0)

±i
(
γXeB0 + ωβ

)
− Γβ

[
e±i(γXeB0+ωβ)t−Γβt − 1

]
. (S10)

Insert Eqs. (S8) and (S10) into the c̃+,α equation of Eq. (S6). Noticing that |ωβ| ≪ |γXeB0|, we can use RWA, ignoring all the
terms with e+iγXeB0t or e+i(2γXeB0+ωβ)t factor. Finally, we get

dc̃+,α
dt
≈ −

(
Dκ2α + Γ2c

)
c̃+,α − iγXe

∑

β

bαβc̃+,β +
γ2

Xe

2

∑

β,γ

b+αγb
−
γβc̃+,β

Γβ + i
(
γXeB0 + ωβ

)

≈ −
(
Dκ2α + Γ2c

)
c̃+,α − iγXe

∑

β

b(tot)
αβ c̃+,β,

(S11)

where

b(tot)
αβ ≡ bαβ +

γXe

2
[
γXeB0 − i

(
Dκ2β + Γ2c

)]
∑

γ

b+αγb
−
γβ. (S12)
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If we directly apply RWA to Eq. (S3), which means ignoring all the effects of Bx and By, then Eq. (S11) becomes

dc̃+,α
dt
≈ −

(
Dκ2α + Γ2c

)
c̃+,α − iγXe

∑

β

bαβc̃+,β, (S13)

which is equivalent to the eigen equation (11) in maintext. Comparing Eq. (S11) and (S13), it’s easy to see that, to account the
leading order effect of Bx and By, we just need to replace {bαβ} in Eq. (14) of maintext with {b(tot)

αβ }. Since the main field B0 is

much larger than nonuniform field B1, Bx and By, b(tot)
αβ is dominated by bαβ. The effect of Bx/y is suppressed by a factor Bx/y/B0

compared with B1. Also, the imaginary part of b(tot)
αβ should be much smaller than its real part.

II. UNPERTURBED EIGENMODES IN CUBIC DOMAIN

This section will derive the eigenmodes and eigenvalues of Torrey equation in a cubic domain of the form Eq. (16) in maintext.
Consider the following eigen equation:

D∇2ϕmnp − (iγXeB0 + Γ2c)ϕmnp = −s(0)
mnpϕmnp, (S14)

where −s(0)
mnp is the eigenvalue of the eigenmode ϕmnp(r).

The eigenmodes {ϕmnp(r)} of Eq. (S14) can be written in a factorized form of

ϕmnp(r) = ϕm(x)ϕn(y)ϕp(z), (S15)

where m, n and p are non-negative integers labelling the eigenmodes in the x, y and z directions, respectively. It’s easy to check
that the 1D eigenmodes have the form

ϕp(z) =
1
Np

sin
(
κpz + δp

)
, (S16)

whereNp is normalization factor, and κp and δp are real numbers determined by the boundary condition Eq. (7) in maintext. The
wave numbers κp are the solutions of the transcendental equation

tan
(
κpL

)
=

2λκpL
κ2pL2 − λ2 , (S17)

and the phase shifts are determined by

tan
(
δp −

κpL
2

)
=
κpL
λ
. (S18)

Using the normalization condition
∫
ϕ2

p(z)dz = 1, the normalization factor is

Np =

√
L
2
+

λL
κ2pL2 + λ2 . (S19)

The eigenvalues corresponding to ϕmnp(r) are

s(0)
mnp = Dκ2mnp + Γ2c + iγXeB0, (S20)

where κ2mnp ≡ κ2m + κ2n + κ2p. The real part of the eigenvalue, Γ2 = Dκ2mnp +Γ2c, is the decay rate of the eigenmode ϕmnp(r), and the
imaginary part, γXeB0, is the spin precession frequency in the uniform magnetic field B0. The superscript of s(0)

mnp represents that
this is the 0th order correction of the perturbation solution presented in Eq. (14) of maintext.

Figure S1 gives the numerical solutions of κp for various λ values. To reveal the underlying physics of the wall-relaxation, we
expand the tangent function in Eq. (S17) in the neighborhood of κpL = pπ, and find the solution of wave number in the limit of
λ ≪ 1 to be

κp ≈



√
2λ
L

,p = 0

pπ
L
+

2λ
pπL

≈ pπ
L
,p = 1, 2, . . .

. (S21)
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FIG. S1. The value of κp for various λ. The solid lines are the exact value calculated from numerical method. The dashed lines are the
approximation value calculated from Eq. (S21).

The exact solution of δp (without assuming λ ≪ 1) is

δp =
(p + 1)π

2
. (S22)

For the fundamental mode (m = n = p = 0), the wall-interaction contributes a relaxation rate through diffusion:

Γ000 ≡ Dκ2000 ≈ 6λ
D
L2 . (S23)

For the excited modes ([m, n, p] , [0, 0, 0]), the relaxation rate due to spin diffusion is

Γmnp ≡ Dκ2mnp ≈ (m2 + n2 + p2)π2 D
L2 . (S24)

As λ ≲ 10−2, even for the lowest excited modes (with m2 + n2 + p2 = 1), the decay rate is much faster than the fundamental
mode, i.e., Γmnp ≫ Γ000.

In the λ ≪ 1 limit, ϕp(z) are approximately

ϕ0(z) ≈ 1 − λz2/L2

√
L(1 − λ/6 + λ2/80)

ϕp(z) ≈


1
Np

sin
[(

pπ
L +

2λ
pπL

)
z
]
, p is odd

1
Np

cos
[(

pπ
L +

2λ
pπL

)
z
]
, p is even

, p > 0.

(S25)

III. FREQUENCY SHIFT FORMULAS FOR GRADIENT FIELDS

In this section, we calculate the frequency shift formulas for several simple forms of nonuniform magnetic field. Let’s first
consider a linear gradient field Bz = B0 + G1 · z. Since a real magnetic field should obey the Gauss law, if we assume axial
symmetry, magnetic field should have the following distribution:

B(r) = G1

[
−1

2
(xx̂ + yŷ) + zẑ

]
+ B0ẑ. (S26)

The first order term b00 is zero, for the reason that G1z is odd function and ϕ0(z) in Eq. (S25) is even function. So, the first
order frequency shift of a linear gradient field is mainly contributed from transverse components. We need to calculate the
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b(tot)
00 in Eq. (S12). Let’s first calculate b±0α using the definition Eq. (S7). According to the parity of the approximate eigenmode

expressions in Eq. (S25), b±0α is nonzero only when α = [2p − 1, 0, 0] or α = [0, 2p − 1, 0], p ≥ 1. Thus, we have

b±0,[2p−1,0,0] = −
G1

2

∫ +L/2

−L/2
xϕ0(x)ϕ2p−1(x)dx

≈(−1)p

√
2G1L

(2p − 1)2π2

{
1 −

[
1
6
− 1

(2p − 1)2π2

]
λ

}
+ O(λ2)

, (S27)

b±0,[0,2p−1,0] = −
G1

2

∫ +L/2

−L/2
(±iy)ϕ0(y)ϕ2p−1(y)dy

≈ ± i(−1)p

√
2G1L

(2p − 1)2π2

{
1 −

[
1
6
− 1

(2p − 1)2π2

]
λ

}
+ O(λ2)

. (S28)

Above, we use Eq. (S25) as the approximate expressions of eigenmodes, and expand the result around λ = 0. Combining them
together, we have

∑

α

b+0αb
−
α0 =

∞∑

p=1

(
b+0,[2p−1,0,0]b

−
0,[2p−1,0,0] + b+0,[0,2p−1,0]b

−
0,[0,2p−1,0]

)

≈2
∞∑

p=1


√

2G1L
(2p − 1)2π2

{
1 −

[
1
6
− 1

(2p − 1)2π2

]
λ

}
2

≈G2
1L2

24

(
1 − 2

15
λ

)
+ O(λ2)

. (S29)

The first order frequency shift is:

−is(1)
0 = γXeb(tot)

00 ≈ γXe

∑
α b+0αb

−
α0

2B0
≈ γXeG2

1L2

48B0

(
1 − 2

15
λ

)
+ O(λ2). (S30)

Second order correction mainly consists of the contribution from longitudinal component. Due to symmetry reason, b0α is
nonzero only when α = [0, 0, 2p − 1], p ≥ 1. Using the approximate eigenmode in Eq. (S25), we have

b0,[0,0,2p−1] =G1

∫ +L/2

−L/2
zϕ0(z)ϕ2p−1(z)dz

≈(−1)p+1 2
√

2G1L
(2p − 1)2π2

{
1 −

[
1
6
− 1

(2p − 1)2π2

]
λ

}
+ O(λ2)

. (S31)

The result above is a Taylor expansion around λ = 0. The second order correction is

s(2)
0 =
γ2

XeL2

D

∞∑

p=1

(
b0,[0,0,2p−1]

)2

[
(2p − 1)π + 2λ

(2p−1)π

]2 − 2λ

≈γ
2
XeL2

D

∞∑

p=1

8G2
1L2

(2p − 1)6π6

(
1 − λ

3

)

=
γ2

XeG
2
1L4

120D

(
1 − λ

3

)
+ O(λ2)

. (S32)

For quadratic gradient field, if assume axial symmetry, the spatial distribution should be

B = G2

[
−xzx̂ − yzŷ + z2ẑ

]
+ B0ẑ. (S33)

First order correction can be calculated directly using the approximate eigenmode in Eq. (S25):

b00 = G2

∫ + L
2

− L
2

z2ϕ0(z)ϕ0(z)dz ≈ G2L2

12

(
1 − 2

15
λ

)
+ O(λ2). (S34)
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The calculation of second order correction is similar to linear gradient field. Due to symmetry reason, b0α is nonzero only
when α = [0, 0, 2p], p ≥ 1. Using the approximate eigenmode in Eq. (S25), we have

b0,[0,0,2p] =G2

∫ +L/2

−L/2
z2ϕ0(z)ϕ2p(z)dz

≈(−1)p G2L2

√
2p2π2

[
1 −

(
1
6
− 5

4p2π2

)
λ

]
+ O(λ2)

. (S35)

The second order correction is

s(2)
0 =
γ2

XeL2

D

∞∑

p=1

(
b0,[0,0,2p]

)2

[
2pπ + 2λ

2pπ

]2 − 2λ

≈γ
2
XeL2

D

∞∑

p=1

G2
2L4

8p6π6

[
1 −

(
1
3
− 2

p2π2

)
λ

]

=
γ2

XeG
2
2L6

7560D

(
1 − 2

15
λ

)
+ O(λ2)

. (S36)

The calculation of third order correction is a bit complicated. The calculation of s(3b)
0 term is similar to s(2)

0 :

s(3b)
0 ≈i

γ3
Xe

D2 L4b00

∞∑

p=1

(
b0,[0,0,2p]

)2

[(
2pπ + 2λ

2pπ

)2 − 2λ
]2

≈i
γ3

XeG
3
2L10

3628800D2

(
1 − 52

165
λ

)
+ O(λ2)

. (S37)

When calculating s(3a)
0 , we need the matrix element bαβ. Due to symmetry reason, only when α = [0, 0, 2p], β = [0, 0, 2n], the

product b0αbαβbβ0 in the numerator of s(3a)
0 is nonzero. Using the approximate eigenmode in Eq. (S25), we have

bαβ =G2

∫ +L/2

−L/2
z2ϕ2p(z)ϕ2n(z)dz, α = [0, 0, 2p], β = [0, 0, 2n], n, p > 0

≈


(−1)n+pG2L2(n2+p2)
(n2−p2)2π2

[
1 − n4−10n2 p2+p4

4n2 p2(n2+p2)π2 λ
]
, p , n

G2L2

24

(
2 + 3

p2π2

) [
1 + 2p2π2−6

p2π2(2p2π2+3)λ
]
, p = n

. (S38)

The result above is Taylor expanded near λ = 0. According Eq. (14) of maintext, we have

s(3a)
0 ≈ − i

γ3
Xe

D2 L4
∞∑

n=1

∞∑

p=1

b0,[0,0,2p]b[0,0,2p],[0,0,2n]b0,[0,0,2n][(
2pπ + 2λ

2pπ

)2 − 2λ
] [(

2nπ + 2λ
2nπ

)2 − 2λ
] . (S39)

Taylor expand the above formula at λ = 0 (up to first order), we get

s(3a)
0 ≈ − i

γ3
XeG

3
2L10

16D2π10

[(
1 − λ

3

)
S1 +

λ

2π2S2

]
− i

19γ3
XeG

3
2L10

59875200D2

(
1 − 659

5460
λ

)
+ O(λ2) , (S40)

where

S1 ≡
+∞∑

n=1

n−1∑

p=1

n2 + p2

n4 p4(n2 − p2)2 ≈ 0.0375373, (S41)

S2 ≡
+∞∑

n=1

n−1∑

p=1

n4 + 8n2 p2 + p4

n6 p6(n2 − p2)2 ≈ 0.0892948. (S42)
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TABLE S1. Fitting result of Fig. 1 in maintext.

c1 (10−15 cm3/s) c2 (10−3 s−1) Ē (meV) Γw (s−1)@110◦C
129Xe 1.343 ± 0.021 1.23 ± 0.34 95.4 ± 8.6 0.0222 ± 0.0084
131Xe 0.382 ± 0.028 0.363 ± 0.075 165.6 ± 6.4 0.055 ± 0.015

Summing s(3a)
0 and s(3b)

0 together, we finally get the third order correction:

s(3)
0 ≈ −i

γ3
XeG

3
2L10

D2 χ1 (1 + χ2λ) + O(λ2),

χ1 ≡ S1

16π10 +
1

23950080
≈ 6.68056 × 10−8,

χ2 ≡
(

15871
326918592000

− S1

48π10 +
S2

32π12

)
/χ1 ≈ 0.646886.

(S43)

IV. SYSTEMATIC ERROR OF NMR GYROSCOPE

In NMR gyroscope experiment, one often simultaneously measure the Larmor precession frequency of both 129Xe and 131Xe
nuclear spin. The Larmor frequencies of two Xe isotopes are

ωu = −γu(B0 + δBu) −Ωrot, (S44)

where u = 129 or 131, and δBu ≡ ℑ[s0]/γu−B0 is the frequency shift caused by nonuniform field. Ωrot is the laboratory reference
frame’s rotation angular velocity along ẑ direction.

One usually estimates the rotation speed by the following estimator [1]:

Ω
(2ω)
rot ≡

|R0ω131| − |ω129|
1 + |R0| = sgn[B0]

(
Ωrot +

γ129

1 + |R0|bA

)
, (S45)

where bA ≡ δB129 − δB131 is called the differential field, and R0 ≡ γ129/γ131 ≈ −3.373417. Obviously, this estimator introduces
a systematic error proportional to bA. Utilizing the frequency shift formulas derived in the above section, it’s straight forward to
get the Eqs. (27), (28) and (29) of maintext.

V. EXPERIMENT MEASUREMENT OF WALL RELAXATION RATE

According to Ref. [2, 3], the transverse relaxation rate of Xe spins mainly consists of two parts:

1
T2
= c1nRb(T )︸    ︷︷    ︸

Γcollision

+ c2 exp
(

Ē
kBT

)

︸          ︷︷          ︸
Γw

, (S46)

where T is the cell temperature in degrees kelvin, nRb(T ) is the Rb atom number density, Ē is a characteristic energy, kB is the
Boltzmann’s constant, and c1, c2 are constant coefficients. Γcollision arises from the spin exchange collisions between Xe and Rb
atoms and is proportional to Rb density. Γw comes from the wall interaction, which depends on cell temperature via an Arrhenius
factor.

The solid lines in Fig. 1 of maintext is fitted curves using model Eq. (S46), with c1, c2, Ē the fitting parameters. Rb density
nRb(T ) is calculated using the Rb vapor-pressure formula Eq. (1) in Ref. [4] (also see Ref. [5]) together with the Ideal Gas Law.
The fitting result is shown in Tab. S1. Quadrupole splitting of 131Xe is not observed in the experiment of Fig. 1 in maintext.

From Eq. (14) of maintext, the relaxation rate contributed from boundary condition is Γw = Dκ20. Thus, for cubic cell, using
the solution in Sec.II, we can estimate the value of λ by Γw:

Γw =
6λD
L2 . (S47)
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The diffusion constant can be measured using the method described in Sec. II D of Ref. [1]’s Supplemental Material. The result
is D129 = D131 = (0.45 ± 0.03) cm2/s. The inner side length of cell is L = (0.80 ± 0.01) cm. Using these parameters, we get the
boundary condition at 110◦C to be λ129 = (5.3 ± 2.0) × 10−3 and λ131 = (13.0 ± 3.8) × 10−3.
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