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ABSTRACT

Hyperpolarized nuclear spins in molecules exhibit high
magnetization that is unachievable by classical polariza-
tion techniques, making them widely used as sensors in
physics, chemistry, and medicine. The state of a hy-
perpolarized material, however, is typically only studied
indirectly and with partial destruction of magnetization,
due to the nature of conventional detection by resonant-
pickup nuclear magnetic resonance spectroscopy or imag-
ing. Here we establish atomic magnetometers with sub-
pT sensitivity as an use an alternative modality to detect
in real time the complex dynamics of hyperpolarized ma-
terials without disturbing or interrupting the magneto-
genesis process. As an example of dynamics that are im-
possible to detect in real time by conventional means, we
examine parahydrogen-induced 1H and 13C magnetiza-
tion during adiabatic eigenbasis transformations at µT-
field avoided crossings. Continuous but nondestructive
magnetometry reveals previously unseen spin dynamics,
fidelity limits, and magnetization back-action effects. As
a second example, we apply magnetometry to observe
the chemical-exchange-driven 13C hyperpolarization of
[1–13C]-pyruvate — the most important spin tracer for
clinical metabolic imaging. Our approach can be read-
ily combined with other high-sensitivity magnetometers
and is applicable to a broader range of general observa-
tion scenarios involving production, transport and sys-
tems interaction of hyperpolarized compounds.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nuclear spin hyperpolarization is a family of non-
equilibrium spin-manipulation methods, of interest
across physics, chemistry, biomedicine and materials sci-
ence. Hyperpolarization provides a route to extremely
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strong spin magnetization, boosting nuclear magnetic
resonance (NMR) signals by orders of magnitude rel-
ative to equilibrium polarization by strong magnetic
fields1. Hyperpolarized materials are used as particle-
scattering targets2,3, clinical magnetic resonance imag-
ing (MRI) probes of metabolism kinetics and metabo-
lite biodistribution in vivo4 and for characterizing struc-
tures of nanosheets, catalyst surface sites, and other low-
abundance chemical samples5. Hyperpolarized materials
also exhibit selective spin polarization, in which partic-
ular nuclei are strongly polarized while their neighbors
remain unpolarized6.

Although powerful, capable of spectroscopically distin-
guishing nuclei by chemical shifts, conventional NMR im-
poses multiple limitations on the detection of hyperpolar-
ized spins. Typically in NMR, one detects magnetization
oscillations that are generated by tipping the magnetiza-
tion off-axis by a radiofrequency (RF) pulse, then collect-
ing the free-precession signal via RF inductive pickup.
This “indirect” approach requires intervention for sig-
nal excitation, (i) imposing a time-frequency bandwidth
limitation determined by the pulse-and-acquire repeti-
tion rate (see Figure 1), and (ii), consuming polariza-
tion in the process. It is common to use designed RF
excitation pulse schemes to create or manipulate spin
polarization1,7, but observing the intermediate dynam-
ics with conventional NMR would require interrupting
the pulse scheme for a detection period. The standard
workaround is to repeat the experiment using multiple
samples to create a time series, with each sample con-
tributing one datapoint8–20, but this comes at the cost
of time, material, and the introduction of random er-
ror. Moreover such an approach cannot be used with
one-time-hyperpolarized samples such as those destined
for in vivo sensing21, and those exhibiting complex or
chaotic behavior22.

To overcome these limits and substantially widen the
opportunities for sensing using hyperpolarized spins, an
excitation-free detector is required, to sample the mag-
netization “directly”. In this work, we demonstrate an
optically pumped magnetometer (OPM) as a suitable di-
rect detector. As its sensing medium, the OPM employs
the valence electrons of alkali-metal atoms (e.g., Rb) in
the vapor phase23. Owing to the high magnetic moment,
coherence time, and number of polarized spins in the va-
por, OPMs can precisely measure the fT–pT fields pro-
duced even by thermally polarized NMR ensembles24–26,
over a range of frequencies from DC to kHz10,27,28. The
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FIG. 1. Hyperpolarization boosts the NMR signals of chemicals and materials, enabling a range of new applications from
medical diagnostics to particle physics, but the process of exciting the signals for magnetic detection is slow, and is destructive
to the hyperpolarized state. Additionally, detector saturation typically precludes simultaneous spin-driving and signal detection,
necessitating indirect detection via multiple ‘hyperpolarize–observe’ cycles. Direct detection using optical magnetometry allows
‘live’ hyperpolarization dynamics to be observed nondestructively, even in the presence of driving fields.

OPM’s ability to non-destructively observe spin dynam-
ics in real time opens a unique window into complex hy-
perpolarization processes. As we show, high-resolution
magnetization tracking via OPMs can elucidate trans-
fer mechanisms, allow speed optimization of transfer se-
quences, and potentially enable feedback control of hy-
perpolarization.

These features are illustrated using parahydrogen-
induced polarization (PHIP), a particularly powerful hy-
perpolarization technique for liquid samples that can po-
larize nuclear spins to nearly 100% in a range of systems,
from dilute analytes to highly concentrated solutes29.
PHIP operates by cooling H2 gas into a spin-singlet state,
transferring the low-entropy spin order to the nuclei of a
target molecule, and converting this spin order to vector-
polarized form using control fields, which can range in
strength from sub-µT16–18,30–33 to T34–37. Specifically,
we use the OPM to demonstrate longitudinal magneti-
zation detection during PHIP magnetogenesis: (1) non-
destructively, (2) beyond the resolution-bandwidth limit
of conventional NMR, where the sampling rate is much
faster than the Larmor frequency, and (3) during on-
going adiabatic transitions. New features unveiled in-
clude the sensitivity of PHIP processes to spin-spin cou-
plings, fidelity of repeated magnetizing and demagnetiz-
ing field cycles, and back-action effects of distant dipolar
fields38–40.

II. RESULTS

In this section we highlight the unique features of direct
sampling through the ability to unveil new information
on magnetization dynamics in PHIP and related hyper-
polarization processes. A more general interpretation of
the capabilities follows in the Discussion (section III).

A. Observing Magnetogenesis during Adiabatic Eigenbasis
Transformations

As a first example, we illustrate direct magnetome-
try of hyperpolarized fumarate, a metabolically relevant
compound that is prepared by reaction of parahydro-
gen with an unsaturated precursor, acetylenedicarboxy-
late (Figure 2a). The hydrogenation product is initially
nonmagnetic due to the para spin state of the 1H pair,
but can be converted to net magnetization by adiabatic
cycling in sub-µT fields. Many variants of this proce-
dure exist17,18,30,31,41 – the one shown involves a sudden
switching of the background field down to a few nT and
then slowly increasing the field linearly up to 2 µT, pass-
ing through the avoided state crossing near 400 nT.

In the ideal adiabatic case, three of the molecule’s eight
nuclear-spin angular momentum states are involved. Ini-
tially, molecules are equally distributed within two of
the high-field eigenstates, |S0α⟩ and |S0β⟩, and the state
corresponds to 1H-only spin order. Here the first label
refers to the 1H singlet state |S0⟩ ≡ |0, 0⟩ with zero to-
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FIG. 2. Direct observation of magnetogenesis in nuclear-spin-hyperpolarized molecules. (a) Hyperpolarized fumarate is formed
by reducing [1–13C]-acetylenedicarboxylic acid with para-enriched H2, and a µT magnetic field sweep (either linear or constant
adiabaticity) is applied for scalar-to-vector order conversion. After magnetogenesis, the nuclear spin vector order may be
toggled up and down along the z axis by a series of π pulses, or excited with a pulse of tip angle θ ̸= π to produce oscillating
transverse magnetization. (b) A solenoid coil supplies the sweep field, and an alkali-vapor OPM (in the solenoid’s exterior rather
than interior field to maximize operating range) is used for detection. Both are located inside a multi-layer magnetic shield.
The OPM’s sensitive axis is tilted ∼30◦ away from the solenoid axis to be sensitive to both longitudinal (z) and transverse
(x and y) fields produced by the sample. (c) Typical OPM pickup signals during a 50 nT to 2 µT field sweep: (purple) stray
field of the solenoid field during the sweep; (red) stray field of hyperpolarized [1–13C]-fumarate (1mL, 60mM). Magnetization
toggling before and after the field sweep is performed using composite π-pulses (90X180Y90X) selective to 1H, and spaced
at 0.1 s intervals. After stopping at 6 s the magnetization persists as a stationary state in the solenoid field. The simplified
state energy diagrams show population exchange during the adiabatic sweep, leading to a magnetized state. To the right, the
[1–13C]-fumarate J-coupling parameters are shown. These were used, within the specified errors, for all subsequent simulations.

tal angular momentum and the second label refers to
the state of 13C, with total angular momentum ℏ/2 and
projection +ℏ/2 (|α⟩ ≡ |1/2, +1/2⟩) or −ℏ/2 (|β⟩ ≡
|1/2, −1/2⟩). Sweeping the magnetic field from 0 to 2 µT
causes population exchange between |S0α⟩ and the third
state |T+1β⟩ ≡ |ααβ⟩. |S0β⟩ is not mixed with other
states and retains its population throughout. The final
state is equal populations of |T+1β⟩ and |S0β⟩ which cor-
responds to equal 1H and 13C polarization, with different
sign. Hence, a single sweep leads to both 1H and 13C
magnetization, with relative amplitude (+γH):(−γC), or
approximately 4:−1.

Magnetometry and field cycling involves remarkably
simple hardware comprising the OPM, a solenoid coil,
a low-voltage programmable waveform generator and a
passive magnetic shield, (see Figure 2b and Methods sec-
tion). From a geometric standpoint, the solenoid coil is
highly accommodating towards integrating the OPM; in
an ideal scenario, the enclosed sample encounters a uni-
form magnetic field due to the solenoid, while the exter-
nal OPM experiences no field.42 Consequently, the im-
pact of the field cycle on the magnetometer’s dynamic

range is zero. Real-world conditions deviate only slightly
from this ideal; the stray field generated by the solenoid
is at least 500 times weaker than the internal field, so the
OPM response is linear across several tens of µT in terms
of the background field at the hyperpolarized sample.

To measure the field produced by the sample without
background field contributions or other slow drifts in the
OPM, the sign of the nuclear magnetization is repeat-
edly toggled via a series of high-fidelity 180◦ pulses (see
Figure 2c). When toggling is applied before the field cy-
cle, no change is seen in the overall signal – confirming
the initial hyperpolarized state is nonmagnetic. In con-
trast, after magnetization, a clear alternating pattern is
seen where the peak-to-peak amplitude (∼4 nT) equals
twice the field produced by the sample. The 13C polar-
ization for these experiments was measured separately in
a high-field NMR system to be approximately 40%. Spin-
selective toggle pulses allow magnetization from different
nuclei to be selected, such as in Figure 2c where the 180◦

pulses are selective to 1H. This reveals that the observed
magnetic field is weighted more towards the 1H magne-
tization – as expected from the ∼3.97× higher gyromag-
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netic ratio of 1H – even though the field sweep should
polarize 1H and 13C equally (but in opposite directions).
A small 13C magnetization is evident from the coherent
oscillations superposed upon the toggled 1H signal, at the
13C Larmor frequency 2 µT×γC = 2π × 21.5 Hz.

High-resolution magnetization tracking reveals promi-
nent features between 0 s to 2 s where during the lin-
ear ramp the magnetization rapidly increases around
the 400 nT anticrossing field. Here the spin eigenba-
sis changes most rapidly with respect to magnetic field,
with the exact shape of the profile depending on the
scalar (J) couplings between the spins. A shape differ-
ence is illustrated in Figure 3a between fumarate and
its cis isomer, maleate. The center field of the cross-
ing depends on the 1H-1H coupling JHH, and the state
energy difference at the center field mostly depends on
∆JCH = 2JCH − 3JCH,17 where the superscript denotes
the number of chemical bonds between nuclei. The large
oscillations in the cis isomer ([1-13C]-maleate) profile oc-
cur due to a larger value of ∆JCH. Values for JHH and
JCH are provided in Figure 2.

Direct magnetization tracking immediately reveals
that the speed of magnetogenesis in the linear-ramp
case is limited by adiabaticity requirements, particularly
around the level anticrossing region. Enhanced or ‘con-
stant adiabaticity’ ramp profiles can be calculated to pass
quickly through regions of the ramp where the eigenbasis
does not change with field, but slowly through the im-
portant anticrossing region43. The OPM signal recorded
during such a profile (see Figure 3a) shows a more uni-
form magnetization build-up rate compared to the linear
profile. The increased average speed also helps to reduce
relaxation losses, though these are not evident for fu-
marate because the ramp duration is much shorter than
the 1H magnetization decay time constant T1 ∼ 33 s, see
Figure 5.

For the constant-adiabaticity case, our approach re-
veals expected44 but previously unseen oscillations in the
magnetization build-up curve, which appear to have a
near-constant frequency across most of the sweep pro-
file. The slow ones indicate non-adiabatic behavior and
are known as “cycloid arcs” when the state of the 2-
level system is represented as a trajectory on a Bloch
sphere (see Figure 3d). Here, the cycloid arcs are mainly
due to small coherences between states |S0α⟩ and |T+1β⟩
that are introduced during the initial field switch to 0 µT.
The faster oscillations are quantum beats between states
of the system with equal z-projection angular momen-
tum (|S0α⟩ ↔ |T0α⟩ and |S0β⟩ ↔ |T0β⟩ ↔ |T−1α⟩) that
would not be present in the ideal polarization process.
These and other features are visible even at low concen-
trations of the hyperpolarized product, including natural
13C isotopic abundance, due to the low total noise (∼ 1
pTRMS, 0–100 Hz) of the OPM. The exact shape of the
peak/trough features can vary with physical conditions
such as pH and temperature, which can alter, e.g., the
asymmetry of the heteronuclear J-couplings. Real-time
observation can be used to understand these dependen-

cies, but also to minimize their nuisance effects: the mag-
netization process could be stopped at a beat’s peak, for
example, thus optimizing the polarization yield at any pH
and temperature. In complex, multi-spin systems, these
features could also be used to understand magnetogen-
esis behavior that simplistic but more intuitive models
(e.g., only involving a few spins) do not account for.

An alternative to the 0 to +2 µT field sweeps
for singlet-to-magnetization conversion are bipolar field
sweeps that pass through zero field17,18,41, e.g., −2 µT
to +2 µT. Magnetogenesis during a bipolar field sweep
is shown in Figure 3c. The net magnetization remains
close to zero until the system first passes through an an-
ticrossing field, then builds up in one direction, before
changing direction after subsequent anticrossing fields.
Simulations agree with these inflections of the magneti-
zation, but in the experimental data, additional peaks of
∼2 nT magnitude can be seen. The latter may be caused
by small (∼10 nT) transverse fields that diabatically ex-
cite |T+1⟩ ↔ |T0⟩ coherences when passing through the
zero field crossing; thus, providing for free further infor-
mation that would require a highly dedicated effort with
conventional NMR sampling.

B. Fidelity of Demagnetization and Remagnetization

The adiabatic magnetogenesis process is reversible,
meaning the sample can be reverted back to a nonmag-
netic state of singlet order by reversing the applied field
profile. The magnetization trajectories across multiple
magnetizing (0 → 2 µT) and demagnetizing (2 → 0 µT)
field-sweep cycles can be measured and features of the
curves analyzed to infer the fidelity of the process. For
instance, in the perfect adiabatic case: (1) at the end of
each field-sweep cycle the sample magnetization is zero;
(2) a consistent magnetization is sustained across multi-
ple cycles, limited only by the spin relaxation time con-
stant. In the fumarate system both of these features are
present, indicating only minor losses (see Figure 4, for
sweep times 0.5 s, 1 s and 2 s). Even after 6 to 8 cycles
the peak magnetic field exceeds half of the peak value
during the first cycle. This corresponds to a singlet-to-
singlet fidelity of roughly 0.9 per cycle, mostly dominated
by non-adiabatic losses in the short-sweep-duration case.
Long-term, high-resolution measurements such as these
can be extended for up to minutes at essentially no cost,
whereas for conventional pulse-acquire NMR approaches
this would be prohibitive.

C. Quantifying the Sample’s Internal Magnetic Field and
Backaction on Magnetogenesis

Nowadays, just as in the beginnings of pulsed NMR
where RF radiation-damping effects were being noticed
in concentrated liquids38,39, (e.g., water), practitioners
of hyperpolarization are quickly realizing the importance
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FIG. 3. Experimental (color) and simulated (gray) magnetic field profiles for different magnetogenesis cases. (a) OPM signals
detected during a linear 0-2µT field sweep for the trans and cis isomers of [1–13C]-butenedicarboxylate. The applied field
sweep is the same for both molecules, but vastly different magnetogenesis dynamics occur due to different J-couplings (trans
3JHH = 15.7Hz, 2JCH = 5.94Hz, 3JCH = 3.4Hz; cis 3JHH = 12.2Hz, 2JCH = 13.4Hz, 3JCH = 2.6Hz). The weaker maleate
(cis) signal arises from its lower concentration, due to the slower chemical reaction. (b) OPM signals detected during constant-
adiabaticity (CA) field sweeps of differing total duration. These profiles are smoother than for uniform field sweeps, although
additional low- and high-frequency oscillations are apparent; see panel (d). (c) OPM signals under a field inversion from −2 to
+2µT. Vastly different profiles from those in (a) and (b) are observed, with an initial negative magnetization build up followed
by a rapid inflection yielding positive magnetization. Simulations represent the total magnetization produced by the 3 spins,
vertically scaled to fit the experimental data; the same vertical scaling is applied to each set of panels in (b) and (c). In (a),
phenomenological relaxation is included in the simulated profiles, where T1 and T2 are given in the Supporting Information.
(d) 3D (Bloch sphere) representation of magnetogenesis trajectories for [1–13C]-fumarate during the 0 to +2µT sweeps. Spin
states |S0α⟩ and |T+1β⟩ as defined in the main text form a near-isolated two-level subspace that undergoes population inversion
during sweeps through the anticrossing field. Magnetization is proportional to the vertical distance from the north pole. CA
sweeps yield higher-fidelity inversion than the linear sweep, and the beat features are clearly visualized as “cycloid arcs”.

of a sample’s own magnetic moment or “distant dipo-
lar field” (DDF) that behaves as an additional tempo-
ral, spatially nonuniform and possible chaotic45 magnetic
field experienced by the spins. The DDF may interfere
with the magnetization process itself40 when compara-
ble in size to the applied magnetic fields. Evidence for
these effects can be observed for high (>100 mM) con-
centrations of the hyperpolarized [1–13C]-fumarate iso-
topolog as shown in Figure 4, which compares the mag-
netization trajectories between samples of different label-
ing (2%, 20% and 99% [1-13C]). For dilute samples (e.g.,
2% and 20% [1–13C]), the experimental data and simu-

lated trajectories agree well, but beyond this (e.g., 99%
[1–13C]), the number of magnetized molecules is suffi-
ciently high for dipolar-field effects to be non-negligible.
The build-up curves are noticeably smoother, with the
cycloid arc features being less pronounced. This is at-
tributed to destructive interference caused by the inho-
mogeneity of the DDF, and can be confirmed by com-
paring with numerically simulated profiles (inhomogene-
ity around 10%). This interference has been shown
in other work to strongly limit polarization in PHIP
experiments40, but could only be studied after – not dur-
ing – magnetogenesis. Direct tracking is advantageous
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FIG. 4. Reversibility of the magnetogenesis process. Magnetizing (0 to 2µT) and demagnetizing (2 to 0µT) sweeps are
performed repeatedly with a 100ms pause at 2µT with continuous detection throughout. Top: Applied magnetic field profiles
and a simulation of the total nuclear magnetization for [1–13C]-fumarate for three different sweep durations (0.5, 1, 2 s).
Bottom: Experimental data showing the magnetic field produced by samples of [1–13C]-fumarate subjected to the field sweeps,
at different levels of 13C isotopic enrichment (2, 20, 99%). Fitted exponential decay time constants for the simulated profiles
are between 16 and 22 s (See Supporting Information).

because it allows one to understand and quantify DDF
effects in real-time.

The absolute value of the sample-generated magnetic
field detected at the OPM is not trivial to interpret
quantitatively because it depends on the sample/detector
shape, geometry and standoff distance, among other vari-
ables. However, the OPM is capable of directly and
rapidly quantifying the DDF in situ by pulse-acquire de-
tection. This approach measures Larmor frequency shifts
immediately after the magnetizing field sweep by holding
the sample at a low field (e.g., 2 µT) and periodically ap-
plying small (∼10◦)-tip-angle pulses to rotate the magne-
tization into the x/y plane, as shown in Figure 5. The 1H
precession frequency peak in highly magnetized fumarate
(99% 13C) is initially shifted by +3 Hz, corresponding
to a +70 nT internal field experienced by the spins. A
smaller shift, scaled by the 1H/13C gyromagnetic ratios,
is also observed for the 13C in the same direction. Both
frequency shifts decay with a time constant of 30 - 33 s,
matching the 33 s T1 decay time constant of the DC mag-
netization (from the time-domain magnetometer signal).
Repeating this experiment at natural 13C isotopic abun-
dance (∼2% for fumarate due to symmetry) yields no
observable frequency shift, due to the significantly lower
overall magnetization.

If desired, other spectral features can be used to quan-
tify these high magnetization effects further. For in-
stance, in the small-tip-angle approximation, the rela-
tive intensities of J-coupling multiplet lines correspond
quantitatively to the relative population difference across
spin states in the high-field eigenbasis, and therefore the

absolute polarization of each spin.46

D. Observing Magnetogenesis during Chemical Exchange
at Fixed Field

We employed real-time OPM detection to observe
hyperpolarization of the clinical metabolite [1–13C]-
pyruvate, to illustrate that the method is close to ap-
plications in patient MRI4,21,47, as well as that the OPM
detection approach is applicable to different hyperpolar-
ization methods. In this case, the 1H and 13C spins are
polarized by catalytic exchange with parahydrogen, and
because the pyruvate molecule is not chemically modified
these can be depolarized and repolarized many times.
A simple version of the experiment (termed SABRE-
SHEATH48) takes place with a solution of pyruvate and
an iridium catalyst, through which parahydrogen is bub-
bled while being held in a sub-µT field49 adjacent to the
OPM (see Methods section).

Using the OPM to detect the longitudinal field com-
ponent, the 13C magnetization in [1-13C]-pyruvate can
be observed during continuous parahydrogen bubbling
by applying a short series of 180◦ toggling pulses and
measuring the peak-to-peak signal amplitude during the
inter-pulse windows as shown in Figure 6a. The figure-
of-merit signal in this case clearly indicates the sample
magnetization build-up and decay after the parahydro-
gen supply is turned on or off. This is a trivial exam-
ple for illustrative purposes. A clear future application
would be for maximizing the sample magnetization by
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FIG. 5. Time dependence of the 1H and 13C resonance frequencies in [1–13C]-fumarate after magnetization following a 0
to 2µT field inversion. Left: The pulse sequence employs short periods of magnetization toggling followed by a small-tip-
angle pulse (θ ∼10◦) to excite a free-precession NMR signals. Right: Fourier transforms of the individual signal transients
for 13C-enriched and natural-abundance [1–13C]-fumarate, showing the 13C and 1H signal regions separately at 13–29Hz and
78–93Hz. For natural-abundance [1–13C]-fumarate the signals are fixed over time at the predicted resonance frequencies, but
for the 13C-enriched sample the signals exhibit an exponentially decaying drift over time, arising from the sample’s internal
field. Colored signals are vertically scaled by a factor 0.01 relative to the gray signals.

implementing on-the-fly choice of an optimized magnetic
field sequence for hyperpolarization50, before the sample
is removed from the magnetic shield.

Polarization may again be probed in situ in a more con-
ventional style8,9,12,13,51 by interrupting the sub-µT-field
polarization process and carrying out a Fourier-transform
NMR experiment to quantify the amplitude of spin-
specific resonances. Spectra (see Figure 6b, recorded by
the OPM at a 4 µT solenoid field provide high-resolution
information on the heteronuclear-coupled spin states, re-
vealing in-phase and anti-phase spin multiplets around
the 13C and 1H Larmor frequencies, respectively.

For pyruvate we see the maximum 13C and 1H sig-
nal occurs at different fields. This results from the
unequal proximity (and therefore unequal spin-spin J -
couplings) between the 13C/1H spins and parahydrogen
when transiently bound together in the catalytic interme-
diate. The overall field dependence can be fit by summing
two Lorentzian curves with opposite amplitude, centered
at +1 and −1 times the center frequency shown12,19. It
is the tilt of the OPM sensitive axis that enables a choice
between these complementary approaches: the slower
Fourier-transform approach senses changes to individual
resonances through transverse magnetization detection,
while longitudinal detection enables real-time tracking.

III. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work we have combined easily accessible mag-
netic field manipulations with sub-pT magnetometry to

study nuclear-spin hyperpolarization with unprecedented
(real-time) resolution. This precision sampling approach
appeals to many application areas, such as understand-
ing the complex dynamics of magnetization, control-
ling and optimizing hyperpolarization in challenging or
weakly controlled environments in real time, and in
benchmarking quantum computations52. Existing low-
field polarizer instruments can easily be retrofitted with
these measurement capabilities given the simple hard-
ware needed, and, new implementations may be explored
such as magnetometry during hyperpolarization in mi-
crofluidic systems53. Real-time observation techniques
may also be applied without shielding, using alterna-
tive magnetometers (e.g., free-induction decay OPMs,
or giant-magnetoresistance sensors) that tolerate higher
magnetic fields.

In the specific case of para-hydrogen-induced hyper-
polarization, real-time detection unveils abundant infor-
mation that is inaccessible by conventional NMR. High-
resolution, single-shot measurements can report on the
differences between 1H and 13C state preparation under
both naive and optimized adiabatic conversion schemes,
and between different molecules, including subtle imper-
fections in experimental conditions. The advantage of
direct vs. indirect (post-hoc, point-by-point) sampling is
taken to an extreme when we study magnetogenesis re-
versibility. Here we see that magnetization profiles dur-
ing successive adiabatic field cycles are not constant.
Such profiles also reveal direct signatures of distant dipo-
lar fields (DDFs) that indicate – without perturbing the
system – when the sample enters the high-magnetization
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FIG. 6. Magnetometry during SABRE-SHEATH polarization. (a) An experiment to probe 13C magnetization accumulation
in 1mL, 60mM [1-13C]-pyruvate at 350 nT by employing brief intervals of 13C toggling at 4µT. Parahydrogen bubbling was
switched on and off to alternate between periods of polarization buildup and decay. Plot markers represent the average measured
magnetization during a toggling interval, and the raw magnetometer signal during the toggling interval is shown above (in red)
for selected data points. (b) Optimization of the SABRE-SHEATH field dependence for the polarization of both 1H and 13C
in [1-13C]-pyruvate. Parahydrogen was bubbled continuously, and the magnetic field was fixed for an 8 s polarization period at
the field B′ followed by NMR signal excitation and detection at 4µT. In the upper plots representative 13C and 1H spectra are
shown. In the lower plots, the integral of the absolute-mode NMR peaks in the specified frequency range is plotted against the
polarizing field B′. The solid curves are the best-fit sums of two Lorentzian curves with opposite amplitude, centered at +1
and −1 times the center frequency shown.

regime. In addition to this, the strengths of pulse-acquire
NMR are not sacrificed: the OPM is capable of quanti-
fying the DDF magnitude by measuring frequencies of
off-axis magnetization precession. Finally, we observe
in real-time chemical-exchange hyperpolarization in [1–
13C]-pyruvate, a widely used tracer in preclincal and clin-
ical MRI studies of metabolic disease.

We expect that the information provided by real-time
observation techniques can facilitate new attempts to po-
larize specific molecules. A candidate with high potential
as a multi-pathway reporter of metabolic disease by MRI
is 13C-labeled glucose54. Unlike pyruvate, this is signif-
icantly far from preclinical and clinical applications, in
part due to the large number of spins that result in com-
plex conditions for efficient hyperpolarization.

The magnetization tracking methods demonstrated
here could also readily be extended from liquids, as
shown, to hyperpolarized solids55,56 and to materi-
als undergoing phase changes, such as melting or
precipitation57. These are of interest because T1 life-
times in solids can be much longer, offering a haven for
hyperpolarized magnetization storage. The sensitivity
of the approach to molecular J-couplings, illustrated in
Figure 3, also opens the way to passive real-time tracking
of chemical dynamics, including reactions and molecular
conformational changes.

Besides use as a general method to study, machine-
learn or optimize hyperpolarization, we expect the infor-
mation provided by our approach to stimulate new ways
to exploit hyperpolarized substances as sensors. For in-
stance, the reversible field-sweeping experiment of Fig-

ure 4 shows [1–13C]-fumarate is a source of strong 1H/13C
magnetization that can be switched on and off repeatedly.
We speculate that this system could offer new opportuni-
ties for co-magnetometry, or be envisioned as a togglable
polarized-nuclear target that is also lightweight and mo-
bile enough to be used where current technologies do not
reach, e.g., in space.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The work described is funded by: the Spanish
Ministry of Science MCIN with funding from Eu-
ropean Union NextGenerationEU (PRTR-C17.I1) and
by Generalitat de Catalunya “Severo Ochoa” Cen-
ter of Excellence CEX2019-000910-S; the Spanish Min-
istry of Science projects SAPONARIA (PID2021-
123813NB-I00), MARICHAS (PID2021-126059OA-I00),
SEE-13-MRI (CPP2022-009771) plus RYC2020-029099-
I and RYC2022-035450-I, funded by MCIN/AEI
/10.13039/501100011033; Generalitat de Catalunya
through the CERCA program; Agència de Gestió d’Ajuts
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IV. METHODS

A. Parahydrogen-induced polarization

Hydrogen gas (H2) was prepared at >99% para-
enrichment using a commercial generator (ARS Cryo)
operating at 30 K by flowing the gas over a hydrated iron
(III) oxide catalyst (Merck KGaA, CAS 20344-49-4). The
gas was stored at 10 bar in an aluminium cylinder and
used throughout the day for experiments.

PHIP polarization of [1–13C]-fumarate and [1–13C]-maleate

To produce hyperpolarize [1–13C]-fumarate, the pre-
cursor solution for all experiments was 125 mM [1–
13C]-acetylenedicarboxylic acid disodium salt (Merck),
125 mM sodium sulfite, and 3.5 mM ruthenium catalyst
(pentamethyl cyclopentadienyl tris(acetonitrile) ruthe-
nium(II) hexafluorophosphate) (Merck, CAS 99604-67-
8) in ∼99% D2O, at pH 10-11. For each measurement,
600 µL of the solution was loaded by pipette into a 5 mm
screw-top NMR tube, and the tube was sealed. The
screw top had two 1/16” (o.d.) PTFE capillaries passing
through, acting as an inlet and an outlet for the hydrogen
gas. The tube was pressurized to 5 bar with parahydro-
gen, and its lower end placed into a mineral oil bath for
the solution to warm (100 ◦C, 10 s). While still in the hot
bath, parahydrogen was flowed through the tubes and
bubbled through the solution (5 bar for 60 s). In most
cases, the solution turned a pink/red color, indicating
the reaction was near completion. The tube was depres-
surized, opened, and the solution was extracted through
a plastic capillary into a 1 mL syringe. The solution was
then injected through a capillary tube into a 2 mL, 8-
425 vial (Merck) located inside the shielded apparatus of
Figure 2b; the approximate delay between the end of the
reaction and the start of field sweeps was 30 s.

To produce hyperpolarize [1–13C]-maleate, a sim-
ilar procedure was used. The precursor solution
was 125 mM [1–13C]-acetylene dicarboxylic acid and
5 mM rhodium catalyst ([1,4-bis(diphenylphosphino) bu-
tane] (1,5-cyclooctadiene) rhodium(I) tetrafluoroborate)
(Merck, CAS 79255-71-3) in acetone-d6. 600 µL of this
solution was loaded into a 5 mm screw-top NMR tube,
and the same bubbling system was used for the reaction.
Instead of using an oil bath, the tube was pressurized
to 5 bar and then heated for 10 s with a heat gun until
the solvent was boiling. Parahydrogen was then flowed
through the sample for 45 s under continual heating. Af-
ter the reaction, the tube was cooled in water (<2 s) and
then depressurized and opened to extract the sample in
the same manner as for fumarate. The sample was also
injected into the magnetometer apparatus as described
before.

B. SABRE-SHEATH polarization of [1–13C]-pyruvate

To hyperpolarize [1–13C]-pyruvate using SABRE-
SHEATH, a solution of 60 mM [1–13C] sodium pyruvate
(Merck, CAS 87976-71-4), 6 mM IrIMes(COD)Cl and
40 mM dimethyl sulfoxide-d6 in methanol-d4 was pre-
pared. 1 mL of this sample was loaded into a 2 mL sam-
ple vial, the vial was sealed with a screw cap, and then
placed into the shielded solenoid adjacent to the magne-
tometer. The sample vial cap featured a coaxial capil-
lary (1/16” O.D.) with an inner glass capillary (0.15 mm
o.d.) extending into the vial. These were used to bubble
parahydrogen through the sample at 5 bar. The catalyst
was activated by 10 mins of H2 bubbling and the sample
was cooled to approximately 10 ºC by flowing ice-water
around the sample vial. The sample was used under these
conditions for the reported experiments.

C. Field control

For magnetic field control and shielding, a multi-
layer MuMetal magnetic shield in a cylinder shape was
used (Twinleaf model MS-1F, dimensions 30 cm length
and 25 cm diameter). Inside the shield, a solenoid coil
(7.5 mT/A, 15 mm diameter) was positioned parallel to
the cylinder axis. Ramped magnetic fields were gener-
ated using a 12-bit digital-to-analog converter (DAC) in-
tegrated circuit (MCP4822, MicroChip Technology Inc.)
whose output was connected to the solenoid. The DAC
was digitally interfaced with a microcontroller, provided
as part of the “NMRduino” open-source magnetic reso-
nance platform58. The linear and constant-adiabaticity
ramp profiles each comprised 800 equally spaced voltage
points on a 1-µs-precise time base. Additional magnetic
coils located inside the shield were used to adjust the
background field at the magnetometer, with bias currents
zeroed before the experiments, controlled by a low-noise
controller (Twinleaf CSB-10).

D. Optical magnetometry

The OPM used for detection comprised a cube-shaped
alkali-metal vapor cell as its sensitive element (5 × 5 × 8
mm3), inside which 87Rb and N2 buffer gas was con-
tained and heated to 150 ◦C. A D1-resonant (795 nm),
circularly polarized light beam was passed through one
of the cube faces to optically pump the atomic spin po-
larization of the vapor. A second, off-resonance beam
was passed through one of the other faces, and out of
the opposing side, to probe the atomic polarization via
optical rotation.

The remaining cube face was placed against the exte-
rior of the solenoid coil, near to the NMR sample vial
contained within. A water cooling system was used to
maintain a solenoid and vial temperature below 30 ◦C (or
10 ◦C in the case of the [1–13C]-pyruvate experiments),
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which resulted in a standoff distance of 5-6 mm between
the vapor cell and the vial. Further details of the mag-
netometer can be found in past work26.

E. Data acquisition and processing

The rotation angle of the OPM probe beam was de-
tected at a balanced polarimeter (Thorlabs PDB210A),
which produced a differential output voltage linearly pro-
portional to the z- and x-axis magnetic field amplitude,
as illustrated in Figure 2b. The voltage was digitized
by a second “NMRduino”58 device (16 bit, ∼150 µV/bit,
1–5 kHz sampling rate) for a few seconds to minutes,
depending on the experiment. The signal was streamed
to a computer via USB and displayed on-screen in real
time after digital low-pass filtering. The raw signal data
were also stored in a file on the computer for future re-
trieval, processing and plotting. Data processing opera-
tions to generate the plots shown in Figure 2–Figure 6 in-
volved simple operations in Mathematica (Wolfram Inc.)
including: (i) low-pass Hamming or moving-average fil-
ters to suppress 50 Hz mains-electricity noise, which was
the dominant noise source of the magnetometer, and (ii)
Fourier transformation, as in Figure 5. A record of these
operations is contained in the Supporting Information.

F. Simulations

All simulations were carried out using the SpinDynam-
ica packages for Mathematica.59 All simulations involved

three spins, two protons and a carbon-13, and the inter-
actions considered were the Zeeman interaction between
the spins, the applied magnetic fields (in x, y, or z) and
the spin-spin J-couplings (untruncated couplings in all
cases). Chemical shifts were omitted because at such low
fields these terms are negligible. Relaxation was included
phenomenologically for the simulations in Figure 2c and
Figure 4, as a constant rate of signal decay over time,
independent of field or the type of spin order.

The density operator of the fumarate/maleate systems
immediately after the PHIP process was assumed to be
pure nuclear-spin singlet order (of the two protons I1 and
I2) secularized under the J-coupling Hamiltonian plus
a 50µT background field to approximate Earth’s field.
The J-couplings used for the simulations are shown in
Figure 2c, and these couplings were modified within the
given errors (50 mHz) for each simulation to fit to the
data. The field profiles that are plotted in Figure 2c,
Figure 3 and Figure 4 were obtained by propagating this
initial density operator under the applied field sweep(s),
and evaluating the projection of the sample’s magnetiza-
tion along a vector tilted 30º from the z axis towards the
y axis, at each time point. This is given by the observ-
able:

signal(t) ∝ cos(30◦)⟨Mz⟩(t) + sin(30◦)⟨My⟩(t), (1)
where the operator for the total magnetization along the
axis ξ = x, y, z is: Mξ = γII1ξ + γII2ξ + γSS3ξ. The
30º rotation corresponds to the magnetometer’s sensitive
axis.

A Mathematica notebook is included in the Support-
ing Information containing the raw simulation code with
comments.
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