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Long-lived (symmetry protected) hyperpolarized spgitates offer important new opportunities (for
example, in clinical MR imaging), but existing metls for producing these states are limited by eithe
excess energy dissipation or high sensitivity foomogeneities. We extend recent work on continuous
wave irradiation of nearly-equivalent spins (spigK induced crossing) by designing composite patsd
adiabatic shaped-pulse excitations which overcdmdimitations. These composite and adiabaticgauls
differ drastically from the traditional solutions itwo-level systems. We also show this works in
chemically equivalent spin pairs, which has theaatiage of allowing for polarization transfer fromdao
remote spins. The approach is broadly applicableyStems where varying excitation strength indwoes
avoided crossing to a dark state, and thus to rottrer spectroscopic regimes.

Hyperpolarization methods produce nuclear spins, called spin-lock induced crossing (SLIC),ickh
magnetization many orders of magnitude larger thiaat is drastically decreases power dissipation but israbtist to
available at thermal equilibrium, and are partidyla the inevitable rf or static field inhomogeneitias MRI.
promising in clinical and preclinical applicationef Here we extend their approach to the equivalent-spse,
magnetic resonance imaging[1-3]. However, a funddate and create an energy-efficient and robust method fo
challenge is the nuclear spin-lattice relaxatiometi Ty, population transfer using novel composite and sthape
which typically is too short in solution or tiss@ns of pulses. Composite pulses have been used for detcade
seconds for carbon-13) to monitor many meaningfulimprove robustness in magnetic resonance[23, 24] an
biological processes. For this reason, symmetoyepted laser[25, 26] applications, as have shaped pul[2&s30]
nuclear spin states (such as the singlet|as)-|8a) /2, however,existing shapes and solutions fail completely in
which is a “dark state” with no dipole allowed tsitions) this problem because the effec_tivg Hamiltonian is different.
have drawn considerable attention[4-17]. The first OUr @pproach also has applications to a broad rarige
demonstrations [6, 7] used inequivalent spins tavee  Problems in coherent spectroscopy, including deessate
population from the normally accessible triplet tsta €Xcitation, 'k, measurements, and decoherence reduction.

_ i ; ; ; Concerns about energy deposition (expressed as
T, = /</2 into the singlet, then strong spin lockin - i

° (\aﬂ)ﬂ/.}a)) i g g p g SAR, or the specific absorption rate) have probably
or translation to a low field to preserve the sigitate.

M ; K h h that chemicall Vel dampened enthusiasm for long-lived states in tivacel
180r2e0recen w?r as SI 0\{[vn na 08 e{noma y equr:na[ ' community. For example, reference[6] used a lagKield
Iivéd ];;tr;iar ywi?curlvaceann SFt))IenS [aC,CGS]SEC(? " gus ﬂ%-micaﬁtrength =YB;=22,000 rad & Current IEC normal
transformatio,n[4] field cycling[18]. or evgn pulse operating limits for humans are 1.5 W/kg averagest any
sequences[8, 10, 19, 20]. Specifically, the scedalM2S” 15-min period for whole body SAR[31]. SAR deperuis

- f el | many factors, but data from reference [32] on alhwl at
sequence, consisting of precisely spacedpulses, can 7 Tesla (300 MHz proton) with lined; lets us estimate

interconvert magnetization and singlet-state ppdion. It 4 gch 5 field applied for 100 s would dissipA000
has be_come clear that _multlple families of biolad times the SAR limit. The newer approaches use sttt
compatible molecules exist that can bear protesieglet are naturally immune to evolution (and thus aveiagl spin
states with lifetimes of many minutes to hours,imgvthis locking): still, the M2S sequence in reference [26&d 96

approac:j' transformatl_ve potle;ntlal.l . : h40-|,15 compositat pulses (=21¥25000 Hz), which under
owever, serious obstacles remain to using suc the same assumptions would dissipate 20 times AR S

reagents in MRI. The most important challengehit iin limit

clinical applications, allowable energy depositistimited. '

Recently, DeVience et. al.[21, 22] introduced a new

approach for pumping singlet states in nearly-eajeivt
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FIG. 1. Pulse sequence for the SLIC singlet-sifdrhe
measurement.

In contrast, the SLIC pulse sequence in Fig. 1 [21, coupling

22] consists of three pulses. First a hard 90-degndse

creates transverse magnetizatibpH,, in the case of a y-
pulse), then the transverse magnetization is atadialong
the direction of the magnetization. A typical apption

requires irradiation with a locking field equalttee carbon-
carbon J-coupling (x=21*180 Hz) for typical times of
about 250 ms, and decreases the power dissipatief.i

times the SAR limit.
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Here Js=Jaa +Jgg’ is the sum of thel-coupling within the
spin pairs andA=(Jag-Jag’) reflects the out-of-paird-
difference. By inspection the
sAL . X4 ptransition is put into resonance when

=21 (Jaa +Jger). Equation (3) also makes the analogy to
the optical case transparent: the irradiating fiatilices an
AC Stark effect (raising and lowering the 1 andstates
respectively), and the sta®'S® is a “dark state” that is
made accessible by the coupling.

Near resonance (4 ~27(Jaa +Jgr)>>A,Q) the

. . . AT B
Here we generalize SLIC to chemically equivalent Problem reduces to a two-level syste®iS® and X-,"To".

spin systems that use out-of-pair spin couplinginthuce
singlet state polarization A simple example 1C,-
diacetylene, H?C='*C-'*c='"C-H, where the carbon-12
atoms are spinless and can be ignored. This cotestiin

AA’BB’ system in conventional NMR notation. The two

The (reduced) density matrix after the initial, 9fulse is
proportional tq=la+H ax;

st X T

_s*g(0 0) .

pl_xf;Tf[o - ]

(4)

hydrogens and two carbons have the same chemitfal sh | the SLIC experiment, rf-irradiation of amplitudg=
making them chemically equivalent, but there are tw 21Js equalizes the diagonal elements in equation [8] fo

different carbon-hydrogen couplings breaking theynwmdic
equivalence. In papers describing the dynamicghef
singlet state for a single spin pair, the singligtlét basis
(eigenstates ofy,+l,,) is typically the most convenient
basis:

5= 75(aB)~|Ba). T =Jaa). T = 5 (ap) +| ). T.=] ).
@

For spin locking with irradiation of the A spinsjs more
convenient to switch to eigenstated gfl, for A (as is
also done in ref.[21, 22]) and eigenstatekgflg , for B:

N L ap
S _ﬁ(‘aﬁ>A ‘ﬁa>A)’ SB_\/E(‘aﬁ)B ‘ﬁa>B)’
x=>(aa), +|46)  +|ab) .+ ),

X2 %dmn—\ﬁm (2)

X4 =3 (aa), +|48),~|aB) | ) )

17 <Jaa), 77 = a8, #1871

The most protected of the 16 states, the singhefleti S\S;,
is symmetric with respect to interchange- A,B - B), as
are the nine different combinations XtT®. Calculation of
the matrix elements simplifies the problem to foelevant
levels. The Hamiltonian for the spin systéincluding
the irradiated rf field amplituden=-yB, along the x axis, is:

S'S? andX-"T,®. The off diagonal elemenf2v2 now
creates singlet population at a frequencp/e®, such that
the density matrix under SLIC develops as:
—1+—1005(Am/—2t) L sir(Am/_z)
p=| 22 2 :

—izsin(AnJ—Zt) —% —% COS(AIT\/—Z)

It can also be shown that with the right combinagiof
couplings, SLIC works for more complicated systesush
as AA'B,B’, with either A or B irradiation.

Figure 2 presents SLIC data for®C,-
diphenylacetylene'{C,-DPA) for which we have recently
reported singlet state lifetimes approaching 5 teswsing
M2S[33]. The relevant parameters present@-DPA are
the *C-"*C J-coupling Jax'=182 Hz and the out-of-pair J-
coupling differenceA = 6.1 Hz. Figure 2 also shows that
irradiation on the protons results in a signal ekement of
Vil Yizc ~4. With this type of spin-system it appears
promising to combine the long-lived character ofboa
singlets with the enhanced sensitivity of prototigreby
also improving compatibility with existing imagethat
only have proton channels.

For measurements shown in Fig.2, in the absence
of frequency offsets or Binhomogeneity the expected
signal intensities should be about 2.5 times laren
observed for both the'*C in*C out” and the 'H in °C
out” measurements. The observed limitation is prilya
due to B inhomogeneity.
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FIG 2. Singlet state lifetime measurements conduetith

SLIC at 16.44 T. The data is fit to decaying expuizds

with a time constant gof 250s. Applying the first part of

the pulse sequence, before the variable delagn the out-

of-pair protons the signal is enhancedyhy yi3c~4.

Frequency offsets play a secondary role here beaafuhe
high field homogeneity of the employed magnet, wauld
become significant in imaging applications. To gaisight
into the behavior of SLIC under imperfect 8mplitude and
rf-offset we simulated (Figure 3) the behavior af a
AA’BB’ system that approximately matches theoupling
network of*C,-DPA (J;=180 Hz andA=5.06 Hz). For the
basic SLIC experiment (Fig. 3 a-c) full singleiptat
inversion is achieved as expected for 140 ms iataxh (=

1/( AV2)) with «x=21J; on resonance. As can be seen from
Figures 3b-c, the Bamplitude resonance condition is 5 Hz
wide at FWHM, and the Bfrequency resonance condition
has a width of 62 Hz at FWHM. These values shodd b
contrasted with typical 10% Bnhomogeneity (18 Hz) and
0.3 ppm static inhomogeneity (90 Hz in a 300 MHz
imaging magnet).
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FIG. 3. Simulations of several SLIC pulse shapesm@ring their B1 amplitude sensitivity and frequgmndfset sensitivity.
(Top row a-c) shows the behavior for the simplendpck with 5Hz bandwidth in the ;Bamplitude and 62 Hz bandwidth in
the rf-offset. The traditional composite pulse (s&trow d-f) completely fails to produce the singltate whereas singlet
composite pulse (third row g-i) improves both theaBplitude resonance condition bandwidth (10HzWwall as the rf-
offset resonance bandwidth (84Hz),. Further impnoset is provided by the singlet adiabatic pulsetttbo row j-I),
yielding a B-resonance bandwidth of 30Hz and rf-offset bandwaft140Hz.



The conventional composite pulse 280,90,
generates population inversion which is less seasfb rf
or static inhomogeneity than for a simple 1&Wlse. In
fact, for just this reason, they were incorporatet the
M2S sequence in many recent papers. However,qase-i
3 (d-f) shows, this approach fails completely foe tSLIC
sequence. The reason is that in the conventionalldéwel
problem, the irradiating field creates an off-dingbterm
with phase dictated by the pulse phase, and thgodé
term is the offset from exact resonance; but folCSlthe
irradiating field produces diagonal term in the relevant
basis, and the off-diagonal term is the couplinfjedénce
between the two spins. Furthermore, phase shiftiegrf
changes the system drastically: a L@bBase shift couples
S'S to X T® instead ofX-"T,%, and a 90 phase shift
couplesX,“To® X To® andX-"To°. Thus, adapting shaped
or composite pulses to this problem
transformations. The couplinyis constant and real, so the
simplest solutions start with constant-amplituddsesi of
constant phase. First we will consider the contpgsilse
case, and rewrite the composite pulsg180,90, in an
equivalent form, 9®0,180,270-,90,. There are two ways
to perform the z rotations. The first and simplesio turn
off the irradiation field, in which case the statase
separated by1®s and free evolution is equivalent to a —z
rotation. Thus, a free evolution atls/2 gives the 90
rotation, and evolution ofi®s/2 gives a 270rotation. The
sequence 90 (free evolution, 735/2) 18Q (free
evolution,3mJs/2) 90, shown in Figure 3 (g-i), generates
improvement. The Bamplitude resonance condition is
now 10 Hz wide at FWHM (Fig. 3h), roughly doubledrh
5 Hz for the basic SLIC, and the bottom of the neswe
appears much flatter. The rf-offset resonance ¢mmdis
now 84 Hz wide (Fig. 3i), an improvement of 35% iove
basic SLIC. This sequence works well because thed to
needed phase shift is small. More generally, howeve
turning off the field during a spin locking expeent is
risky, particularly if there is a range of resonanc

frequencies. This leads to a second and more dener:

solution, which is to mismatch the irradiation aityae
from the exact spin locking condition. For examm@e2t
pulse (T=2vw,) of any amplitude significantly attenuates
the effect of theA matrix elements, because they connect
states which differ in energy bgo,-210s, but if w#210
such a pulse generates a z phase shift of(122rJs/wy)).
Thus for example, ar2pulse with 75% of the correct spin-
lock amplitude generates a phase shift of%2Mhd a 2
pulse with 125% of the correct spin-lock amplitude
generates a phase shift of 29@&nhile still being sufficiently
strong to keep the two-level approximation valid.

Next we focus our attention on the implementation
of adiabatic SLIC pulses for the singlet-triplet
interconversion. An intuitive approach to adiabatidses is
to switch into the frequency-modulated rotating nfea

requires some

introduced in Ref. [34]. That paper designs the utatéd
inversion pulse, with constant amplitude and a ¢ang
frequency sweepQ(t). This pulse gives an identical
trajectory on resonance to the sech-amplitude,-savépt
adiabatic pulses commonly used in imaging [34-36d a
demonstrated with ultrafast lasers [37, 38]. Ascdibed
above, the intuitive approach for the Hamiltoniam i
equation (3) is to considep, andJs terms as z-terms and
the A terms as x-terms, as opposed to the classical
perspective used in Ref. [34] where; Bamplitudes
correspond to x-terms and frequency offsets coomdpo
z-terms. We obtain for an adiabatic SLIC pulse:
w(t) = w.-Acosy tanf Asiry ) ©6)
-l (2Asiny)<t<m/(2Asiny),
where y is an adjustable parametey=1vV2 recovers the
conventional unmodulated pulse) The classical tergy
modulation” is now performed by changing the anojlé
of irradiation. Additionally, the center of the pal has an
amplitude ofw.=21Js, as opposed to zero-frequency offset
on resonance.

Fig. 3 (j-1) displays the effects of this typemflse,
simulated for A=10.6 Hz ang=0.455. The sensitivity to B
inhomogeneity is drastically reduced as demonstréie
the much broader Bamplitude resonance condition of Fig.
(3k) For the chosen parameters the FWHM is incbése
a factor 6 to 30 Hz as compared to the basic SLIC
experiment. Also, the FWHM for the frequency offset
more than doubled to 140 Hz as compared to 62 Hthéo
basic SLIC pulse making the adiabatic much lessisea
to off-resonance effects as well.

Finally, we contrast the performance of the basic
SLIC pulse with its composite and adiabatic vagant
experimentally. Fig 4 shows the signal obtained toe
three types of experiments normalized by simptéCa90-
acquire experiment (y-axis) as a function gfanplitude.
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FIG. 4. Experimental evaluation of SLIC signal styth
against B field inhomogeneity. B has been varied from
140 to 220 Hz. The composite pulse provides a 5dfitak
enhancement compared with simple cw irradiationrehs
the adiabatic pulse gives a signal enhancemerf 3ol

4



For these experiments a full conversion into singled
back into triplet is performed with a relaxationaleof 5s,
as depicted in Fig. 1. The first part of the segeerreation
of the singlet, is applied on th#d-channel; this is also
where the B amplitude is swept. The second part,
reconversion into magnetization and readout is done
resonance on th&C-channel. With the composite pulse
there is an improvement of 54% af=21J;. With the
adiabatic pulse the signal of the basic SLIC isddoné by

163% reaching the maximum of 60% of signal from
thermal **C-magnetization, predicted by simulations that

assume neither Bamplitude inhomogeneity nor frequency
offsets.

of tradeoffs between power dissipation and needed
robustness past these simple solutions, it is ylikiblat
computerized optimization is the best approach. The
Hamiltonian in equation (3) has clear analogs omat and
molecular optical spectroscopy and in general
applications where a “dark state” is made accessihyl
avoided crossing. Thus, this new approach isylikelhave
a range of practical applications.
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