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Abstract

Electron spin resonance (ESR) pulsed dipolar spectroscopy
(PDS) is used in protein 3D structure determination. How-
ever, the accuracy of the signal analysis depends heavily on
the background correction process. In this work, we derive
the functional forms of double quantum coherence (DQC) ESR
signal in typical frozen samples of micro-molar concentration,
quantifying both the intramolecular and the background contri-
butions. This is a draft manuscript, minor updates will be made
once published.

Keywords: Pulsed dipolar ESR, background correction, pro-
tein structure prediction

Introduction

ESR pulsed dipolar spectroscopic techniques, coupled with site
directed spin labeling (SDSL) method (1,2) have emerged as a
set of sophisticated tools in measuring distance distributions
between specific pairs of protein residues to study its 3D struc-
ture (3, 4). However, extraction of the distance distribution
from PDS signals is an ill-posed problem (5, 6) and a small
perturbation in the signal can introduce a large error in the so-
lution (7,8). Hence, removing the intermolecular signal contri-
bution or background correction of the signal becomes a crit-
ical step in the analysis (9, 10). In this work, we focus on the
double quantum coherence (DQC) PDS technique (3, 11–13).
Previously, the background signal of DQC have been suggested
based on experimental and/or empirical studies (11,12). Given
that there remains some doubt regarding the background con-
tribution, often additional experiments are conducted and/or
polynomial curve fittings are employed for background correc-
tion (14,15), limiting both the applicability of the methods, and
the consistency of the signal analysis. Therefore, we derive the
analytical expression of DQC signal, originating from a frozen
sample of N spin labeled molecules, and obtain the functional
forms of the signal by averaging over the orientational param-
eters. Additionally, the effect of finite size of the spin labeled
protein molecules on the background signal is discussed, since
they should not be treated as point particles (16).

Theoretical Background

Density operator evolution

In deriving the analytical expressions, we use the following
approximations: (1) the secular spin hamiltonian is used (17),
(2) the pulses are considered to be ideal, and (3) we hypothe-
size the spins as S = 1/2 point particles.

In 6-pulse DQC, the π/2−tp−π−tp−π/2 sequence selectively
generates the double quantum coherence, while the inversion
sandwich, t1 − π − t1 is used for the evolution. The last π/2-
pulse in the sequence converts the DQC to anti-phase single
quantum coherence (SQC), which evolves into in-phase SQC
signal by the t2−π−t2 inversion sandwich. The pulse sequence
and the selected coherence pathway are shown in Figure (1).
The evolution of the density operator under the influence of a

Figure 1. Pulse sequence of DQC and the associated coherence
pathway. The π pulses are represented by rectangular bars with
twice the width of that of the π/2 pulses. DQC signal is plotted
against tξ = t2 − tp, keeping the dipolar evolution time, tm =
t2 + tp constant and setting t3 = t2.

hamiltonian,H is given by the time-independent Liouville-Von
Neumann equation as (18)

ρ(t + δt) = e− iH δt ρ(t) e iH δt (1)

The secular hamiltonian (H), the propagators of free evolution
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(Q), and the microwave pulses (R) are given by

H =
N∑
j

Ωj Sjz +
∑
j<k

ajk Sjz Skz

Q(t) = exp (−iH t)

Rφ(β) = exp
(
−i β

∑
Sx cosφ + Sy sinφ

) (2)

where Ωj , ajk, β, and φ are the resonance offset of the jth spin,
the dipolar coupling constant between the {j, k} spin pair, the
flip angle and the phase of the pulse, respectively, and Sx,y
corresponds to the S = 1/2 angular momentum operator. Ac-
counting for the fact that only a fraction of the total spins, δ are
flipped by a finite inversion pulse, we note

Rφ(π)Sj Rφ(π)† → (1− δ)Sj + δ Rφ(π)Sj Rφ(π)† (3)

Finally, we define the inversion sandwich operator as

Ξ(t, φ) ≡ Q(t)Rφ(π)Q(t) (4)

The evolution of the density operator in the 6-pulse experiment
can be summarized as

ρ0 ∝ S1z

ρ1 =
∑
φ1

Rφ1(π/2) Ξ(tp, φ1)Rφ1(π/2) ρ0

Rφ1(π/2)† Ξ(tp, φ1)†Rφ1(π/2)†

ρ2 =
∑
φ2

Ξ(t1, φ2) ρ1 Ξ(t1, φ2)†

ρ+
2 =

∑
φ3

Rφ3(π/2) ρ2 Rφ3(π/2)†

ρ3 =
∑
φ4

Ξ(t2, φ4) ρ+
2 Ξ(t2, φ4)†

(5)

It should be noted that we consider the equilibrium density op-
erator, ρ0 to be proportional to S1z , since it is sufficient to cal-
culate the interaction of spin-1 with the rest of the spins in de-
riving the average DQC signal.

Derivation of the DQC Functional Form
Isolated pair of spins

Following the scheme shown in Equation (5) and using a Math-
ematica spin rotation package1, the density operator for a pair
of S = 1/2 spin probes after the second π/2-pulse is given by

ρ1 = (−1 + δ + δ2) stpa
(
S1x S2y + S1y S2x

)
(6)

where stpa = sin (a tp), and a is the dipolar coupling constant
of the interaction between the pair of spin probes. At the end
of the mixing period, the density operator evolves to

ρ2 = −(−1 + δ + δ2)2 stpa
(
S1x S2y + S1y S2x

)
(7)

1The original package is created by John Marohn, Department of
Chemistry & Chemical Biology, Cornell University

Finally, the isolated S = 1/2 pair intramolecular DQC signal
expression is given by

V0,dqc = (i/8) δ2 (−1 + δ + δ2)2 st2a s
tp
a (8)

We have averaged the signal over the relevant phase cycles, and
utilized Tr(Sj− · Sj+)/Tr(I4) = i/2 in writing Equation (8),
where In is the unit matrix of order n, which equals 4 in the
direct product operator basis of a pair of S = 1/2 particles.

We note that a = ω0 (1 − 3 cos θ2)/r3, where r and θ are the
amplitude of the vector joining the spin pairs, and the angle it
makes with the direction of the external magnetic field. The
powder averaged signal in the solid state is given by

〈V0,dqc〉θ =
∫
θ

sin θdθ V0,dqc

= A1
(
B(ω0, tξ)−B(ω0, tm)

) (9)

We denote the Fresnel cosine, and sine integrals as fc and fs
in defining A1 and B as

A1 = i
√
π δ2 (−1 + δ + δ2)2/16

√
6

B(ω, t) =
ctω fc(

√
6ω t/π) + stω fs(

√
6ω t/π)√

ω t

(10)

N-spin system

In case of an N -spin system, we use ideal pulses in evaluat-
ing the density operators, and introduce the effect of the finite
pulse by substituting the sample concentration with an effec-
tive concentration in the final expression. We have evaluated
the density operators in the 6-pulse DQC explicitly for systems
with 2 to 8 spins, and applied the method of induction in deriv-
ing the density operator at the end of the preparation period, ρ1
as

ρ1 =
NODD∑
n

∑
j⊂{N}
|j|=2n−1

1/∈j

(−1)(n−1)/2 2n−1
n∏
j

stpa1j

∏
k : {N}−j∪1

ctpa1k
(S1x

n∏
j

Sjy + S1y

n∏
j

Sjx)

+
NEVEN∑
n

∑
j⊂{N}
|j|=2n

1/∈j

(−1)(n−2)/2 2n−1
n∏
j

stpa1j

∏
k : {N}−j∪i

ctpa1k
(S1z

n∏
j

Sjx − S1z
∏
j

Sjy)

(11)

where the notation j ⊂ {N} : |j| = 2n − 1 denotes all the
subsets of {N} of size 2n− 1.

Going into the mixing period, it should be noted that in an
N -spin system, both multi-spin DQC and multiple-quantum



coherence (MQC) (order> 2) are produced. However, if the
value of t1 in the mixing period is kept constant, and within its
usual range of 10-20 ns (11), the mixing period can be reduced
to the application of a π-pulse. In other words, considering
t1 → 0, we obtain

ρ2 = − ρ1 (12)

After the last π/2-pulse, only anti-phase SQC signal is se-
lected, which evolves into detectable in-phase SQC at the end
of the detection period and the corresponding density operator
is given by

ρ+
2 =− (1/2)

[
(S1+ Sjz + Sj+ S1z) stpa1j

∏
ctpa1k

+
NODD∑
n=3

in−1 2n−1 S1+
∏
j 6=1

Sjz s
tp
a1j

∏
ctpa1k

−
NEVEN∑
n=2

in−2 2n−1 S1+
∏
j 6=1

Sjz s
tp
a1j

∏
ctpa1k

] (13)

The conversions of multi-spin anti-phase SQC (+1) to in-phase
SQC (-1) by an ideal inversion sandwich is given by

Sp+

N−1∏
m=1

Sjz →
(
− i2

)m
∆m+1 Sp−∏

j

sin (apj t2)
∏
k 6=p,j

cos (apk t2)
(14)

Using the expressions in Equation (13), and Equation (14), the
N -spin DQC signal can be written as

S(tp, t2) =(i/8)
[
(N − 1) stpa12

st2a12

∏
k 6=1,2

ctpa1k
ct2a1k

+
N−1∑
n=1

(−1)n−1
(
N − 1
n

)
n+1∏
j=2

stpa1j
st2a1j

N∏
k=n+2

ctpa1k
ct2a1k

] (15)

We introduce an additional spin-1′ in the system, which along
with the spin-1 at the origin constitutes the intramolecular pair
and by replacing N with N + 1, we rewrite Equation (15) as

S(tp, t2) = −(i/8)
N∑
n=1

(
N

n

)
(−x)n yN−n (16)

In writing Equation (16), we have assumed that (i) the system
has N intermolecular spins and an intramolecular pair, (ii) x =
s
tp
a st2a , (iv) y = c

tp
a ct2a . We recall that the isolated pair signal,

v0 ∝ (i/8) stpa11′ s
t2
a11′ , and collect the terms containing v0 to

express the intramolecular DQC signal as

Vir = δ2 (−1 + δ + δ2)2 v0

N−1∑
n=0

(
N − 1
n

)
(−x)n yN−n

= δ2 (−1 + δ + δ2)2 v0 (y − x)N−1

(17)

With N →∞, the intermolecular contribution becomes

Vit = − (i/8)
N∑
n=1

(
N

n

)
(−x)n yN−n

= − (i/8)
[ N∑
n=0

(
N

n

)
(−x)n yN−n − yN

]
= − (i/8)

[
(y − x)N − yN

]
(18)

Case-I (0 ≤ r ≤ ∞): In the ideal case, we consider the
sample to be homogeneously distributed particles, and ob-
tain the average signal expression by evaluating the integrals,
I1 = 〈(y − x)〉V , and I2 = 〈y〉V . Recognizing that (y − x) =〈

cos (a(r, θ, φ) tm)
〉
V

, I1 is evaluated as follows (19)

I1 = 1
V

∫
φ

dφ

∫
θ

sin θ dθ
∫
r

r2 cos
(
b tm/r

3)dr
considering q = 1/r3, b =

∣∣ω (1− 3 cos θ2)
∣∣ tm

as r → 0, q →∞ and as r →∞, q → 0

= 1
3V

∫
φ

dφ

∫
θ

sin θ dθ
∫ ∞

0
cos (b q)/q2 dq

writing
∫
V

dV as
∫
φ

dφ

∫
θ

sin θ dθ
∫
q

dq

= 1− 1
3V

∫
V

(
1− cos (b q)

)
/q2 dV

changing the limit of q to {−∞,+∞}

= 1− 1
6V

∫
V

(
1− cos (b q)

)
/q2 dV

= 1 − 8 ε π2 C ω tm

9
√

3N

(19)

where the spin labeled protein concentration, C = N/V and
ε = δ (−1 + δ + δ2) corresponds to the efficiency of the
inversion pulses and its value is derived from the probability
factor in the isolated pair signal expression. The square root
is used given that we are using N intermolecular spins instead
of N pairs of spin labeled molecules. In the limit of N → ∞,
(y − x)N−1 equals exp

(
−8 ε π2 C ω tm/9

√
3
)
.

Next, I2 is evaluated as follows

I2 =
〈

(cos (a tm) + cos (a tξ)) /2
〉
V

= 1− 1
6V

∫
V

(
1− cos (bm q) − cos (bξ q)

)
/q2 dV

= 1− 4 ε π2 C ω (tm + tξ)
9
√

3N
(20)

As N → ∞, IN2 becomes exp
(
−4 ε π2 C ω (tm + tξ)/9

√
3
)
.

Combining the results, the intra and intermolecular 6-pulse
DQC signal expressions are given by

Vir =V0 exp (−2 ε η tm)

Vit =− i

8

[
exp (−2 ε η tm) − exp (−ε η (tm + tξ))

]
(21)



where η = 4π2 C ω/9
√

3. For organic radical pairs,
ω equals 2π 52.02 × 10−21 s−1 m3 and η becomes
8.278C × 10−4 µs−1, C being expressed in µM .

Case-II (rmin ≤ r ≤ ∞): Inclusion of the effect of finite
sized spin labeled proteins is achieved by assigning an empty
spherical volume of radius rmin around spin-1 at the origin,
and we rewrite I1 as

I1 = 1− 2π
V

∫
θ

sin θ dθ
∫ ∞
rmin

r2 (1− cos
(
b/r3)) dr

considering q = 1/r3, b = ω tm (1− 3 cos θ2)
as r → rmin, q → qmin and as r →∞, q → 0

= 1− 2π
3V

〈 1
qmin

+ cos (b qmin)
qmin

+ b Si (b qmin)
〉

= 1− 2π εC
3N

[
−2 + Φ(ω tm qmin)

qmin
+ I1,2

]
(22)

I12 and Φ are defined as

I1,2 = 〈b Si(b qmin)〉θ

Φ(x) =
√

2π
3x

(
cos (x) fc(

√
6x
π

) + sin (x) fs(
√

6x
π

)
)

where Si(x) is the sine integral, C = N/V is given in the unit
of molecules per cubic meter. I1,2 cannot be evaluated readily
and therefore, we expand Si(x) as follows (20)

Si(x) =
∞∑
k=1

(−1)2 k−1 x2 k−1

(2 k − 1) (2 k − 1)! (23)

Using Equation (23), I1,2 becomes

I1,2 = −
∞∑
k=1

2 (−1)k q2 k−1
min (ω t)2 k

2F1( 1
2 ,−2k, 3

2 , 3)
(2 k − 1) (2 k − 1)! (24)

where the hypergeometric function, 2F1 is given by (21)

2F1(x1, x2, x3, x4) =
∞∑
n=0

(x1)n (x2)n xn4/(x3)n

= 1 + x1 x2 x4

x3 1!

+ x1 (x1 + 1)x2 (x2 + 1)x2
4

x3 (x3 + 1) 2!

The summation in Equation (24) converges for a finite value of
k and we set its value to 500 for the simulations presented in
this work. In this general case, I2 yields

I2 = 1−
〈

(1− cos (a tξ) − cos (a tm)) /2
〉
V

considering q = 1/r3, bx = ω tx (1− 3 cos θ2)

= 1− 2π εC
6N

[
− 2
qmin

+ Φ(bm qmin) + Φ(bξ qmin)
qmin

+ 〈bm Si(bm qmin)〉 + 〈bξ Si(bξ qmin)〉
]

(25)

For brevity, we write the general DQC form factors as

Vir =V0 exp (− I ′1)
Vit =− (i/8)

[
exp (− I ′1) − exp (− I ′2)

] (26)

where I ′α = limN→∞ Iα.

Results & Discussion

Usually, the spin pair distance follow a distribution, P (r) in a
spin labeled protein and V0, it its discrete form is given by

V0 =
∑
r

κ(r, t)P (r) (27)

where κ(r, t) is the dipolar pair kernel. The two simulated
DQC pair signals shown in Figure (2) are used in all the simu-
lations presented in this work.

Figure 2. A set of simulated intramolecular DQC signals and
the distance distributions (insets) are shown. tm and the time
increments are set to (A) 1.92 µs, 16 ns, and (B) 4.0 µs, 16 ns,
with δ = 0.8.

Figure 3. Simulations of DQC time domain signals with vary-
ing concentrations (50-200 µM ) are shown. The intramolecu-
lar signals are taken from Figure (2) and the background con-
tributions are plotted in black against a common y-axis.

In Figure (3), we have presented a set of simulations with
the protein concentration varying between 50 and 200 µM .
Please note that by protein concentration, we specify the spin
labeled protein concentration. It is worth mentioning that other
than the intermolecular decay, instantaneous diffusion is also



Figure 4. Effect of instantaneous diffusion on the intramolecu-
lar DQC signals are shown over a concentration range (100-500
µM ). The value of δ is set to 0.9 and the intramolecular signal
corresponds to (B) in Figure (2). The plot is truncated at 2.5 µs
for presentation purposes only.

Figure 5. A set of DQC signals are simulated using the old
(dotted blue), and the new models (solid red) at a sample con-
centration of 150 µM . The pair signals are taken from Fig-
ure (2).

responsible for the rapid reduction in signal modulation depth
with both increasing concentration and the dipolar evolution
time, tm (17, 22, 23). Shown in Figure (3) and Figure (4)
are a set of simulated total, and background corrected DQC
signals with increasing concentration. It can be seen that
beyond 200 µM , the intermolecular signal amplitude increases
rapidly, especially in the pair (B) with tm = 4.0µs, while the
intramolecular signal amplitude decreases substantially due to
the instantaneous diffusion. Hence, the sample concentration
in DQC experiments should be kept below 200 µM , especially
when longer evolution times are used, posing a challenge in
achieving high signal-to-noise ratio (snr) in those cases.

We like to compare the effect of using the new model presented
in this work, and the existing or the old model in DQC back-
ground corrections, and deriving the distance distributions. The
old model is given by (11)

Vold =V0 exp (−ε ηs tm)
+ (1/2)

[
− exp (ε ηs tm) + exp (−ε ηs tξ)

]
(28)

where ηs = 2η, considering spin concentration, Cs in the ex-
pression rather than spin labeled protein concentration. Note

Figure 6. Background corrections (top row) of the signals sim-
ulated by the new model in Figure (5) with some added random
noise (middle row) by the new (red), and the old methods(blue)
are presented. The derived distance distributions are shown in
the bottom row along with the actual P(r) (gray shaded area).
Note that the derived P(r) in the bottom row are vertically
shifted to improve visualization.

Figure 7. Variation of DQC background signal at a sample
concentration of 200 µM with increasing average minimum
distance between two solute molecules in the sample. Note
that the signals are vertically shifted to improve visualization.

that the DQC form factor derived in this work has the iden-
tical intramolecular contribution to that of Equation (28), and
the intermolecular contribution differs only slightly. Hence, we
expect both the models to produce nearly identical results at
low concentrations. However, at high concentrations and/or
for higher values of tm, the results may differ significantly.
We simulate a set of DQC signals at 150 µM concentration
of the spin labeled proteins, using the parameters in Figure (2)
by both the methods. The resulting signals are shown in Fig-
ure (3) and the difference between the results obtained by the



new, and the old models deem rather small.

Considering that the new model represents the correct form
factor of DQC, the simulations in Figure (5) calculated by
the new model, added to some random noise are set as the
reference. The background correction is done using both the
models and a new method for the derivation of distance dis-
tribution is used (24) to demonstrate the effect of background
correction on the accuracy of the signal analysis process. It
can be seen in Figure (6) that the background correction by
the old model results into significant deviation in the derived
distance distribution from that of the actual P(r) and the error
amplifies with increasing tm. Therefore, it is necessary to use
the correct form factor, even though the two models produce
almost similar numerical results.

Lastly, we demonstrated the effect of finite size of the protein
molecules in the sample on the signal and for that, we use the
general expression of the signal derived in Equation (26). Note
that the integrals are evaluated by expanding the sine integral
function into a series and as a result of that, the value of rmin
must be set to 4 nm or higher. However, it does not pose
a major limitation, given that the average radius of a protein
molecule is usually higher than the limit. To emphasize the ef-
fect, we have shown a set of DQC simulations at relatively high
sample concentration of 200 µM against an increasing rmin
in Figure (7). It should be noted that the DQC background
signal is small when the concentration and/or tm are not very
large and in such cases, for example (A) in Figure (7), the ef-
fect of rmin on the background contribution is not dramatic in
the range of 4-7 nm. However, its effect is readily visible in
case of (B) and a simple linear background subtraction in such
cases are likely to affect the derived distance distribution sig-
nificantly.

Conclusion

We have derived the analytical expression and the functional
form of the 6-pulse DQC ESR signal in this work. The new,
and the previously proposed functional forms vary slightly at
low sample concentrations (¡50 µM ) and for small tm (¡2 µs).
However, the difference between the two amplifies at higher
concentrations, affecting the accuracy of deriving the distance
distributions, especially by non-regularized signal reconstruc-
tion methods. The spin labeled proteins are large molecules
and with the increasing size of proteins, the DQC background
signal shape is likely to shift from linear. The new general
functional form of the signal account for the factor. It should
be note that the effect of the inefficient inversion pulse is in-
cluded in a simple, but effective fashion, making the model
more generalizable. Additionally, it is possible to utilize the
N -spin analytical expression of DQC signal to quantify the in-
homogeneity in the sample distribution, and multi-spin effects
from the experimental time traces.
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15. D. Akhmetzyanov, P. Schöps, A. Marko, N. Kunjir, S. T.
Sigurdsson, and T. F. Prisner, “Pulsed epr dipolar spec-
troscopy at q-and g-band on a trityl biradical,” Physical
Chemistry Chemical Physics, vol. 17, no. 37, pp. 24446–
24451, 2015.

16. H. P. Erickson, “Size and shape of protein molecules at
the nanometer level determined by sedimentation, gel fil-
tration, and electron microscopy,” Biological procedures
online, vol. 11, no. 1, p. 32, 2009.

17. P. P. Borbat and J. H. Freed, “Dipolar spectroscopy–
single-resonance methods,” in EPR spectroscopy: funda-
mentals and methods (D. Goldfarb and S. Stoll, eds.),
ch. 20, pp. 425–462, John Wiley & Sons, 2018.

18. C. P. Slichter, Principles of magnetic resonance, vol. 1.
Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

19. A. Abragam, The principles of nuclear magnetism. No. 32,
Oxford university press, 1961.

20. H. Julian, “Gamma: Exploring euler’s constant,” 2003.

21. E. W. Weisstein, “Hypergeometric function,”
https://mathworld. wolfram. com/, 2002.

22. A. A. Nevzorov and J. H. Freed, “Direct-product formal-
ism for calculating magnetic resonance signals in many-
body systems of interacting spins,” The Journal of Chemi-
cal Physics, vol. 115, no. 6, pp. 2401–2415, 2001.

23. S. Agnello, R. Boscaino, M. Cannas, and F. Gelardi,
“Instantaneous diffusion effect on spin-echo decay: Ex-
perimental investigation by spectral selective excitation,”
Physical Review B, vol. 64, no. 17, p. 174423, 2001.

24. A. S. Roy, “An automated global method for extraction of
distance distributions from electron spin resonance pulsed
dipolar signals,” 2021.


