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Abstract

Spin polarization in chiral molecules is a magnetic molecular response associated with electron

transport and enantioselective bond polarization that occurs even in the absence of an external

magnetic field. An unexpected finding by Santos and co-workers reported enantiospecific NMR

responses in solid-state cross-polarization (CP) experiments, suggesting a possible additional con-

tribution to the indirect nuclear spin-spin coupling in chiral molecules induced by bond polar-

ization in the presence of spin-orbit coupling. Herein we provide a theoretical treatment for this

phenomenon, presenting an effective spin-Hamiltonian for helical molecules like DNA and density

functional theory (DFT) results on amino acids that confirm the dependence of J-couplings on the

choice of enantiomer. The connection between nuclear spin dynamics and chirality could offer

insights for molecular sensing and quantum information sciences. These results establish NMR as

a potential tool for chiral discrimination without external agents.

Introduction

Chirality is a structural property integral to various chemical and biological processes. It plays a
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significant role in diverse research fields, including asymmetric synthesis and drug design. The in-

vestigation of electron transport, electron transfer, and photo-ionization in chiral molecules has led

to the discovery of the Chiral-Induced Spin Selectivity (CISS) effect. This discovery was made by

Naaman and colleagues in 1999 1. Electrons traversing chiral molecules experience a momentum-

dependent effective magnetic field due to spin-orbit coupling (SOC). This leads to spin selectivity

and polarization under conditions where time-reversal symmetry is not conserved. The CISS effect

not only provides new perspectives on electron transport but also actively modifies it by limiting

backscattering and altering electron flow rules. Different spin components have distinct transmis-

sion probabilities, resulting in unique distance and temperature dependencies. These dependencies

are governed by the interactions between electrons and phonons, as well as electron-electron inter-

actions. When chiral molecules interact with other structures, charge polarization occurs, resulting

in distinct spin orientations with respect to the electric and magnetic fields. The CISS effect pro-

vides insights into electron transfer in chiral molecules and has implications for chemical reactions

and biorecognition. It also emphasizes the spin-filtering capabilities of chiral structures, including

DNA and peptides; for additional information, see Ref. 2.

Cross polarization (CP), although seemingly unrelated, is a key technique in solid-state NMR used

primarily to enhance the signals of less abundant nuclei with low gyromagnetic ratios, such as

31P, 13C and 15N. Magnetization is transferred from more abundant nuclei like 1H using an RF

field. The Hartmann-Hahn condition enables this transfer to occur in the presence of pairwise

spin couplings. The primary mechanism involves nuclear magnetic dipole interactions, which are

not influenced by chirality. CP is sensitive to the distance between nuclei and the dynamics of

participating molecules or functional groups. It is thus valuable for identifying linked nuclei and
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observing molecular dynamics in solid structures. When augmented with techniques like magic-

angle spinning (MAS), CP’s sensitivity to molecular geometry and dynamics is enhanced.

Another avenue for nuclear spin-spin coupling leading to CP is indirect coupling via electrons 3.

Two notable papers by Santos and colleagues 4, 5 reported enantiospecific NMR responses in CP

MAS solid-state NMR experiments. While through-space dipolar coupling is likely the dominant

contribution to the transfer of polarization in their experiments, it does not explain enantioselec-

tivity in the measurement. While J couplings have been known to generate CP for quite some

time 3, these findings were unexpected, as there are no established links between nuclear mag-

netism and molecular chirality. The authors proposed a mechanism to explain these observations

in terms of the CISS effect giving rise to or influencing the indirect J-coupling. In this scenario,

bond polarization via a chiral center or a helical structure could lead to distinct contributions from

different enantiomers. Such a mechanism would create a unique magnetic environment for the nu-

clei participating in these CP experiments. Despite these considerations, the exact mechanism for

chirality-dependent indirect coupling remains unclear. These results generated controversy in the

literature 6. For example, particle size, sample preparation and impurity content have been argued

to contribute to the observed effect 6.

In this study, we investigate the coupling between nuclear spins and electronic states in chiral

molecules. We find that remote nuclear spins can couple effectively via conduction electrons,

thereby creating a mechanism for chirality-dependent indirect spin-spin coupling between nuclei.

A theoretical framework is introduced to assess the plausibility of potential spin-dependent mech-

anisms responsible for this effect and their role in probing enantioselectivity in CP. Our theoretical

analysis addresses the DNA helix. We also present a more quantitative analysis via DFT, which
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suggests an underlying mechanism for the experimental observations of Santos and colleagues on

amino acids 4, 5. These results help establish the plausibility of enantioselective bond polarization-

mediated indirect nuclear spin-spin couplings involving either a chiral center or a helical struc-

ture. This uniquely described mechanism bridges nuclear spins and the CISS effect, augmenting

our understanding of chiral molecular systems. The study thus contributes to our understanding

of chirality-induced phenomena, and to the possible development of applications in NMR-based

sensing and quantum information processing at the molecular level.

Results

NMR and Chirality. NMR, as described by D. Buckingham 7, is “blind” to chirality since none

of its standard parameters appear to be sensitive to it. Enantiomers display identical NMR spectra

in an achiral environment. Thus, differentiating enantiomers using standard NMR techniques in

the absence of a chiral resolvent or probe is challenging. We are aware of three methods to in-

directly detect chirality by NMR: (1) Chiral Derivatizing Agents (CDAs) 8, 9: These compounds

react with a chiral substrate to produce diastereomers, which have distinct NMR spectra. For exam-

ple, when a chiral alcohol reacts with a chiral derivatizing agent like Mosher’s acid, the resultant

diastereomeric esters can be distinguished by their NMR chemical shifts, revealing the absolute

configuration of the alcohol. (2) Chiral Solvents 9, 10: In these solvents, enantiomers present slight

differences in their NMR spectra due to unique interactions with the chiral environment. These

differences can help deduce enantiomeric excess and sometimes the absolute configuration. (3)

Chiral Lanthanide Shift Reagents 11–14: These metal complexes can cause shifts in the NMR spec-

tra of chiral compounds. Lanthanide ions, especially Eu, Yb, and Dy, have been used to distinguish

the NMR signals of enantiomers by forming diastereomeric complexes detectable due to their dif-
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fering chemical shifts. However, each of these methods has limitations. Mainly, they are indirect

molecular effects that rely on external agents. To determine chirality conclusively, complementary

analytical methods are often necessary. Alternatively, Buckingham, Harris, Jameson, and col-

leagues have proposed using electric fields for chiral discrimination 7, 15–19, though this remains to

be demonstrated in experiments.

Indirect NMR methods to distinguish enantiomers are less accessible and often more cumbersome

than non-NMR methods such as chiral chromatography, high-performance liquid chromatography,

gas chromatography, capillary electrophoresis, circular dichroism spectroscopy, optical rotatory

dispersion, X-ray crystallography or vibrational circular dichroism. The development of a method

to directly probe the chirality of a molecule using NMR, without the reliance on external agents or

indirect techniques, would be an important development in the fields of stereochemistry and analyt-

ical chemistry. Direct enantiomeric detection via NMR would uniquely combine non-destructive,

quantitative capabilities with reproducibility, while concurrently bypassing the need for reactive

chiral derivatizing agents, chiral solvents, and chromatography columns.

Cross-Polarization and Enantiospecificity. The experiments performed in Refs. 4, 5 demonstrated

the existence of an enantiospecific response in CP. This effect was also observed recently by Bryce

and co-workers 20, but the authors argued that experimental artifacts such as particle size could

contribute. Rossini and colleagues 6 suggested that impurities, crystallization, and particle size

effects likely contribute to the observation. Although such factors may influence the measure-

ments, the data presented in 6, 20 does not rule out the contribution from CISS. As to CP, it is the

bread-and-butter of solid-state NMR thanks to its ability to dramatically increase the sensitivity

of experiments involving nuclei in low concentrations. CP is a technique where magnetization is
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transferred from an abundant, high gamma nucleus (I1) to a low gamma, dilute nucleus (I2) that

is coupled to the I1 spin bath during a certain “contact” period 21–23. During the contact time, ra-

diofrequency (r.f.) fields for both I1 and I2 are turned on. Usually, the dominant magnetic coupling

between pairs of nuclei is due to the magnetic dipole interaction. In the simplest solid-state NMR

experiment, the enhanced magnetization of the dilute isotope is then detected while the abundant

protons, or any other reference nuclei, are decoupled. The maximum gain in sensitivity is equal to

the ratio of gyromagnetic ratios between the two nuclei (e.g., for 1H and 13C this ratio is approxi-

mately 4:1; a factor of 4 implies 16-fold SNR gains).

The method of using heteronuclear double resonance to transfer coherence between nuclei in a

two-spin system was introduced by Hartmann and Hahn 21–24 and has since become widely em-

ployed in solid-state NMR. It is possible to do highly selective recoupling among nuclei 25, 26.

Spectroscopists can also modulate the amplitude of spin-locking pulses to enhance CP dynamics,

perform Lee-Goldburg decoupling to reduce homonuclear proton couplings during spin-locking,

or apply multiple-quantum CP to half-integer quadrupole systems 27–29. CP is a highly useful ex-

periment that facilitates high-resolution NMR in the solid state encompassing key principles of

dipolar coupling (decoupling/recoupling) and MAS 30.
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Interaction Picture: Doubly Rotating Frame
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Figure 1: Indirect nuclear spin-spin (J) coupling enables cross-polarization in NMR. The CISS

effect gives rise to delocalized conduction bands. Delocalized electrons can in turn mediate in-

direct nuclear spin-spin couplings. (a) In the cross-polarization experiment of solid-state NMR

energy transfers between heteronuclei are forbidden in the lab frame. Application of a bichromatic

RF field oscillating at the resonance frequencies of both nuclei, enables energy transfer. At the

Hartmann-Hahn condition γI1B1,I1 = γI2B1,I2, resonant energy transfer will lead to transfer of

polarization from the cold to hot spin systems. (b) Indirect spin-spin coupling between two nuclei

is mediated by conduction electrons. (c) Model for DNA helix, helicoidal coordinates (a, b, φ) and

two nuclear spins I1, I2 and their corresponding positions φ1, φ2 along the helix. R is the distance

whereas ∆φ is the angle between consecutive nucleotides. a is the helix radius and b is its pitch.

The working principle of CP is illustrated in Fig. 1a. If two nuclear spins I1 and I2 with gyro-

magnetic ratios γI1 and γI2, respectively, are placed in an external magnetic field B0, they will be

able to absorb r.f. photons at frequencies γI1B0 and γI2B0, respectively, according to the Zeeman
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effect. They will not be able to exchange energy spontaneously, since the two frequencies γI1B0

and γI2B0 are different. If instead a bimodal oscillating r.f. field is applied at these two frequen-

cies, with amplitudes such that ωI1 = ωI2 (Hartmann-Hahn condition 24), where ωI1 = γI1B1,I1

and ωI2 = γI2B1,I2. In the “doubly rotating frame” generated by these frequencies both nuclear

spins I1 and I2 appear stationary. Photons can now be absorbed by either of these spins at the same

frequency ωI1 = ωI2, the condition for resonant energy transfer.

The CP experiment is often described using the concept of spin temperature 31–33. The abundant

spin system is prepared with an artificially low temperature. This is typically done by applying

a π/2-pulse on the abundant nuclei, followed by a spin-locking field 31. One then allows the

dilute system to come into thermal contact with the cold system of abundant spins. Contact is

typically established through the magnetic dipole-dipole interaction between nuclei. Heat flows

from the sparse spin system to the cold abundant spins, which produces a drop in temperature of

the sparse spins. Physically, we observe resonance energy transfer if the natural frequencies of

the two systems are close. This was Hahn’s ingenious concept 24. This experiment requires the

heat capacity of the abundant system to be larger than that of dilute spins. In the context of such

experiments, to say that the spin temperature has dropped is nearly equivalent to the statement that

population difference between the ground |g⟩ and excited |e⟩ states is increased, which leads to an

increased sensitivity of the NMR experiment.

In the references 4, 5 different efficiencies of CP were obtained depending on the choice of enan-

tiomer. The existence of an enantiospecific bilinear coupling (see Fig. 1b) of the form I1 · F · I2

was postulated in those papers, where the coupling tensor F depends on Rashba SOC, an inter-

action which is itself enantiospecific. Herein we argue that bond polarization and SOC provides
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a possible mechanism to mediate the interaction between two nuclear spins through the creation

of enantiospecific delocalized electron conduction bands which, in turn, enable these electrons to

couple to both nuclear spins simultaneously via magnetic dipole interaction.

Molecule / System Experiment δ (ppm) CT (ms) I(D)/I(L) Ref.

D vs L-aspartic acid 15N {1H} CP-MAS 0.14 2 1.95 4

D vs L-cysteine 15N {1H} CP-MAS 8.92 2 1.88 4

D vs L-phenylalanine 15N {1H} CP-MAS 3.1 0.5 1.3 4

D vs L-phenylglycine 15N {1H} CP-MAS 10.1; 1.7 1.5 1.05; 1.07 4

D vs L-threonine 15N {1H} CP-MAS -0.64 2 1.09 4

D vs L-tyrosine 15N {1H} CP-MAS 0.80 1.5 1.14 4

D vs L-serine 15N {1H} CP-MAS -3.01 2.0 1.05 4

D vs L-valine 15N {1H} CP-MAS -1.81 0.5 1.22 4

D vs L-TAR 13C {1H} DP-MAS 176; 171; 74; 72 0.5 0.943; 0.982; 0.971; 0.985 5

D vs L-TAR 13C {1H} CP-MAS 176; 171; 74; 72 0.5 1.15; 1.17; 1.19; 1.23 5

D vs L-1 13C {1H} DP-MAS 189-173; 80-69 0.5 1.06; 1.03 5

D vs L-1 13C {1H} CP-MAS 189-173; 80-69 0.5 1.28; 1.38 5

Table 1: Summary of solid-state NMR experimental results from Refs. 4 and 5 on CP of enan-

tiomers of several different molecular structures. DP-MAS: direct polarization MAS. Chemical

shift of the resonance (δ), contact time (CT), I(D)/I(L) intensity ratio. D- and L-TAR refers to or-

ganic ligands D- and L-tartaric acids. D- and L-1 refer to 3D metal-organic frameworks {[Y2(µ4-

L-TAR)2(µ-L-TAR)(H2O)2]·4H2O}n (L-1) and {[Y2(µ4-D-TAR)2(µ-D-TAR)(H2O)2]·4H2O}n (D-

1). (See Ref. 5 for details.) For CP-MAS the rule I(D)/I(L) > 1 is observed.

A summary of all known CP results on enantiomers published to date (see Refs. 4, 5) is shown in

Table 1. According to the traditional view, NMR parameters are not supposed to depend on the

handedness of enantiomers; and therefore, the ratio I(D)/I(L) should be 1. Instead, for all CP-

MAS results a clear trend I(D)/I(L) > 1 is observed indicating that the D enantiomer consistently

10



inherits more polarization compared to the L enantiomer. This goes against all known mechanisms

describing nuclear spin interactions in a diamagnetic molecule.

Santos and co-workers 4, 5 postulated the existence of an effective nuclear spin-spin interaction

mediated by SOC because the effective strength of the SOC interaction in molecules exhibiting

CISS is enantiospecific (Fig. 1b), leading to different transmission probabilities for the two values

of electronic spin. However, the precise mechanism remains elusive, as SOC itself does not couple

directly to nuclear spins, as far as fundamental interactions are concerned. SOC only directly

affects the electronic wavefunction. We must then turn our attention to the nature of effective

interactions affecting these nuclear spins. The hyperfine interaction defines the manner in which

nuclear spins couple to electron spins. From this emerges a possible mechanism. The electron-

nuclear hyperfine interaction is made up of three contributions: Fermi contact, electron-nuclear

dipole interaction, and nuclear spin-electron orbital angular momentum. The first two interactions

provide a possible mechanism for spin-spin coupling, albeit indirectly. Indirect couplings in NMR,

also known as J couplings, were discovered independently by Hahn and Maxwell 34 as well as

McCall, Slichter and Gutowski 35. While initially discovered in liquids, Slichter 36 has presented

a theory for the solid state. For 3D Bloch wavefunctions in a solid the case of the Fermi contact

interaction is discussed in Ref. 36 whereas the case of the dipole-dipole interaction is discussed in

Bloembergen and Rowland 37. These theories, however, do not incorporate in any way the effects

of chirality. We propose instead to investigate the following two pathways:

nuclear spin 1
dipole-dipole←−−−−−→

(wavefunction is enantiospecific)
conduction electron spins

dipole-dipole←−−−−−→ nuclear spin 2
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and

nuclear spin 1 Fermi contact←−−−−−→
(wavefunction is enantiospecific)

conduction electron spins Fermi contact←−−−−−→ nuclear spin 2.

A classic example of chiral molecule is the DNA helix. DNA is also amenable to simple model-

ing. The hypothetical case of indirect coupling of nuclear spins I1 and I2 in a DNA molecule is

illustrated in Fig. 1c.
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Figure 2: Plots of indirect nuclear spin-spin coupling tensor component Fzz as a function of the

position of nucleus 1 and 2 along the DNA chain (φ1, φ2 ∈ [0, 2π], with 0 indicating the start and

2π the end of the helix). Multiplication by 0.01 gives the coupling strength in Hz. (a) Contribution

from the magnetic dipole interaction. Peak coupling strengths attain 100 kHz (white regions, right

panel). (b) Contribution from the Fermi contact interaction (values should be multiplied by 0.01 to

get units of Hz).

The key observation in the present work is that the electronic wavefunction in CISS differs from
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normal 3D Bloch wavefunctions (e.g., 36) in that it is enantiospecific 38, 39. Enantiospecificity is

related to the SOC interaction and helicity, which takes into account the direction of electron prop-

agation. Another difference is the 1D nature of helical molecules, giving rise to 1D wavefunctions

in a band structure model 38, 39. The physics of one-dimensional systems involves unique mathe-

matical considerations. In Supplementary Text S1 we present a detailed theoretical treatment of

the indirect coupling between pairs of nuclear spins in a helical molecule based on spin-dependent

mechanisms (electron-nuclear dipole-dipole, Fermi contact). The main result is that both interac-

tions are sufficiently strong to cause observable CP. The electron-nuclear dipolar contribution to

the effective coupling tensor (derived in Supplementary Text S1) depends on chirality. Amplitude

estimates are shown in Fig. 2a, where coupling strengths between pairs of nuclear spins (assumed

to be protons for simplicity) can reach amplitudes that generate observing measurable effects by

CP 3 for specific positions of the nuclear spins. The coupling strength depends on the position (φ1,

φ2) of the nuclear spins along the helix. We remark that this calculation should not be considered

quantitative due to the one-dimensional nature of the problem, which leads to the emergence of

divergences. This calculation should instead serve to establish the plausibility of the mechanism.

As to the Fermi contact interaction, it is generally weaker than dipole-dipole (see Fig. 2b), yet

sufficiently strong to produce measurable effects 3. Weak Fermi contact interactions are gener-

ally due to low overlap of the electronic wavefunction at the site of the nuclei, possibly due to a

stronger contribution from p-wave character of the wavefunction 38, 39 than s-wave 36. However,

as explained in SI for the case of high-field NMR the Fermi contact tensor is not enantioselective.

The dipole-dipole term, on the other hand, is. This analysis applies to the DNA toy model only.

The situation could be different for real chiral molecules and an independent analysis is warranted

on a case-by-case basis.
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We sketch the main steps of the derivation presented in SI. An effective Hamiltonian is derived

using second-order perturbation theory:

Heff =

(
2µ0

3

)2

γ2Iγ
2
Sℏ4

∑
j

I1 ·
⟨0|
∑

l Slδ
(3)(rl −R1)|j⟩ ⟨j|

∑
l Slδ

(3)(rl −R2)|0⟩
E0 − Ej

· I2 + c.c.︸ ︷︷ ︸
HFC

eff

.

+
(µ0

4π

)2
γ2Iγ

2
Sℏ4 p.v.

∑
α,α′

∑
β,β′

∑
j

Iα1
⟨0|
∑

l
δαβ−3ˆ̃r1l,α ˆ̃r1l,β

|R1−rl|3
Sβ
l |j⟩ ⟨j|

∑
l

δα′β′−3ˆ̃r2l,α′ ˆ̃r2l,β′

|R2−rl|3
Sβ′

l |0⟩
E0 − Ej

Iα
′

2 + c.c.︸ ︷︷ ︸
HDD

eff

(1)

The term on the first line describes the effects of the Fermi contact interaction (HFC
eff ) whereas

term on the second line, the effects of the dipole-dipole interaction (HDD
eff ). The Varela spinors

38, 39, which were recently obtained by solving a minimal tight-binding model constructed from

valence s and p orbitals of carbon atoms, describe the molecular orbitals of helical electrons in

DNA molecules. These spinors can be used to compute the summations by considering them as

the electronic states |j⟩:

ψν,ζ
n,s =

FAe
−iφ/2

ζF ∗
Be

iφ/2

 eiνñφ, FA =

√
s

2
(seiθ/2 + e−iθ/2), FB =

√
s

2
(se−iθ/2 − eiθ/2),

where ñ is analogous to a wavenumber, φ is the angular coordinate along the helix, θ depends

on SOC and is the tilt of the spinor relative to the z axis, s = ±1 is the electron spin orientation

and ζ = ±1 labels the enantiomer. By keeping track of ζ we can determine which contribution(s)

depend on enantiomer. This leads to the result

HDD
eff =

(µ0

4π

)2
γ2Iγ

2
S

∑
n,n′

∑
α,β

∑
α′,β′

Iα1
Mαβ

1,β(ñ
′, ñ)Mα′β′

2,β′ (ñ, ñ′)

|T |(n′ − n)
Iα

′

2 f(ñ)[1− f(ñ′)] + c.c. (2)
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where µ0, γI , γS, |T | are constants, f(ñ) is a Fermi function, Iα1 are nuclear-spin operators (see

SI) and explicit expressions for the matrices Mαβ
1,β(ñ

′, ñ)’s are given in Supplementary (SI) section,

equations 5, 6 and 7.

This expression for the indirect coupling is enantiospecific. The effective Hamiltonian contains a

product Mαβ
1,β(ñ

′, ñ)Mα′β′

2,β′ (ñ, ñ′). Explicitly, this term is:

∑
β,β′

Mαβ
1,β(ñ

′, ñ)Mα′β′

2,β′ (ñ, ñ
′) =

[
Mα,1

1,x (ñ
′, ñ) +Mα,2

1,y (ñ
′, ñ) +Mα,3

1,z (ñ
′, ñ)

]
×
[
Mα′,1

2,x (ñ, ñ′) +Mα′,2
2,y (ñ, ñ′) +Mα′,3

2,z (ñ, ñ′)
]
. (3)

While Mi,z is independent of ζ , both Mi,x and Mi,y depend linearly on ζ (see equations 2-4 in SI).

The term Mα,3
1,z (ñ

′, ñ)Mα′,3
2,z (ñ, ñ′) does not depend on ζ , since neither factor depend on ζ . Neither

do Mα,1
1,x (ñ

′, ñ)Mα′,1
2,x (ñ, ñ′) and Mα,2

1,y (ñ
′, ñ)Mα′,2

2,y (ñ, ñ′) since ζ2 = 1. On the other hand, terms

such as M1,zM2,x depend linearly on ζ . The effect of enantiomer handedness is to flip the sign of

this term, leading to a change in the magnitude of the indirect coupling mediated by dipole-dipole

interaction. As explained in SI (and as seen in Fig. 2a) the magnitude of this term depends on the

exact relative positions of the two nuclei of interest along the helix.

As mentioned earlier, the spin-dependent coupling mechanism could be different for real chiral

molecules. For the amino acids in Table 1, analytical expressions for the spinors of electronic

states, which are essential for the computation of J couplings, are not available to us. We can

instead use DFT calculations. In Figure 3 we present calculations of J couplings between 1H

and 13C nuclei for the two (D, L) enantiomers of alanine. As seen in the bar plot of Figure 3a,

significant relative differences in the J couplings between enantiomers can be observed. In SI we

include DFT results for the remaining amino acids: phenylalanine, arginine, aspartic acid, cysteine,
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glutamic acid, glutamine, glyceraldehyde (non-amino acid), methionine, serine, threonine, tyrosine

and valine. There, we find that J coupling values depend on the choice of enantiomer for all the

molecules.

a)

[J(L)-J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2

b)

alanine

Figure 3: Differences in NMR J couplings between (D,L) enantiomers can be quantified using the

J coupling stereochemical deviation, [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2. Nonzero values of this rela-

tive difference constitute evidence of chiral selectivity of the scalar coupling. J couplings between

1H and 13C nuclei were computed by DFT using ORCA for the amino acids: alanine, arginine,

aspartic acid, cysteine, glutamic acid, glutamine, glyceraldehyde, methionine, phenylalanine, ser-

ine, threonine, tyrosine and valine (see SI for results). The case of alanine is shown here: (a) J

coupling stereochemical deviation (b) labeling of atoms in alanine.

Discussion

We propose a unique CISS-dependent contribution to the conventional indirect nuclear spin-spin
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coupling mechanism in chiral molecules based on a network of electron-nuclear spin-dependent

interactions and enantioselective bond polarization. This finding suggests that NMR-based tech-

niques could be capable of chiral discrimination. The dominant contribution to CP NMR experi-

ments in such cases is, of course, likely due to standard dipole-dipole and non-chiral J couplings.

However, our results show that an additive chiral contribution to J could provide observable enan-

tiospecific effects on top of existing conventional mechanisms contributing to CP. For the DNA toy

model, the electron-nuclear dipole interaction exhibits dependence on the choice of enantiomer,

whereas the Fermi contact interaction does not. However, for real molecules, this mechanism may

not always be the same; in which case, DFT calculations provide a more quantitative framework

for the analysis of such contributions. Our work may provide a theoretical foundation for experi-

ments that probe chirality by NMR, establishing the first link between the CISS effect and nuclear

spins. The CISS effect gives rise to electronic wavefunctions that are enantiospecific owing to the

effective SOC interaction, manifesting itself in the Rashba form, in the presence of a chiral struc-

ture. The effective nuclear spin-spin interaction consists of a nuclear spin coupled to delocalized

conduction-band electrons, which in turn couple to another nuclear spin. When averaging this

effective interaction over electronic degrees of freedom, we obtain a coupling tensor with compo-

nents that are enantiospecific. We note that the idea of using NMR to probe chirality is not new.

Theoretical studies by Buckingham and co-workers have proposed the use of electric fields (exter-

nal, internal) for chiral discrimination by NMR 7, 15–18. A paper by Harris and Jameson 19 explains

that the spin-spin (J) coupling has a chiral component: E = JI1 ·I2+JchiralE·I1×I2, where Jchiral

is a pseudoscalar that changes sign with chirality and E is an electric field. Different symmetry

considerations are involved here, as we do not form a scalar interaction from the three vectors E,

B (magnetic field) and a single spin I. Instead, we have a tensorial interaction originating from an
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effective magnetic coupling between two spins I1 and I2 where the effective scalar Hamiltonian

involves a rank-2 tensor F, that arises from the averaging of the electron spin-nuclear spin dipolar

couplings over the electronic spinor wavefunction. The effective tensor interaction I1 · F · I2 can

be decomposed as the sum of three energies, F I1 · I2 + 1
2

∑
ij Fij(I

i
1I

j
2 + Ij1I

i
2) + f · (I1× I2), also

known in the field of magnetism as the isotropic exchange, symmetric and antisymmetric parts of

the anisotropic exchange, respectively. According to the discussion in Supplementary Text S1 (see

section “Enantiospecific NMR Response”), all three coefficients F , Fij and f are enantiospecific

for the DNA toy model. This is in contrast with the symmetry of the conventional J coupling

tensor in NMR. For real molecules, this situation could be different from the helical structure toy

model.

These results have at least four potential implications: 1) They establish NMR as a tool for probing

chirality, at least as far as CP experiments are concerned, these two parameters could form building

blocks of analytical pulse sequences that sense chirality. In terms of spectroscopy, solid powders

have wide anisotropic lines making it difficult or impossible to observe splittings of resonances.

Thus, chirality effects may be difficult to observe as coherent effects in standard NMR spectra.

On the other hand, a wide range of specialized solid-state NMR experiments were developed by

Emsley and co-workers for spectral editing or to probe fine structure in powder spectra 40–46. These

advanced spin control methods are building blocks that could be adapted for chiral discrimination

purposes. 2) This establishes chiral molecules as potential components of quantum information

systems through their ability to couple distant nuclear-spin qubits. 3) Our theory, while applied to

nuclear spins, could also be extended to localized electronic spins, such as those found in transi-

tion metal ions, rare-earth ions and molecular magnets. The spin-dependent interaction mechanism
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still holds, and its strength would be 6 orders of magnitude larger due to the higher moment of the

Bohr magneton compared to the nuclear magneton. 4) Control of electronic spins could lead to

control of nuclear spin states and vice-versa. It was remarked in a recent paper by Paltiel and

co-workers 47 that the control of nuclear spins may lead to control of chemical reactions, which

would be remarkable. Control of electronic spins, of course, would generally not be possible if

relaxation times were exceedingly short. But in the context of CISS, the electron spin is locked

to its momentum, giving rise to new possibilities for quantum logic. For this example, the role of

CISS is to create spin-polarized electronic conduction channels that can lead to indirect nuclear

spin-spin coupling and associated benefits such as transport of quantum information. Finally, we

note that the application of an electric field for chiral discrimination, as was previously suggested

7, 15–18, is not needed here, as the CISS effect alone generates an observable response. In particular,

an applied current is not required because of a nonzero quantum mechanical probability current

(see Supplementary Text S1, Section “Is an Applied Current Needed to Drive this Effective In-

teraction?”). As pointed out by Rossini and co-workers 6 impurities or crystallite size differences

could potentially affect the CP process if they give rise to differences in spin-lattice relaxation.

Such differences can be minimized by further purification and recrystallization. Independently

from this, however, spin-lattice relaxation rates during the cross-polarization transfer step depend

on the choice of enantiomer (ζ). This is because spin-lattice relaxation can be modulated by the

scalar coupling (see Supplementary Text S2), which itself depends on ζ . In other words, our anal-

ysis suggests that both T1 and spin-spin couplings are intrinsically connected through the choice

of enantiomer.

Finally, a word about potential applications. Chirality is a fundamental determinant of molecu-
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lar behavior and interaction, notably in biological systems where it influences the specificity of

biochemical reactions. Current enantiomeric differentiation techniques, which often necessitate

chiral modifiers, can interfere with the native state of biological samples, thus obscuring intrinsic

molecular dynamics. The advancement of a non-perturbative method, as described in this work,

utilizing the CISS effect for direct chiral recognition, may represent an important leap forward.

This approach would not only preserve the pristine condition of the sample but also offer insights

into the chiral-driven phenomena at the molecular level. For example, this method could enhance

our understanding of enzyme-catalyzed reactions and protein-ligand interactions, elucidating the

role of chirality in fundamental biological processes and potentially advancing the design of more

selective pharmaceuticals. Such experiments are crucial for investigating the core aspects of CISS

as they bypass the effects of molecule-substrate couplings, instead directly probing the interactions

among nuclei within chiral molecules through the electronic response governed by CISS princi-

ples.

Methods

The theoretical investigations into the NMR J couplings chiral amino acids as well as glyceralde-

hyde were conducted utilizing DFT as implemented in the ORCA quantum chemistry package 48

that includes routines for computing NMR parameters based on Ref. 49. The amino acids se-

lected for this study were optimized at the B3LYP exchange-correlation 50 functional with the

split-valence Pople basis set, 6-31G(d,p) 51 to ensure accurate geometries. Following geometry

optimization, the NMR J couplings were calculated using the Gauge-Including Atomic Orbital

(GIAO) method combined with the BP86 functional and TZVP basis set 52. BP86, a widely uti-

lized Generalized Gradient Approximation (GGA) functional, combines the Becke 1988 exchange
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functional with the triple zeta valence polarization basis set. To account for solvent effects, the ge-

ometry optimization and NMR calculations were performed using the Conductor-like Polarizable

Continuum Model (CPCM) with water as the solvent. This inclusion aims to more closely simulate

the natural aqueous environment of molecules by modeling the solvent as a dielectric polarizable

continuum medium.
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Text S1. Theory of Indirect Coupling in DNA Single Helix Model

Our theoretical model to derive the effective Hamiltonian is based on second-order perturbation

theory. Effective Hamiltonians can be obtained by partitioning the Hamiltonian matrix into low

energy (0) and high-energy blocks (1):

H =

H00 T01

T10 H11

 .
To this matrix corresponds a resolvent (Green’s function):

G(ϵ) =
1

ϵ−H
=

ϵ−H00 T01

T10 ϵ−H11


−1

.

Inversion of the block 2×2 matrix gives:

G00(ϵ) =
(
ϵ−H00 − T01(ϵ−H11)

−1T10
)−1

,

which has the form of a resolvent with effective Hamiltonian:

G(ϵ) =
1

ϵ−Heff

, Heff = H00 + T01(ϵ−H11)
−1T10.

BecauseHeff itself depends on the unknown energy ϵ, the Schrödinger equation is then solved self-

consistently. This method was introduced by Löwdin 53 and is nowadays known as downfolding.

If instead we replace the (unknown) energy ϵ by a known energy of the low-energy states, ϵ0:

≈ H00 + T01(ϵ0 −H11)
−1T10,

taking the matrix element yields the familiar expression for second-order perturbation theory:

E0 = ϵ0 +
∑
j,j′

⟨0|T01|j⟩ ⟨j|(ϵ0 −H11)
−1|j′⟩ ⟨j′|T10|0⟩ = ϵ0 +

∑
j

| ⟨0|V̂ |j⟩ |2

ϵ0 − ϵj
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where V̂ ≡ T01, T
†
10 = T01 andH11 is assumed diagonalized by the unperturbed basis {|j⟩}. A ped-

agogical description of the perturbation theory approach to deriving effective spin-Hamiltonians

can be found in chapter 4 of Slichter 36. Electronic wavefunctions, which encode chirality, were

obtained from the following papers by Varela and co-workers 38, 39. In the work of Santos and

San Sebastian 4, 5 a mechanism for indirect nuclear spin-spin coupling was proposed based on

spin-orbit coupling (SOC). SOC is indeed expected to play a crucial role. The exact mechanism

for the indirect coupling, however, remains unclear. In our calculation and proposed mechanism,

SOC enters through the use of the Varela wavefunctions 38, 39 as part of the perturbation theoretic

calculation. We find that the magnetic interaction that can explain the existence of the effective

spin-Hamiltonian is dipolar in nature. Nuclear spin 1 couples magnetically to delocalized conduc-

tion band elections, which then couple magnetically to nuclear spin 2.

* CISS & Indirect Spin-Spin Coupling

The magnetic dipole interaction between two spins I1 and I2 is of the form of a scalar product of

irreducible rank-2 tensors, [I1 ⊗ I2]
(2) and [∇⊗∇](2) 1

r
:

H = −3
√
5
µ0

4π
ℏ2γIγS

[
[I1 ⊗ I2]

(2) ⊗ [∇⊗∇](2)(1/r)
](0)
0

where [A ⊗ B](0)0 denotes the scalar tensor product of two irreducible tensors A and B, with the

convention that all vectors are expressed as rank-1 spherical tensors, i.e. for r = (x, y, z) we have

r(1),±1 = ∓(1/
√
2)(x ± iy), r(1)0 = z. The irreducible components of the product of two tensors

T(k1) and T(k2) are obtained as the linear combinations:

[
T(k1) ⊗ T(k2)

](k3)
κ3

=
∑
κ1,κ2

(k1κ1k2κ2|k1k2k3κ3)T(k1),κ1T(k2),κ2 ,

where (k1κ1k2κ2|k1k2k3κ3) are Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. This formula can be used to describe
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any number of pairwise magnetic interactions, whose contributions to the energy are additive,

provided that extra care is taken at the point r = 0, by adding a Dirac delta function. The latter is a

result from distribution theory (see below). Two localized spins I1 and I2 centered at R1 and R2,

respectively, interact with a set of electron spins {Sl} each centered at {rl} according to the sum

of Fermi contact and dipole-dipole interactions (energy units):

H({Ri}, {rl}) =
µ0

4π
ℏ2
[
8π

3
γIγSI1 ·

∑
l

Slδ
(3)(R1 − rl) +

8π

3
γIγSI2 ·

∑
l

Slδ
(3)(R2 − rl)︸ ︷︷ ︸

Fermi contact,HFc ({Ri},{rl})

+ γIγS p.v.
∑
l

δαβ − 3ˆ̃r1l,α ˆ̃r1l,β
|R1 − rl|3

Iα1 S
β
l + γIγS p.v.

∑
l

δαβ − 3ˆ̃r2l,α ˆ̃r2l,β
|R2 − rl|3

Iα2 S
β
l︸ ︷︷ ︸

dipole-dipole,HDD({Ri},{rl})

]

where p.v. denotes Cauchy principal value, and the component of unit vector ˆ̃ril,α are:

ˆ̃ril,α =
Ri,α − rl,α
Ri − rl

.

Since I1 and I2 are assumed to be localized spins, R1 and R2 are treated as fixed parameters.

An effective Hamiltonian can be obtained through second-order perturbation theory:

Heff =

(
2µ0

3

)2

γ2Iγ
2
Sℏ4

∑
j

I1 ·
⟨0|
∑

l Slδ
(3)(rl −R1)|j⟩ ⟨j|

∑
l Slδ

(3)(rl −R2)|0⟩
E0 − Ej

· I2 + c.c.︸ ︷︷ ︸
HFC

eff

.

+
(µ0

4π

)2
γ2Iγ

2
Sℏ4 p.v.

∑
α,α′

∑
β,β′

∑
j

Iα1
⟨0|
∑

l
δαβ−3ˆ̃r1l,α ˆ̃r1l,β

|R1−rl|3
Sβ
l |j⟩ ⟨j|

∑
l

δα′β′−3ˆ̃r2l,α′ ˆ̃r2l,β′

|R2−rl|3
Sβ′

l |0⟩
E0 − Ej

Iα
′

2 + c.c.︸ ︷︷ ︸
HDD

eff

(4)

It will be convenient for us to express the dipole interaction tensor in terms of the Hessian of 1/r̃:

∇∇ 1

|r− r′|
= p.v.

(
− δij
|r− r′|3

+
3(ri − r′i)(rj − r′j)

|r− r′|5

)
êiêj −

4π

3
δ(3)(r− r′)I
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where p.v. denotes the Cauchy principal value and I is the identity tensor. The Dirac delta term

is an artifact from distribution theory originating from the point r = r′. The Dirac term is of no

consequence here, as we show (see Section “Fermi Contact Term”) that Fermi contact terms do

not contribute significantly to the effective interaction in the context of CISS.

Matrix Elements of Single-Body Operators

In the above expression, we have matrix elements of
∑

l Slδ
(3)(rl −R), which is a sum of single-

body operators. The states |0⟩ and |j⟩ are Slater determinants that are products of Bloch functions.

In the language of second-quantization a single-body operator H has the form

H =
N∑
i=1

h(i)︸ ︷︷ ︸
first quantization

=
∑
m,n

⟨m|H|n⟩ a†man,︸ ︷︷ ︸
second quantization

where a†m and an are fermionic creation and annihilation operators, respectively. The equal signs

here are taken loosely in the sense that the different H’s involved operate on different spaces (e.g.

Hilbert vs Fock space). The N -body wavefunctions are Slater determinants:

|0⟩ = a†j1a
†
j2
. . . a†jN |vac⟩

|j⟩ = a†j1′a
†
j2′
. . . a†jN′ |vac⟩ ,

where |vac⟩ denotes the vacuum state. The matrix elements of H are:

⟨j|H|0⟩ = ⟨vac| ajN′ . . . aj2′aj1′ ·
∑
m,n

⟨m|H|n⟩ a†man · a
†
j1
a†j2 . . . a

†
jN
|vac⟩

=
∑
m,n

⟨m|H|n⟩ ⟨vac| ajN′ . . . aj2′aj1′a
†
mana

†
j1
a†j2 . . . a

†
jN
|vac⟩

Using anticommutation relations for the fermionic operators:

{a†j, aj′} = δjj′ , {aj, aj′} = 0, {a†j, a
†
j′} = 0,
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we see that moving the an operator to the right will annihilate the vacuum state to give zero unless

n ∈ {j1, j2, . . . , nN}. If n belongs to that set, say n = jk, then:

ana
†
j1
. . . a†jk . . . a

†
jN
|vac⟩ =(−1)k−1a†j1 . . . (ana

†
jk
)︸ ︷︷ ︸

1−a†jk
an

. . . a†jN |vac⟩

=(−1)k−1a†j1 . . . (1− a
†
jk
an) . . . a

†
jN
|vac⟩

=(−1)k−1a†j1 . . . (1) . . . a
†
jN
|vac⟩

− (−1)k−1a†j1 . . . a
†
jk
. . . a†jNan(−1)

N−k |vac⟩

The second term is zero because an acts on the vacuum. Likewise, moving a†m to the left, we get

(say m = jd′):

⟨vac| ajN′ . . . ajd′ . . . aj2′aj1′a
†
m = ⟨vac| aj′N . . . (ajd′a

†
m)︸ ︷︷ ︸

1−a†majd′

. . . aj′2aj′1(−1)
d′−1

= ⟨vac| ajN′ . . . (1− a†majd′ ) . . . aj2′aj1′ (−1)
d′−1

= ⟨vac| ajN′ . . . (1) . . . aj2′aj1′ (−1)
d′−1

− ⟨vac| a†majN′ . . . ajd′ . . . aj′2aj1′ (−1)
d′−1(−1)N−d′

The second term is zero as a†m acts on ⟨vac| to its left. Thus, we are left with:

⟨vac| ajN′ . . . ajd′ . . . aj2′aj1′ (a
†
man)a

†
j1
. . . a†jk . . . a

†
jN
|vac⟩

= ⟨vac| ajN′ . . . (1) . . . aj2′aj1′a
†
j1
. . . (1) . . . a†jN |vac⟩ (−1)

d′+k

which is zero unless {j1, . . . , ĵk, . . . , jN} = {j1′ , . . . , ĵd′ , . . . , jN ′} (where the hat indicates omis-

sion of a term). Thus, the average ⟨j|a†man|0⟩ is zero unless n ∈ {j1, . . . , jN}, d′ ∈ {j1′ , . . . , jN ′}

and the remaining indices are all identical {j1, . . . , ĵk, . . . , jN} = {j1′ , . . . , ĵd′ , . . . , jN ′}. If the
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remaining indices are identical (but not necessarily in the same order), then

⟨vac| ajN′ . . . (1) . . . aj2′aj1′a
†
j1
. . . (1) . . . a†jN |vac⟩

= (−1)P ⟨vac| ajN . . . (1) . . . aj2aj1a
†
j1
. . . (1) . . . a†jN |vac⟩ = (−1)P ,

through repeated application of the anticommutator ama†m = 1 − a†mam in the center term (and

dropping a†mam because it vanishes when moving am all the way to the right). P is the permutation

needed to bring them to the same order.

We have just proved that:

⟨j|H|0⟩ = ⟨vac| ajN′ . . . aj2′aj1′Ha
†
j1
a†j2 . . . a

†
jN
|vac⟩

= ⟨vac| ajN′ . . . aj2′aj1′

(∑
m,n

⟨m|H|n⟩ a†man

)
a†j1a

†
j2
. . . a†jN |vac⟩

=
∑
m∈⟨j|
n∈|0⟩

⟨m|H|n⟩ ⟨vac| ajN′ . . . aj2′aj1′ (a
†
man)a

†
j1
a†j2 . . . a

†
jN
|vac⟩

=


∑

m∈⟨j|
n∈|0⟩
⟨vac| a†mHan |vac⟩ (−1)d

′+k+P if {j1, . . . , ĵk, . . . , jN} = {j1′ , . . . , ĵd′ , . . . , jN ′}

0 otherwise

where the summation runs over all

m ∈ ⟨j| = {j1′ , j2′ , . . . , jN ′}, and n ∈ |0⟩ = {j1, j2, . . . , jN}.

The states an |vac⟩ are Bloch functions, leading to
∑

kk′ss′ ⟨k′s′|H|ks⟩ (−1)d′+k+P . The sign

(−1)d′+k+P disappears when forming the product:
∑

kk′ss′ ⟨k′s′|H|ks⟩ ⟨ks|H|k′s′⟩.

* Dipole-Dipole Interaction Term

To compute the matrix elements

⟨ks|δαβ − 3ˆ̃ril,α ˆ̃ril,β
|Ri − rl|3

Sβ
l |k

′s⟩
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we use the spinor-valued Bloch wavefunctions derived by Varela 38, 39, which we shall abbreviate

as:

ψν,ζ
n,s =

√
s

2

(seiθ/2 + e−iθ/2)e−iφ/2

ζ(seiθ/2 − e−iθ/2)eiφ/2

 eiνñφ =

FAe
−iφ/2

ζF ∗
Be

iφ/2

 eiνñφ,
FA =

√
s

2
(seiθ/2 + e−iθ/2), FB =

√
s

2
(se−iθ/2 − eiθ/2).

The symbols we will need are:

• s = ±1 is the spin label

• ν = ±1 is the electron propagation direction

• ζ = ±1 labels the right- and left-handedness of the helix

• ñ = n/2MN labels the subbands corresponding to the discrete modes due to longitudinal

confinement within a helix

• n is an integer in the interval 0 < n < M

• M is the number of bases per turn.

• φ ranges from 0 to 2πN

• N is the number of turns in the helix.

Conversion from helicoidal to Cartesian coordinates is done using the mapping:

φ 7→ (a cosφ, a sinφ, bφ), φ ∈ [0, T ].
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This leads to the substitutions:

R1 = (a cosφ1, a sinφ1, bφ1)

R2 = (a cosφ2, a sinφ2, bφ2)

rl = (a cosφl, a sinφl, bφl).

Note: φl = (rl)z/b = zl/b. In helicoidal coordinates, integration over the spatial coordinates

involves integrals of the type:

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

ei[ν(ñ
′−ñ)+ξ]φl

[
(a cosφ1 − a cosφl)

2 + (a sinφ1 − a sinφl)
2 + (bφ1 − bφl)

2
]−3/2

dφl

where ξ = −1, 0, 1. According to Varela and Lopéz 38, 39, a = 2 nm, b = 3.38 nm, ∆φ = 36◦,

R = 0.70 nm (interbase distance). The geometry is shown in Fig. 4.

Figure 4: Geometry of the helical DNA-like model used for computation of the electronic band

structure for the CISS effect. Illustration reproduced from the work of Varela and López 38, 39.

The last term is the largest for two reasons: b > a so b2 > a2 (by a factor of almost 3); also

φ ranges from 0 to 2π whereas cos and sin range from -1 to 1, when N = 1. That’s a factor

((4π)/4)2 ≈ 9.9. Therefore, it can be larger by almost 30×. We note that the integral of the DD

tensor can be computed as:

∇Ri
∇Ri

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dφl
ei[ν(ñ

′−ñ)+ξ]φl

|Ri − rl|
.
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We therefore expand it:

1√
(a cosφ1 − a cosφl)2 + (a sinφ1 − a sinφl)2 + (bφ1 − bφl)2

≈ 1

b|φ1 − φl|
− a2

2b3|φ1 − φl|3
+

3a4

8b5|φ1 − φl|5
+O

(
a6
)
.

We shall take M = 10 and N = 1. This gives:

∇Ri
∇Ri

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dφle
i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]φl

[
1

b|φ1 − φl|
− a2

2b3|φ1 − φl|3
+

3a4

8b5|φ1 − φl|5
+O

(
a6
)]
.

Integrating the first term:

lim
ϵ→0

∫ 2π

0

dφl
ei[ν(ñ

′−ñ)+ξ]φl

|φ1 − φl| − iϵ
= p.v.

∫ 2π

0

dφl
ei[ν(ñ

′−ñ)+ξ]φl

|φ1 − φl|
+ iπei[ν(ñ

′−ñ)+ξ]φ1

where 0 ≤ φ1 ≤ 2π. Where we made use of the Plemelj-Sokhotski theorem:

lim
ϵ→0

1

x± iϵ
= p.v.

1

x
∓ iπδ(x).

Furthermore making use of the Cauchy principal value

p.v.

∫ ∞

−∞

eix

x
dx = iπ, p.v.

∫ ∞

−∞

ei(x−x0)

x
dx = iπeix0 ,

we conclude that

∫ 2π

0

dφl
ei[ν(ñ

′−ñ)+ξ]φl

|φ1 − φl| − i0
= iπei[ν(ñ

′−ñ)+ξ]φ1 + iπei[ν(ñ
′−ñ)+ξ]φ1 = 2iπei[ν(ñ

′−ñ)+ξ]φ1 .

We then take the gradient (twice). But we must make use of the chain rule: ∂Rj
= ∂φ1

∂Rj

∂
∂φ1

, where

∂x

∂φ1

= −a sinφ, ∂y

∂φ1

= a cosφ,
∂z

∂φ1

= b.

Inverting

∂φ1

∂x
= − 1

a sinφ
,

∂φ1

∂y
=

1

a cosφ
,

∂φ1

∂z
=

1

b
.
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The transformation is not 1-1. Therefore,

∇R1 =

(
− 1

a sinφ1

∂φ1 ,
1

a cosφ1

∂φ1 ,
1

b
∂φ1

)
.

The gradient is defined on [0, 2π]\{0, π/2, π, 3π/2, 2π}. Care will be needed around singularities.

Taking the gradient once:

∇R1

∫ 2π

0

dφl
ei[ν(ñ

′−ñ)+ξ]φl

b|φ1 − φl|
= 2iπb−1∇R1e

i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]φ1

=
2πi

b

(
− 1

a sinφ1

,
1

a cosφ1

,
1

b

)
i[ν(ñ′ − ñ) + ξ]ei[ν(ñ

′−ñ)+ξ]φ1 .

Taking another gradient we obtain the matrix:

∇R1∇R1

∫ 2π

0

dφl
ei[ν(ñ

′−ñ)+ξ]φl

b|φ1 − φl|
= −2π[ν(ñ′ − ñ) + ξ]ei[ν(ñ

′−ñ)+ξ]φ1b−1

×

 i 1
a2 sinφ1

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]+i cot(φ1)) − 1
a2 sinφ1

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]) i
[ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]

a2 sinφ1

−i 1
a2 cosφ1

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]+i cot(φ1))
1

a2 cosφ1
sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]) −i

[ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]

a2 cosφ1

−i 1
b2

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]−i cot(φ1)) − 1
b2

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]) −i
[ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]

b2

 .
In fact, we need matrix elements of the form

∇Ri
∇Ri

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dφl
e−i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+ξ]φl

|Ri − rl|
⟨ñ′|Sβ

l |ñ⟩ ,

where β = x, y, z. Using the matrix elements of Pauli matrices ⟨ψν,ζ
n′,s|σi|ψ

ν,ζ
n,s⟩, i = x, y, z, we

obtain:

M1,x(ñ
′, ñ) ≡ 2πb−1ζF ∗

AF
∗
B[ν(ñ

′ − ñ) + 1]ei[ν(ñ
′−ñ)+1]φ1

×

 i 1
a2 sinφ1

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]+i cot(φ1)) − 1
a2 sinφ1

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]) i
[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]

a2 sinφ1

−i 1
a2 cosφ1

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]+i cot(φ1))
1

a2 cosφ1
sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]) −i

[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]

a2 cosφ1

i 1
a2

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]+i cot(φ1)) − 1
a2

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]) i
[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]

a2


+ 2πζb−1FAFB[ν(ñ

′ − ñ)− 1]ei[ν(ñ
′−ñ)−1]φ1

×

 i 1
a2 sinφ1

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]+i cot(φ1)) − 1
a2 sinφ1

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]) i
[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]

a2 sinφ1

−i 1
a2 cosφ1

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]+i cot(φ1))
1

a2 cosφ1
sec(φ1)(tan(φl)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]) −i

[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]

a2 cosφ1

−i 1
b2

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]+i cot(φ1))
1
b2

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]) −i
[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]

b2


(5)
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M1,y(ñ
′, ñ) ≡ −2πiζb−1F ∗

AF
∗
B[ν(ñ

′ − ñ) + 1]ei[ν(ñ
′−ñ)+1]φ1

×

 i 1
a2 sinφ1

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]+i cot(φ1)) − 1
a2 sinφ1

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]) i
[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]

a2 sinφ1

−i 1
a2 cosφ1

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]+i cot(φ1))
1

a2 cosφ1
sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]) −i

[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]

a2 cosφ1

i 1
a2

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]+i cot(φ1)) − 1
a2

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]) i
[ν(ñ′−ñ)+1]

a2


+ 2πiζb−1FAFB[ν(ñ

′ − ñ)− 1]ei[ν(ñ
′−ñ)−1]φ1

×

 i 1
a2 sinφ1

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]+i cot(φ1)) − 1
a2 sinφ1

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]) i
[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]

a2 sinφ1

−i 1
a2 cosφ1

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]+i cot(φ1))
1

a2 cosφ1
sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]) −i

[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]

a2 cosφ1

−i 1
b2

csc(φ1)([ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]−i cot(φ1)) − 1
b2

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+i[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]) −i
[ν(ñ′−ñ)−1]

b2


(6)

M1,z(ñ
′, ñ) ≡ 2πb−1(|FA|2 − ζ2|FB|2)ν(ñ− ñ′)eiν(ñ−ñ′)φ1

×

 i 1
a2 sinφ1

csc(φ1)(ν(ñ−ñ′)+i cot(φ1)) − 1
a2 sinφ1

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+iν(ñ−ñ′)) i
ν(ñ−ñ′)
a2 sinφ1

−i 1
a2 cosφ1

csc(φ1)(ν(ñ−ñ′)+i cot(φ1))
1

a2 cosφ1
sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+iν(ñ−ñ′)) −i

ν(ñ−ñ′)
a2 cosφ1

−i 1
b2

csc(φ1)(ν(ñ−ñ′)+i cot(φ1)) − 1
b2

sec(φ1)(tan(φ1)+iν(ñ−ñ)) −i
ν(ñ−ñ′)

b2

 (7)

and similarly for M2,x, M2,y and M2,z. For the energy denominator of our perturbation expression,

we start from the linear energy dispersion relation (see Eq. 109, Ref. 38):

Eν,ζ
n,s = |T |ñ− sν

√
T 2 + (4λinSO)

2

2

with ñ = n/2MN according to Ref. 38. In their follow-up work, Ref. 39, the quantity that multi-

plies |T | is n, not ñ (see Eq. 13 in Ref. 39). The spin dependence of the denominator introduces

degeneracies in the system, which manifest themselves as singularities in the non-degenerate per-

turbation expansion. To circumvent this, one may justify the approximation Eν,ζ
n,s ≈ |T |n at large

n. Secondly, we may invoke degenerate perturbation theory, which excludes singular terms from

the perturbation summations. On a practical level, singularities can be excluded from the denom-

inator by taking s = s′, which could be justified physically based on the spin-momentum locking
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property of electron transport in CISS, which ultimately originates from the spin-orbit coupling

interaction. This leads to:

HDD
eff =

(µ0

4π

)2
γ2Iγ

2
S

∑
n,n′

∑
α,β

∑
α′,β′

Iα1
Mαβ

1,β(ñ
′, ñ)Mα′β′

2,β′ (ñ, ñ′)

|T |(n′ − n)
Iα

′

2 f(ñ)[1− f(ñ′)] + c.c. (8)

We will take the limit of zero temperature. There are lots of terms. All terms can be obtained

analytically in closed form and pose no difficulty. We will therefore not work out all terms except

to illustrate the fate of different functional forms encountered. Setting ξ = 0 for simplicity, we find

terms of the form

M∑
n,n′=0

(ñ− ñ′)eiν(ñ−ñ′)φ1eiν(ñ−ñ′)φ2f(ñ)[1− f(ñ′)]
1

ñ− ñ′ ,

which, in the low temperature limit, becomes

=

ñF∑
ñ=0

M∑
ñ′=ñF

eiν(ñ−ñ′)(φ1−φ2) =
e−

i(ñF−1)ν(φ1−φ2)

2MN

(
e

i(ñF+1)ν(φ1−φ2)

2MN − 1
)(

e
iν(φ1−φ2)(ñF−M−1)

2MN − 1
)

(
e

iν(φ1−φ2)
2MN − 1

)2 .

This term does not become singular unless φ1 = φ2 (two localized spins at the same exact posi-

tion), which goes against the idea of coupling two distinct spins localized in different positions.

Also, we have terms of the type:

M∑
n,n′=0

(ñ− ñ′)2eiν(ñ−ñ′)φ1eiν(ñ−ñ′)φ2f(ñ)[1− f(ñ′)]
1

ñ− ñ′ =

ñF∑
ñ=0

M∑
ñ′=ñF

(ñ− ñ′)eiν(ñ−ñ′)(φ1−φ2)

which can be obtained by differentiating the previous expression with respect to (φ1 − φ2) and

dividing by iν. The result is:

=
e−

i(ñF−1)ν(φ1−φ2)

2MN

2MN
(
e

iν(φ1−φ2)
2MN − 1

)3 (−2e i(ñF+1)ν(φ1−φ2)

2MN +(ñF+1)e
iν(φ1−φ2)

2MN +(ñF−M+1)e
iν(φ1−φ2)(2ñF−M)

2MN

+Me
iν(φ1−φ2)(ñF−M−1)

2MN − (M + 2)e
iν(φ1−φ2)(ñF−M)

2MN + (M + 1− ñF )e
iν(φ1−φ2)(2ñF−M+1)

2MN − ñF + 1
)
.
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Enantiospecific NMR Response

It should now be clear that the effective dipole-dipole coupling tensor is enantiospecific upon

inspection of Eq. (8), which contains a product Mαβ
1,β(ñ

′, ñ)Mα′β′

2,β′ (ñ, ñ′). Explicitly, this term is:

∑
β,β′

Mαβ
1,β(ñ

′, ñ)Mα′β′

2,β′ (ñ, ñ
′) =

[
Mα,1

1,x (ñ
′, ñ) +Mα,2

1,y (ñ
′, ñ) +Mα,3

1,z (ñ
′, ñ)

]
×
[
Mα′,1

2,x (ñ, ñ′) +Mα′,2
2,y (ñ, ñ′) +Mα′,3

2,z (ñ, ñ′)
]
.

WhileMi,z is independent of ζ , bothMi,x andMi,y depend linearly on ζ . The tensor (indices α, α′)

contains terms such asM1,zM2,x, which depend linearly on ζ . The effect of enantiomer handedness

is to flip the sign of this term, leading to a change in the magnitude of the dipole-dipole interaction.

The term Mα,3
1,z (ñ

′, ñ)Mα′,3
2,z (ñ, ñ′) does not depend on ζ , since neither factor depend on ζ . Neither

do Mα,1
1,x (ñ

′, ñ)Mα′,1
2,x (ñ, ñ′) and Mα,2

1,y (ñ
′, ñ)Mα′,2

2,y (ñ, ñ′) since ζ2 = 1.

Order of magnitude estimate

From this equation:

HDD
eff =

(µ0

4π

)2
γ2Iγ

2
Sℏ4

∑
n,n′

∑
α,β

∑
α′,β′

Iα1
Mαβ

1,β(ñ
′, ñ)Mα′β′

2,β′ (ñ, ñ′)

|T |(n′ − n)
Iα

′

2 f(ñ)[1− f(ñ′)] + c.c.

Taking a typical term from the matrix M the magnitude is

∣∣HDD
eff

∣∣ ∼ (µ0

4π

)2
γ2Iγ

2
Sℏ4

∑
α,β

∑
α′,β′

∣∣∣∣(2π(|FA|2 − ζ2|FB|2))2

|T |

∣∣∣∣ 1

b2a4

where |FA|, |FB| ≤ 1. So,

∣∣HDD
eff

∣∣ ∼ (µ0

4π

)2
γ2Iγ

2
Sℏ416

∣∣∣∣ (4π)2

T (2MN )

∣∣∣∣ 1

b2a4
∼ (µ0)

2 γ2Iγ
2
Sℏ416

∣∣∣∣ 1

T (2MN )

∣∣∣∣ 1

b2a4
∼ 2µ2

0γ
2
Iγ

2
Sℏ4

|T |(2MN )

1

b2a4
.

According to Varela, T = 2tin, tin = −10 meV = 1.6 ×10−21 J. Plugging numbers:

∣∣HDD
eff

∣∣ ∼ 2µ2
0(γIℏ)2(γSℏ)2

|T |(2MN )

1

b2a4
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≈ 2(1.257× 10−6N · A−2)2(−1.76× 1011 rad·s−1·T−1)2(267.5× 106 rad·s−1·T−1)2

(1.6× 10−21 J)(2× 10−9 m)2(3.38× 10−9 m)4(2MN )
·(1.05×10−34 J.s)4

≈ 1.02× 10−36 J
2MN

≈ 0.01 Hz
2MN

.

The reader can verify that the units are Joules. But 0.01 Hz/(2MN ) is not the full story. We also

have multiplicative factors of the form:

e−
i(ñF−1)ν(φ1−φ2)

2MN

(
e

i(ñF+1)ν(φ1−φ2)

2MN − 1
)(

e
iν(φ1−φ2)(ñF−M−1)

2MN − 1
)

(
e

iν(φ1−φ2)
2MN − 1

)2 ,

which blow up when |φ1 − φ2|/(2MN ) is an integer multiple of 2π, i.e. when |φ1 − φ2| =

4πMNm, m ∈ N. We note that when the denominator blows up the numerator does not, because

it depends on the Fermi energy ñF . As to the denominator, we mentioned earlier that it blows up

when φ1 = φ2, a situation that is not allowed (or worst, when MN →∞).

Finally, we also have factors of tan(φ1), csc(φ1), cot(φ1) and sec(φ1), all of which can “blow up”

depending on the argument to the function (φ1 or φ2 here). For example, tan and sec blow up

at (n + 1
2
)π, n ∈ Z whereas csc and cot blow up at nπ. Recall that csc(φ1) = 1/ sin(φ1) and

sec(φ1) = 1/ cos(φ1). Some of the terms are:

1) sec(φ1) tan(φ1)/ sin(φ1) =sec2(φ1). Similar to sec, this functions blows up at the points (n +

1
2
)π.

2) csc(φ1)/ sin(φ1) =csc2(φ1), which blows up at nπ/2.

3) sec(φ1)/ sin(φ1) =csc(φ1)sec(φ1), which blows up at (n+ 1
2
)π.

4) csc(φ1)cot(φ1)/ sin(φ1) =csc2(φ1)cot(φ1), which blows up at the points nπ. We rule out this

scenario, as the two nuclear spins are not likely to be located at the center of the molecule.
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Let’s plot one such matrix element. Let’s take the upper left hand corner element. Recall that

ñ = n/2MN and 0 ≤ n ≤ M . Let’s choose Fermi level to be in the middle (n = M/2 so

that ñ = 1/4N , so that the levels are half-filled). We will stick with N = 1, M = 10 so that

ñF = 1/40. The amplitude of the Iz1FzzI
z
2 term is plotted as a function of φ1, φ2 ∈ [0, 2π] in Fig.

2a of the main text.

Fermi Contact Term The Fermi contact term:

HFC
eff =

(
2µ0

3

)2

γ2Iγ
2
Sℏ4

∑
k,s

∑
k′,s′

I1·
⟨ks|

∑
l Slδ

(3)(rl −R1)|k′s′⟩ ⟨k′s′|
∑

l Slδ
(3)(rl −R2)|ks⟩

Eks − Ek′s′
·I2+c.c.

involves computing integrals of the form

⟨ñ′s|
∑
l

Slδ
(3)(rl −R1)|ñs⟩ ≡ ⟨ψν,ζ

n′,s|
∑
l

Slδ
(3)(rl −R1)|ψν,ζ

n,s⟩

using the Varela spinors

ψν,ζ
n,s =

FAe
−iφ/2

ζF ∗
Be

iφ/2

 eiνñφ, FA =

√
s

2
(seiθ/2 + e−iθ/2), FB =

√
s

2
(se−iθ/2 − eiθ/2).

There are 3 such terms, one for Sx, Sy and Sz:

⟨ψν,ζ
n′,s|

∑
l

σx
2
δ(3)(rl −R1)|ψν,ζ

n,s⟩ , ⟨ψ
ν,ζ
n′,s|

∑
l

σy
2
δ(3)(rl −R1)|ψν,ζ

n,s)⟩ ⟨ψ
ν,ζ
n′,s|

∑
l

σz
2
δ(3)(rl −R1)|ψν,ζ

n,s⟩ .

We may temporarily denote these terms as sx, sy and sz, respectively. See Section “Matrix Ele-

ments of the 3D Dirac Delta Function” for a derivation. They give rise to an effective spin-spin

coupling tensor: 
sxsx sxsy sxsz

sysx sysy sysz

szsx szsy szsz

 = . . .
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Taking care of ensuring that the s on the left involves a braket of the form ⟨n′| · |n⟩ while the s on

the right is of the form ⟨n| · |n′⟩. Because the Fermi contact term does not contain any singularities

we expect that its magnitude may be too weak for cross-polarization. For indirect electron-electron

coupling, we gain a factor 106 from the stronger gyromagnetic ratios.

Our Fermi contact contribution becomes

HFC
eff =

(
2µ0

3

)2
42γ2Iγ

2
Sℏ4

(2πs)a4b2|φ1||φ2|
∑
n,n′

I1 ·
Fc(ñ

′, ñ)

|T |(n′ − n)
· I2f(ñ)[1− f(ñ′)] + c.c. (9)

where the Fermi-contact coupling tensor Fc(ñ
′, ñ) is given by the outer product (dyadic):

Fc(ñ
′, ñ) =


ζ(F ∗

AF
∗
Be

iφ1 + FAFBe
−iφ1)e−iν(ñ′−ñ)φ1

iζ(FAFBe
−iφ1 − F ∗

AF
∗
Be

iφ1)e−iν(ñ′−ñ)φ1

(|FA|2 − |FB|2)e−iν(ñ′−ñ)φ1

⊗

ζ(F ∗

AF
∗
Be

iφ2 + FAFBe
−iφ2)e−iν(ñ−ñ′)φ2

iζ(FAFBe
−iφ2 − F ∗

AF
∗
Be

iφ2)e−iν(ñ−ñ′)φ2

(|FA|2 − |FB|2)e−iν(ñ−ñ′)φ2



T

.

Summation over n, n′, i.e. F ≡
∑

n,n′ Fc(ñ
′, ñ)f(ñ)[1 − f(ñ′)], is straightforward, as explained

previously. This yields the tensor components Fxx, Fxy, Fxz, Fyx, Fyy, Fyz, Fzx, Fzy and Fzz.

In high-field NMR the coefficient of the I1z I
2
z term, Fzz matters most. Here, Fzz does not depend

on ζ . Consequently, in high-field NMR we do not expect the Fermi contact contribution to the

indirect coupling to be enantioselective. We note that along the line φ1 = φ2 we have 0 times∞,

which is undefined. This is not a problem since φ1 ̸= φ2 is a requirement. The interaction strength

is plotted as a function of φ1, φ2 ∈ [0, 2π] in Fig. 2b of the main text. Outside of the φ1 = φ2

region (φ1 ̸= φ2) the magnitude is at most 10, which is a rather weak mechanism for CP. We note

that the factor 1
|φ1||φ2| in Eq. (9) could in principle “blow up” if |φ1| = 0, |φ2| = 0 or both. Firstly,

we cannot have both nuclear spins in the same location (|φ1| = |φ2| = 0). Also, even if one spin

is close to the edge of the molecule, it is unlikely to be exactly at the position |φ1| = 0 since
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the electronic wavefunction always extends beyond the nucleus. The distance of closest approach

would be bounded from below by (at least) the Bohr radius (∼ 0.5× 10−10 m). For a helix pitch of

3.38 nm, this would correspond to a lower bound of ∼ 0.1 radians, which is still at least 6 orders

of magnitude weaker than the dipole interaction contribution.

Is an Applied Current Needed to Drive this Effective Interaction? Intuitively, a current is

needed to mediate the coupling between two localized spins. One may ask whether or not a volt-

age must be applied across the molecule. Fortunately, such a current naturally arises in quantum

mechanics through the concept of probability current. Indeed, an electron in state ψ(x) gives rise

to a current density

j⃗(x) = − eℏ
2mei

(ψ∗(x)∇ψ(x)− ψ(x)∇ψ∗(x)).

For spinors, the expression is

j⃗(x) = − eℏ
2mei

(ψ†∇ψ − (∇ψ†)ψ).

In order to compute this current, we need the derivative operator along the arc length of the curve.

The metric tensor in local coordinates for the parametrized curve φ 7→ (a cosφ, a sinφ, bφ), φ ∈

[0, T ] is:

gφ,φ = ⟨ ∂
∂φ

,
∂

∂φ
⟩ = (−a sinφ, a cosφ, b)·(−a sinφ, a cosφ, b) = a2 sin2 φ+a2 cos2 φ+b2 = a2+b2.

Denoting the length by ℓ, the element of length is:

dℓ2 = gφ,φdφ⊗ dφ = (a2 + b2)dφ2, dℓ =
√
a2 + b2dφ.

We will also need to make a slight adjustment to the Varela spinors, which are defined over the

interval [0, 2π], and do not have units of inverse square root length. Normally, quantum mechanical
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wavefunctions |ψ(x)| have dimensions of 1/
√
x and we have the normalization

∫ L

0
|ψ(x)|2dx = 1

whereas here we have 1
2π

∫ 2π

0
|ψ(φ)|2dφ = 1. Consider the following mapping and associated

change of variables:

φ 7→ ℓ =
√
a2 + b2φ, φ =

ℓ√
a2 + b2

, dφ =
dℓ√
a2 + b2

.

The integral becomes:

1

2π

∫ 2π
√
a2+b2

0

1√
a2 + b2

|ψ( ℓ√
a2 + b2

)|2dℓ = 1.

or (with L = 2π
√
a2 + b2):

∫ 2π
√
a2+b2

0


∣∣∣ψ ( ℓ√

a2+b2

)∣∣∣2
2π
√
a2 + b2

 dℓ = 1.

This means that the wavefunction with proper units is obtained by rescaling:

ψ 7→
ψ
(

ℓ√
a2+b2

)
√
2π(a2 + b2)1/4

.

Taking the derivative of the spinor:

ψν,ζ
n,s =

FAe
−iφ/2

ζF ∗
Be

iφ/2

 eiνñφ,
we get:

∇ψ =
d

dℓ

ψ( ℓ√
a2+b2

)

(a2 + b2)1/4
=

i√
a2 + b2(a2 + b2)1/4

FAe
−iφ/2(νñ− 1

2
)

ζF ∗
Be

iφ/2(νñ+ 1
2
)

 eiνñφ
and

(∇ψ†) =
−i√

a2 + b2(a2 + b2)1/4

[
F ∗
Ae

iφ/2(νñ− 1
2
) ζFBe

−iφ/2(νñ+ 1
2
)

]
e−iνñφ.
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Computing the products of spinors:

ψ†∇ψ =

[
F ∗
Ae

iφ/2 ζFBe
−iφ/2

]
e−iνñφ i√

a2 + b2(a2 + b2)1/2

FAe
−iφ/2(νñ− 1

2
)

ζF ∗
Be

iφ/2(νñ+ 1
2
)

 eiνñφ

=
i√

a2 + b2(a2 + b2)1/2
(|FA|2(νñ− 1

2
) + |FB|2(νñ+ 1

2
)).

Similarly,

(∇ψ†)ψ =
−i√

a2 + b2(a2 + b2)1/2
(|FA|2(νñ− 1

2
) + |FB|2(νñ+ 1

2
)).

Noting1 that |FA|2 + |FB|2 = 1, and

|FA|2(νñ− 1
2
) + |FB|2(νñ+ 1

2
) = νñ(|FA|2 + |FB|2) + 1

2
(|FB|2 − |FA|2) = νñ− s

2
cos θ

we obtain the formula

j =
2eℏ

me(a2 + b2)
(νñ− s

2
cos θ).

This is because

ψ† d

dℓ
ψ → ψ†

(a2 + b2)1/4
d

dℓ

(
ψ

(a2 + b2)1/4

)
.

Taking the derivative d/dℓ brings down a factor 1/
√
a2 + b2. The overall length scaling factor is:

1

(a2 + b2)1/4
1√

a2 + b2
1

(a2 + b2)1/4
=

1

a2 + b2
.

1

|FA|2 = F ∗
AFA =

|s|
4
(se−iθ/2 + eiθ/2)(seiθ/2 + e−iθ/2) =

1

4
(s2 + s(e−iθ + eiθ) + 1) =

1

2
(1 + s cos θ)

|FB |2 = F ∗
BFB =

|s|
4
(seiθ/2 − e−iθ/2)(se−iθ/2 − eiθ/2) =

1

4
(s2 − s(e−iθ + eiθ) + 1) =

1

2
(1− s cos θ)

|FA|2 + |FB |2 = 1, |FA|2 − |FB |2 = s cos θ
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Plugging some numbers in the multiplicative coefficient:

j =
(2)(1.6× 10−19 C)(1.05× 10−34 J.s)

(9.1× 10−31 kg)[(2× 10−9 m)2 + (3.38× 10−9 m)2]

( n

2MN
+ s

2
cos θ

)
,

or

j = 2
( n

2MN
+ s

2
cos θ

)
(1.2× 10−6) A.

We get the correct units (Ampère) after having rescaled the wavefunction. Let’s check the magni-

tude. For θ = π
2
, n = M = 10 and N = 1, the current j is 2.4 µA. Since b = 3.38 nm, the length

of one helix is 33.8 nm. (Similarly, N = 3, n = M gives a current of 800 nA whereas n = 1,

M = 10, N = 1, gives 80 nA.) For comparison, the I-V curves presented in the paper by Wang 54

(see Fig. 4) show currents up to 220 nA.

Embedding of 1D Spinor Wavefunction in 3D

The normalized Varela spinors (see Section “Normalization of Spinors”)

ψ(φ) =
1√
2πs

FAe
−iφ/2

ζF ∗
Be

iφ/2

 eiνñφχ[0,2π](φ)

one-parameter mappings ψ : φ ∈ [0, 2π] 7→ C2. However, computation of the Fermi contact

interaction requires three-dimensional wavefunctions because the Dirac delta distribution in the

Hamiltonian, δ(3)(r − r0), must be integrated over three dimensional space. It is unclear how to

embed a 1D function into a 3D space because there are an infinite number of possibilities.

We can limit the options by invoking a simple argument from probability theory. Let’s say we have

a random variable X and its associated probability density function, pX(x). By definition, it must

be normalized: ∫ ∞

−∞
pX(x)dx = 1.
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If we also want it to be a function of y and z in order to describe the behavior of two additional

random variables, Y and Z. If X , Y and Z are statistically independent, the joint probability

density is a product. It must be normalized as well:

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
pX(x)pY (y)pZ(z) dx dy dz = 1.

We must then have: ∫ ∞

−∞
pY (y)dy = 1,

∫ ∞

−∞
pZ(z)dz = 1.

What are the requirements on pY and pZ? In the context of quantum mechanics, the norm of the

wavefunction must have dimension of inverse length since α and β have dimensions of length.

Let’s call these functions f and g:

∫ ∞

−∞
f(α)dα = 1,

∫ ∞

−∞
g(β)dβ = 1.

When averaging a distance, we would like to fix the values of the averages, i.e. ⟨α⟩ = a, ⟨β⟩ = a,

⟨α⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞
αf(α)dα := a, ⟨b⟩ =

∫ ∞

−∞
βg(β)dβ := b.

The choice of distribution is not so important2 as long as the correct averages are obtained when

computing the moments of interest. We choose the uniform distribution for simplicity:

f(α) =
2

a
for 0 ≤ α ≤ a.

2Choosing a different distribution will affect the overall scaling slightly, depending on the moments of the distri-

bution. For example, if a random variable X follows a Rayleigh distribution with PDF f(x) = x
σ2 e

−x2/(2σ2), x ≥ 0

we would fulfill the requirements of a continuous wavefunction and first derivative across space. However, the mean

is ⟨X⟩ = σ
√
π/2. One may argue that the extra factor

√
π/2 does significantly alter the result. We could also impose

additional conditions on the moments if needed.
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In the context of a quantum mechanical wavefunction, we would take a one-dimensional wave-

function ψ(φ) and construct a three-dimensional function

Ψ(α, β, φ) = ψ(φ)

√
2

a
χ[0,a](α)

√
2

b
χ[0,b](β)

such that the probability gives us the correct average position:

⟨α⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
|Ψ(α, β, φ)|2α dβ dα dφ

=

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
|ψ(φ)|2 2

a
χ[0,a](α)

2

b
χ[0,b](β)α dβ dα dφ = a

⟨β⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
|Ψ(α, β, φ)|2β dβ dα dφ

=

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
|ψ(φ)|2 2

a
χ[0,a](α)

2

b
χ[0,b](β)β dβ dα dφ = b.

We therefore redefine the Varela spinors as follows:

ψ(α, β, φ) =
1√
2πs

FAe
−iφ/2

ζF ∗
Be

iφ/2

 eiνñφχ[0,2π](φ)

√
2

a
χ[0,a](α)

√
2

b
χ[0,b](β).

In this manner, integration over R3 can be performed. When computing averages of α and β,

integration over all space of the norm of this wavefunction will return a and b, the correct radius

and pitch of the helix.

Matrix Elements of the 3D Dirac Delta Function

Let us return to the Fermi contact interaction and start by checking that sensible results are obtained

upon integration. In helicoidal coordinates the 3D Dirac distribution is (see Section “Pull-back of

the Delta Function in Curvilinear Coordinates”):

δ(3)(r− r0) =
1

|aφ|
δ(a− a0)δ(b− b0)δ(φ− φ0).
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The three averages needed are (a > 0, b > 0, φ > 0 so the absolute values are unimportant):

⟨ψν,ζ
n′,s|σxδ

(3)(r−R1)|ψν,ζ
n,s⟩

= lim
ϵ→0

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

1

2πs
(F ∗

AF
∗
Be

iφ/2ζeiφ/2 + ζFAFBe
−iφ/2e−iφ/2)eiν(ñ−ñ′)φ

× 1

|αφ|
δ(α− a+ ϵ)δ(β − b+ ϵ)δ(φ− φ1 + ϵ)

2

a
χ[0,a](α)

2

b
χ[0,b](β)χ[0,2π](φ) dβ dα dφ

=
2

πs

1

a2b
ζ(FAFBe

−iφ1 + c.c.)
eiν(ñ−ñ′)φ1

|φ1|

where the limiting procedure limϵ→0 was introduced to ensure that the Dirac delta function is

concentrated inside the domain of integration, as defined by the indicator functions. Next,

⟨ψν,ζ
n′,s|σyδ

(3)(r−R1)|ψν,ζ
n,s⟩

= lim
ϵ→0

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

i

2πs
(FAFBe

−iφ/2ζe−iφ/2 − ζF ∗
AF

∗
Be

iφ/2eiφ/2)eiν(ñ−ñ′)φ

× 1

|αφ|
δ(α− a+ ϵ)δ(β − b+ ϵ)δ(φ− φ1 + ϵ)

2

a
χ[0,a](α)

2

b
χ[0,b](β)χ[0,2π](φ) dβ dα dφ

=
2i

πs

1

a2b
ζ(FAFBe

−iφ1 − c.c.)e
iν(ñ−ñ′)φ1

|φ1|
.

Finally,

⟨ψν,ζ
n′,s|σzδ

(3)(r−R1)|ψν,ζ
n,s⟩ = lim

ϵ→0

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
(|FA|2 − |FB|2)eiν(ñ−ñ′)φ

× 1

|αφ|
δ(α−a+ϵ)δ(β−b+ϵ)δ(φ−φ1+ϵ)

2

a
χ[0,a](α)

2

b
χ[0,b](β)χ[0,2π](φ) dβ dα dφ

=
2

πs

1

a2b
(|FA|2 − |FB|2)

eiν(ñ−ñ′)φ1

|φ1|
.

Pull-back of the Delta Function in Curvilinear Coordinates

Consider the mapping:

(a, b, φ) 7→ (x, y, z) = (a cosφ, a sinφ, bφ).
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The Jacobian of this transformation is:

∂(x, y, z)

∂(a, b, φ)
=
∂(a cosφ, a sinφ, bφ)

∂(a, b, φ)
=


cosφ 0 −a sinφ

sinφ 0 a cosφ

0 φ b

 .

The determinant of which is −aφ sin2 φ − aφ cos2 φ = −aφ. Therefore, the 3D Dirac delta

function is

δ(3)(r− r0) =
1

|aφ|
δ(a− a0)δ(b− b0)δ(φ− φ0).

Let Φ : A 7→ B. This expression has the following meaning:∫
B

f(r) δ(3)(r− r0) d
3r = f(r0) =

∫
A

(f◦Φ)(a, b, φ) 1

|aφ|
δ(a− a0)δ(b− b0)δ(φ− φ0) |aφ| da db dφ

=

∫
A

(f ◦ Φ)(a, b, φ)δ(a− a0)δ(b− b0)δ(φ− φ0) da db dφ = (f ◦ Φ)(a0, b0, φ0),

where (f ◦ Φ)(a, b, φ) denotes the pull-back of the scalar-valued function f , i.e. (Φ∗f)(a, b, φ).

Normalization of Spinors

In the 2016 paper the Varela spinors are defined as:

ψν,ζ
n,s(φ) =

FAe
−iφ/2

ζF ∗
Be

iφ/2

 eiνñφ.
For convenience, we abbreviate ψν,ζ

n,s(φ) as ψ(φ) or simply, ψ. The inner product is:

ψ†ψ =

[
F ∗
Ae

iφ/2 ζFBe
−iφ/2

]
e−iνñφ

FAe
−iφ/2

ζF ∗
Be

iφ/2

 eiνñφ = |FA|2 + ζ2|FB|2 = |FA|2 + |FB|2 = s

since |FA|2 + |FB|2 = s. When normalizing, we integrate over all space:

⟨ψ†|ψ⟩ =
∫ 2π

0

ψ†(φ)ψ(φ)dφ = 2πs.
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Therefore, proper normalization of the probability amplitudes requires a factor of 1√
2πs

. Also, for

convenience we will multiply them with an indicator function:

χ[0,2π](φ) =


1 φ ∈ [0, 2π]

0 otherwise

.

This enables us to extend the integration limits to infinity. We define them as:

ψν,ζ
n,s(φ) =

1√
2πs

FAe
−iφ/2

ζF ∗
Be

iφ/2

 eiνñφχ[0,2π](φ).

Then, the factor of 2π is not needed. We can also integrate over all space:

⟨ψ†|ψ⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞
ψ†(φ)ψ(φ)χ[0,2π](φ)dφ = 1.

Text S2. Enantiospecificity in Cross-Polarization

The dependence of the bilinear coupling I1 · F · I2 on chirality implies that spin-relaxation may

also depend on chirality. Because the kinetics of the cross-polarization experiment depend on spin

relaxation times, we look at the impact of the indirect coupling on spin-lattice relaxation in the

rotating frame. Consider a general Hamiltonian of the form H = HZ +HSB +HB, where HZ is

the unperturbed spin part (e.g. Zeeman interaction),HSB is the spin-bath interaction including any

spin-spin interactions and HB is the bath Hamiltonian. We denote the corresponding Liouvillian

superoperator as L = LZ + LSB + LB. The Liouvillian superoperator is defined as the commu-

tation superoperator, Lρ ≡ i[H, ρ]. Consider a set of operators {Fk}mk=1 and an inner product

(A,B) = Tr(A†B), often denoted ⟨⟨A|B⟩⟩. The operators Fk are orthogonal, ⟨⟨Fi|Fj⟩⟩ = 0 for

i ̸= j. A projection superoperator can be defined as π =
∑m

k=1
|Fk⟩⟩⟨⟨Fk|
⟨⟨Fk|Fk⟩⟩

. It is customary to trans-

form the Liouvillian to the interaction representation (see Section “Appendix: Interaction Repre-

sentation for Spin-Lock Experiment (Review)”) generated by LZ and write the resulting Liouvillian
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as L∗(t) ≡ LB + LSB(t), where ∗ denotes the interaction representation and LSB(t) ≡ eLZtLSB. It

will be convenient to study irreversible processes using projection operator methods, which yield

a quantum master equation for an observable Fk:

d

dt
⟨⟨Fk|ρ(t)⟩⟩ =− i⟨⟨Fk|L∗(t)π|ρ(t)⟩⟩ − i⟨⟨Fk|L∗(t)T⃗ e−i

∫ t
0 dτ(1−π)L∗(τ)(1− π)|ρ(0)⟩⟩

−
m∑
j=1

∫ t

0

dt′
⟨⟨Fk|L∗(t)T⃗ e−i

∫ t
t′ dτ(1−π)L∗(τ)(1− π)L∗(t′)|Fj⟩⟩
⟨⟨Fj|Fj⟩⟩

⟨⟨Fj|ρ(t′)⟩⟩

where T⃗ denotes Dyson time-ordering of the exponential 55. Insertion of the expression for the

projection operator π into the first term shows that it causes coherent evolution (Bloch term). The

second term can be made to vanish with a proper choice of initial conditions. The last term is the

dissipative term we are interested in. Under some assumptions (weak collision limit, short cor-

relation time limit, average Liouvillian, stationarity of the memory kernel), T⃗ e−i
∫ t
t′ dτ(1−π)L∗(τ) is

approximated by e−i(t−t′)(1−π)L∗ , where L∗ is a time-averaged Liouvillian in the interaction repre-

sentation. It is customary to drop the Zeeman and spin-bath parts (∥LB∥ ≫ ∥LZ + LSB∥), leaving

only the bath part, i.e. L∗ ≈ LB, in the exponential. Since there is no spin part left, the projector

term is dropped leaving e−i(t−t′)LB . Finally, the term (1−π)L∗(t′)|Fj⟩⟩ gives two terms: L∗(t′)|Fj⟩⟩

and −πL∗(t′)|Fj⟩⟩. The second term is not of interest in the derivation of dissipation rates because

it describes a product of average frequencies; we are instead interested in deviations from averages.

We therefore consider the first term. The dissipation term in this wide-sense stationary Redfield

limit reads:

m∑
j=1

∫ ∞

0

dτ
⟨⟨Fk|L∗(0)eiτLBL∗(τ)|Fj⟩⟩

⟨⟨Fj|Fj⟩⟩
⟨⟨Fj|ρ(t)⟩⟩ ≡

m∑
j=1

⟨⟨Fj|ρ(t)⟩⟩
∫ ∞

0

Kkj(τ)dτ, (10)

where W (Fk) ≡
∫∞
0
Kkj(τ)dτ is a dissipation rate for the state Fk. In the study of cross-

polarization we shall be interested in the quantity T1ρ, the spin-lattice relaxation time in the rotating

frame. For {Fk} we will take the set {Fx, Fy, Fz}, where Fj ≡ Iuj , u = 1, 2.
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Homonuclear Case We begin with the homonuclear case. While homonuclear spin systems are

not commonplace in cross-polarization, such experiments are possible, involving different inter-

acting subensembles. Two interacting nuclear spins of the same type (homonuclear case), I1 and

I2 are coupled to a bath of electron spins {Sl}. The spin-bath interaction is taken to be a sum

of pairwise couplings. In a spin-lock experiment where T1ρ is normally measured, the Zeeman

HamiltonianHZ is the sum of two components, the Zeeman and RF parts (in frequency units) are:

HZ = ω0(I
1
z + I

2
z )+ωS

∑
l S

l
z +ω1(I

1
x + I

2
x) cos(ω0t). For simplicity: 1) the two nuclear spins are

assumed to be chemically and magnetically equivalent; 2) we also neglect off-resonance effects for

simplicity. (Those assumptions can easily be dropped, posing no difficulties, but here we’d like to

keep our expressions simple.) The Hermitian operator ω0(I
1
z +I

2
z )+ωS

∑
l S

l
z can be used to effect

a transformation to the “doubly rotating frame”. In the secular (rotating-wave) approximation this

leaves H∗
Z = ω1(I

1
x + I2x). The nuclear-nuclear term of the spin-bath Hamiltonian in the rotating

frame,H∗
SB, acquires a phase factor e−iω0qt:

H∗
SB(t) =

2∑
q=−2

(−1)q A2,q(I
1, I2)T2,−q(I

1, I2)e−iω0qt︸ ︷︷ ︸
nuclear-nuclear

+
m∑
j=1

[
A2,0(I

1,Sj)T ∗
2,0(I

1,Sj) + A2,0(I
2,Sj)T ∗

2,0(I
2,Sj)

]︸ ︷︷ ︸
electron-nuclear

whereas the electron-nuclear term does not. It is also truncated to longitudinal order. Instead of

describing an “effective” interaction, the components A2,0(I
2,Sj) of the electron-nuclear tensor

would typically be the components of a direct hyperfine interaction. On the other hand, the k = 2

components of the spherical tensorA coupling nuclear spins I1 to I2 given in terms of the Cartesian
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components of the indirect coupling tensor F are:

A2,0(I
1, I2) =

−Fxx − Fyy + 2Fzz√
6

A2,±1(I
1, I2) =∓ Fzx + Fxz ± i(Fzy + Fyz)

2

A2,±2(I
1, I2) =

Fxx − Fyy ± i(Fxy + Fyx)

2
.

For the case of the dipole interaction, the tensor components can be inferred from Eq. (8). Explic-

itly, they are:

Fαα′ =
(µ0

4π

)2
γ2Iγ

2
S

∑
n,n′

∑
β,β′

Mαβ
1,β(ñ

′, ñ)Mα′β′

2,β′ (ñ, ñ′)

|T |(ñ′ − ñ)
f(ñ)[1− f(ñ′)] + c.c. (11)

where the M matrices are given by Eqs. (5), (6) and (7). As discussed in Section the tensor∑
β,β′ M

αβ
1,β(ñ

′, ñ)Mα′β′

2,β′ (ñ, ñ′) is enantiospecific. Therefore, the tensor components Fαα′ will be

enantiospecific. And as we will see later, the relaxation rate (T1ρ)
−1 will be enantiospecific. The

irreducible tensors for the homonuclear interaction are:

T2,0(I
1, I2) =

1√
6
(3I1z I

2
z − I1 · I2) T2,±1(I

1, I2) = ∓1

2
(I1z I

2
± + I1±I

2
z ) T2,±2(I

1, I2) =
1

2
I1±I

2
±

whereas tensor components for the electron-nuclear interactions with q = ±1,±2 average to zero

except for q = 0, which becomes

T ∗
2,0(I

1,Sj) = lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

e−iω0(I1z+I2z )tT2,0(I
1,Sj)eiω0(I1z+I2z )tdt =

√
2/3 IzSz.

Next, to eliminate the remaining Zeeman term,H∗
Z = ω1(I

1
x + I2x) from the Hamiltonian we effect

another transformation to a second interaction frame using this residual Zeeman term (see Section

“Appendix: Interaction Representation for Spin-Lock Experiment (Review)”). This involves rotat-

ing the spin-bath HamiltonianH∗
SB(τ) by an angle ω1t about theX axis. This can be accomplished

50



with the help of Wigner matrices. The tensors T2,−q(I
1, I2) transform as:

T2,−q(I
1, I2)→ R(Ω)Tk,−q =

2∑
q′=−2

T2,−q′(I
1, I2)D (2)

q′,−q(Ω)

where Ω = αβ γ is a set of Euler angles, R(Ω) is a rotation operator and D (j)
m′m(αβ γ) =

e−i(m′α+mγ)d
(j)
m′m(β). From the definition of Euler rotation, R(αβ γ) = Rz(α)Ry(β)Rz(γ), a

rotation about the X axis by an angle β can be effected using the sequence R(π
2
, β,−π

2
) =

Rz(
π
2
)Ry(β)Rz(−π

2
). The elements of the Wigner matrix are therefore

D (j)
m′m(

π
2
, β,−π

2
) = e−i(m′π/2−mπ/2)d

(j)
m′m(β),

where β = ω1t. Thus, D (2)
q′,−q(

π
2
, ω1t,−π

2
) = e−i(q′π/2+qπ/2)d

(2)
q′,−q(ω1t).

Finally, the electron-nuclear tensor component T ∗
2,0(I

1,Sj) transforms according to the rule:

T ∗
2,0(I

1,Sj)→
√

2/3Sj
z

(
I1z cos(ω1t)− I1y sin(ω1t)

)
.

The spin-bath Hamiltonian in this second interaction representation is therefore:

H∗∗
SB(t) =

2∑
q′=−2

2∑
q=−2

(−1)qA2,q(I
1, I2)T2,−q(I

1, I2)e−iω0qte−i(q′π/2+qπ/2)d
(2)
q′,−q(ω1t)

+
√

2/3
m∑
j=1

[
A2,0(I

1,Sj)Sj
z

(
I1z cos(ω1t)− I1y sin(ω1t)

)
+ A2,0(I

2,Sj)Sj
z

(
I2z cos(ω1t)− I2y sin(ω1t)

)]
.

We could of course carry on with the calculation including all terms. While this poses no extra

difficulties other than additional bookkeeping, it carries no pedagogical value. Since, our goal is

to provide an intuitive understanding of the link between chirality and nuclear spin relaxation, we

simplify the expression by dropping all terms where q ̸= 0. This is equivalent to assuming that
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motion is slower than the Larmor period (2π/ω1). Using the middle column (q = 0) of the reduced

Wigner matrix

d(2)(β) =


cos4(β/2) − 1

2
sinβ(1+cosβ)

√
3
8
sin2 β 1

2
sinβ(cosβ−1) sin4(β/2)

1
2
sinβ(1+cosβ) 1

2
(2 cosβ−1)(cosβ+1) −

√
3
2
sinβ cosβ 1

2
(2 cosβ+1)(1−cosβ) 1

2
sinβ(cosβ−1)√

3
8
sin2 β

√
3
2
sinβ cosβ 1

2
(3 cos2 β−1) −

√
3
2
sinβ cosβ

√
3
8
sin2 β

− 1
2
sinβ(cosβ−1) 1

2
(2 cosβ+1)(1−cosβ)

√
3
2
sinβ cosβ 1

2
(2 cosβ−1)(cosβ+1) − 1

2
sinβ(1+cosβ)

sin4(β/2) − 1
2
sinβ(cosβ−1)

√
3
8
sin2 β 1

2
sinβ(1+cosβ) cos4(β/2)


(12)

the sum over q′ is:

2∑
q′=−2

e−iq′π/2d
(2)
q′,0(ω1t) = −

√
3

8
sin2(ω1t) + i

√
3

2
sin(ω1t) cos(ω1t) +

1

2
(3 cos2(ω1t)− 1)

+ (−i)
√

3

2
sin β cos(ω1t)−

√
3

8
sin2(ω1t)

=
1

8

(
3e−2iω1t +

(
2
√
6 + 3

)
e2iω1t − 2

√
6 + 2

)
The spin-bath Hamiltonian becomes:

H∗∗
SB(t) = A2,0(I

1, I2)T2,0(I
1, I2)

1

8

(
3e−2iω1t +

(
2
√
6 + 3

)
e2iω1t − 2

√
6 + 2

)
+
√

2/3
∑
u=1,2

m∑
j=1

A2,0(I
u,Sj)Sj

z

(
Iuz cos(ω1t)− Iuy sin(ω1t)

)

We are interested in how nuclear spin 1 (or 2) relaxes under conditions of spin-lock. Denote by u

the spin of interest (u = 1, 2). Write down the operator corresponding to its state in terms of the

basis

|Fu⟩⟩ = Y (1)q(Iu)

where q = −1, 0, 1. We now compute the numerator of the memory function,

⟨⟨Fk|L∗∗(0)eiτLBL∗∗(τ)|Fj⟩⟩.

According to Eq. (10), when a state is prepared along X , spin-locking is concerned with the evo-

lution of the operator Fx. Therefore, three terms will contribute to the rate of thermalization of
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Fx:

⟨⟨Fx|L∗(0)eiτLBL∗(τ)|Fx⟩⟩
⟨⟨Fx|Fx⟩⟩

,
⟨⟨Fx|L∗(0)eiτLBL∗(τ)|Fy⟩⟩

⟨⟨Fy|Fy⟩⟩
,
⟨⟨Fx|L∗(0)eiτLBL∗(τ)|Fz⟩⟩

⟨⟨Fz|Fz⟩⟩

In order to illustrate the rate dependence on chirality, it will be sufficient to compute the first term

only, with Fx = Iux , u = 1, 2. Starting from the commutator L∗∗(τ)Fu ≡ [H∗∗
SB(τ), I

u
x ]. The

nuclear-nuclear term has a commutator [T2,0(I1, I2), Iux )]. Using the relation [Ix, Iy] = iIz (and

cyclic permutations), we find

[T2,0(I
1, I2), I1x] =

1√
6
[3I1z I

2
z − I1 · I2, I1x] =

i√
6
(2I1yI

2
z + I1z I

2
y )

and a similar expression exists for the commutator with I2x (by flipping 1 and 2). The electron-

nuclear term has the commutator

[Sj
z(I

1
z cos(ω1t)− I1y sin(ω1t), I

1
x] = iSj

z(I
1
y cos(ω1t) + I1z sin(ω1t)),

Acting on L∗(τ)F with the bath propagator eLBτ introduces a time dependence Akq(I
1, I2) →

Akq(I
1, I2)(τ). The final expression is:

eLBτL∗∗
SB(τ)Fu = A2,0(I

1, I2)(τ)
i

8
√
6

[
δu,1(2I

1
yI

2
z + I1z I

2
y ) + δu,2(2I

2
yI

1
z + I2z I

1
y )
]

×
(
3e−2iω1τ +

(
2
√
6 + 3

)
e2iω1τ − 2

√
6 + 2

)
+ i
√

2/3(Iuy cos(ω1τ) + Iuz sin(ω1τ))
m∑
j=1

A2,0(I
u,Sj)(τ)Sj

z .

Next, we compute the inner product:

⟨⟨L∗∗
SB(0)Fu|eLBτL∗∗

SB(τ)Fu⟩⟩
⟨⟨Fu|Fu⟩⟩

≡
Tr
[
(L∗∗

SB(0)Fu)
†eLBτL∗∗

SB(τ)Fu

]
Tr[F †

uFu]
,

for Fu = Iux . Upon multiplying the “bra” ⟨⟨L∗∗
SB(0)I

u
x | and the “ket” |eiLBτL∗∗

SB(τ)I
u
x ⟩⟩, which
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involves taking a trace over all space, we get:

= C · ⟨A†
2,0(I

1, I2)(0)A2,0(I
1, I2)(τ)⟩

(
3e−2iω1τ +

(
2
√
6 + 3

)
e2iω1τ − 2

√
6 + 2

)
+

2

3
C ′ · cos(ω1τ)

m∑
j=1

⟨A†
2,0(I

u,Sj)(0)A2,0(I
u,Sj)(τ)⟩B.

where C = 1
192

I1(I1+1)(2I1+1)I2(I2+1)(2I2+1)
Iu(Iu+1)(2Iu+1)(2Iũ+1)

= 1
192
I ũ(I ũ + 1) and C ′ =

Tr[(Iuy )
2](Sj

z)
2]

Tr[(Iux )
2]

= 1
3
Sj(Sj +

1)(2Sj +1) = 1
2

since Sj = S = 1
2
. We have used Tr

[
(I1yI

2
z + I1z I

2
y )

2
]
= 2 · 1

3
I1(I1+1)(2I1+1) ·

1
3
I2(I2+1)(2I2+1) and TrI1,I2 [(I

1
x)

†I1x] = TrI1 [I
†
xIx] ·TrI2 [1] =

1
3
I1(I1+1)(2I1+1) · (2I2+1).

According to Abragam 32 the bath autocorrelation functions, ⟨A†
2,0(I

1, I2)(0)A2,0(I
1, I2)(τ)⟩ are

computed as thermal averages, i.e.

⟨AA(t)⟩B ≡ tr[ρAA(t)], ρ(HB) =
exp(−βLHB)

Tr[exp(−βLHB)]
,

which is the Boltzmann density matrix and tr denotes the partial trace over the bath degrees of

freedom. βL is the (inverse) temperature of the bath (lattice).

The spin-lock relaxation rate, 1
T1ρ

, is therefore equal to:

1

T1ρ
=
∑
j

∫ ∞

0

⟨⟨Fk|L∗(0)eiτLBL∗(τ)|Fj⟩⟩
⟨⟨Fj|Fj⟩⟩

dτ

= 3C
[
3JII(−2ω1) + (2

√
6 + 3)JII(2ω1) + 2(1−

√
6)JII(0)

]
+

3

2
C ′J c

IS(ω1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
XX

+XY +XZ.

where XY corresponds to the ⟨⟨F u
x | · |F u

y ⟩⟩ term and XZ, to the ⟨⟨F u
x | · |F u

z ⟩⟩ term. The spectral

density functions are:

JII(ω) =

∫ ∞

0

⟨A†
2,0(I

1, I2)(0)A2,0(I
1, I2)(τ)⟩B eiωτ dτ,

J c
IS(ω) =

∫ ∞

0

⟨A†
2,0(I

u,Sj)(0)A2,0(I
u,Sj)(τ)⟩B cos(ωτ) dτ,
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which was assumed, for simplicity, to be independent of u and j. The homonuclear spectral density

function JII(ω), and by extension, T1ρ, is enantiospecific, since the A2,0(I
1, I2)(τ)’s depend on the

tensor components
∑

β,β′ M
αβ
1,β(ñ

′, ñ)Mα′β′

2,β′ (ñ, ñ′), which are themselves enantiospecific.

Heteronuclear Case The heteronuclear case is widely used in NMR to transfer polarization from

high-gamma abundant nuclei to low-gamma dilute spins. The spin operators I1 and I2 now refer

to different nuclei (e.g. 1H and 13C). The Zeeman Hamiltonian is now HZ = ω0,1I
1
z + ω0,2I

2
z +

ωS

∑
l S

l
z + ω1,1I

1
x cos(ω0,1t) + ω1,2I

2
x cos(ω0,2t). The Hartmann-Hahn condition corresponds to

ω1,1 = ω1,2, where ω1,1 = γI1B1,1 and ω1,2 = γI2B1,2. The operator ω0,1I
1
z + ω0,2I

2
z + ωS

∑
l S

l
z

is used to effect a transformation to the “interaction representation”. In the secular (rotating-wave)

approximation this leavesH∗
Z = ω1,1I

1
x +ω1,2I

2
x . We will limit our discussion to the heteronuclear

I − I term. The spin-bath Hamiltonian in the rotating frame,H∗
SB is:

H∗
SB(t) =A2,0(I

1, I2)T ∗
2,0(I

1, I2)

where T ∗
2,0(I

1, I2) =
√

2/3I1z I
2
z . Terms oscillating at ω0,1 − ω0,2 or higher frequency have been

dropped.

To eliminate the remaining Zeeman term, H∗
Z = ω1,1I

1
x + ω1,2I

2
x from the Hamiltonian we effect

another transformation to a second interaction frame using this residual Zeeman term (see Section

“Appendix: Interaction Representation for Spin-Lock Experiment (Review)”). Using the rule

T ∗
2,0(I

1, I2)→
√

2/3
(
I1z cos(ω1,1τ)− I1y sin(ω1,1τ)

) (
I2z cos(ω1,2τ)− I2y sin(ω1,2τ)

)
,

the spin-bath Hamiltonian in this double interaction representation is therefore:

H∗∗
SB(τ) =

√
2/3A2,0(I

1, I2)
(
I1z cos(ω1,1τ)− I1y sin(ω1,1τ)

) (
I2z cos(ω1,2τ)− I2y sin(ω1,2τ)

)
.
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Commuting this with Iux , u = 1, 2:

L∗∗
SB(τ)I

u
x =

√
2/3A2,0(I

1, I2)(τ)[
(
I1z cos(ω1,1τ)− I1y sin(ω1,1τ)

) (
I2z cos(ω1,2τ)− I2y sin(ω1,2τ)

)
, Iux ]

= i
√
2/3A2,0(I

1, I2)(τ)
(
Iuy cos(ω1,uτ) + Iuz sin(ω1,uτ)

) (
I ũz cos(ω1,ũτ)− I ũy sin(ω1,ũτ)

)
.

where ũ = 3 − u (i.e. u = 1 → ũ = 2 and u = 2 → ũ = 1). Acting on L∗∗
SB(τ)I

u
x with the bath

propagator eLBτ introduces a time dependence Akq(I
1, I2) → Akq(I

1, I2)(τ). The final expression

is:

eLBτL∗∗
SB(τ)I

u
x

= i
√

2/3A2,0(I
1, I2)(τ)

(
Iuy cos(ω1,uτ) + Iuz sin(ω1,uτ)

) (
I ũz cos(ω1,ũτ)− I ũy sin(ω1,ũτ)

)
.

Next, we compute the inner product by multiplying the “bra” ⟨⟨L∗∗
SB(0)I

u
x )

†| and the “ket” |eiLBτL∗∗
SB(τ)I

u
x ⟩⟩,

⟨⟨L∗∗
SB(0)I

u
x , e

LBτL∗∗
SB(τ)I

u
x ⟩⟩

⟨⟨Iux |Iux ⟩⟩
=

Tr
[
(L∗∗

SB(0)I
u
x )

†eLBτL∗∗
SB(τ)I

u
x

]
Tr[(Iux )†Uu

x ]

=
2

3
⟨A2,0(I

1, I2)(0)A2,0(I
1, I2)(τ)⟩B cos(ω1,uτ) cos(ω1,ũτ) ·

1

3
I ũ(I ũ + 1)

=
1

3
⟨A2,0(I

1, I2)(0)A2,0(I
1, I2)(τ)⟩B[1 + cos(2ω1τ)] ·

1

3
I ũ(I ũ + 1),

where we used Tr[(Iuy )
2(Iũz )

2]

Tr[(Iux )
2]

=
1
3
Iu(Iu+1)(2Iu+1)· 1

3
Iũ(Iũ+1)(2Iũ+1)

1
3
Iu(Iu+1)(2Iu+1)·(2Iũ+1)

= 1
3
I ũ(I ũ+1). The last line follows

from the Hartmann-Hahn condition. Commuting with Iuy , u = 1, 2:

L∗∗
SB(τ)I

u
y = [

(
I1z cos(ω1,1τ)− I1y sin(ω1,1τ)

) (
I2z cos(ω1,2τ)− I2y sin(ω1,2τ)

)
, Iuy ]

= −iIux cos(ω1,uτ)
(
I ũz cos(ω1,ũτ)− I ũy sin(ω1,ũτ)

)
.

Similarly, we find:

⟨⟨L∗∗
SB(0)I

u
y , e

LBτL∗∗
SB(τ)I

u
x ⟩⟩

⟨⟨Iuy |Iuy ⟩⟩
=

1

3
⟨A2,0(I

1, I2)(0)A2,0(I
1, I2)(τ)⟩B[1 + cos(2ω1τ)] ·

1

3
I ũ(I ũ + 1).
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Finally, commutation with Iuz , u = 1, 2:

L∗∗
SB(τ)I

u
z = [

(
I1z cos(ω1,1τ)− I1y sin(ω1,1τ)

) (
I2z cos(ω1,2τ)− I2y sin(ω1,2τ)

)
, Iuz ]

= −iIux sin(ω1,uτ)
(
I ũz cos(ω1,ũτ)− I ũy sin(ω1,ũτ)

)
whereas

⟨⟨L∗∗
SB(0)I

u
z |eLBτL∗∗

SB(τ)I
u
x ⟩⟩

⟨⟨Iuz |Iuz ⟩⟩)
= 0,

because sin(0) = 0. The heteronuclear spin-lock relaxation rate for spin u is:

1

T u
1ρ

=
∑
j

∫ ∞

0

⟨⟨Fk|L∗(0)eiτLBL∗(τ)|Fj⟩⟩
⟨⟨Fj|Fj⟩⟩

dτ

=
1

3
· 2
3
I ũ(I ũ + 1)

∫ ∞

0

⟨A2,0(I
1, I2)(0)A2,0(I

1, I2)(τ)⟩B[1 + cos(2ω1τ)]dτ

=
2

9
I ũ(I ũ + 1)[JII(0) + J c

II(2ω1)],

which is enantiospecific through the dependence of spectral density functions on chirality.

Relationship to the Cross-Polarization Experiment We have demonstrated the existence of an

effective nuclear spin-spin indirect coupling of the type I1 · F · I2, where the coupling tensor F

is enantiospecific. This has consequences for the cross-polarization (CP) experiment. For a more

detailed exposé of the theory of CP in solids, the reader can consult Ref. (56). We will limit our

discussion to the case of cross-polarization in non-rotating solids. In the CP experiment, one

considers two nuclei I1 and I2, each with their inverse spin temperature (βI1, βI2 respectively).

The spin temperatures evolve according to the sum of cross-polarization rate (T−1
I1−I2) and rotating-

frame relaxation (T−1
1ρ ) terms:

β̇I2 = −
1

TI1−I2

(βI2 − βI1)−
1

T1ρ,I2
βI2

β̇I1 = −
1

TI1−I2

(βI1 − βI2)−
1

T1ρ,I1
βI1.
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When the initial conditions are βI1(0) = βI1,0 and βI2(0) = 0, the spin systems evolve according

to

βI1(t) = βI1,0 exp(−t/T1ρ,I1)

βI2(t) = (βI1,0/λ) exp(−t/T1ρ,I1)[1− exp(−t/TI1−I2)]

where

λ = 1 +
TI1−I2

T1ρ,I2
− TI1−I2

T1ρ,I1
.

The I2 spin magnetization reaches a maximum at time tm:

tm =
TI1−I2 · T1ρ,I1
T1ρ,I1 − TI1−I2

log
T1ρ,I1
TI1−I2

.

The asymptotic value of I2 spin magnetization the asymptotic value is

MI2(t→∞)

MI2,0

∼=
γI1
γI2

.

It can be shown that at the Harmann-Hahn condition the CP rate, (TI1−I2)
−1, is:

1

TI1−I2

=
3

2
M I1−I2

2

(
2π

5M I1
2

)1/2

∼= 1.681 · M
I1−I2
2

(M I1
2 )1/2

where M I1
2 and M I1−I2

2 are the Van Vleck second moments (in units of s−2) for the I1 and I1 −

I2 spin systems, respectively (see Abragam 32 and Stejskal & Memory 31). The I1 spin system

generally refers to I1 spins interacting with the lattice. For example, it could be due to homonuclear

I1- I1 spin-spin interactions. The I1 − I2 spin system, on the other hand, refers to the I1 − I2

heteronuclear interaction, which occurs through the tensor F. The second moment M I1−I2
2 is

enantiospecific because it is proportional to the trace, tr{[I1 · F · I2∗∗, Ix]2}, where Ix = I1x + I2x

and I1 · F · I2∗∗ is the indirect nuclear spin-spin interaction in the spin lock frame (∗∗) and the
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components of the tensor F are enantiospecific (see Section “Text S2. Enantiospecificity in Cross-

Polarization”). Therefore, the CP rate (TI1−I2)
−1 and time at maximum tm both depend on chirality

through the components of the F tensor.

Appendix: Interaction Representation for Spin-Lock Experiment (Review) This is a review

of a well known procedure in quantum mechanics. The usual transformation to the interaction

representation proceeds by decomposing the Liouvillian as: L(t) = L0(t)+LV (t) (with ′0′ referring

to the unperturbed part and ′V ′ to the perturbation), the Heisenberg equation of motion is

dA(t)

dt
=
[
L0(t) + LV (t)

]
A(t).

The transformed operators are:

Ã =
−→
T exp

(
−
∫ t

0

dτL0(τ)

)
A, L̃ =

−→
T exp

(
−
∫ t

0

dτL0(τ)

)
L,

where
−→
T is the Dyson time-ordering operator 55 going from left to right, with the most recent (in

time) Liouvillian to the right. These transformations are anti-causal. The (total) time-derivative

evaluated at the most recent time point is:

dÃ

dt
=
d

dt

−→
T exp

(
−
∫ t

0

dτL0(τ)

)
A

=−
−→
T exp

(
−
∫ t

0

dτL0(τ)

)
L0(t)A+

−→
T exp

(
−
∫ t

0

dτL0(τ)

)[
L0(t)A+ LV (t)A(t)

]
=L̃V (t)Ã.

Thus, in a rotating frame of reference, a Liouville equation

dÃ

dt
= L̃V Ã

holds, where L̃V is the perturbation part of the Liouvillian expressed in the rotating frame. It is also

possible to effect yet another transformation to a second frame by decomposing the time derivative
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L̃V further:

L̃V = L̃1 + L̃2,

where L̃1 is the part corresponding to the RF field and L̃2 is the remaining “internal” part of the

Liouvillian (e.g. spin-spin interactions). Consider the transformation

ˆ̃A =
−→
T exp

(
−
∫ t

0

L̃1(t
′)dt′

)
Ã,

where
−→
T is the Dyson time-ordering operator 55, which places the most recent events to the right.

Then,

d ˆ̃A(t)

dt
= ˆ̃L2

ˆ̃A(t).

The solution is,

ˆ̃A(t) =
−→
T exp

(∫ t

0

ˆ̃L2(t
′)dt′

)
ˆ̃A(0),

where

ˆ̃L2 =
−→
T exp

(
−
∫ t

0

L̃1(t
′)dt′

)
L̃2,

and

L̃2 =
−→
T exp

(
−
∫ t

0

dτL0(τ)

)
L2.

1 Text S3. J Coupling Stereochemical Deviations (DFT) for Amino Acids

The theoretical investigations into the NMR J couplings in various amino acids were conducted

by DFT using the ORCA ab initio quantum chemistry software package 49. The amino acids

selected for this study are alanine, arginine, aspartic acid, cysteine, glutamic acid, glutamine, glyc-

eraldehyde (non-amino acid), methionine, phenylalanine, serine, threonine, tyrosine and valine.

Differences in NMR J couplings between (D,L) enantiomers were quantified using the J coupling
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stereochemical deviation, [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2. Nonzero values of this relative differ-

ence constitute evidence of chiral selectivity of the scalar coupling. J couplings between 1H and

13C nuclei were computed. The results are shown in (Supplementary) Figs. 5-16 below. The raw

data is provided in the form of tables in Section “Text S4” below.

a)

[J(L)-J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2

b)

phenylalanine

Figure 5: J coupling stereochemical deviation, [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2 for phenylalanine.

The atom labels are “C1”, “C2”, “C3”, ”C4”, “C5”, “C6”,“H1”, “H2”, “H3”, “H4”, “H5”, “H6”,

“H7”, “H8”, “H9”, “H10”, “H11”.

2 Text S4. Raw Data for J Couplings (DFT) in Amino Acids

This section contains numerical values used to generate plots in the previous section. Raw J cou-

pling values are also provided. Specifically, we provide numerical values for the differences in

NMR J couplings between (D,L) enantiomers can be quantified using the J coupling stereochemi-

cal deviation, [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2. Nonzero values of this relative difference constitute
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a)

[J(L)-J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2

b)

arginine

Figure 6: J coupling stereochemical deviation, [J(L)− J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for arginine. The

atom labels are “C1”, “C2”, “C3”, “C4”, “C5”, “C6”, “H1”, “H2”, “H3”, “H4”, “H5”, “H6”,

“H7”, “H8”, “H9”, “H10”, “H11”, “H12”, “H13”, “H14”.

evidence of chiral selectivity of the scalar coupling. J couplings between 1H and 13C nuclei were

computed by DFT using ORCA for the amino acids: alanine, arginine, aspartic acid, cysteine, glu-

tamic acid, glutamine, glyceraldehyde, methionine, phenylalanine, serine, threonine, tyrosine and

valine. The results are shown3 in Supplementary Tables 2-40.
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a)

[J(L)-J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2

b)

aspartic acid

Figure 7: J coupling stereochemical deviation, [J(L)− J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for aspartic acid.

The atoms labels are “C1”, “C2”, “C3”, “C4”, “H1”, “H2”, “H3”, “H4”, “H5”, “H6”, “H7”.
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Figure 9: J coupling stereochemical deviation, [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2 for glutamic acid.
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a)

[J(L)-J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2

b)

glutamine

Figure 10: J coupling stereochemical deviation, [J(L) − J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for glutamine.

The atom labels are “C1”, “C2”, “C3”, “C4”, “C5”, “H1”, “H2”, “H3”, “H4”, “H5”, “H6”, “H7”,

“H8”, “H9”, “H10”.
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[J(L)-J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2

b)

methionine

Figure 12: J coupling stereochemical deviation, [J(L)− J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for methionine.

The atom labels are “C1”, “C2”, “C3”, “C4”, “C5”, “H1”, “H2”, “H3”, “H4”, “H5”, “H6”, “H7”,
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[J(L)-J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2

b)

serine

Figure 13: J coupling stereochemical deviation, [J(L)− J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for serine. The

atom labels are “C1”, “C2”, “C3”, “H1”, “H2”, “H3”, “H4”, “H5”, “H6”, “H7”.
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[J(L)-J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2

b)

threonine

Figure 14: J coupling stereochemical deviation, [J(L) − J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for threonine.

The atom labels are “C1”, “C2”, “C3”, “C4”, “H1”, “H2”, “H3”, “H4”, “H5”, “H6”, “H7”, “H8”,

“H9”.
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[J(L)-J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2

b)

tyrosine

Figure 15: J coupling stereochemical deviation, [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2 for tyrosine. The

atom labels are “C1”, “C2”, “C3”, “C4”, “C5”, “C6”, “C7”, “C8”, “C9”, “H1”, “H2”, “H3”, “H4”,
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b)

valine

Figure 16: J coupling stereochemical deviation, [J(L)− J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for valine. The

atom labels are “C1”, “C2”, “C3”, “C4”, “C5”, “H1”, “H2”, “H3”, “H4”, “H5”, “H6”, “H7”, “H8”,
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L-alanine C1 C2 C3 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7

C1 0. 111.56 179.38 175.18 -3.61 -6.31 -6.30 -3.85 -5.42 8.21

C2 111.56 0. -9.94 -5.86 175.44 177.06 175.73 3.25 -0.62 -0.44

C3 179.38 -9.94 0. -8.84 0.90 9.85 2.26 11.27 3.90 -7.56

H1 175.18 -5.86 -8.84 0. 2.22 5.41 13.11 0.08 13.42 0.54

H2 -3.61 175.44 0.90 2.22 0. -14.38 -13.42 -0.45 -0.67 -0.09

H3 -6.31 177.06 9.85 5.41 -14.38 0. -13.23 -0.35 -0.25 -0.06

H4 -6.30 175.73 2.26 13.11 -13.42 -13.23 0. -0.34 -0.16 0.05

H5 -3.85 3.25 11.27 0.08 -0.45 -0.35 -0.34 0. -9.69 0.

H6 -5.42 -0.62 3.90 13.42 -0.67 -0.25 -0.16 -9.69 0. -0.10

H7 8.21 -0.44 -7.56 0.54 -0.09 -0.06 0.05 0. -0.10 0.

Table 4: Raw values of J couplings in L-alanine.
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Arginine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 H1 H2 H3 H4

C1 0. -0.01 -0.04 -0.01 -0.12 -0.02 -0.03 0.03 0.06 0.00

C2 -0.01 0. 0.21 -0.01 0.72 -0.02 0.01 -0.08 0.01 0.00

C3 -0.04 0.21 0. -0.27 -0.09 0. -0.73 0.02 -1.12 0.71

C4 -0.01 -0.01 -0.27 0. -0.45 -0.03 0.85 -0.61 0.04 -0.01

C5 -0.12 0.72 -0.09 -0.45 0. 0. -1.11 -0.11 0.06 -1.61

C6 -0.02 -0.02 0. -0.03 0. 0. 0.18 -0.19 -0.01 -2.

H1 -0.03 0.01 -0.73 0.85 -1.11 0.18 0. 0.04 0.01 -0.52

H2 0.03 -0.08 0.02 -0.61 -0.11 -0.19 0.04 0. 0.52 0.01

H3 0.06 0.01 -1.12 0.04 0.06 -0.01 0.01 0.52 0. -0.01

H4 0.00 0.00 0.71 -0.01 -1.61 -2. -0.52 0.01 -0.01 0.

H5 0.44 1.51 -0.01 -1.14 0.61 0. -1.14 0.22 1.06 0.62

H6 0.02 -0.00 -0.28 0.00 0. -0.03 -0.20 -0.12 -0.07 0.01

H7 0.00 -0.04 0.04 0.00 0. -0.00 -0.37 0.77 0.05 -0.02

H8 -1.63 -2.65 0.39 5.06 -1.26 0. 0.57 0.25 4.53 9.64

H9 -0.07 -1.60 0.28 0. 20. 0. 2.31 1.59 -8.78 -1.97

H10 131.67 4.11 -0.16 0. 0.02 0. -0.34 2. -2. -0.21

H11 0.5 -0.08 0. -0.01 0. 0.02 0. 0. 0. -0.06

H12 0. 0. 0. -0.05 0. 0.02 0. 0. 0. 0.

H13 0. 0. 0. -0.05 0. -0.00 0. 0. 0. 0.

H14 -6. -0.03 0. -0.01 0. -0.02 -0.06 0. 0.08 -0.09

Arginine H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11 H12 H13 H14

C1 0.44 0.02 0.00 -1.63 -0.07 131.67 0.5 0. 0. -6.

C2 1.51 -0.00 -0.04 -2.65 -1.60 4.11 -0.08 0. 0. -0.03

C3 -0.01 -0.28 0.04 0.39 0.28 -0.16 0. 0. 0. 0.

C4 -1.14 0.00 0.00 5.06 0. 0. -0.01 -0.05 -0.05 -0.01

C5 0.61 0. 0. -1.26 20. 0.02 0. 0. 0. 0.

C6 0. -0.03 -0.00 0. 0. 0. 0.02 0.02 -0.00 -0.02

H1 -1.14 -0.20 -0.37 0.57 2.31 -0.34 0. 0. 0. -0.06

H2 0.22 -0.12 0.77 0.25 1.59 2. 0. 0. 0. 0.

H3 1.06 -0.07 0.05 4.53 -8.78 -2. 0. 0. 0. 0.08

H4 0.62 0.01 -0.02 9.64 -1.97 -0.21 -0.06 0. 0. -0.09

H5 0. 3.79 -2. 1.94 0.06 -2.32 0. 0. 0. 0.

H6 3.79 0. 0.00 -1.86 0. 0. -0.01 0.06 0.06 -0.09

H7 -2. 0.00 0. 2. 0. 0. -0.30 -0.02 -0.07 -0.48

H8 1.94 -1.86 2. 0. 0.21 2. 0. 0. 0. 0.

H9 0.06 0. 0. 0.21 0. 2.48 0. 0. 0. 0.

H10 -2.32 0. 0. 2. 2.48 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.

H11 0. -0.01 -0.30 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.03 -0.02 -0.01

H12 0. 0.06 -0.02 0. 0. 0. 0.03 0. 0.01 -0.02

H13 0. 0.06 -0.07 0. 0. 0. -0.02 0.01 0. 0.02

H14 0. -0.09 -0.48 0. 0. 0. -0.01 -0.02 0.02 0.

Table 5: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2 for arginine.
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D-arginine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 H1 H2 H3 H4

C1 0. 132.23 119.47 -8.47 -9.08 -0.157 176.79 162.55 -6.05 -5.64

C2 132.23 0. -5.38 143.27 0.66 8.85 -6.57 -6.32 160.57 167.97

C3 119.47 -5.38 0. 8.95 174.26 0. -7.03 -6.27 2.70 1.11

C4 -8.47 143.27 8.95 0. -0.131 -4.22 1.04 3.131 -3.61 -7.63

C5 -9.08 0.66 174.26 -0.131 0. 0. 2.44 10.47 -0.17 -0.14

C6 -0.16 8.85 0. -4.22 0. 0. 0.13 0.11 1.53 -0.06

H1 176.79 -6.57 -7.03 1.04 2.44 0.13 0. -13.48 13.32 4.58

H2 162.55 -6.32 -6.27 3.13 10.46 0.11 -13.48 0. 2.79 13.11

H3 -6.05 160.57 2.70 -3.61 -0.17 1.53 13.32 2.79 0. -13.33

H4 -5.64 167.97 1.11 -7.63 -0.14 -0.06 4.58 13.11 -13.33 0.

H5 -4.79 1.13 170.16 -0.17 -4.12 0. 11.32 4.29 -0.15 -0.23

H6 3.59 -5.24 -0.23 153.84 0. 5.06 -0.262 -0.21 2.33 12.

H7 9.67 -4.79 0.90 162.59 0. 3.81 -0.65 -0.14 3.1 3.80

H8 2.65 -0.11 -4.08 -0.01 12.20 0. -0.28 -0.19 0.012 -0.02

H9 10.09 1.73 -4.12 0. -0.13 0. -0.14 -0.03 -0.16 -0.14

H10 0.39 -0.03 8.45 0. -7.43 0. -0.06 0. -0.00 -0.02

H11 0.00 0.06 0. 0.14 0. -2.93 0.02 0. 0. -0.02

H12 0. 0. 0. 0.90 0. -4.68 0. 0. 0. 0.

H13 0. 0. 0. 0.86 0. -3.60 0. 0. 0. 0.

H14 0.00 -0.12 0. -0.57 0. -0.98 -0.02 0.00 0.06 -0.06

D-arginine H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11 H12 H13 H14

C1 -4.79 3.59 9.67 2.65 10.09 0.39 0.00 0. 0. 0.00

C2 1.13 -5.24 -4.79 -0.11 1.73 -0.03 0.06 0. 0. -0.12

C3 170.16 -0.23 0.904 -4.08 -4.12 8.45 0. 0. 0. 0.

C4 -0.17 153.84 162.59 -0.01 0. 0. 0.14 0.90 0.86 -0.57

C5 -4.12 0. 0. 12.20 -0.13 -7.43 0. 0. 0. 0.

C6 0. 5.06 3.81 0. 0. 0. -2.93 -4.68 -3.60 -0.98

H1 11.32 -0.26 -0.65 -0.28 -0.14 -0.06 0.02 0. 0. -0.02

H2 4.29 -0.21 -0.14 -0.19 -0.03 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.00

H3 -0.15 2.33 3.1 0.01 -0.16 -0.00 0. 0. 0. 0.06

H4 -0.23 12. 3.80 -0.02 -0.14 -0.02 -0.018 0. 0. -0.06

H5 0. 0.013 -0.03 0.23 3.87 1.07 0. 0. 0. 0.

H6 0.01 0. -14.29 0.03 0. 0. -0.22 0.76 0.54 -0.44

H7 -0.03 -14.29 0. 0. 0. 0. -0.06 2.48 0.45 0.08

H8 0.25 0.02 0. 0. -9.65 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.

H9 3.87 0. 0. -9.65 0. 0.01 0. 0. 0. 0.

H10 1.07 0. 0. 0. 0.01 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.

H11 0. -0.22 -0.06 0. 0. 0. 0. -5.09 0.37 3.71

H12 0. 0.76 2.48 0. 0. 0. -5.09 0. -0.43 0.24

H13 0. 0.54 0.45 0. 0. 0. 0.37 -0.43 0. -3.47

H14 0. -0.44 0.08 0. 0. 0. 3.71 0.24 -3.47 0.

Table 6: Raw values of J couplings in D-arginine.
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L-arginine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 H1 H2 H3 H4

C1 0. 130.34 114.85 -8.36 -8.05 -0.15 171.75 166.93 -6.43 -5.66

C2 130.34 0. -6.62 141.14 1.39 8.68 -6.64 -5.86 162.52 168.20

C3 114.85 -6.62 0. 6.84 158.85 0. -3.25 -6.39 0.77 2.34

C4 -8.36 141.14 6.84 0. -0.08 -4.08 2.57 1.67 -3.77 -7.59

C5 -8.05 1.39 158.85 -0.08 0. 0. 0.70 9.42 -0.18 -0.02

C6 -0.15 8.68 0. -4.08 0. 0. 0.16 0.09 1.52 0.

H1 171.75 -6.64 -3.25 2.57 0.70 0.16 0. -14.04 13.47 2.70

H2 166.93 -5.86 -6.39 1.67 9.42 0.09 -14.04 0. 4.75 13.30

H3 -6.43 162.52 0.77 -3.77 -0.18 1.52 13.47 4.75 0. -13.19

H4 -5.66 168.20 2.34 -7.59 -0.02 0. 2.70 13.30 -13.19 0.

H5 -7.47 8.07 168.60 -0.05 -7.75 0. 3.10 5.35 -0.48 -0.43

H6 3.66 -5.22 -0.17 154.49 0. 4.90 -0.21 -0.18 2.17 12.12

H7 9.69 -4.59 0.95 162.92 0. 3.80 -0.45 -0.31 3.27 3.71

H8 0.27 0.02 -6.08 0.03 2.78 0. -0.50 -0.25 -0.03 0.03

H9 9.39 0.19 -5.44 0. 0.154 0. 2.02 -0.28 0.1 -0.00

H10 -0.40 0.08 7.21 0. -7.56 0. -0.04 -0.12 0. -0.02

H11 0.01 0.06 0. 0.142 0. -2.98 0.02 0. 0. -0.02

H12 0. 0. 0. 0.85 0. -4.80 0. 0. 0. 0.

H13 0. 0. 0. 0.82 0. -3.59 0. 0. 0. 0.

H14 -0.00 -0.12 0. -0.561 0. -0.95 -0.017 0.001 0.07 -0.05

L-arginine H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11 H12 H13 H14

C1 -7.47 3.66 9.69 0.27 9.39 -0.40 0.01 0. 0. -0.00

C2 8.07 -5.22 -4.59 0.02 0.19 0.08 0.06 0. 0. -0.12

C3 168.60 -0.17 0.95 -6.08 -5.44 7.21 0. 0. 0. 0.

C4 -0.05 154.49 162.92 0.03 0. 0. 0.14 0.85 0.82 -0.56

C5 -7.75 0. 0. 2.78 0.15 -7.56 0. 0. 0. 0.

C6 0. 4.90 3.80 0. 0. 0. -2.98 -4.80 -3.59 -0.95

H1 3.10 -0.21 -0.45 -0.50 2.02 -0.04 0.02 0. 0. -0.02

H2 5.35 -0.18 -0.31 -0.25 -0.28 -0.12 0. 0. 0. 0.00

H3 -0.48 2.17 3.27 -0.03 0.1 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.07

H4 -0.43 12.12 3.71 0.03 -0.00 -0.02 -0.02 0. 0. -0.05

H5 0. -0.04 0. 15.32 4.11 -0.08 0. 0. 0. 0.

H6 -0.04 0. -14.30 0.00 0. 0. -0.22 0.80 0.58 -0.41

H7 0. -14.30 0. 0.04 0. 0. -0.05 2.43 0.42 0.05

H8 15.32 0.00 0.04 0. -11.90 -0.19 0. 0. 0. 0.

H9 4.11 0. 0. -11.90 0. -0.122 0. 0. 0. 0.

H10 -0.08 0. 0. -0.19 -0.12 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.

H11 0. -0.22 -0.05 0. 0. 0. 0. -5.23 0.36 3.69

H12 0. 0.80 2.43 0. 0. 0. -5.23 0. -0.44 0.24

H13 0. 0.58 0.42 0. 0. 0. 0.36 -0.44 0. -3.53

H14 0. -0.41 0.05 0. 0. 0. 3.69 0.24 -3.53 0.

Table 7: Raw values of J couplings in L-arginine.
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Aspartic acid C1 C2 C3 C4 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7

C1 0. -0.07 0.03 -0.22 -0.01 3.67 2.14 -2.24 -2.23 2.08 2.

C2 -0.07 0. -0.01 -0.01 0.25 0.08 -0.04 1.79 -2.16 -1.30 0.01

C3 0.03 -0.01 0. -1.90 0.13 -0.91 0.98 -1.02 1.54 0.01 -0.46

C4 -0.22 -0.01 -1.90 0. 0.28 -0.44 0.30 2.46 -2.53 4.19 0.01

H1 -0.01 0.25 0.13 0.28 0. 1.18 -1.15 -2.31 1.40 0.16 -0.12

H2 -0.14 0.08 -0.91 -0.44 1.18 0. -0.02 1.17 -3.08 2. 22.24

H3 0.17 -0.04 0.98 0.30 -1.15 -0.02 0. 3.13 -0.94 0.48 -17.04

H4 -0.05 1.79 -1.02 2.46 -2.31 1.17 3.13 0. -0.08 -2.66 0.

H5 -0.09 -2.16 1.54 -2.53 1.40 -3.08 -0.94 -0.08 0. -2. 0.

H6 0.14 -1.30 0.01 4.19 0.16 2. 0.48 -2.66 -2. 0. 2.

H7 -0.20 0.01 -0.46 0.01 -0.12 22.24 -17.05 0. 0. 2. 0.

Table 8: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2 for aspartic

acid.

D-a. acid C1 C2 C3 C4 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7

C1 0. 139.48 172.68 -5.65 169.25 1.75 0.25 78.22 80.38 -0.14 0.

C2 139.48 0. -8.33 188.81 -5.38 163.72 175.59 0.53 11.10 0.97 7.48

C3 172.68 -8.33 0. 0.12 -9.59 10.54 3.08 11.77 1.35 -7.35 -0.15

C4 -5.65 188.81 0.12 0. 1.10 -11.40 -8.46 -0.235 2.98 -0.05 -7.58

H1 169.25 -5.38 -9.589 1.10 0. 2.86 11.08 4.77 1.44 -0.66 -0.11

H2 -6.82 163.72 10.54 -11.40 2.86 0. -17.85 -0.113 0.79 0. -0.84

H3 -6.52 175.59 3.08 -8.46 11.08 -17.847 0. -0.202 -0.48 -0.04 0.74

H4 -4.63 0.53 11.77 -0.24 4.77 -0.113 -0.20 0. -10.87 -0.25 0.

H5 -4.71 11.10 1.35 2.98 1.44 0.79 -0.48 -10.87 0. -0.2 0.

H6 6.43 0.97 -7.35 -0.05 -0.66 0. -0.04 -0.25 -0.2 0. 0.

H7 1.70 7.48 -0.15 -7.58 -0.11 -0.84 0.74 0. 0. 0. 0.

Table 9: Raw values of J couplings in D-aspartic acid.
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L-a. acid C1 C2 C3 C4 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7

C1 0. 129.84 177.80 -4.517 168.39 -5.95 -7.76 -4.41 -4.32 7.38 1.39

C2 129.84 0. -8.26 187.36 -6.90 177.36 168.44 9.42 -0.44 0.20 7.52

C3 177.80 -8.26 0. 0.00 -10.89 3.97 8.973 3.84 10.54 -7.39 -0.09

C4 -4.52 187.36 0.003 0. 1.45 -7.29 -11.41 2.26 -0.35 0.15 -7.66

H1 168.39 -6.90 -10.89 1.45 0. 11.144 2.99 -0.35 8.14 -0.77 -0.09

H2 -5.95 177.36 3.97 -7.29 11.144 0. -17.58 -0.43 -0.17 -0.07 1.

H3 -7.76 168.44 8.97 -11.41 2.99 -17.58 0. 0.92 -0.17 -0.06 -0.58

H4 -4.41 9.42 3.84 2.26 -0.35 -0.43 0.92 0. -10.07 0.04 0.

H5 -4.32 -0.44 10.54 -0.35 8.14 -0.17 -0.17 -10.07 0. 0. 0.

H6 7.38 0.20 -7.391 0.147 -0.77 -0.07 -0.06 0.04 0. 0. -0.04

H7 1.39 7.52 -0.09 -7.66 -0.09 1. -0.58 0. 0. -0.04 0.

Table 10: Raw values of J couplings in L-aspartic acid.

Cysteine C1 C2 C3 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7

C1 0. 0.17 -0.03 -0.03 -0.17 0.47 -0.11 0.05 -2.04 -0.28

C2 0.17 0. -0.05 0.35 -0.03 0.00 1.75 -1.01 0.55 0.27

C3 -0.03 -0.05 0. 0.12 1.33 -0.89 -0.22 -0.02 0.30 -0.08

H1 -0.03 0.35 0.12 0. -1.23 0.90 -1.63 0.77 6.31 -4.53

H2 -0.17 -0.03 1.33 -1.23 0. 0.07 3.44 -1.22 -0.04 -2.

H3 0.47 0.00 -0.89 0.90 0.07 0. 0.72 0.27 0.44 2.

H4 -0.11 1.75 -0.22 -1.63 3.44 0.72 0. 0.14 -2. 0.97

H5 0.05 -1.01 -0.02 0.77 -1.22 0.27 0.14 0. -92.67 -4.21

H6 -2.04 0.55 0.30 6.31 -0.04 0.44 -2. -92.67 0. 3.18

H7 -0.28 0.27 -0.08 -4.53 -2. 2. 0.97 -4.21 3.18 0.

Table 11: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L) − J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for cys-

teine.
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D-cysteine C1 C2 C3 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7

C1 0. 124.59 182.12 176.20 -6.93 -3.33 -5.08 -4.191 1.39 8.61

C2 124.59 0. -7.81 -4.02 191.79 196.98 0.85 1.40 -0.78 0.84

C3 182.12 -7.81 0. -7.46 2.35 9.22 1.56 11.69 -0.141 -8.00

H1 176.20 -4.02 -7.46 0. 11.54 3.83 15.35 2.02 0.137 1.20

H2 -6.93 191.79 2.35 11.54 0. -13.87 -0.14 -0.24 14.57 -0.06

H3 -3.33 196.98 9.22 3.83 -13.87 0. -0.19 -0.10 3.72 0.

H4 -5.08 0.85 1.56 15.35 -0.14 -0.19 0. -9.07 -0.05 -0.05

H5 -4.19 1.40 11.69 2.02 -0.24 -0.10 -9.07 0. 0.07 0.64

H6 1.39 -0.78 -0.14 0.14 14.57 3.72 -0.05 0.07 0. -0.03

H7 8.61 0.84 -8.00 1.20 -0.06 0. -0.05 0.64 -0.03 0.

Table 12: Raw values of J couplings in D-cysteine.

L-cysteine C1 C2 C3 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7

C1 0. 147.52 176.80 170.50 -5.86 -5.40 -4.57 -4.43 -0.01 6.49

C2 147.52 0. -7.44 -5.73 185.64 197.27 12.98 0.46 -1.37 1.10

C3 176.80 -7.44 0. -8.38 11.61 3.56 1.248 11.42 -0.19 -7.36

H1 170.50 -5.73 -8.38 0. 2.74 10.15 1.56 4.56 -0.26 -0.46

H2 -5.86 185.64 11.61 2.74 0. -14.93 0.51 -0.06 14.04 0.

H3 -5.40 197.27 3.56 10.15 -14.93 0. -0.41 -0.13 5.84 -0.07

H4 -4.57 12.98 1.25 1.56 0.51 -0.41 0. -10.47 0. -0.15

H5 -4.43 0.46 11.42 4.56 -0.06 -0.13 -10.47 0. -0.07 -0.23

H6 -0.01 -1.37 -0.19 -0.26 14.04 5.84 0. -0.07 0. 0.11

H7 6.49 1.10 -7.36 -0.46 0. -0.07 -0.15 -0.23 0.11 0.

Table 13: Raw values of J couplings in L-cysteine.
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Glutamic acid C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9

C1 0. -0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.03 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.27 -0.28 2.15 -2.14 -0.99 0.02

C2 -0.01 0. -0.00 -0.00 -0.01 0.522823 -0.55 0.01 1.03 -1.06 0.10 -0.13 -0.00 0.

C3 0.01 -0.00 0. 0.07 0.00 0.06 -0.05 0.01 0.01 -0.01 0.25 -0.32 -3.33 -0.01

C4 0.03 -0.00 0.07 0. -0.18 1.77 -1.80 -0.02 1.13 -0.94 -0.84 0.85 -0.01 0.

C5 -0.03 -0.01 0.00 -0.18 0. 1.07 -1.12 0.02 0.15 -0.14 -2. 2. 0. -0.01

H1 0.00 0.52 0.06 1.77 1.07 0. -0.01 0.54 -0.65 0.03 -16.4 -2.30 -10.07 -0.06

H2 0.00 -0.55 -0.05 -1.80 -1.12 -0.01 0. -0.53 -0.04 0.62 2.31 13.79 8.73 0.17

H3 0.02 0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.02 0.54 -0.53 0. 0.13 -0.16 -2.19 2.19 -0.06 0.

H4 0.27 1.03 0.01 1.13 0.15 -0.65 -0.04 0.13 0. 0.01 4.14 10. 0.67 6.69

H5 -0.28 -1.06 -0.01 -0.94 -0.14 0.03 0.62 -0.16 0.01 0. -9.33 -4.86 -1.28 -3.07

H6 2.15 0.10 0.25 -0.85 -2. -16.4 2.31 -2.19 4.14 -9.33 0. 0.00 2. 0.

H7 -2.14 -0.13 -0.32 0.85 2. -2.30 13.79 2.19 10. -4.86 0.00 0. -2. 0.

H8 -0.99 -0.00 -3.33 -0.01 0. -10.07 8.73 -0.06 0.67 -1.28 2. -2. 0. 0.

H9 0.02 0. -0.01 0. -0.01 -0.06 0.17 0. 6.69 -3.07 0. 0. 0. 0.

Table 14: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L) − J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for glu-

tamic acid.

D-glutamic acid C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9

C1 0. 122.22 141.61 -8.23 -5.45 171.17 171.25 -6.04 -5.07 -6.90 -0.28 7.81 0.13 1.71

C2 122.23 0. -6.88 170.56 8.55 -3.85 -6.56 162.35 0.99 3.07 -3.95 -4.44 7.29 0.

C3 141.61 -6.88 0. 1.43 194.08 -6.64 -7.10 7.19 166.41 167.81 -0.20 -0.25 -0.01 7.01

C4 -8.23 170.56 1.43 0. -0.15 0.68 11.13 -10.79 -0.04 -0.13 10.34 4.07 -7.59 0.

C5 -5.45 8.55 194.08 -0.15 0. 0.74 2.37 1.10 -9.70 -11.46 -0.02 0. 0. -7.34

H1 171.17 -3.85 -6.64 0.68 0.74 0. -15.16 2.76 4.70 12.97 -0.46 2.421 0.18 -0.14

H2 171.25 -6.56 -7.10 11.13 2.37 -15.16 0. 4.82 13.47 2.52 -0.171 0.34 -0.11 -0.13

H3 -6.04 162.35 7.19 -10.79 1.10 2.76 4.82 0. -0.41 -0.47 7.38 -0.34 -0.79 0.

H4 -5.07 0.99 166.41 -0.04 -9.70 4.70 13.47 -0.41 0. -19.84 -0.05 -0.03 -0.02 0.36

H5 -6.90 3.07 167.81 -0.13 -11.46 12.97 2.52 -0.47 -19.84 0. 0.05 0.13 -0.04 -0.76

H6 -0.28 -3.95 -0.20 10.34 -0.02 -0.46 -0.17 7.38 -0.05 0.05 0. -9.27 0. 0.

H7 7.81 -4.44 -0.25 4.07 0. 2.42 0.34 -0.34 -0.03 0.13 -9.27 0. 0.07 0.

H8 0.13 7.29 -0.01 -7.59 0. 0.18 -0.11 -0.79 -0.02 -0.04 0. 0.069 0. 0.

H9 1.71 0. 7.01 0. -7.34 -0.14 -0.13 0. 0.36 -0.76 0. 0. 0. 0.

Table 15: Raw values of J couplings in D-glutamic acid.
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L-glutamic acid C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9

C1 0. 121.14 142.46 -8.51 -5.31 171.58 171.37 -6.19 -6.67 -5.18 7.69 -0.26 0.04 1.75

C2 121.15 0. -6.87 169.81 8.48 -6.58 -3.75 163.40 3.08 0.95 -4.37 -3.90 7.28 0.

C3 142.46 -6.87 0. 1.53 194.15 -7.05 -6.76 7.26 168.25 165.49 -0.26 -0.18 0.00 6.96

C4 -8.51 169.81 1.53 0. -0.12 11.07 0.59 -10.55 -0.14 -0.05 4.21 10.13 -7.52 0.

C5 -5.31 8.48 194.15 -0.12 0. 2.44 0.67 1.12 -11.31 -9.97 0. -0.02 0. -7.25

H1 171.58 -6.58 -7.05 11.07 2.44 0. -15.06 4.81 2.39 13.42 0.36 -0.17 -0.12 -0.13

H2 171.37 -3.75 -6.76 0.59 0.67 -15.06 0. 2.81 12.92 4.81 2.41 -0.45 0.17 -0.15

H3 -6.19 163.40 7.26 -10.55 1.12 4.81 2.81 0. -0.47 -0.40 -0.33 7.43 -0.74 0.

H4 -6.67 3.08 168.25 -0.14 -11.31 2.39 12.92 -0.47 0. -20.06 0.15 0.05 -0.04 -0.67

H5 -5.18 0.95 165.49 -0.05 -9.97 13.42 4.81 -0.40 -20.06 0. -0.03 -0.06 -0.01 0.16

H6 7.69 -4.37 -0.26 4.21 0. 0.36 2.41 -0.33 0.15 -0.03 0. -9.31 0.07 0.

H7 -0.26 -3.90 -0.18 10.13 -0.02 -0.17 -0.45 7.43 0.05 -0.06 -9.31 0. 0. 0.

H8 0.04 7.28 0.00 -7.52 0. -0.12 0.17 -0.74 -0.04 -0.01 0.07 0. 0. 0.

H9 1.75 0. 6.96 0. -7.25 -0.13 -0.15 0. -0.67 0.16 0. 0. 0. 0.

Table 16: Raw values of J couplings in L-glutamic acid.

Glutamine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10

C1 0. 0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.02 0.02 0.01 -0.01 0.02 -2.12 2.12 -0.04 -0.03 0.06

C2 0.00 0. 0.00 0.00 0.01 -0.85 0.86 -0.00 -0.82 0.83 0.15 -0.11 0. 0. 0.00

C3 -0.00 0.00 0. 0.07 0.00 -0.02 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 -1.75 2.11 -0.07 0.00 0.21

C4 -0.00 0.00 0.07 0. 0.05 -1.76 1.77 0.02 20.86 -8.88 2.49 -2.53 0. 0. 0.00

C5 -0.00 0.01 0.00 0.05 0. 0.61 -0.55 0.03 -0.14 0.12 2. -2. -0.02 0.01 0.

H1 -0.02 -0.85 -0.02 -1.76 0.61 0. -0.00 -0.72 -0.02 -0.43 0.09 2.55 -0.13 -0.10 -0.14

H2 0.02 0.86 0.01 1.76 -0.55 -0.00 0. 0.72 0.41 0.02 -2.58 -0.13 0.12 0.04 0.21

H3 0.01 -0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 -0.72 0.72 0. 0.19 -0.19 0.85 -0.83 0. 0. -0.48

H4 -0.01 -0.82 0.00 20.86 -0.14 -0.02 0.42 0.19 0. -0.01 6.82 1.28 -0.66 -2.34 -2.

H5 0.02 0.83 0.00 -8.88 0.12 -0.43 0.02 -0.19 -0.01 0. -1.17 -6.28 0.62 1.48 2.

H6 -2.12 0.15 -1.75 2.49 2. 0.09 -2.58 0.85 6.82 -1.17 0. 0.01 2. 0. 0.02

H7 2.12 -0.11 2.11 -2.53 -2. 2.55 -0.13 -0.83 1.28 -6.28 0.01 0. -2. 0. 0.02

H8 -0.04 0. -0.07 0. -0.02 -0.13 0.12 0. -0.66 0.62 2. -2. 0. 0.02 0.

H9 -0.03 0. 0.00 0. 0.01 -0.10 0.03 0. -2.33 1.48 0. 0. 0.02 0. 0.

H10 0.06 0.00 0.21 0.00 0. -0.14 0.21 -0.48 -2. 2. 0.02 0.02 0. 0. 0.

Table 17: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L) − J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for glu-

tamine.
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D-glu. C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10

C1 0. 115.62 143.58 -8.22 -5.91 174.57 170.77 -7.46 -6.37 -6.47 8.71 -0.25 0.55 1.85 -0.41

C2 115.62 0. -6.95 157.71 6.75 -6.62 -2.61 170.04 2.07 0.91 -5.19 -5.89 0. 0. 7.45

C3 143.58 -6.95 0. 1.20 167.80 -7.00 -6.90 8.23 161.94 161.8 0.15 -0.00 -0.56 6.76 0.05

C4 -8.22 157.71 1.20 0. -0.17 9.85 0.61 -7.80 0.13 -0.17 -0.44 3.92 0. 0. -7.71

C5 -5.91 6.75 167.80 -0.17 0. 1.12 2.01 0.40 -9.38 -8.61 0. 0.05 3.18 -2.77 0.

H1 174.57 -6.62 -7.00 9.85 1.12 0. -15.26 5.93 13.98 4.73 -0.37 -0.20 -0.06 -0.15 -0.08

H2 170.77 -2.61 -6.90 0.61 2.01 -15.26 0. 2.714 3.09 13.70 1.68 -0.40 -0.05 -0.14 -0.08

H3 -7.46 170.04 8.23 -7.80 0.40 5.93 2.71 0. -0.42 -0.50 5.65 14.01 0. 0. 0.16

H4 -6.37 2.07 161.94 0.13 -9.38 13.98 3.09 -0.42 0. -18.06 -0.04 0.01 -0.33 -0.71 -0.02

H5 -6.47 0.91 161.8 -0.17 -8.61 4.73 13.70 -0.50 -18.06 0. 0.05 0.06 -0.20 -0.13 0.

H6 8.71 -5.19 0.15 -0.44 0. -0.37 1.68 5.65 -0.04 0.05 0. -11.82 0. 0. -0.16

H7 -0.25 -5.89 -0.00 3.92 0.05 -0.20 -0.40 14.01 0.01 0.06 -11.82 0. 0.01 0. -0.17

H8 0.55 0. -0.56 0. 3.18 -0.06 -0.05 0. -0.33 -0.20 0. 0.014 0. 4.81 0.

H9 1.85 0. 6.76 0. -2.77 -0.15 -0.14 0. -0.71 -0.13 0. 0. 4.81 0. 0.

H10 -0.41 7.45 0.05 -7.71 0. -0.08 -0.08 0.16 -0.021 0. -0.16 -0.17 0. 0. 0.

Table 18: Raw values of J couplings in D-glutamine.

L-glu. C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10

C1 0. 115.91 143.14 -8.20 -5.89 171.51 174.04 -7.51 -6.30 -6.57 -0.26 8.68 0.53 1.80 -0.43

C2 115.91 0. -6.97 157.75 6.81 -2.66 -6.52 169.61 0.87 2.20 -6.02 -5.26 0. 0. 7.47

C3 143.14 -6.97 0. 1.28 167.90 -6.88 -6.95 8.30 162.22 161.92 0.01 0.11 -0.52 6.77 0.06

C4 -8.20 157.75 1.28 0. -0.18 0.62 9.73 -7.93 -0.16 0.11 4.01 -0.46 0. 0. -7.71

C5 -5.89 6.81 167.90 -0.18 0. 2.1 1.14 0.41 -8.194 -9.69 0.05 0. 3.12 -2.78 0.

H1 171.51 -2.66 -6.88 0.62 2.1 0. -15.22 2.79 13.65 3.07 -0.41 1.68 -0.05 -0.14 -0.07

H2 174.04 -6.52 -6.95 9.73 1.14 -15.22 0. 5.79 4.71 13.99 -0.21 -0.36 -0.06 -0.14 -0.09

H3 -7.51 169.61 8.30 -7.93 0.41 2.79 5.79 0. -0.50 -0.41 13.98 5.76 0. 0. 0.10

H4 -6.30 0.87 162.22 -0.16 -8.19 13.65 4.71 -0.50 0. -17.88 0.08 0.05 -0.16 0.06 0.

H5 -6.57 2.20 161.92 0.11 -9.69 3.07 13.99 -0.41 -17.88 0. 0.01 -0.03 -0.38 -0.86 -0.02

H6 -0.26 -6.02 0.01 4.01 0.05 -0.41 -0.21 13.98 0.08 0.01 0. -11.97 0.01 0. -0.17

H7 8.68 -5.26 0.11 -0.46 0. 1.68 -0.36 5.76 0.05 -0.03 -11.97 0. 0. 0. -0.17

H8 0.53 0. -0.52 0. 3.12 -0.05 -0.06 0. -0.16 -0.38 0.01 0. 0. 4.93 0.

H9 1.80 0. 6.77 0. -2.78 -0.14 -0.142 0. 0.06 -0.86 0. 0. 4.93 0. 0.

H10 -0.43 7.47 0.06 -7.71 0. -0.07 -0.09 0.10 0. -0.02 -0.17 -0.17 0. 0. 0.

Table 19: Raw values of J couplings in L-glutamine.
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Glyceraldehyde C1 C2 C3 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6

C1 0. -0.01 0.04 0.02 1.84 -0.01 -0.06 -0.01 -4.99

C2 -0.01 0. 0.05 0.86 0.04 0.00 7.37 0.01 -0.04

C3 0.04 0.05 0. -0.10 0.30 -0.33 0.03 0.14 1.13

H1 0.02 0.86 -0.10 0. 1.57 0.55 -0.02 0.64 -1.35

H2 1.84 0.04 0.30 1.57 0. 0.01 0.27 -2.69 -0.06

H3 -0.01 0.00 -0.33 0.55 0.01 0. 0.21 0.03 1.52

H4 -0.06 7.37 0.03 -0.02 0.27 0.21 0. -0.03 -6.

H5 -0.01 0.01 0.14 0.64 -2.69 0.03 -0.03 0. -4.65

H6 -4.99 -0.04 1.13 -1.35 -0.06 1.52 -6. -4.65 0.

Table 20: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L)− J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for glyc-

eraldehyde.

D-glyceraldeyde C1 C2 C3 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6

C1 0. 133.69 152.46 170.72 -0.19 -5.11 25.77 -3.87 1.54

C2 133.69 0. -8.32 -3.82 177.45 187.05 0.16 3.54 -4.82

C3 152.46 -8.32 0. -6.39 2.57 10.64 223.53 3.88 -0.07

H1 170.72 -3.82 -6.40 0. 1.37 3.84 -0.66 1.57 -0.70

H2 -0.19 177.45 2.57 1.37 0. -13.24 -0.04 1.69 15.05

H3 -5.11 187.05 10.64 3.84 -13.24 0. -0.35 -0.20 0.71

H4 25.77 0.16 223.53 -0.66 -0.04 -0.35 0. 1.51 -0.07

H5 -3.87 3.54 3.88 1.57 1.69 -0.20 1.511 0. 0.23

H6 1.54 -4.82 -0.07 -0.70 15.05 0.71 -0.072 0.23 0.

Table 21: Raw values of J couplings in D-glyceraldehyde.
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L-glyceraldehyde C1 C2 C3 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6

C1 0. 132.82 158.41 174.11 -4.69 -5.08 24.36 -3.84 -0.66

C2 132.82 0. -8.78 -9.53 184.95 187.88 -0.28 3.59 -4.65

C3 158.41 -8.78 0. -5.81 3.48 7.66 231.02 4.46 -0.25

H1 174.11 -9.53 -5.81 0. 11.40 6.73 -0.65 3.05 -0.14

H2 -4.69 184.95 3.48 11.40 0. -13.35 -0.05 -0.25 14.18

H3 -5.08 187.88 7.66 6.73 -13.35 0. -0.43 -0.21 5.20

H4 24.36 -0.28 231.02 -0.65 -0.05 -0.43 0. 1.47 0.04

H5 -3.84 3.59 4.46 3.05 -0.25 -0.21 1.47 0. -0.09

H6 -0.66 -4.65 -0.25 -0.14 14.18 5.20 0.04 -0.09 0.

Table 22: Raw values of J couplings in L-glyceraldehyde.
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Methionine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3

C1 0. 0.21 0.00 -0.33 0.60 0.07 -0.06 0.56

C2 0.21 0. -0.36 -0.02 0.25 0.03 0.01 -0.07

C3 0.00 -0.36 0. 1.79 -0.15 0.68 -0.63 1.11

C4 -0.33 -0.02 1.79 0. 0. 0.76 -0.69 0.23

C5 0.60 0.25 -0.15 0. 0. 0.57 0.29 -1.06

H1 0.07 0.03 0.68 0.76 0.57 0. 0.10 -1.70

H2 -0.06 0.01 -0.63 -0.69 0.29 0.10 0. 0.90

H3 0.56 -0.07 1.11 0.23 -1.06 10.68 -2. 2.

H4 0.78 -1.34 0.00 -0.31 0.67 1.28 0.38 -1.25

H5 -0.83 1.17 0.02 1.78 -1.09 0.29 -1.37 -22.77

H6 0.51 -0.13 -3.31 0.76 0. -0.33 -0.65 -0.26

H7 0.87 0.07 6.36 -2.10 2.14 -19.80 0.90 1.72

H8 0.17 0.13 -0.35 2. 0.01 1.04 48. -2.28

H9 -1.87 2. -0.07 0. 0.01 2. -2. 0.04

H10 0.53 -0.77 0.30 0. 0.00 -0.02 -2.51 2.11

H11 1.42 -0.20 2.60 -0.02 0. 2.56 -1.07 -2.36

Methionine H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 0.78 -0.83 0.51 0.87 0.17 -1.87 0.53 1.42

C2 -1.34 1.17 -0.13 0.07 0.13 2. -0.77 -0.20

C3 0.00 0.02 -3.31 6.36 -0.35 -0.07 0.30 2.60

C4 -0.31 1.78 0.76 -2.10 2. 0. 0. -0.02

C5 0.67 -1.09 0. 2.14 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.

H1 1.28 0.29 -0.33 -19.80 1.04 2. -0.02 2.56

H2 0.38 -1.37 -0.65 0.90 48. -2. -2.51 -1.07

H3 2.77 2.25 -2.04 1.72 -2.28 0.04 2.11 -2.36

H4 0. -0.05 -3.36 7.78 8.86 3.14 2.52 0.75

H5 -0.05 0. -2. -2. -4.55 -4.92 -16.81 -0.03

H6 -3.36 -2. 0. 0.19 2. 0. 0. -0.03

H7 7.78 -2. 0.19 0. 2. 0. -2. 2.

H8 8.86 -4.55 2. 2. 0. -0.01 0.03 0.

H9 3.14 -4.92 0. 0. -0.01 0. -0.04 0.

H10 2.52 -16.81 0. -2. 0.03 -0.04 0. 0.

H11 0.75 -0.03 -0.03 2. 0. 0. 0. 0.

Table 23: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L) − J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for me-

thionine.
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D-methionine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3

C1 0. 104.42 138.28 -8.18 0.84 167.30 172.23 -4.79

C2 104.42 0. -7.22 174.89 -0.12 -6.04 -6.06 178.22

C3 138.28 -7.22 0. 0.08 -1.07 -3.99 -8.52 1.48

C4 -8.18 174.89 0.08 0. 0. 2.57 8.86 -8.26

C5 0.84 -0.12 -1.07 0. 0. 0.13 0.22 0.03

H1 167.30 -6.04 -3.99 2.57 0.13 0. -14.71 11.12

H2 172.23 -6.06 -8.52 8.86 0.22 -14.71 0. 3.78

H3 -4.79 178.22 1.48 -8.26 0.03 11.12 3.78 0.

H4 -3.20 8.9 189.61 -0.31 4.28 3.31 2.86 -0.68

H5 -5.72 2.39 188.46 -0.01 8.10 2.61 14.33 -0.16

H6 -0.29 -5.61 -0.40 2.81 0. -0.16 -0.29 14.91

H7 2.82 -4.05 -0.25 11.83 0.00 -0.27 -0.28 0.72

H8 0.34 0.15 2.5 0. 202.67 -0.04 0.05 -0.14

H9 -0.21 0. 9.93 0. 198.20 0. -0.11 -0.11

H10 0.29 0.17 1.55 0. 203.18 0.06 -0.16 0.01

H11 -0.07 8.17 -0.08 -7.63 0. 0.02 0.18 0.84

D-methionine H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 -3.20 -5.72 -0.29 2.82 0.34 -0.21 0.29 -0.07

C2 8.9 2.39 -5.61 -4.05 0.15 0. 0.17 8.17

C3 189.61 188.46 -0.40 -0.25 2.5 9.93 1.55 -0.08

C4 -0.31 -0.01 2.81 11.83 0. 0. 0. -7.63

C5 4.28 8.09 0. 0.00 202.67 198.20 203.18 0.

H1 3.31 2.61 -0.16 -0.27 -0.04 0. 0.06 0.02

H2 2.86 14.33 -0.29 -0.28 0.05 -0.11 -0.16 0.18

H3 -0.68 -0.16 14.91 0.72 -0.14 -0.11 0.01 0.84

H4 0. -15.79 -0.08 0.04 0.49 -0.30 0.05 0.08

H5 -15.79 0. 0.03 -0.00 -0.22 1.38 -0.76 0.19

H6 -0.08 0.03 0. -9.43 0. 0. 0. -0.09

H7 0.03 -0.00 -9.43 0. 0. 0. 0.06 0.

H8 0.49 -0.22 0. 0. 0. -14.78 -9.90 0.

H9 -0.30 1.38 0. 0. -14.78 0. -14.80 0.

H10 0.05 -0.76 0. 0.06 -9.90 -14.80 0. 0.

H11 0.08 0.19 -0.09 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.

Table 24: Raw values of J couplings in D-methionine.

90



L-methionine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3

C1 0. 128.33 138.70 -5.89 1.56 179.24 162.75 -8.54

C2 128.33 0. -5.00 171.07 -0.16 -6.21 -6.11 165.85

C3 138.70 -5.00 0. 1.35 -0.91 -8.12 -4.42 5.16

C4 -5.89 171.07 1.35 0. 0. 5.72 4.30 -10.46

C5 1.56 -0.16 -0.91 0. 0. 0.24 0.30 0.01

H1 179.24 -6.21 -8.12 5.72 0.24 0. -16.249 0.9

H2 162.75 -6.11 -4.42 4.30 0.30 -16.25 0. 10.03

H3 -8.54 165.85 5.16 -10.46 0.01 -16.25 0. 10.03

H4 -7.26 1.76 190.25 -0.23 8.57 14.96 4.189 -0.16

H5 -2.37 9.12 191.77 -0.11 2.37 3.49 2.69 0.14

H6 -0.48 -4.91 0.10 6.22 0. -0.11 -0.15 11.50

H7 7.15 -4.34 0.48 -0.29 -0.03 0.22 -0.75 9.41

H8 0.41 0.17 1.75 0.06 205.70 -0.12 -0.05 0.01

H9 -0.01 -0.01 9.30 0. 200.39 -0.08 0. -0.12

H10 0.50 0.08 2.11 0. 203.82 0.06 0.02 -0.25

H11 -0.43 6.71 0.59 -7.48 0. -0.16 0.05 -0.07

L-methionine H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 -7.26 -2.37 -0.48 7.15 0.41 -0.01 0.50 -0.43

C2 1.76 9.12 -4.91 -4.34 0.17 -0.01 0.08 6.71

C3 190.25 191.77 0.10 0.48 1.75 9.30 2.11 0.59

C4 -0.23 -0.11 6.22 -0.29 0.06 0. 0. -7.48

C5 8.57 2.37 0. -0.03 205.70 200.39 203.82 0.

H1 14.96 3.49 -0.11 0.22 -0.12 -0.08 0.06 -0.16

H2 4.19 2.69 -0.15 -0.75 -0.05 0. 0.02 0.05

H3 4.19 2.69 -0.15 9.41 0.01 -0.12 -0.25 -0.07

H4 0. -14.97 0.02 -0.07 -0.77 1.34 -0.46 0.18

H5 -14.97 0. 0. 0. 0.08 -0.58 0.60 0.19

H6 0.02 0. 0. -11.40 0.06 0. 0. -0.09

H7 -0.07 0. -11.40 0. 0.07 0. 0. -0.20

H8 -0.77 0.08 0.06 0.07 0. -14.64 -10.25 0.

H9 1.34 -0.58 0. 0. -14.64 0. -14.17 0.

H10 -0.46 0.60 0. 0. -10.25 -14.17 0. 0.

H11 0.18 0.19 -0.09 -0.20 0. 0. 0. 0.

Table 25: Raw values of J couplings in L-methionine.

91



Phenylalanine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8 C9 H1

C1 0. -0.01 -0.00 -0.24 0.24 0.00 0.02 -0.02 0. 0.01

C2 -0.01 0. 0.00 0.15 -0.15 0.00 -0.06 0.06 0. -0.04

C3 -0.00 0.00 0. -0.00 0.00 -0.02 -0.04 0.04 0.00 -0.18

C4 -0.24 0.15 -0.00 0. -0.01 0.53 -0.01 -0.03 0.04 0.09

C5 0.24 -0.15 0.00 -0.01 0. -0.51 0.03 0.01 -0.04 0.16

C6 0.00 0.00 -0.02 0.53 -0.51 0. -0.11 0.14 0. -1.26

C7 0.02 -0.06 -0.04 -0.01 0.03 -0.11 0. -0.00 0.00 -1.45

C8 -0.02 0.06 0.04 -0.03 0.01 0.14 -0.00 0. -0.00 1.13

C9 0. 0. 0.00 0.04 -0.04 0. 0.00 -0.00 0. -0.93

H1 0.01 -0.04 -0.18 0.09 0.16 -1.26 -1.45 1.13 -0.93 0.

H2 -0.01 0.03 0.18 -0.16 -0.09 1.27 -1.13 1.47 0.92 -0.00

H3 0.02 0.00 0.03 -0.13 0.12 0.00 -0.44 0.42 0. 0.72

H4 0.02 0.23 0.27 0.01 0.03 0.78 -0.07 -0.01 0.01 -0.43

H5 -0.01 -0.24 -0.27 -0.03 -0.01 -0.81 0.02 0.06 -0.01 -1.06

H6 1.54 -0.25 -0.35 0. -0.23 1.36 0. 0. 0. 0.15

H7 -1.55 0.24 0.35 0.23 0. -1.36 0. 0. 0. -0.34

H8 0.05 0. -0.00 -0.14 0.02 2. 0. 0.00 0.01 -0.53

H9 -0.05 0. 0.00 -0.02 0.15 -2. -0.00 -0.00 -0.02 0.

H10 0. 0. 0. -0.01 0.02 0. 0.06 -0.06 -0.00 0.

H11 -0.08 -0.00 0.2 -0.52 0.55 0.00 2. -2. 0. 2.

Phenylalanine H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 -0.01 0.02 0.02 -0.01 1.54 -1.55 0.05 -0.05 0. -0.08

C2 0.03 0.00 0.23 -0.24 -0.25 0.24 0. 0. 0. -0.00

C3 0.18 0.03 0.27 -0.27 -0.35 0.35 -0.00 0.00 0. 0.2

C4 -0.16 -0.13 0.01 -0.03 0. 0.23 -0.14 -0.02 -0.01 -0.52

C5 -0.09 0.12 0.03 -0.01 -0.23 0. 0.02 0.15 0.02 0.55

C6 1.27 0.00 0.78 -0.81 1.36 -1.36 2. -2. 0. 0.00

C7 -1.13 -0.44 -0.07 0.02 0. 0. 0. -0.00 0.06 2.

C8 1.47 0.42 -0.01 0.06 0. 0. 0.00 -0.00 -0.06 -2.

C9 0.92 0. 0.01 -0.01 0. 0. 0.01 -0.02 -0.00 0.

H1 -0.00 0.72 -0.43 -1.06 0.15 -0.34 -0.53 0. 0. 2.

H2 0. -0.72 1.06 0.44 0.34 -0.15 0. 0.525 0. -2.

H3 -0.72 0. -0.42 0.36 -1.75 1.75 -2. 2. 0. -0.01

H4 1.06 -0.42 0. -0.00 0. 3.33 -0.00 -0.02 0.04 2.

H5 0.44 0.36 -0.00 0. -3. 0. 0.02 0.00 -0.04 -2.

H6 0.34 -1.75 0. -3. 0. -0.01 0. 0. 0. -2.

H7 -0.15 1.75 3.33 0. -0.01 0. 0. 0. 0. 2.

H8 0. -2. -0.00 0.02 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.00 2.

H9 0.53 2. -0.02 0.00 0. 0. 0. 0. -0.00 -2.

H10 0. 0. 0.04 -0.04 0. 0. 0.00 -0.00 0. 0.

H11 -2. -0.01 2. -2. -2. 2. 2. -2. 0. 0.

Table 26: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2 for pheny-

lalanine.
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D-ph. C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8 C9 H1

C1 0. 94.48 153.16 -4.33 -3.40 -7.30 3.51 3.58 -1.17 170.41

C2 94.48 0. -7.72 2.10 2.44 177.46 -1.40 -1.32 0. -7.13

C3 153.16 -7.72 0. 249.36 248.63 0.54 -3.35 -3.22 8.65 -7.99

C4 -4.33 2.10 249.36 0. -3.88 -0.05 275.77 8.16 -3.16 4.07

C5 -3.40 2.44 248.63 -3.88 0. -0.09 7.96 273.85 -3.28 6.31

C6 -7.30 177.46 0.54 -0.05 -0.09 0. 0.04 0.03 0. 9.04

C7 3.51 -1.40 -3.35 275.77 7.96 0.04 0. -2.20 265.94 -0.63

C8 3.58 -1.32 -3.22 8.16 273.85 0.03 -2.20 0. 267.09 0.28

C9 -1.17 0. 8.65 -3.16 -3.28 0. 265.94 267.09 0. 0.87

H1 170.41 -7.13 -7.99 4.07 6.31 9.04 -0.63 0.28 0.87 0.

H2 172.12 -6.90 -6.71 7.45 4.47 2.03 1.02 -0.09 0.32 -12.93

H3 -2.84 178.18 0.69 -0.18 -0.16 -7.68 0.12 0.08 0. 5.18

H4 3.47 -0.65 -0.84 210.66 6.52 0.04 -2.03 -1.35 7.64 -0.57

H5 3.53 -0.82 -1.12 6.69 213.73 0.09 -1.33 -1.90 7.74 -0.44

H6 0.32 -5.68 -0.40 0. -0.05 2.31 0. 0. 0. -0.29

H7 2.48 -4.44 -0.28 -0.04 0. 12.03 0. 0. 0. -0.28

H8 0.62 0. 7.73 -1.71 -1.70 0. 216.41 7.88 -1.40 0.20

H9 0.65 0. 7.71 -1.73 -1.47 0.00 7.92 216.46 -1.41 0.

H10 0. 0. -1.79 7.80 7.69 0. -1.13 -1.20 218.17 0.

H11 0.30 8.55 -0.01 0.05 0.03 -7.83 0. 0.03 0.04 0.

D-ph. H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 172.12 -2.84 3.47 3.53 0.32 2.48 0.62 0.65 0. 0.30

C2 -6.90 178.18 -0.65 -0.82 -5.68 -4.44 0. 0. 0. 8.55

C3 -6.71 0.69 -0.84 -1.12 -0.40 -0.28 7.73 7.71 -1.79 -0.01

C4 7.45 -0.18 210.66 6.69 0. -0.04 -1.71 -1.73 7.80 0.05

C5 4.47 -0.16 6.52 213.73 -0.05 0. -1.70 -1.47 7.69 0.03

C6 2.03 -7.68 0.04 0.09 2.31 12.03 0. 0.00 0. -7.83

C7 1.02 0.12 -2.03 -1.33 0. 0. 216.41 7.92 -1.13 0.

C8 -0.09 0.08 -1.35 -1.90 0. 0. 7.88 216.46 -1.20 0.03

C9 0.32 0. 7.63 7.74 0. 0. -1.40 -1.41 218.17 0.04

H1 -12.93 5.18 -0.57 -0.44 -0.29 -0.28 0.20 0. 0. 0.

H2 0. 10.97 -0.13 -0.37 -0.20 -0.34 0. 0.12 0. -0.06

H3 10.97 0. 0.06 0.03 15.00 1.01 -0.03 0. 0. 1.16

H4 -0.13 0.06 0. 1.86 0. 0.00 6.75 0.75 1.11 0.

H5 -0.37 0.03 1.86 0. -0.01 0. 0.74 6.74 1.16 -0.02

H6 -0.20 15.00 0. -0.01 0. -9.67 0. 0. 0. -0.07

H7 -0.34 1.01 0.00 0. -9.67 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.

H8 0. -0.03 6.75 0.74 0. 0. 0. 1.28 6.59 0.

H9 0.12 0.00 0.75 6.74 0.00 0. 1.28 0. 6.61 0.01

H10 0. 0. 1.11 1.16 0. 0. 6.59 6.61 0. 0.

H11 -0.06 1.16 0. -0.02 -0.07 0. 0. 0.00 0. 0.

Table 27: Raw values of J couplings in D-phenylalanine.
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L-ph. C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8 C9 H1

C1 0.00 94.00 153.04 -3.41 -4.33 -7.33 3.58 3.51 -1.17 172.23

C2 93.99 0.00 -7.75 2.43 2.10 177.57 -1.32 -1.40 0.00 -6.86

C3 153.04 -7.75 0.00 248.85 249.40 0.53 -3.23 -3.35 8.65 -6.65

C4 -3.41 2.43 248.85 0.00 -3.85 -0.09 273.88 7.95 -3.28 4.46

C5 -4.33 2.10 249.40 -3.85 0.00 -0.06 8.16 275.73 -3.16 7.44

C6 -7.33 177.57 0.53 -0.09 -0.06 0.00 0.03 0.04 0.00 2.06

C7 3.57 -1.32 -3.23 273.88 8.16 0.03 0.00 -2.20 267.17 -0.10

C8 3.51 -1.40 -3.35 7.95 275.73 0.04 -2.20 0.00 266.00 1.02

C9 -1.17 0.00 8.65 -3.28 -3.16 0.00 267.17 266.00 0.00 0.32

H1 172.23 -6.86 -6.65 4.46 7.44 2.06 -0.10 1.02 0.32 0.00

H2 170.49 -7.14 -8.00 6.33 4.07 9.02 0.28 -0.63 0.87 -12.92

H3 -2.89 178.20 0.71 -0.16 -0.18 -7.68 0.08 0.12 0.00 10.95

H4 3.53 -0.82 -1.10 213.75 6.69 0.08 -1.89 -1.33 7.73 -0.37

H5 3.48 -0.64 -0.84 6.52 210.70 0.04 -1.35 -2.02 7.63 -0.13

H6 2.46 -4.41 -0.28 0.00 -0.04 12.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.33

H7 0.31 -5.67 -0.39 -0.05 0.00 2.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.20

H8 0.65 0.00 7.71 -1.48 -1.72 0.00 216.40 7.92 -1.41 0.12

H9 0.61 0.00 7.72 -1.70 -1.72 0.00 7.89 216.41 -1.39 0.00

H10 0.00 0.00 -1.78 7.69 7.80 0.00 -1.19 -1.13 218.16 0.00

H11 0.28 8.54 -0.01 0.03 0.05 -7.83 0.03 0.00 0.04 -0.05

L-ph. H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 170.49 -2.89 3.53 3.48 2.46 0.31 0.65 0.61 0.00 0.28

C2 -7.14 178.20 -0.82 -0.64 -4.41 -5.67 0.00 0.00 0.00 8.54

C3 -8.00 0.71 -1.10 -0.84 -0.28 -0.39 7.71 7.72 -1.78 -0.01

C4 6.33 -0.16 213.75 6.52 0.00 -0.05 -1.48 -1.70 7.69 0.03

C5 4.07 -0.18 6.69 210.70 -0.04 0.00 -1.72 -1.72 7.80 0.05

C6 9.02 -7.68 0.08 0.03 12.03 2.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 -7.83

C7 0.28 0.08 -1.89 -1.35 0.00 0.00 216.40 7.89 -1.19 0.02

C8 -0.63 0.12 -1.33 -2.02 0.00 0.00 7.92 216.41 -1.13 0.00

C9 0.87 0.00 7.73 7.63 0.00 0.00 -1.41 -1.39 218.16 0.03

H1 -12.92 10.95 -0.37 -0.13 -0.33 -0.20 0.12 0.00 0.00 -0.06

H2 0.00 5.14 -0.43 -0.57 -0.28 -0.29 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.00

H3 5.14 0.00 0.04 0.06 1.01 15.02 0.00 -0.03 0.00 1.15

H4 -0.43 0.04 0.00 1.85 0.00 -0.00 6.73 0.73 1.15 -0.02

H5 -0.57 0.06 1.85 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.74 6.74 1.11 0.00

H6 -0.28 1.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 -9.58 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

H7 -0.29 15.03 -0.00 0.00 -9.58 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.08

H8 0.00 0.00 6.73 0.74 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.29 6.61 0.00

H9 0.20 -0.03 0.73 6.74 0.00 0.00 1.29 0.00 6.59 0.00

H10 0.00 0.00 1.15 1.11 0.00 0.00 6.61 6.59 0.00 0.00

H11 0.00 1.15 -0.02 0.00 0.00 -0.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Table 28: Raw values of J couplings in L-phenylalanine.
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Serine C1 C2 C3 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7

C1 0.00 0.17 -0.06 -0.04 0.54 0.06 0.09 0.51 -1.65 0.14

C2 0.17 0.00 -0.18 -0.00 0.04 -0.01 -2.24 1.14 -0.01 -2.91

C3 -0.06 -0.18 0.00 -0.57 0.88 -1.26 -0.38 -2.04 0.27 0.08

H1 -0.04 -0.00 -0.57 0.00 -0.48 0.78 0.11 2.14 -1.45 2.13

H2 0.54 0.04 0.88 -0.48 0.00 0.03 0.23 0.74 1.61 1.83

H3 0.06 -0.01 -1.26 0.78 0.03 0.00 -0.44 -0.51 0.07 -128.00

H4 0.09 -2.24 -0.38 0.11 0.23 -0.44 0.00 0.25 -0.22 0.56

H5 0.51 1.14 -2.04 2.14 0.74 -0.51 0.25 0.00 1.34 2.00

H6 -1.65 -0.01 0.27 -1.45 1.61 0.07 -0.22 1.34 0.00 -1.21

H7 0.14 -2.91 0.08 2.13 1.83 -128.00 0.56 2.00 -1.21 0.00

Table 29: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2 for serine.

D-serine C1 C2 C3 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7

C1 0.00 104.06 180.41 176.84 -1.52 -5.54 -4.93 -2.84 1.24 6.61

C2 104.06 0.00 -9.32 -8.32 178.77 184.34 -1.25 3.72 -4.49 -0.44

C3 180.41 -9.32 0.00 -8.88 3.18 9.28 4.48 10.84 -0.07 -7.22

H1 176.84 -8.32 -8.88 0.00 10.24 4.99 12.81 -0.16 -0.27 -0.02

H2 -1.52 178.77 3.18 10.24 0.00 -12.13 -0.15 -0.23 0.19 0.01

H3 -5.54 184.34 9.28 4.99 -12.13 0.00 -0.20 -0.36 14.93 0.06

H4 -4.93 -1.25 4.48 12.81 -0.15 -0.20 0.00 -8.57 -0.03 -0.09

H5 -2.84 3.72 10.84 -0.16 -0.23 -0.36 -8.57 0.00 -0.04 0.00

H6 1.24 -4.49 -0.07 -0.27 0.19 14.93 -0.03 -0.04 0.00 -0.16

H7 6.61 -0.44 -7.22 -0.02 0.01 0.06 -0.09 0.00 -0.16 0.00

Table 30: Raw values of J couplings in D-serine.
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L-serine C1 C2 C3 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7

C1 0.00 123.13 170.37 170.10 -2.65 -5.86 -5.42 -4.77 0.12 7.64

C2 123.13 0.00 -7.76 -8.31 186.71 182.41 0.07 13.50 -4.46 0.08

C3 170.37 -7.76 0.00 -4.93 8.17 2.11 3.06 -0.11 -0.09 -7.81

H1 170.10 -8.31 -4.93 0.00 6.25 11.44 14.34 4.69 -0.04 0.60

H2 -2.65 186.71 8.17 6.25 0.00 -12.44 -0.19 -0.51 1.80 0.32

H3 -5.86 182.41 2.11 11.44 -12.44 0.00 -0.13 -0.22 15.99 -0.06

H4 -5.42 0.07 3.06 14.34 -0.19 -0.13 0.00 -11.04 -0.02 -0.16

H5 -4.77 13.50 -0.11 4.69 -0.51 -0.22 -11.04 0.00 -0.21 -0.04

H6 0.12 -4.46 -0.09 -0.04 1.80 15.99 -0.02 -0.21 0.00 -0.04

H7 7.64 0.08 -7.81 0.60 0.32 -0.06 -0.16 -0.04 -0.04 0.00

Table 31: Raw values of J couplings in L-serine.

Threonine C1 C2 C3 C4 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9

C1 0.00 0.11 0.05 -2.42 -5.61 -0.02 -0.76 1.62 -0.18 3.75 1.64 -0.91 -1.55

C2 0.11 0.00 0.62 0.29 5.01 0.74 -1.69 1.98 0.85 -0.07 1.72 -1.60 0.20

C3 0.05 0.62 0.00 3.13 -0.58 0.22 0.03 0.01 -0.01 -0.36 -1.80 1.81 2.00

C4 -2.42 0.29 3.13 0.00 -8.38 3.58 -2.30 -0.95 -1.90 0.64 -1.53 -2.05 0.68

H1 -5.61 5.01 -0.58 -8.38 0.00 2.24 -2.15 -1.17 3.56 -0.53 0.93 -1.17 0.72

H2 -0.02 0.74 0.22 3.58 2.24 0.00 -1.08 1.31 0.06 -1.51 0.05 -0.87 1.43

H3 -0.76 -1.69 0.03 -2.30 -2.15 -1.08 0.00 -0.04 -0.16 3.49 3.12 2.63 2.00

H4 1.62 1.98 0.01 -0.95 -1.17 1.31 -0.04 0.00 -0.01 -1.09 3.24 -1.81 0.00

H5 -0.18 0.85 -0.01 -1.90 3.56 0.06 -0.16 -0.01 0.00 -0.95 -25.36 -1.14 2.00

H6 3.75 -0.07 -0.36 0.64 -0.53 -1.51 3.49 -1.09 -0.95 0.00 -0.09 -1.38 -1.97

H7 1.64 1.72 -1.80 -1.53 0.93 0.05 3.12 3.24 -25.36 -0.09 0.00 8.91 2.00

H8 -0.91 -1.60 1.81 -2.05 -1.17 -0.87 2.63 -1.81 -1.14 -1.38 8.91 0.00 -0.79

H9 -1.55 0.20 2.00 0.68 0.72 1.43 2.00 0.00 2.00 -1.97 2.00 -0.79 0.00

Table 32: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L)− J(D)]/[J(L) + J(D)]/2 for thre-

onine.
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D-threonine C1 C2 C3 C4 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9

C1 0.00 97.40 141.88 79.49 17.04 186.12 -6.07 -0.76 -9.84 -0.47 0.42 -11.15 -2.34

C2 97.40 0.00 -3.99 129.45 -71.73 -1.28 6.63 0.05 1.24 -4.85 -0.32 6.55 5.69

C3 141.88 -3.99 0.00 -0.45 11.35 -4.19 170.84 172.58 176.55 -0.14 -0.41 0.48 0.00

C4 79.49 129.45 -0.45 0.00 13.77 -2.45 1.54 -0.53 2.34 3.31 10.45 10.95 -3.89

H1 17.04 -71.73 11.35 13.77 0.00 -0.32 2.39 4.59 0.11 10.56 3.54 -0.35 0.13

H2 186.12 -1.28 -4.19 -2.45 -0.32 0.00 5.68 1.01 11.81 -0.18 -0.34 1.92 0.03

H3 -6.07 6.63 170.84 1.54 2.39 5.68 0.00 -14.95 -15.74 -0.02 -0.05 -0.54 0.00

H4 -0.76 0.05 172.58 -0.53 4.59 1.01 -14.95 0.00 -13.96 0.08 0.03 -0.90 0.00

H5 -9.84 1.24 176.55 2.34 0.11 11.81 -15.74 -13.96 0.00 -0.14 -0.17 -0.50 0.00

H6 -0.47 -4.85 -0.14 3.31 10.56 -0.18 -0.02 0.08 -0.14 0.00 -10.99 -0.38 -0.14

H7 0.42 -0.32 -0.41 10.45 3.54 -0.34 -0.05 0.03 -0.17 -10.99 0.00 0.04 0.00

H8 -11.15 6.55 0.48 10.95 -0.35 1.92 -0.54 -0.90 -0.50 -0.38 0.04 0.00 -0.21

H9 -2.34 5.69 0.00 -3.89 0.13 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.14 0.00 -0.21 0.00

Table 33: Raw values of J couplings in D-threonine.

L-threonine C1 C2 C3 C4 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9

C1 0.00 108.73 149.19 -7.48 -8.08 183.24 -2.73 -7.20 -8.21 1.54 4.27 -4.15 -0.30

C2 108.73 0.00 -7.60 172.85 166.93 -2.76 0.55 9.38 3.06 -4.54 -4.21 0.72 6.97

C3 149.19 -7.60 0.00 2.05 6.21 -5.23 175.27 174.38 174.24 -0.09 -0.02 9.74 0.06

C4 -7.48 172.85 2.05 0.00 -8.46 8.64 -0.11 -0.19 0.06 6.46 1.38 -0.14 -7.87

H1 -8.08 166.93 6.21 -8.46 0.00 5.52 -0.08 1.21 -0.39 6.13 9.69 -0.09 0.27

H2 183.24 -2.76 -5.23 8.64 5.52 0.00 1.69 4.83 12.52 -0.03 -0.35 0.76 0.17

H3 -2.73 0.55 175.27 -0.11 -0.08 1.69 0.00 -14.32 -13.45 0.08 0.24 3.96 -0.05

H4 -7.20 9.38 174.38 -0.19 1.21 4.83 -14.32 0.00 -13.79 0.02 -0.14 -0.05 0.00

H5 -8.21 3.06 174.24 0.06 -0.39 12.52 -13.45 -13.79 0.00 -0.05 0.15 -0.14 -0.02

H6 1.54 -4.54 -0.09 6.46 6.13 -0.03 0.08 0.02 -0.05 0.00 -10.00 -0.07 -0.00

H7 4.27 -4.21 -0.02 1.38 9.69 -0.35 0.24 -0.14 0.15 -10.00 0.00 -0.06 -0.14

H8 -4.15 0.72 9.74 -0.14 -0.09 0.76 3.96 -0.05 -0.14 -0.07 -0.06 0.00 -0.09

H9 -0.30 6.97 0.06 -7.87 0.27 0.17 -0.05 0.00 -0.02 -0.00 -0.14 -0.09 0.00

Table 34: Raw values of J couplings in L-threonine.
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Tyrosine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8 C9 H1

C1 0.00 -0.00 -0.00 -0.23 0.23 0.01 0.02 -0.02 0.00 0.01

C2 -0.00 0.00 -0.00 0.20 -0.20 -0.00 -0.10 0.09 0.00 -0.01

C3 -0.00 -0.00 0.00 0.01 -0.00 -0.03 -0.03 0.03 0.00 -0.17

C4 -0.23 0.20 0.01 0.00 -0.01 0.67 0.01 0.02 5.13 0.10

C5 0.23 -0.20 -0.00 -0.01 0.00 -0.70 -0.02 -0.01 -5.12 0.16

C6 0.01 -0.00 -0.03 0.67 -0.70 0.00 0.06 -0.05 0.00 -1.27

C7 0.02 -0.10 -0.03 0.01 -0.02 0.06 0.00 -0.00 -0.09 -1.22

C8 -0.02 0.09 0.03 0.02 -0.01 -0.05 0.00 0.00 0.09 1.03

C9 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.13 -5.11 0.00 -0.09 0.09 0.00 -0.94

H1 0.01 -0.01 -0.17 0.10 0.16 -1.27 -1.22 1.03 -0.94 0.00

H2 -0.01 0.00 0.16 -0.16 -0.10 1.27 -1.07 1.19 0.92 -0.00

H3 0.02 0.00 -0.00 -0.11 0.10 0.00 -0.36 0.36 0.00 0.73

H4 0.03 0.26 0.41 0.02 0.02 0.79 0.07 0.00 0.01 -0.42

H5 -0.02 -0.28 -0.42 -0.02 -0.01 -0.81 -0.00 -0.08 -0.01 -1.11

H6 1.38 -0.24 -0.30 0.00 -0.27 1.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.18

H7 -1.44 0.24 0.28 0.25 0.00 -1.38 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.34

H8 -0.08 0.00 -0.08 0.16 -0.06 2.00 -0.04 -0.05 -0.43 -0.50

H9 0.09 0.00 0.08 0.06 -0.16 -2.00 0.05 0.04 0.43 0.00

H10 -0.09 -0.00 0.10 -0.49 0.51 -0.01 2.00 -2.00 0.00 2.00

H11 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2.09 2.09 0.00 -1.32 1.32 0.00 0.00

Tyrosine H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 -0.01 0.02 0.03 -0.02 1.38 -1.44 -0.08 0.09 -0.09 0.00

C2 0.00 0.00 0.26 -0.28 -0.24 0.24 0.00 0.00 -0.00 0.00

C3 0.16 -0.00 0.41 -0.42 -0.30 0.28 -0.08 0.08 0.10 0.00

C4 -0.16 -0.11 0.02 -0.02 0.00 0.25 0.16 0.06 -0.49 -2.09

C5 -0.10 0.10 0.02 -0.01 -0.27 0.00 -0.06 -0.16 0.51 2.09

C6 1.27 0.00 0.79 -0.81 1.40 -1.38 2.00 -2.00 -0.00 0.00

C7 -1.07 -0.36 0.07 -0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.04 0.05 2.00 -1.32

C8 1.19 0.36 0.00 -0.08 0.00 0.00 -0.05 0.04 -2.00 1.32

C9 0.92 0.00 0.01 -0.01 0.00 0.00 -0.43 0.43 0.00 0.00

H1 -0.00 0.73 -0.42 -1.12 0.18 -0.34 -0.50 0.00 2.00 0.00

H2 0.00 -0.73 1.09 0.43 0.34 -0.19 0.00 0.49 -2.00 0.00

H3 -0.73 0.00 -0.32 0.32 -1.73 1.72 -2.00 2.00 -0.01 0.00

H4 1.09 -0.32 0.00 -0.00 0.00 3.33 -0.04 0.09 2.00 2.00

H5 0.44 0.32 -0.00 0.00 -3.33 0.00 -0.09 0.04 -2.00 -2.00

H6 0.34 -1.73 0.00 -3.33 0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00 -2.00 0.00

H7 -0.19 1.72 3.33 0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.00 0.00

H8 -0.50 0.00 -2.00 -0.04 -0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.87

H9 0.49 2.00 0.09 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.90

H10 -2.00 -0.01 2.00 -2.00 -2.00 2.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

H11 0.00 0.00 2.00 -2.00 0.00 0.00 0.87 -0.90 0.00 0.00

Table 35: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2 for tyrosine.
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D-tyrosine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8 C9 H1

C1 0. 95.80 155.50 -3.92 -3.13 -7.19 3.78 3.85 -1.20 169.93

C2 95.80 0. -7.67 2.04 2.48 177.62 -1.39 -1.26 0. -6.94

C3 155.50 -7.67 0. 250.04 251.19 0.58 -3.69 -3.59 8.58 -8.04

C4 -3.92 2.04 250.04 0. -3.26 -0.06 289.06 5.78 0.79 4.01

C5 -3.13 2.48 251.19 -3.26 0. -0.12 5.90 291.00 -1.82 6.38

C6 -7.19 177.62 0.58 -0.06 -0.12 0. 0.04 0.04 0. 9.14

C7 3.78 -1.39 -3.69 289.06 5.90 0.04 0. 3.27 286.75 -0.66

C8 3.85 -1.26 -3.59 5.78 291.00 0.04 3.27 0. 262.26 0.31

C9 -1.20 0. 8.58 0.79 -1.82 0. 286.75 262.26 0. 0.80

H1 169.93 -6.94 -8.04 4.01 6.38 9.14 -0.66 0.31 0.80 0.

H2 171.68 -6.92 -6.84 7.50 4.42 2.04 0.95 -0.17 0.30 -13.25

H3 -2.73 177.65 0.71 -0.18 -0.16 -7.62 0.12 0.08 0. 5.08

H4 3.29 -0.65 -1.07 209.42 7.43 0.04 -1.93 -1.59 9.50 -0.55

H5 3.37 -0.85 -1.62 7.62 212.69 0.09 -1.60 -2.07 9.60 -0.44

H6 0.45 -5.62 -0.41 0. -0.05 2.14 0. 0. 0. -0.28

H7 2.41 -4.43 -0.30 -0.04 0. 12.06 0. 0. 0. -0.27

H8 0.46 0. 7.79 -2.82 -1.14 0. 219.59 4.75 -4.10 0.21

H9 0.42 0. 7.20 -1.07 -3.30 0.00 4.51 210.91 -2.64 0.

H10 0.36 8.47 -0.01 0.05 0.03 -7.86 0. 0.02 0. 0.

H11 0. 0. -0.40 1.88 -0.04 0. 9.13 1.88 -4.70 0.

D-tyrosine H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 171.68 -2.73 3.29 3.37 0.45 2.41 0.46 0.42 0.36 0.

C2 -6.92 177.65 -0.65 -0.85 -5.62 -4.43 0. 0. 8.47 0.

C3 -6.84 0.71 -1.07 -1.62 -0.41 -0.30 7.79 7.20 -0.01 -0.40

C4 7.50 -0.18 209.42 7.62 0. -0.04 -2.81 -1.07 0.05 1.88

C5 4.42 -0.16 7.43 212.69 -0.05 0. -1.14 -3.30 0.03 -0.04

C6 2.04 -7.62 0.04 0.09 2.14 12.06 0. 0.00 -7.86 0.

C7 0.95 0.12 -1.93 -1.60 0. 0. 219.59 4.51 0. 9.13

C8 -0.17 0.08 -1.59 -2.07 0. 0. 4.75 210.91 0.02 1.88

C9 0.30 0. 9.50 9.60 0. 0. -4.10 -2.64 0. -4.69

H1 -13.25 5.08 -0.55 -0.44 -0.28 -0.27 0.21 0. 0. 0.

H2 0. 11.03 -0.13 -0.36 -0.19 -0.34 0. 0.13 -0.06 0.

H3 11.03 0. 0.05 0.04 15.09 1.14 -0.03 0. 1.19 0.

H4 -0.13 0.05 0. 2.14 0. 0.00 7.44 0.52 0. 0.

H5 -0.36 0.04 2.14 0. -0.00 0. 0.57 7.15 -0.02 0.11

H6 -0.19 15.09 0. -0.00 0. -9.81 0. 0. -0.07 0.

H7 -0.34 1.14 0.00 0. -9.81 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.

H8 0. -0.03 7.44 0.57 0. 0. 0. 2.89 0. 0.03

H9 0.13 0. 0.52 7.15 0. 0. 2.89 0. 0. 0.08

H10 -0.06 1.19 0. -0.02 -0.07 0. 0. 0. 0. 0.

H11 0. 0. 0. 0.11 0. 0. 0.03 0.08 0. 0.

Table 36: Raw values of J couplings in D-tyrosine.
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L-tyrosine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8 C9 H1

C1 0. 95.34 155.42 -3.11 -3.93 -7.23 3.85 3.79 -1.20 171.64

C2 95.34 0. -7.64 2.49 2.03 177.59 -1.26 -1.38 0. -6.88

C3 155.42 -7.64 0. 251.47 250.07 0.57 -3.59 -3.69 8.59 -6.80

C4 -3.11 2.49 251.47 0. -3.24 -0.12 290.91 5.90 -1.81 4.44

C5 -3.93 2.03 250.07 -3.24 0. -0.06 5.79 289.08 0.80 7.50

C6 -7.23 177.59 0.57 -0.12 -0.06 0. 0.04 0.04 0. 2.05

C7 3.85 -1.26 -3.59 290.91 5.79 0.04 0. 3.27 262.31 -0.16

C8 3.79 -1.38 -3.69 5.90 289.08 0.04 3.27 0. 286.84 0.96

C9 -1.20 0. 8.59 -1.81 0.80 0. 262.31 286.84 0. 0.29

H1 171.64 -6.88 -6.80 4.44 7.50 2.05 -0.16 0.96 0.29 0.

H2 170.02 -6.94 -8.06 6.35 3.98 9.12 0.29 -0.68 0.82 -13.24

H3 -2.78 177.79 0.71 -0.16 -0.17 -7.62 0.08 0.12 0. 11.01

H4 3.39 -0.84 -1.61 212.79 7.61 0.09 -2.06 -1.59 9.59 -0.36

H5 3.30 -0.64 -1.06 7.44 209.58 0.04 -1.59 -1.92 9.50 -0.12

H6 2.46 -4.41 -0.30 0. -0.04 12.05 0. 0. 0. -0.34

H7 0.39 -5.62 -0.41 -0.05 0. 2.21 0. 0. 0. -0.19

H8 0.42 0. 7.20 -3.31 -1.07 0.00 210.84 4.51 -2.64 0.12

H9 0.46 0. 7.79 -1.14 -2.82 0. 4.76 219.54 -4.10 0.

H10 0.33 8.46 -0.01 0.03 0.05 -7.85 0.03 0. 0. -0.06

H11 0. 0. -0.39 -0.04 1.88 0. 1.88 9.13 -4.70 0.

L-tyrosine H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 170.02 -2.78 3.39 3.30 2.46 0.39 0.42 0.46 0.33 0.

C2 -6.94 177.79 -0.84 -0.64 -4.41 -5.62 0. 0. 8.46 0.

C3 -8.06 0.71 -1.61 -1.06 -0.30 -0.41 7.20 7.79 -0.01 -0.39

C4 6.35 -0.16 212.79 7.44 0. -0.05 -3.31 -1.14 0.03 -0.04

C5 3.98 -0.17 7.61 209.58 -0.04 0. -1.07 -2.82 0.05 1.88

C6 9.12 -7.62 0.09 0.04 12.05 2.21 0.00 0. -7.85 0.

C7 0.29 0.08 -2.06 -1.59 0. 0. 210.84 4.76 0.03 1.88

C8 -0.68 0.12 -1.59 -1.92 0. 0. 4.51 219.54 0. 9.13

C9 0.82 0. 9.59 9.50 0. 0. -2.64 -4.10 0. -4.70

H1 -13.24 11.01 -0.36 -0.12 -0.34 -0.19 0.12 0. -0.06 0.

H2 0. 5.11 -0.45 -0.56 -0.28 -0.28 0. 0.21 0. 0.

H3 5.11 0. 0.04 0.05 1.08 15.04 0. -0.03 1.18 0.

H4 -0.45 0.04 0. 2.13 0. -0.00 7.13 0.57 -0.02 0.11

H5 -0.56 0.05 2.13 0. 0.00 0. 0.52 7.43 0. 0.

H6 -0.28 1.08 0. 0.00 0. -9.73 0. 0. 0. 0.

H7 -0.28 15.04 -0.00 0. -9.73 0. 0. 0. -0.07 0.

H8 0. 0. 7.13 0.52 0. 0. 0. 2.88 0. 0.08

H9 0.21 -0.03 0.57 7.43 0. 0. 2.88 0. 0. 0.03

H10 0. 1.18 -0.02 0. 0. -0.07 0. 0. 0. 0.

H11 0. 0. 0.11 0. 0. 0. 0.08 0.03 0. 0.

Table 37: Raw values of J couplings in L-tyrosine.
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Valine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 0. -0.00 -0.03 0.03 -0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.12 0.09 -0.05 -0.10 0.05 0.12 2.17 -2.11 0.03

C2 -0.00 0. -0.29 0.30 -0.00 0.00 0.00 0.35 -0.67 0.14 0.66 -0.14 -0.34 0.16 -0.16 0.00

C3 -0.03 -0.29 0. -0.00 -2.22 -0.05 -1.05 -0.05 0.05 0.00 -0.03 -0.01 0.05 2.33 -0.20 1.62

C4 0.03 0.30 -0.00 0. 2.21 0.04 1.05 -0.05 0.04 0.01 -0.05 -0.00 0.05 0.19 -2.29 -1.59

C5 -0.00 -0.00 -2.22 2.21 0. -0.00 -0.00 0.72 1.49 0.61 -1.61 -0.57 -0.69 -0.48 0.47 0.00

H1 0.00 0.00 -0.05 0.04 -0.00 0. 0.01 0.02 0.07 0.10 -0.07 -0.10 -0.02 4.32 -4.22 -0.04

H2 0.00 0.00 -1.05 1.05 -0.00 0.01 0. -0.31 -0.61 -1.53 0.65 1.50 0.37 -1.88 1.96 -0.09

H3 -0.12 0.35 -0.05 -0.05 0.72 0.02 -0.31 0. 0.05 -0.01 0.06 -0.88 0.00 1.08 -2.81 0.64

H4 0.09 -0.67 0.05 0.04 1.50 0.07 -0.61 0.05 0. -0.01 0.02 0.11 -0.04 13.73 -3.15 2.37

H5 -0.05 0.14 0.00 0.01 0.61 0.10 -1.53 -0.01 -0.01 0. -0.09 0.06 0.67 -2.00 -4.62 2.18

H6 -0.10 0.66 -0.03 -0.05 -1.61 -0.07 0.65 0.06 0.02 -0.09 0. 0.01 -0.05 3.45 -38.00 -2.37

H7 0.05 -0.14 -0.01 -0.00 -0.57 -0.10 1.50 -0.88 0.11 0.06 0.01 0. 0.01 5.58 2.00 -2.18

H8 0.12 -0.34 0.05 0.05 -0.69 -0.02 0.37 0.00 -0.04 0.67 -0.05 0.01 0. 2.44 -1.03 -0.65

H9 2.17 0.16 2.33 0.19 -0.48 4.32 -1.89 1.08 13.73 -2.00 3.45 5.58 2.44 0. 0.01 2.00

H10 -2.11 -0.16 -0.20 -2.29 0.47 -4.22 1.96 -2.81 -3.15 -4.62 -38.00 2.00 -1.03 0.01 0. -2.00

H11 0.03 0.00 1.62 -1.59 0.00 -0.04 -0.09 0.64 2.37 2.18 -2.37 -2.18 -0.65 2.00 -2.00 0.

Table 38: Numerical values of the fractional deviation [J(L)−J(D)]/[J(L)+J(D)]/2 for valine.

D-valine C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 0. 108.01 127.74 124.28 -7.34 165.19 -6.18 -5.72 -6.30 -5.07 -6.92 -4.82 -5.08 -0.26 6.78 -0.41

C2 108.01 0. -6.81 -5.04 169.87 -7.25 164.59 2.01 2.00 10.36 1.00 11.88 2.86 -3.58 -4.21 7.03

C3 127.74 -6.81 0. -7.76 1.81 -7.22 6.10 177.56 169.34 170.24 2.69 1.22 10.72 -0.09 -0.29 0.03

C4 124.28 -5.04 -7.76 0. -0.09 -6.91 1.90 11.25 2.59 1.21 177.83 170.78 169.63 -0.24 1.26 0.36

C5 -7.34 169.87 1.81 -0.09 0. 9.52 -9.76 -0.09 -0.03 -0.11 -0.19 -0.21 -0.18 8.34 4.92 -7.62

H1 165.19 -7.25 -7.22 -6.91 9.52 0. 3.23 2.65 13.23 4.31 14.17 4.79 2.70 -0.25 0.72 -0.10

H2 -6.18 164.59 6.10 1.90 -9.76 3.23 0. -0.24 -0.31 1.45 -0.16 0.20 -0.16 8.32 0.08 -0.45

H3 -5.72 2.01 177.56 11.25 -0.09 2.65 -0.24 0. -13.06 -14.21 -0.15 0.08 3.21 0.04 0.09 -0.04

H4 -6.30 2.00 169.34 2.59 -0.03 13.23 -0.31 -13.06 0. -14.10 -0.17 -0.23 -0.15 0.04 -0.07 -0.02

H5 -5.07 10.36 170.24 1.21 -0.11 4.31 1.45 -14.21 -14.10 0. -0.25 -0.10 0.03 -0.08 0.09 -0.01

H6 -6.92 1.00 2.69 177.83 -0.19 14.17 -0.16 -0.15 -0.17 -0.25 0. -13.95 -13.68 0.02 -0.06 0.28

H7 -4.82 11.88 1.22 170.78 -0.21 4.79 0.20 0.08 -0.23 -0.10 -13.95 0. -14.07 -0.04 0. 0.32

H8 -5.08 2.85 10.72 169.63 -0.18 2.70 -0.16 3.21 -0.15 0.03 -13.68 -14.07 0. -0.01 0.13 -0.07

H9 -0.26 -3.58 -0.09 -0.24 8.34 -0.25 8.32 0.04 0.04 -0.08 0.02 -0.04 -0.01 0. -9.10 0.

H10 6.78 -4.21 -0.29 1.26 4.92 0.72 0.08 0.09 -0.07 0.09 -0.06 0. 0.13 -9.10 0. 0.06

H11 -0.41 7.03 0.03 0.36 -7.62 -0.10 -0.45 -0.04 -0.02 -0.01 0.28 0.32 -0.07 0. 0.06 0.

Table 39: Raw values of J couplings in D-valine.
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L-val. C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 H1 H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H10 H11

C1 0. 107.75 124.48 127.99 -7.32 165.43 -6.20 -5.10 -6.92 -4.82 -6.29 -5.07 -5.74 6.48 -0.18 -0.42

C2 107.75 0. -5.11 -6.84 169.87 -7.26 164.81 2.86 1.00 11.91 2.00 10.37 2.02 -4.19 -3.58 7.03

C3 124.48 -5.11 0. -7.75 -0.10 -6.89 1.90 169.67 177.71 170.81 2.60 1.22 11.26 1.23 -0.24 0.35

C4 127.99 -6.84 -7.75 0. 1.87 -7.22 6.15 10.73 2.70 1.23 169.34 170.34 177.63 -0.29 -0.09 0.04

C5 -7.32 169.87 -0.10 1.87 0. 9.47 -9.75 -0.19 -0.19 -0.21 -0.02 -0.12 -0.09 5.10 7.98 -7.62

H1 165.43 -7.26 -6.89 -7.22 9.47 0. 3.26 2.70 14.19 4.78 13.26 4.32 2.66 0.69 -0.26 -0.09

H2 -6.20 164.81 1.90 6.15 -9.75 3.26 0. -0.18 -0.16 0.19 -0.32 1.45 -0.24 0.25 8.52 -0.41

H3 -5.10 2.86 169.67 10.73 -0.19 2.70 -0.18 0. -13.68 -14.09 -0.16 0.03 3.21 0.13 -0.02 -0.07

H4 -6.92 1.00 177.71 2.70 -0.19 14.19 -0.16 -13.68 0. -13.95 -0.18 -0.26 -0.15 -0.06 0.01 0.29

H5 -4.82 11.91 170.81 1.23 -0.21 4.78 0.19 -14.09 -13.95 0. -0.23 -0.11 0.08 0. -0.03 0.33

H6 -6.29 2.00 2.60 169.34 -0.02 13.26 -0.32 -0.16 -0.18 -0.23 0. -14.08 -13.08 -0.06 0.05 -0.02

H7 -5.07 10.37 1.22 170.34 -0.12 4.32 1.45 0.03 -0.26 -0.11 -14.08 0. -14.24 0.09 -0.08 -0.01

H8 -5.74 2.02 11.26 177.63 -0.09 2.66 -0.24 3.21 -0.15 0.08 -13.08 -14.24 0. 0.1 0.04 -0.04

H9 6.48 -4.19 1.23 -0.29 5.10 0.69 0.25 0.13 -0.06 0. -0.06 0.09 0.1 0. -9.16 0.07

H10 -0.18 -3.58 -0.24 -0.09 7.98 -0.26 8.52 -0.02 0.01 -0.03 0.05 -0.08 0.04 -9.16 0. 0.

H11 -0.42 7.03 0.35 0.04 -7.62 -0.09 -0.41 -0.07 0.29 0.33 -0.02 -0.01 -0.04 0.07 0. 0.

Table 40: Raw values of J couplings in L-valine.
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