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The potential role of spin in biological systems is a primary topic in quantum biol-
ogy. However, much of this research focuses on electron spin. A recent hypothesis
suggests that nuclear spin may be better suited to biological processes, being less
sensitive to decoherence. The hypothesis details how phosphorus nuclei might be
prepared in a spin entangled state, how this entanglement is protected by assembly
into calcium phosphate (Posner) molecules, and how this entanglement might mod-
ulate calcium ion production and concomitant neural activation. In this paper we
investigate the robustness of quantum effects such as coherence and entanglement in
Posner molecules. We investigate how these effects are directly dependent on specific
parameters such as spin-spin coupling strengths and Posner molecule symmetry. We
also investigate how lithium isotope doped Posner molecules differentially modulate
quantum resources such as coherence and entanglement and whether this is a viable
explanation for lithium’s mechanism of action in bipolar disease. Finally we illustrate
how entanglement might possibly be preserved through exploitation of the biological

environment.



I. INTRODUCTION

The role of quantum spin in biological systems is one of the primary topics of quantum
biology*™. A pivotal question in the field is whether quantum coherence — and possibly
entanglement — may contribute to the functional importance of biological processes, such as
the charge transfer that underpins photosynthesis or the spin-dependent chemical reactions
that may constitute the mechanism of the avian compass. Spin chemistry has a long history,
with its origins in the 1960s*2. Spin biology, in which spin-dependent chemical reactions are
modulated by the geomagnetic field, has almost as long a history. In the 1970s it was first
proposed that the radical pair mechanism might explain how birds navigate so accurately

O The radical pair mechanism focuses on the spin states of paired

across great distances
electrons. More recently, however, it has been suggested that nuclear spin is better suited
to playing a role in biological processes, due to the fact that nuclear spin has much longer
coherence times than electron spin™®. In particular, it has been suggested that phosphorus
nuclear spin, bound into calcium phosphate molecules known as Posner molecules, is ideally
suited to play a role in cognition and memory. Spin half phosphorus nuclei have very long

decoherence times, a factor that is increased by their ‘shielding’” in Posner molecules by

spin-zero calcium nuclei”™.

Quantum to biological transduction is an integral step in the modelling of quantum ef-
fects in biological processes. In the radical pair mechanism this step is achieved by the
electronic spin selectivity of the chemical reactions involved in biological functioning™V*2.
In the Posner molecule model, it has been suggested that the binding and hydrolysis of
Posner molecules is dependent on the phosphorus nuclear entanglement”. Hydrolysis of
Posner molecules releases free calcium ions, which in turn play a powerful role in cellular
and neural signalling. In this way quantum entanglement is implicated in coordinated cal-
cium signalling”. In this paper we take a closer look at the quantum properties of Posner
molecules, such as coherence and entanglement. Given that there are six phosphorus nu-
clei in each Posner molecule, we investigate the spin interactions and how these influence
coherence and entanglement. To begin with we use established measures of coherence and

concurrence to quantify these quantum resources in pure Posner molecules, by which we

mean those molecules that only contain calcium and phosphate ions. We then extend this



model to look at the common phenomenon of doped Posner molecules, in which spin zero
calcium ions are replaced by other ions with nuclear spin, such as lithium and hydrogen. In
particular we look at the effects of lithium ion substitution on coherence and entanglement.
Our motivation for investigating lithium is the evidence that different lithium isotopes have

L34 Lithium is an important drug in the

different behavioural effects in animal studies
treatment of bipolar disease. It has been suggested that the different outcomes of lithium
treatment could be explained by the different nuclear spins of lithium isotopes, which, when
incorporated into Posner molecules, would differently modulate the spin dynamics™. We
model the spin dynamics in order to confirm whether different lithium isotopes have dif-
ferent effects on entanglement and thus Posner hydrolysis and free calcium ions. In order
to determine whether it is only the spin entanglement that is instrumental in the different
effects of lithium ions we investigate other ways in which lithium isotopes may differ in
their mode of action. In particular we look at the role of spin in relaxation mechanisms and
whether the different isotopes induce spin relaxation to different degrees. We also apply
results from radical pair literature, such as the effects of electromagnetic noise of different
frequencies, to gain insight into nuclear spin dynamics. And finally, we investigate a novel

way in which entanglement between phosphorus nuclei, before they are bound into Posner

molecules, is enhanced rather than destroyed by interaction with hydrogen ions.

A. The radical pair mechanism: electron spin

The radical pair model of avian magnetoreception has given rise to a number of papers
outlining how birds might sense the Earth’s magnetic field through the spin states of paired
electrons. This radical pair compass can be outlined in the following three steps. First an
incident photon transfers its energy to a donor molecule causing electron transfer, which
results in a spatially separated electron pair that is conventionally taken to be in a singlet
state. Second, under the influence of the geomagnetic Zeeman effect and the hyperfine
interaction with surrounding nuclei, the spin state begins to interconvert between singlet
and triplet states. Finally, recombination occurs, which is dependent on the spin state!’ 2,

In this way spin states translate into biologically relevant signalling states.

The role that spin coherence might play in the sensitivity of this magnetic compass has



been investigated in a number of papers®”. There has also been discussion of the impor-
tance of quantum entanglement in this mechanism*®“. This follows from the fact that the
radical pair is conventionally taken to originate in a maximally entangled singlet state. For

two spin-half electrons, if the first electron of the pair is in a state given by the vector

0
’\L> = )
1
then the singlet state can be written as:
S = = (1t1) = 1)) 1)
=% ,

However, once this singlet is exposed to the nuclear environment it can undergo conversion

to the triplet states, only one of which is entangled,

1
Ty = E(WU + 1) (2)

While the subject is still up for debate, there is some indication that, while coherence
is important, entanglement is not strictly necessary for the radical pair mechanism to

LOH922 What is potentially interesting, however, is that should entanglement play

function
a role in this mechanism, one way in which to enhance the entanglement lifetime is the ap-
plication of appropriate magnetic fields. This would create a maximally entangled subspace
by increasing the energy separation of the two non-entangled triplet states 7', = [11) and
T = |}})*. In this paper we investigate coherence and entanglement in a model that is

analogous to the radical pair mechanism but utilises correlated nuclear spins rather than

correlated electron spins.

B. The Posner molecule mechanism: nuclear spin

Calcium ions are integral to physiological processes in the body. They play an important

role in, among other things, the release of neurotransmitters and the activation of nerve

24125

cells Amorphous calcium phosphate has been proposed as an essential reservoir for
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9 One of the forms that calcium phosphate can take

calcium ions in biological systems?
is the Posner cluster, first identified by Betts and Posner and referred to in this paper as
the Posner moleculé®”. A recent hypothesis suggests that quantum effects could play a
role in Posner molecule formation and dissolution and thus also the storage and release of
calcium ions. In this way, entanglement of spin-half phosphorus nuclei that are subsequently
assembled into Posner molecules may play a role in quantum cognition”. Phosphorus nuclei
make for good qubits due to the fact that spin-half nuclei have no quadrupole moment and
longer relaxation times”. In Fisher’s initial hypothesis, entangled phosphorus nuclei are
achieved through the enzyme-catalysed hydrolysis of pyrophosphate, which consists of two

2 Pyrophosphate is a byproduct of adenosine triphosphate (ATP), a molecule

phosphates
integral to energy processes in cells. It has been suggested that due to spin constraints on the
molecular dynamics of a pyrophosphate molecule bound to the enzyme pyrophosphatase, the
two phosphates are produced with their phosphorus nuclei in a singlet (maximally entangled)
state. If these entangled phosphates are bound with calcium into separate Posner molecules,
then this might be thought of as creating entangled Posner molecules, where the phosphorus
spin is shielded from decoherence by a spin-zero cage of oxygen and calcium®. Furthermore,
this entanglement may influence Posner molecule dynamics and future binding, which causes
the molecules to melt and release calcium, which then has an effect on neural activation. In
this way phosphorus nuclear spin entanglement might play a role in neural excitability. It
has also been suggested that Posner molecules can be doped with ions other than calcium,
such as magnesium or lithium, and that the non-zero nuclear spin of these ions would change
the spin dynamics of the phosphorus nuclei”®. See Figure 1 for a schematic of undoped and
doped Posner molecules. The relative composition of Posner molecules has been shown to
depend on other ions available during their formation®. Two monovalent lithium ions, for
example, might take the place of the central divalent calcium ion”. The non-zero spin of the
lithium nuclei would then have a resultant effect on phosphorus spin dynamics and potential
neural activation. This could also explain the interesting experimental result that lithium
isotopes, %Li and "Li, have differing effects on parenting behaviour as well as hyperactivity

in ratstH4,

With this in mind we model the spin dynamics of a pair of spin-correlated
phosphorus nuclei in two Posner molecules dopes with different lithium isotopes. We use this
model to investigate some of the questions raised by the Posner molecule model of neural

entanglement: how might we measure nuclear coherence and entanglement, do different



FIG. 1: A schematic representation of undoped and doped Posner molecules. At the top
are two Posner molecules, with eight calcium ions (purple) at the corners of the cube and
one calcium ion at the centre. On each of the faces of the cube is a phosphate (yellow).
The red loop represents one set of entangled phosphates, with correlated phosphorus
nuclear spin. At the bottom, we have removed the calcium ions (no nuclear spin) to
simplify our representation of the spin dynamics. We have also introduced two lithium ions
(doped Posners) instead of the calcium ion at the centre. For clarity in our results section
we have numbered the relevant spins 0-5 for the phosphorus spins and 6-7 for the lithium
spins. This means that an interaction between spin 0 and 1 will have J-coupling strength
Jo1 and so forth. The initial entanglement in our model is between spins 0 and 0 in each

Posner molecule, which are in a singlet state.

lithium isotopes have an effect on this entanglement, and what effects do these isotopes

have on the spin dynamics?



II. THEORY
A. A simplified model

In a recent paper Player and Hore investigate the claim made by Fisher” that the lifetime
of the entangled phosphorus nuclear spins might extend to as long as 21 days??. By consid-
ering intramolecular spin interactions rather than intermolecular spin interactions, as Fisher
does”, they reach a much reduced, though still appreciably long, lifetime of 37 minutes.
In their paper they use concurrence to illustrate the dependence of entanglement on the
singlet character of the phosphorus nuclear spins®?. Following their example we construct a
spin Hamiltonian for three different variations of a pair of entangled Posner molecules: no
lithium, SLi (nuclear spin 1) and “Li (nuclear spin 2). The coherent spin Hamiltonian is

given by:

Hs =By Sk +Y " 2mJySis*. (3)

k i<k

For pure Posner molecules: £ = 1,..., Np. For Posner molecules doped with lithium k& =
l,...Np,Npi1,....,Np + Np. This gives 7 = {k < Np : vp | K > Np : 71}, where 7p
and v, are the gyromagnetic ratios of *'P and the different lithium isotopes and By is the
geomagnetic field. The first term represents the Zeeman interaction for the phosphorus and
lithium nuclei. The second term represents the indirect spin coupling or scalar coupling

between the various nuclei in the pure Posner molecule or lithium doped Posner molecule,

where J;; is the strength of the coupling between nucleus ¢ and k. Here,

k?SNPZS(f
k> Np: Sk

where S’ and S are the spin operators for phosphorus and lithium, with a = z, v, 2.

It has been proposed that introduction of lithium into Posner molecules might exert its
influence through the interaction of lithium nuclear spin with phosphorus nuclear spin®.
To investigate how lithium isotopes change the quantum behaviour of Posner molecules we
include measures for both coherence as well as entanglement. As a coherence measure we

use the basis-independent coherence given by’:

Cri(p) = logyd — S(p), (4)
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where

S(p) = —tr[plog, pl, (5)

is the von Neumann entropy. Cp;(p) is the relative entropy distance to the maximally mixed

state with dimension d and |i) representing each of the singlet and triplet states,

fd =Y 510 Gl (©)

To measure entanglement we follow the example of Player and Hore?”, using concurrence as

originally formulated by Wootters®?, given by

C(p) = max(0, VM — VAo — VA3 — V), (7)

where the \; are the eigenvalues in decreasing order of the matrix

ploy @ ay)p* (o, ® ay), (8)

where p* is the complex conjugate of p and o, is the relevant Pauli matrix.

Exactly how quantum effects such as coherence and entanglement mitigate bipolar dis-
order is unclear. For undoped Posner molecules, Fisher hypothesises that the rotational
entanglement inherited from their spin entanglement modulates their chemical binding.
Binding in turn allows Posner molecules to melt and release calcium which is implicated in
neural activation”. A recent paper by Halpern and Crosson translates Fisher’s ideas into
quantum information formalism. Among other things the paper details how entanglement
might increase molecular binding rates®!. Increased binding rates would mean increased
calcium production, enhanced neurotransmitter release (Fisher specifies glutamate) and
altered neural activity. Glutamate is an excitatory neurotransmitter®?. Bipolar disease may

3395 a5 well as neural excitability. Neurons from patients

be related to calcium signalling
with bipolar disorder are hyperexcitable and, furthermore, this hyperexcitability was re-
versed by lithium treatment®®#7. With this in mind it is instructive to investigate what
effect lithium might have on Posner molecule entanglement and thus neural excitability.

And to what different degree °Li and "Li might attenuate this excitability.



B. The (problem of) parameters

Parameters for the Zeeman part of the coherent Hamiltonian are well defined. The gyro-
magnetic ratios of 3P, "Li and °Li in MHz. T~! are 17.24, 16.55 and 6.27, respectively=839,
We take the Earth’s magnetic field to be 50uT. The primary problem we encountered in
modelling the spin system is the lack of definitive J-coupling strengths. For pure Posner
molecules we use, as a starting point, the phosphorus-phosphorus J-coupling strengths as
calculated by Swift et al®. It should be noted, however, that these coupling constants
depend on the fact that Swift et al. assume the Posner molecules have symmetric con-
figurations. Other Posner molecule configurations would alter and multiply the possible
J-coupling constants and there is some evidence that Posner molecules prefer low symmetry

states at room temperature®”.,

Agarwal et al. recently published a detailed analysis of J-
coupling constants in the context of Posner molecules of varying symmetries*. Both Swift
et al. and Agarwal et al. estimate the coupling constants from theoretical first principles

calculations™L,

Phosphorus-phosphorus J-coupling strengths in adenine triphosphate, a
source of the pyrophosphate used to assemble Posner molecules, have been reported as
being approximately two orders of magnitude bigger®” than the values calculated by Swift et
al®. For this reason, and given the lack of experimentally verified parameters, we examine
how phosphorus nuclear coherence and entanglement in Posner molecules depends on the

size of the J-coupling coupling constants.

Lithium coupling constants are also difficult to estimate accurately from the literature.
For this reason the J-coupling constants between relevant atoms were calculated using
ORCA%2. Specifically, we performed DFT calculations using the pcseg-2 basis set? for all
atoms, and the pcJ-2 basis set** - built specifically for the calculation of these coupling
constants - for phosphorus and lithium atoms. The hybrid BSLYP exchange-correlation
functional was used. Agarwal et al. conclude in their paper that although J-coupling con-
stants play an important role in Posner spin dynamics, it is ultimately the size of the spin
system that has the greatest effect. We were interested to see whether our results confirmed
their conclusion as we add the extra spins of the lithium isotopes*. What is also inter-
esting in the context of a discussion of the different effects of lithium isotopes on the spin

dynamics of Posner molecules is that °Li and “Li have J-coupling strengths that vary to a
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FIG. 2: Dependence of coherence (top) and concurrence (bottom) on the J-coupling
strengths from smaller to larger values: For coupling strengths of the order of those
calculated by Swift et al®® very little coherence and concurrence remain when the
interactions of all phosphorus nuclei are considered. Both can be increased by increasing
the J-coupling strength. Phosphorus-phosphorus J-coupling strengths in adenine
triphosphate, a source of the pyrophosphate used to assemble Posner molecules, have been
reported as being approximately two orders of magnitude bigger®” than the values

calculated by Swift et al®® for Posner molecules with specific symmetries.

measurable degree. Scalar or J-coupling is the indirect interaction of nuclear spins through
their intermediate interaction with surrounding electrons. For lithium isotopes the different
gyromagnetic ratios of the nuclei in question have an effect on the coupling strength, with
larger gyromagnetic ratio of "Li resulting in larger J-coupling constants. Comparison of Li
and "Li gyromagnetic ratios gives v7/v6 = 2.6%%546  We have used this ratio to compare
the effects of different lithium isotopes on nuclear coherence and entanglement in lithium

substituted Posner molecules.
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FIG. 3: Dependence of coherence on the specific symmetries of the Posner molecules: We
tried two different asymmetric configurations by varying the J-couplings. In the top graph,
where the J-couplings are all different but both halves of the molecule are comparatively
strongly coupled the coherence is attenuated compared to the symmetric case. In the
bottom graph the asymmetry is more pronounced, with one side of the Posner molecule
being very strongly coupled in comparison to the other half. Surprisingly, this caused an
increase in coherence, possibly due to the strongly one-sided coupling effectively reducing

the dimension of the Posner molecules.

III. RESULTS

A. Pure Posner molecules

Before considering phosphate nuclear entanglement in the context of lithium doped Pos-
ner molecules we consider the simplest case of an undoped Posner molecule to be clear as
to what we mean by coherence or concurrence. Coherence, in this context, refers to the

distance of a given state from a maximally mixed state. Concurrence corresponds to the

11



1.0

0.8

Concurrence
o
(o))

I
S

0.2

0.0

1.0

0.8

Concurrence
o
[=)]

N
'S

0.2

0.0

FIG. 4: Dependence of concurrence on the specific symmetries of the Posner molecules:
Similarly to the case for coherence, we tried two different asymmetric configurations by
varying the J-couplings. In the top graph, concurrence is almost nonexistent. In this case
the J-couplings are all different but both halves of the molecule are comparatively strongly
coupled, with very weak concurrence between 100 and 200 seconds. These results appear
to be partially in agreement with the conclusion in the recent paper by Agarwal et al that
on average symmetric molecules are expected to have a better entanglement yield*L.
However, when we arranged the J-couplings so that there is a very strongly coupled half of
the Posner molecule (with respect to the entangled nuclei) then the concurrence is
markedly increased. Very strong asymmetry in effect reduces the dimension of the Posner

molecules, which appears to have the effect of increasing the entanglement.

probability of the entangled singlet state being above one half. In Figure 2 we show how
increasing the strength of the J-couplings increases the coherence and concurrence. We have
illustrated this by plotting the coherence and concurrence for J-coupling strengths begin-

ning with those calculated by Swift et al. and increasing in increments up to at least two
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FIG. 5: Entanglement transfer between the different phosphorus nuclei in a Posner
molecule, where only one of the nuclei of each Posner molecule is initially entangled, P(0)
with P(0): Entanglement is only transferred between the initial phosphorus P(0) and the

furthest phosphorus P(3) in each of the entangled Posner molecules, regardless of
J-coupling strength. There is zero entanglement seen between any of the other pairs, where

P(4) and P(4) is given as an example.
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FIG. 6: Dependence of entanglement transfer on symmetry constraints: Entanglement
transfer depends on the symmetry of the molecule with the weakly asymmetric case
(orange) having no entanglement transfer. There is zero entanglement seen between any of
the other pairs, in both symmetric and asymmetric cases where P(4) and P(4) is given as

an example, (the blue graph is beneath the orange).

orders of magnitude. There are now two papers in which Posner molecule J-coupling con-
stants have been estimated using theoretical calculations®. However, in the brain, ATP,

the molecule from which phosphates are hypothetically assembled into Posner molecules,
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FIG. 7: Effect of lithium isotopes on coherence (top) and entanglement (bottom) transfer:
For the case of coherence we have increased the scale of the y-axis to illustrate how
coherence is transferred differently between different nuclei. For two entangled spins

initially P(0) and P(0) the maximum coherence is transferred to the furthest spins in each

molecule, although there is a very small degree of coherence between other pairs, see for
example P(4) with P(4) (with attention to the y-axis scale). Greatest coherence transfer is
seen in pure Posner molecules (blue), followed by lithium 6 (red) and lithium 7 (green).
However the overall coherence is still minimal. In the case of entanglement, only pure

Posner molecules (blue) show any entanglement and entanglement transfer.

has been measured to have J-coupling strengths up to two orders of magnitude greater’
than those calculated by Swift et al. for Posner molecules. The J-coupling constants cal-
culated by Swift et al® are also for a very specific Posner molecule configuration and it is

unclear whether this is the energetically preferred configuration®".

In order to investigate
what effect the symmetry of the molecule might play we plotted the coherence (Figure 3)
and concurrence (Figure 4) for two asymmetric Posner configurations. We approximated the

asymmetry by using different J-couplings. For the first configuration the two halves of the
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FIG. 8: Effect of lithium isotopes on the spin dynamics: For pure Posner molecules (top
graph) the three triplet states are degenerate and out of phase with the singlet state.
Introducing lithium 6 (middle) and lithium 7 (bottom) causes the entangled triplet state

to instead oscillate in phase with the entangled singlet state.

Posner molecules, with respect to the entangled nuclei, were comparably strongly coupled.
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For the second configuration there was one very strongly coupled half. In the weakly asym-
metric case coherence and concurrence were both attenuated compared to the symmetric
case. This would appear to be in agreement with the conclusion by Agarwal et al. that
on average entanglement is better supported by symmetric molecules*. However, in the
case of the very strongly asymmetric Posner molecule, the coherence and concurrence are
surprisingly increased. This may be due to a combination of increased J-coupling strengths
as well as an effectual reduction in dimension of the Posner molecule due to the unequal
coupling strengths. The latter is potentially interesting given the suggestion that entan-
glement is increased in calcium phosphate dimers as compared to trimers*. Following the
example of Player and Hore” we also investigated how entanglement is transferred between
the different phosphorus nuclei in a Posner molecule, where only one of the nuclei is initially
entangled. Entanglement is only transferred between the initial phosphorus and the furthest
phosphorus in each of the entangled Posner molecules, regardless of J-coupling strength, see
Figure 5. We also investigated how entanglement transfer depends on the symmetry of the
molecule with the weakly asymmetric case having no entanglement transfer whatsoever, see

Figure 6.

B. Doped Posner molecules

It was noted that it is possible to replace calcium ions in calcium phosphate aggregates
with other appropriate ions, such as sodium, magnesium or lithium®™%, Lithium is mono-
valent, therefore to replace a calcium ion in a pure Posner molecule requires two lithium
ions®. As with pure Posner molecules the spin state oscillation depends on the J-coupling
constants. In Figure 7 we consider how the different lithium isotopes change the coherence
and concurrence of a pair of phosphorus nuclei. In the case of coherence, the two isotopes
do have different effects, with more coherence in the °Li case. However the coherence in
both cases is so small as to be almost negligible. In the case of concurrence, both °Li and
"Li destroy any entanglement, as measured by singlet state population. There is also no
entanglement transfer. These results are not promising with regards to Fisher’s suggestion
that lithium’s mode of action is through being incorporated into Posner molecules. They
also reiterate the conclusion in Agarwal et al. that the size of the spin system is the main

constraint on the entanglement®L.
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What, if anything, does the incorporation of lithium do to the spin dynamics of entangled
phosphorus nuclei. The answer might lie in a closer inspection of the Zeeman interaction.
We investigated what effect the lithium isotopes have on the spin dynamics of the singlet
and three triplet states, see Figure 8. For pure Posner molecules (top graph) the three
triplet states are degenerate and out of phase with the singlet state. Introducing %Li and
Li causes the entangled triplet state to instead oscillate in phase with the entangled singlet
state. This might be seen as analogous to the high field effect for a radical pair, when the
hyperfine interaction is sufficiently smaller than the external magnetic field and the two
non-entangled triplet states are separated in energy from the entangled states. Coherent
mixing of the singlet and entangled triplet states in radical pairs can be driven by different
Larmor precession frequencies, with the frequency of mixing related to the difference in
gyromagnetic ratio®. In the Posner analogy the Earth’s magnetic field is at least three
orders of magnitude larger than the J-coupling interaction. In addition to this, the small
gyromagnetic ratio of Li gives a precession frequency of ~ 1970 Hz whereas "Li gives ~

5200 Hz, very close to phosphorus at ~ 5420 Hz.

IV. DISCUSSION
A. Relaxation pathways

In the previous sections we have considered only the coherent dynamics. For example we
plotted the dynamics of lithium doped Posner molecules for up to 500 seconds (see Figure 8).
If spin relaxation is taken into account then it must be acknowledged that both lithium iso-
topes have a quadrupolar moment that means they relax faster than the spin % phosphorus
nuclei. Lithium lifetimes vary in the literature; Fisher’s original papers discussing entangle-
ment in Posner molecules notes the difference in coherence lifetimes between solvated Li
(=~ 5 minutes) and "Li (=~ 10 seconds) while hypothesising that phosphorus lifetimes might
be as long as 21 days™. In their paper on the spin dynamics of Posner qubits, Player and
Hore dispute this, invoking intramolecular dipole interactions to arrive at an estimate of 37

minutes®?. They also discuss a number of ways in which this lifetime might be significantly
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reduced, one of which is the replacement of calcium by other ions such as sodium®”. We add
to this a possible relaxation pathway that is specific to the case of lithium isotopes, that
is scalar relaxation. For a spin half nucleus A (phosphorus) coupled to a second nucleus
B (lithium) that is undergoing fast quadrupolar relaxation, the fluctuating magnetic field
associated with fast relaxing nucleus B offers an additional relaxation mechanism for nucleus
A. This is known as scalar relaxation and is seldom taken into account due to the fact that
it is most effective for nuclei that have similar Larmor frequencies®*. This dependence is

given in the formula for the scalar relaxation lifetime

 8I12)2
!

7—SC

1+ (wp —wa)?72’

R I(I+1) 9)

where Ry is the relaxation rate of nucleus A, J is the scalar coupling constant between A
and B, I is the spin of the quadrupolar nucleus B, 7. is the correlation time associated with

the scalar relaxation and w4 and wp are the respective Larmor frequencies, given by

wy — 1o
L 27'("

(10)
where v is the gyromagnetic ratio and By is the magnetic field in question*”. Scalar relaxation
is described by two types. We are interested in type 2, which occurs at low fields such as
the geomagnetic field, which we here take to be 50uT. For type 2 scalar relaxation 7. is
the Ty of the fast relaxing quadrupolar nucleus*. What is of interest is that the Larmor
frequencies of °Li and “Li differ to a large degree, whereas the Larmor frequencies of 3'P and
"Li are close enough that scalar relaxation might offer a viable relaxation mechanism. To test
this theory we calculated the relaxation rates and lifetimes for phosphorus nuclei in Posner
molecules doped with either 5Li or “Li. We use relaxation time scales for lithium isotopes
as given in Fisher’s original paper on Posner molecules, although spin-relaxation times for
lithium isotopes vary widely across the literature. Due to the similarities between the Larmor
frequencies of “Li and 3'P, scalar relaxation contributes an additional relaxation mechanism
for the phosphorus nuclei in a Posner molecule, resulting in a phosphorus relaxation time
of only seconds. Due to the large difference between the Larmor frequencies of °Li and 3'P

the corresponding scalar relaxation lifetimes are at least five orders of magnitude greater.
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B. Electromagnetic noise

It is often stated that a diagnostic test for the radical pair mechanism is the use of
electromagnetic fields at frequencies equal to the singlet-triplet transition frequencies. In a
previous paper we applied an open quantum systems approach to the radical pair mechanism
to investigate transition operators and their related frequencies®. We reapply this model
to the case of entangled phosphorus nuclei. In our model we only need consider the open
systems description of a single Posner molecule as the entangled Posner molecules are coupled
only through their initial conditions and are sufficiently separated to not interact further.
The Hamiltonian of the open quantum system is the sum of a free term Hy and an interaction

term HSB

H = Hy+ Hgp, (11)

where

Hy= Hg+ Hp.

We will describe the dynamics in the interaction picture, in which both state vectors and
operators evolve in time. The system, in this case for a pure Posner molecule, includes the
six phosphorus nuclear spins of the Posner molecule and how these interact with the Earth’s
magnetic field (Zeeman effect) and each other (J-coupling). This is given by Equation (3).
This system then interacts with a bath given by

HB - anailan7 (12)

where the w,, are the frequencies of the n—th bosonic operator, a/ is the creation operator
and a,, is the annihilation operator. Each Posner molecule of the entangled pair interacts
with a separate but identical bath. The interaction Hamiltonian for one Posner molecule

can thus be written as
Hsp =3 > (Gurtn + ghsah) ® (S5 + S5), (13)
k n

where the index k keeps track of the different phosphorus nuclei and S* or S* represent dissi-
pation and decoherence respectively, with a, > 0 a model parameter weighting the extent to
which S* and S* contribute. What is of interest in a discussion of the entanglement are the

transitions between possible states. The transition operators result from the decomposition
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of the operator V¥ = a;,S¥ + S* in the basis of the eigenoperators of the diagonalised system

Hamiltonian Hg. They are found using
[Hg, V;Ik] = _th‘/;;k and [HS,qu’T] = wk,qqu’T,

where ¢ here labels the number of transition operators and the transition frequencies cor-
responding to each operator V¥, wy., > 0, are expressed in terms of the parameters of the
system Hamiltonian, that is the magnetic field and the coupling constants®!. A transition

frequency equal to zero corresponds to decoherence in the system, which is found using
[Hs, V{] = 0.

Given that the transition frequencies depend on the specific parameters of the system Hamil-
tonian, they will vary according to the relative strengths of the Zeeman and scalar coupling
terms. For the radical pair mechanism, which is concerned with electron spin, hyperfine
coupling strengths range from kHz to MHz*. This gives transition frequencies that range
from kHz to MHz, which seems consistent with the fact that the avian compass is disrupted

252 For the Posner molecule nuclear spin states the

by broadband electromagnetic noise
transition frequencies vary according to the strength of the Zeeman and J-coupling terms.
In particular the two entangled states, which are unaffected by the external magnetic field,
have transition frequencies which reflect the J-coupling constants, which are of the order of
Hz. This is potentially interesting in light of the fact that the brain emits electromagnetic
radiation of the order of Hz, colloquially known as ‘brain waves’ or neural oscillations. It is
unclear whether this radiation is directly associated with entangled calcium ion production.
However, given that the interconversion of entangled states is of similar frequencies, the
background electromagnetic radiation generated by the brain (and other organs) should be

taken into account as a possible source of noise or driven interconversion when discussing

the spin dynamics of Posner molecules.

C. Entangled subspaces

In Fisher’s original Posner molecule hypothesis, the entanglement is important in the
context of quantum to biological transduction: how do the quantum effects result in mea-

surable biological outcomes. Fisher contends that the Posner molecule entanglement results
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FIG. 9: Different spin states of the entangled phosphates bound with hydrogen: When the
external magnetic field is of comparable strength to the J-coupling there is mixing between
all four of the spin states, (top). Note the red and green states are degenerate. However,
for an external magnetic field that is much stronger than the J-coupling, as is the case for
Posner molecules in an Earth strength field, then the two non-entangled triplet states are
sufficiently separated in energy from the entangled states to prevent mixing. The result is
an entangled subspace, where only the entangled states (blue and orange) oscillate and the

non-entangled triplets (green and red are degenerate) show a straight line (bottom).

in modified molecule binding, melting and free calcium ion releasé”. If entanglement is in-
deed important with regards to Posner molecules and neural activation, how might biological

systems have maximised this quantum resource. Agarwal et al., for instance, suggest that
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FIG. 10: Comparison of entanglement for different strengths of the external field with
respect to the J-couplings. The blue graph shows how entanglement is increased for an
external field, such as the Earth’s field, that is three orders of magnitude greater than the
J-coupling strengths. The orange graph shows the decreased entanglement for an external
field that is of the order of the J-couplings. Our measure of entanglement is concurrence
which looks at singlet character. However there is also an entangled triplet state.

Including this in the measure of entanglement should give us a fully entangled subspace.

different forms of calcium phosphate, for example dimers rather than trimers, are better
suited to neural processing, having very long lived entanglement™. We suggest here that
the parameters supplied by the particular environmental context — the specific values of the
Zeeman effect in the Earth’s field relative to the strength of the J-coupling constants — act
to naturally enhance the entanglement. In a paper investigating entanglement in radical
pairs, Tiersch et al. suggest that one way in which to enhance the entanglement lifetime
is the application of appropriate magnetic fields. This would create a maximally entan-
gled subspace by increasing the energy separation of the two non-entangled triplet states
T, = [11) and T_ = |11)23. We were interested in how this could apply in the case of nuclear
spin entanglement. Entangled phosphates are hypothesised to be created by the hydrolysis
of pyrophosphate?. Before these entangled phosphates bind to spin zero calcium and form
Posner molecules, they might also end up binding to hydrogen?. Hydrogen has a large gy-

romagnetic ratio. We were interested to see whether hydrogen binding to phosphates could
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instead be beneficial to enhancing the entanglement, by creating an entangled subspace. In
Figure 9 we demonstrate what happens to the different spin states of the entangled phos-
phates bound with hydrogen. When the external magnetic field is of comparable strength
to the J-coupling then there is mixing between all four of the spin states. However, for an
external magnetic field that is much stronger than the J-coupling, as is the case for Posner
molecules in an Earth strength field, then the two non-entangled triplet states are suffi-
ciently separated in energy to prevent mixing. The result is an entangled subspace, where
only the entangled states mix. In Figure 10 we illustrate this using concurrence as a mea-
sure of entanglement. The usefulness of this increased entanglement is debatable. Indeed, a
paper by Eisert et al. argues that in a diffusion model the loss of position information can
degrade entanglement considerably®”. However, in the radical pair mechanism, for example,
it is less the entanglement than it is the spin state that is important. Singlet and triplet
states have differential reactivity. In our example of nuclear spin entanglement, increased
entanglement also means increased singlet state. If this increased singlet yield plays a role
in any biologically relevant chemical reaction, then the high field effect we describe here
may be functionally important. Phosphorus is also found within cell membranes, which
are composed of phospholipids. In this case the binding of hydrogen to fixed phosphates
may possibly exploit this entanglement ‘distillation’. Entangled subspaces in the context of
nuclear spin dynamics could also give insight into ways of enhancing entanglement in spin

models of quantum computers, where the spins are fixed rather than diffusive.

V. CONCLUSION

Our conclusions are tentative given the lack of definitive parameters in the context of Pos-
ner molecules, both with or without lithium. Indeed, what this highlights is the importance
of parameters in quantum biology. For instance we demonstrated that across a viable range
of J-coupling constants, increased coupling strength increased phosphorus nuclear coherence
and concurrence in Posner molecules. Given that these coupling strengths depend on the
symmetry of Posner molecules and that this symmetry is disputed, more research remains
to be done to determine the relevant parameters. For lithium-doped Posner molecules our
results do not support the hypothesis that different lithium ions differently influence phos-

phorus nuclear coherence or concurrence. Although there is a marginal difference between
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the isotopes, both isotopes result in almost negligible coherence and concurrence. This
conclusion appears to be in agreement with the conclusion by Agarwal et al. that is is
primarily the number of spins in the system that attenuate the entanglement*”. What
is potentially interesting is that lithium does change the spin dynamics of the correlated
phosphorus nuclei. If this were to translate to spin-dependent binding and thus free calcium
ion production, then an argument could be made for lithium modulating the production
of free calcium and thus neural excitability. A way to test this might be to confirm that
treatment with lithium changes levels of free calcium and phosphate ions, and that this
holds to different degrees for different isotopes. There is some evidence to suggest that
administration of lithium does indeed have an effect on serum concentrations of these ions,

though the mechanism remains debatable®*52.

While our results for coherence and concurrence in lithium substituted Posner molecules
remain inconclusive, the spin dynamics highlight a potentially interesting phenomenon.
When entangled phosphates bind to hydrogen instead of calcium, it is proposed that quan-
tum effects are destroyed. However, the fact that the external magnetic field is much larger
than the scalar spin coupling allows for an effect analogous to the high-field effect in the
radical pair, where mixing occurs only between the entangled states. In effect the Earth’s
magnetic field supplies an entangled subspace. This means that any travel outside of this
magnetic field, such as space exploration and settlement will have to factor in these changes
to the Zeeman splitting and the physiological implications thereof. This has further im-
plications outside of biology, for example in the use of quantum computers that might use
spin entanglement as a resource. Phosphates and phosphorylation are also ubiquitous in
biological systems, and entangled phosphates may play a role outside of their incorporation
into Posner molecules. Smolin, for instance, hypothesises how Fisher’s theory of entangled
phosphates might be combined with ideas from spin quantum computing and applied to
the biological context of cell membranes, which are composed of phospholipids®®. While
the viability of this remains to be seen, the parallel between phosphorus nuclear spin in the
quantum computing and biological case — especially given the potential for entanglement

preservation — leads us to the conclusion that the topic deserves further attention.

24



REFERENCES

Y. Kim et al. Quantum Biology: An Update and Perspective. Quantum Reports 3, 80
(2021).

2J. Al-Khalili, J. McFadden, Life on the edge: the coming of age of quantum biology, London,
UK Bantam Press (2014).

3A. Marais et al., “The future of quantum biology’, J. R. Soc. Interface 15, 20180640 (2018).
4Steiner, U.E. & Ulrich, T. Magnetic field effects in chemical kinetics and related phenom-
ena. Chem. Rev. 89, 51-147 (1989).

°P.J. Horel, K.L. Ivanov and M.R. Wasielewski. Spin chemistry. Chem. Phys. 152, 120401
(2020).

®K. Schulten, C.E. Swenberg and A. Weller Z. Phys. Chem. 111. 1 (1978).

"M.P.A. Fisher, Annals of Physics 362, (2015).

SM.W. Swift, C.G. Van de Walle and M.P.A. Fisher, Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics
20 (18), (2017).

9C.P. Weingarten, P.M. Doraiswamy and M.P.A. Fisher, Frontiers in Human Neuroscience
10, (2016).

10T P. Fay, L.P. Lindoy, D.E. Manolopoulosa and P.J. Hore. How quantum is radical pair
magnetoreception? Faraday Discussions 221, (2020).

1P J. Hore and H. Mouritsen. The Radical-Pair Mechanism of Magnetoreception. Annu Rev
Biophys. 5(45), 299-344 (2016).

12C.T. Rodgers and P. J. Hore. Chemical Magnetoreception in Birds: The Radical Pair Mech-
anism. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America
106(2), 353-360 (2009).

13J.A. Sechzer, K.W. Lieberman, G.J. Alexander, D. Weidman & P.E. Stokes. Aberrant
parenting and delayed offspring development in rats exposed to lithium. Biol. psychiatry
21, 12581266 (1936).

A Ettenberg, et al. Differential effects of lithium isotopes in a ketamine-induced hyperac-
tivity model of mania. Pharmacol. Biochem. Behav. 190, 172875 (2020).

15J. Rakshit et al. The avian compass can be sensitive even without sustained electron spin

coherence. Proc. R. Soc. A. 477 20200778 (2021).

25



16D.R. Kattnig and P.J. Hore. The sensitivity of a radical pair compass magnetoreceptor
can be significantly amplified by radical scavengers. Sci Rep 7, 11640 (2017).

T, Le, A. Olaya-Castro. Basis-independent system-environment coherence is neces-
sary to detect magnetic field direction in an avian-inspired quantum magnetic sensor,
arXiv:2011.15016 [quant-ph] (2020).

18], Cai, G.G. Guerreschi, H.J Briegel. Quantum control and entanglement in a chemical
compass. Phys Rev Lett 104(22), 220502 (2010).

YE .M. Gauger, E. Rieper, J.J.L Morton, S.C. Benjamin, V. Vedral. Sustained quantum
coherence and entanglement in the avian compass. Phys Rev Lett 106(4), 040503 (2011).

20J.A. Pauls, Y. Zhang, G.P. Berman, S. Kais. Quantum coherence and entanglement in the
avian compass. Phys Rev E Stat Nonlin Soft Matter Phys 87(6), 062704 (2013).

21Y. Zhang, G.P. Berman, S. Kais. Sensitivity and entanglement in the avian chemical
compass. Phys Rev E Stat Nonlin Soft Matter Phys 90(4), 042707 (2014).

22H.J. Hogben, T. Biskup, and P. J. Hore Entanglement and Sources of Magnetic Anisotropy
in Radical Pair-Based Avian Magnetoreceptors. Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 220501 (2012).

BM. Tiersch, G. G. Guerreschi, J. Clausen and H. J. Briegel. Approaches to Measuring
Entanglement in Chemical Magnetometers. J. Phys. Chem. A 118, 13-20 (2014).

24T .C. Siidhof. Calcium control of neurotransmitter release. Cold Spring Harb Perspect Biol.
4(1), a011353 (2012).

2E. Neher, T. Sakaba. Multiple roles of calcium ions in the regulation of neurotransmitter
release. Neuron. 59(6), 861-72 (2008).

26S.G. Wolf et al, 3D visualization of mitochondrial solid-phase calcium stores in whole cells.
eLife 6, €29929 (2017).

2TA.S. Posner and F. Betts Synthetic amorphous calcium phosphate and its relation to bone
mineral structure Acc. Chem. Res. 8(8), 273-281 (1975).

2@G. Mancardi, C.E. Hernandez Tamargo, D. Di Tommaso and N.H. de Leeuw. Detection
of Posner’s clusters during calcium phosphate nucleation: a molecular dynamics study. J.
Mater. Chem. B 5, 7274-7284 (2017).

2T.C. Player and P.J. Hore. Posner qubits: spin dynamics of entangled Ca9(P04)6
molecules and their role in neural processing. J. R. Soc. Interface 15 20180494 (2018).

30W. K. Wootters. Entanglement of formation and concurrence. Quantum Information and

Computation 1(1), 27-44 (2001).

26


http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.15016

3IN.Y Halpern and E. Crosson, Annals of Physics 407, 92 (2019).

32Y. Zhou, N.C. Danbolt. Glutamate as a neurotransmitter in the healthy brain. J Neural
Transm (Vienna). 121(8), 799-817 (2014).

33].J. Warsh, S. Andreopoulos, P.P. Li. Role of intracellular calcium signaling in the patho-
physiology and pharmacotherapy of bipolar disorder: current status. Clinical Neuroscience
Research 4(3—4), 201-213 (2004).

34M.J. Berridge. Calcium signalling and psychiatric disease: bipolar disorder and schizophre-
nia. Cell Tissue Res. 357(2), 477-92 (2014).

35P.J. Harrison, N. Hall, A. Mould et al. Cellular calcium in bipolar disorder: systematic
review and meta-analysis. Mol Psychiatry (2019).

363, Stern, R. Santos, M.C. Marchetto et al. Neurons derived from patients with bipolar dis-
order divide into intrinsically different sub-populations of neurons, predicting the patients’
responsiveness to lithium. Mol Psychiatry 23(6), 1453-1465 (2018).

37]. Mertens, Q.W. Wang, Y. Kim et al. Differential responses to lithium in hyperexcitable
neurons from patients with bipolar disorder. Nature 527, 95-99 (2015).

3M.A. Bernstein, K.F. King, X.J. Zhou. Handbook of MRI Pulse Sequences. San Diego,
CA: Elsevier Academic Press. 960 (2004).

39T, L. Spencer, N. W. Plagos, D. H. Brouwer and G. R. Goward. The use of 6Li7Li-
REDOR NMR spectroscopy to compare the ionic conductivities of solid-state lithium ion
electrolytes. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 16, 2515-2526 (2014).

405, Agarwal, C.D. Aiello, D.R. Kattnig, and A.S. Banerjee. The Dynamical Ensemble of
the Posner Molecule Is Not Symmetric. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 12: 42, 1037210379 (2021).

48, Agarwal, D.R. Kattnig, C.D. Aiello, and A.S. Banerjee. The Biological Qubit: Calcium
Phosphate Dimers, Not Trimers. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 14:10, 2518-2525 (2023).

42F . Neese. Software update: The ORCA program system—Version 5.0. Wiley Interdisci-
plinary Reviews: Computational Molecular Science 12(5), €1606 (2022).

43F . Jensen. Segmented contracted basis sets optimized for nuclear magnetic shielding. Jour-
nal of Chemical Theory and Computation 11(1), 132-138 (2015).

4“F. Jensen. The basis set convergence of spin- spin coupling constants calculated by den-
sity functional methods. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation, 2(5), 13601369
(2006).

27



45 Advanced Applications of NMR to Organometallic Chemistry Marcel Gielen (Editor),
Rudolph Willem (Editor), Bernd Wrackmeyer (Editor), Wiley 1996.

4H. Gunther. Selected topics from recent NMR. studies of organolithium compounds. J.
Braz. Chem. Soc. 10(4) (1999).

4TW 1. Jung WI et al. Phosphorus J-coupling constants of ATP in human brain. Magn Reson
Med. 37(5), 802-4 (1997).

48] R. Woodward, Radical pairs in solution. Progress in Reaction Kinetics and Mechanism.
Vol. 27, pp165-207. 2002 1468-6783

49F. Chiavazza et al. Earth’s magnetic field enabled scalar coupling relaxation of 13C nuclei
bound to fast-relaxing quadrupolar 14N in amide groups. J Magn Reson. 227, 35-8 (2013).

0], Eisert, T. Felbinger, P. Papadopoulos, M. B. Plenio, and M. Wilkens. Classical Infor-
mation and Distillable Entanglement. Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1611 (2000).

’1B. Adams, I. Sinayskiy & F. Petruccione. An open quantum system approach to the radical
pair mechanism. Sci Rep 8, 15719 (2018).

52S. Engels, et al. Anthropogenic electromagnetic noise disrupts magnetic compass orienta-
tion in a migratory bird. Nature 509, 353-356 (2014).

H. Zadeh-Haghighi and C. Simon. Entangled radicals may explain lithium effects on hy-
peractivity. Sci Rep 11, 12121 (2021).

(. Dorflinger, M. Fuller. Lithium-induced hypercalcemia with normal parathyroid hor-
mone: A case report. Ment Health Clin. 9(5), 318-321 (2019).

H.W. Woo. The Effects of Lithium Treatment on the Serum Calcium, Ionized Calcium &
Phosphate in Bipolar Disorder. Ewha Med J. 15(4), 337-346 (1992).

%61,. Smolin. Natural and bionic neuronal membranes: possible sites for quantum biology.

arXiv:2001.08522/ [quant-ph] (2020).

Acknowledgements

B.A, I.S. and F.P. were supported by the South African Research Chair Initiative of the
Department of Science and Technology and the National Research Foundation. Thank
you to Daniel Kattnig for valuable discussions and suggestions. Thank you to Angela

[lling for the diagrams.

28


http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.08522

Competing interests

The authors declare no competing interests.

29



	Entanglement and coherence in pure and doped Posner molecules
	Abstract
	Introduction
	The radical pair mechanism: electron spin
	The Posner molecule mechanism: nuclear spin

	Theory
	A simplified model
	The (problem of) parameters

	Results
	Pure Posner molecules
	Doped Posner molecules

	Discussion
	Relaxation pathways
	Electromagnetic noise
	Entangled subspaces

	Conclusion
	References


