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Dynamic nuclear polarization (DNP) involves a polarization transfer from un-
paired electrons to hyperfine coupled nuclei and can increase the sensitivity
of nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) signals by several orders of magni-
tude. The hyperfine coupling is considered to suppress nuclear dipolar flip-
flop transitions, hindering the transport of nuclear hyperpolarization into the
bulk (’spin-diffusion barrier’’). Possible polarization-transfer pathways lead-
ing to DNP and subsequent spin diffusion between hypershifted nuclei in a
two-electron two-nucleus four-spin system are investigated. The Schrieffer-
Wolff transformation is applied to characterize transitions that are only pos-
sible as second-order effects. An energy-conserving electron-nuclear four-spin
flip-flop is identified, which combines an electron dipolar with a nuclear dipo-
lar flip-flop process, describing spin diffusion close to electrons. The relevance
of this process is supported by two-compartment model fits of HypRes-on ex-
perimental data. This suggests that all nuclear spins can contribute to the

hyperpolarization of the bulk and the concept of a spin-diffusion barrier has



to be reconsidered for samples with significant electron and nuclear dipolar

couplings.

Introduction

In nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR), the problem of interactions between electron and nu-
clear spins has been discussed since at least the 1940s [1412]. Dynamic nuclear polarization
(DNP) relies on the large thermal polarization and fast relaxation of unpaired electrons for
transfer to low thermal polarization baths, typically slow relaxing nuclear spins. Microwave
(MW) irradiation transfers polarization from the unpaired electrons (often called radicals in
DNP) to hyperfine-coupled nuclei. In DNP, the polarization transfer efficiency is not only
limited by the polarization transfer from electrons to nuclei but also by the subsequent trans-
port of the nuclear hyperpolarization into the bulk. Typically, nuclear spins in the bulk of the
sample can be observed with inductive detection following a radio-frequency (RF) excitation
pulse. While hyperfine-coupled spins show the most efficient polarization transfer, they are
strongly frequency shifted rendering them often unobservable in NMR (quenched, hidden or
hypershifted spins). Accordingly, dipolar nuclear spin flip-flop processes are non-energy con-
serving. Nuclear spin flip-flops, described macroscopically by a nuclear spin-diffusion rate con-
stant, subsequently spread the transferred polarization (homogeneously) throughout the sample.
Throughout this work we will refer to the recently coined term hypershifted spins [12] to relate
to strongly hyperfine-coupled spins that are difficult to observe with RF pulses.

In 1949, Bloembergen proposed the concept of a ’spin diffusion barrier’ [1], describing
spins which are strongly coupled to unpaired electrons and, therefore, frequency shifted (hyper-
shifted), such that they do not contribute to spin diffusion towards the bulk. 7' . relaxation of
the electrons will lead to a broadening of the hyperfine-split lines and eventually, for fast 77 .

times, to a population-averaged pseudo-contact shift [[13-16]] that can be substantial under DNP



conditions, since the polarization of the electrons will be high at low temperatures and high
fields. Several experiments have demonstrated indirectly [4} 68, 17, 18] or directly [12] an ef-
fective contribution of spins assumed to be within the spin diffusion barrier to the DNP process.
These studies may question the size and existence of a spin diffusion barrier. Theoretical works
aimed to explain these through relaxation processes, i.e. paramagnetic (electronic) relaxation
causing a nuclear-nuclear flip-flop [8} |19-22]. In addition, the broadening of the zero-quantum
(ZQ, nuclear flip-flop) line by the electron has been proposed as another pathway to make the
spin diffusion close to electrons more efficient [5]. These models yield a strongly suppressed
(vanishing) spin diffusion rate constant for spins less than several A away from the electron
and a spin diffusion rate constant always smaller or equal to the one in the bulk. In contrast,
simulations of quantum dots suggest a spin diffusion coefficient around the electron exceeding
its bulk value [23] attributed to electron-mediated nuclear flip-flops described as two virtual
electron-nuclear flip flops [24]]. In a similar direction, spin diffusion close to pairs of P1 centers
in diamond is discussed in terms of two virtual electron-electron-nuclear triple spin flips [25,
20].

For materials with a large electron line width and limited electron dipolar coupling, MW
irradiation at a given frequency results in a hole burned into the electron spectrum [27]]. The
resulting polarization difference between the hole and the rest of the electrons unaffected by
the MW can be used to perform cross-effect (CE) DNP. The minimum model to understand
CE DNP consists of two electrons and a nucleus [28]]. If the frequency difference between the
electrons Aw, = we1 — We 2 becomes equal to the frequency of the nuclear Larmor frequency
wy, (CE condition: Aw, &~ 4w,), MW irradiation results in an efficient polarization transfer.
Thus, the fundamental process to generate hyperpolarization is a three-spin flip-flop-flip with
an electronic flip-flop and a nuclear flip.

In the last decades, condensed matter systems have developed into one of the prime ap-



proaches for quantum information processing thanks to advanced manufacturing technology
and tunability [29]. Defect centers in crystals such as the NV-center in diamond, phosphorous
(P) dopants in silicon or quantum dots consist of a single or multiple unbound electrons sur-
rounded by nuclear spins of the host crystal. Electron spins offer faster gate times and easier
read-out at the expense of a shorter qubit coherence time (75). The opposite is true for nuclear
spins. This has inspired the use of hybrid electron-nuclear spin systems with nuclear spins for
processing or as a long coherence time qubit memory, which is read out through an electron
[30-34]. In either case of a hybrid electron-nuclear spin system, the coherence times of the
electron and nuclear spins are highly dependent on the interactions between the two spin types.
Even if only the electron spin is used for a specific application, the interaction with background
nuclear spins, e.g., 1*C or Si with 1.1 and 4.7% natural abundance, strongly influence the elec-
tron’s relaxation [35]. Hence, isotope control, i.e. host crystals containing only a reduced or
vanishing amount of nuclear isotopes with a magnetic moment, represents an efficient strategy
to prolong electron coherence times [36-40]. Similar relaxation dependencies between elec-
trons and nuclei have been studied in NMR, electron paramagnetic resonance (EPR) and DNP.
In NMR and DNP, nuclear relaxation by nearby electrons (paramagnetic relaxation) has been
studied extensively [16]. In addition, the shortening effects of nuclear fluctuations, e.g. nu-
clear flip-flops, often called nuclear spin diffusion, reorientation of chemical (methyl) groups or
tunneling, on the electronic phase memory or coherence times have been investigated in EPR
[41-45]).

In this work, we study a four-spin model consisting of two electrons and two nuclei to de-
scribe possible spin-transfer processes near a defect center (electron). We apply a lowest order
Schrieffer-Wolff transformation to the spin system to calculate an effective Hamiltonian describ-
ing the electron-nuclear spin dynamics (Sec. 1). It is shown that, among the matrix elements de-

scribing polarization transfers, there is an electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flop potentially mediat-



ing nuclear spin diffusion close to paramagnetic defects. To study if electron-nuclear four-spin
flip-flops could explain recent experimental evidence of spin diffusion between hypershifted
and bulk nuclei, we simulate HypRes-on experimental data [8]. To this end, the previously
introduced one-compartment model of hyperpolarization [46, 47] is extended to two coupled
compartments (Fig. 2 and Sec. S3, Supplementary Material). Simulation results suggest similar
scaling of DNP injection by triple spin flips and inter-compartment coupling with applied MW
power in agreement with the hypothesis that electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops in DNP cause

spin transport from hypershifted to bulk nuclei.

1 Two-electron two-nucleus spin system

The Hamiltonian of a two-electron two-nucleus spin system in the laboratory frame assuming
identical frequencies for the two nuclei (w,,; = wy 2 = wy) and allowing for different electron
frequencies (i.e., due to g-anisotropy or two different radicals; we, = we + Awe, and wep, =

We + Awe ) is given by
H= We,aSZ + we,bslf—i"g:zDeeg;) + S_(»GA'EZ]_—’; + ...
twn(I7 + 1)+ I dunl (1)
with the Einstein sum convention of double occurring indices. For the hyperfine coupling A,

electron dipolar coupling D, and nuclear dipolar coupling d,,,,, the following general form with

a quantization along the z-axis is used



At At ATF
A= |AY A A7 (2a)
AZF AR A
D+t Dt Dtz

D= |D"* D— D= (2b)
Dz+ Dz— Dzz
d++ d+— d+z

dp=dt a d= . (2¢)
dz+ dz— dzz

Spin interactions are often written in the xyz rather than in the + — z basis as used in our

notation. For the translation between the two, we find

v gy = ey = A »
A (4 = A B (3b)

AT-T=AT = w (3¢)

A% = A% . (3d)

The hyperfine coupling consists in general of a dipolar part and an isotropic Fermi-contact
part with the latter taking a diagonal form in the zyz basis (al,,.). The Fermi-contact term is
important for s-like electron orbitals with short electron-nuclear distances or delocalized elec-
trons, e.g., phosphorous dopants in silicon or quantum dots. The Fermi-contact term can exceed
several hundred MHz while the dipolar hyperfine coupling for an 'H nuclear spin 3 or 5 A away
from the (point charge) electron is around 3 or 0.6 MHz, respectively. Since only the A**, A*~
and A~ terms from Eq. (3) depend on the Fermi-contact hyperfine coupling, only these might
exceed a few MHz in cases with the dipolar hyperfine coupling of a few MHz or less. If the
wave functions of the two electrons overlap, this results in an isotropic exchange interaction
Jee, similar to the Fermi-contact part. Hence, an eventual J.. can be absorbed into D...

Throughout this work, we assume a positive gyromagnetic ratio -y (< 46 MHz/T) for nuclear
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Figure 1: Two-electron two-nucleus spin system involving electron and nuclear dipolar
as well as hyperfine couplings. The diagonal matrix elements (colored in blue) form H,
in the following and are omitted for clarity with an example given by Eq. (). Off-diagonal
elements (without sign) compose V. V consists of an inner part with quadratic blocks along
the diagonal (colored in white) which conserve the total electron quantum number, while the
outer part involves net electron flips (shaded in gray). More details are given in the main text.
For elements highlighted in orange, the effective Hamiltonian elements will be discussed in
detail in the main text.



spins, resulting in opposite preferred spin directions for electrons (7. ~ —28 GHz/T) and nuclei.
We define w,, = |wy, | = | — 1 Bo| and we = |we .| = | — 7.Bo| such that both are positive
frequencies. The different sign of the gyromagnetic ratios of electrons and nuclei leads to
opposite magnetic quantum numbers defining the ground state i.e. for electrons the spin-down
state (mg = —1/2), denoted by |, has lower energy than the spin-up state (mg = +1/2),
denoted by 1. For nuclei, this is inverted with m; = +1/2 (spin-up, denoted by 1) lower in
energy than m; = —1/2 (spin-down, denoted by |}). This notation with 1, |, f} and | is more
common in physics compared to the o (m; = +1/2) and 8 (m; = —1/2) notation in magnetic
resonance (NMR and EPR) and offers in the current case the advantage that electron and nuclear
spins are easy to distinguish.

The 16-by-16 matrix of the four-spin model of Eq. is sketched in Fig. 2 and can be
rewritten as H = Hy + V = Hy 4+ Vinner + Vouter- Ho 1S the diagonal part of the Hamiltonian
containing the electron and nuclear Zeeman energy and the zz elements of the hyperfine and

dipolar couplings with an example for the diagonal energy levels given by

1 1
E3 = ENTNL = —E(we + Awe,a) — 5(0}6 + Au}&b) + D**
1 1
- (Ewn + A+ Agf) - (5% + A%+ Ag;) —d @)

The 16 energy levels can be grouped into four-spin-up and spin-down parallel electron states
each as well as eight (two times four) antiparallel electron states as indicated by white shadings
in Fig. 1. These quadratic blocks around the diagonal form Vj,,., and are characterized by
conservation of the total electron quantum number (mg = mg, + mg,). The ten remaining
4-by-4 blocks form V ,., and result in a change of the total electron quantum number mg (net
electron flip). Within the diagonal 4-by-4 blocks, the nuclear dipolar and hyperfine couplings
can cause transitions between the nuclear spin states. All matrix elements outside the diagonal

4-by-4 blocks involve electron flips or flip-flops either through hyperfine or electron dipolar



couplings.

For intermediate (tens to hundreds of mT depending on the other contributions to H) to
high magnetic fields, the electron Zeeman energy is much larger than all spin-spin interactions.
In such a case, the parallel and antiparallel electron states are energetically well separated.
Regarding the other contributions to H: The electron frequency offsets can be hundreds of
MHz at higher fields for defects/ radicals with significant g-factor anisotropy. Nuclear Larmor
frequencies w, can vary between a few MHz for low-7 nuclei and intermediate fields of up to
several hundred MHz at higher fields for high-y nuclei. Hyperfine couplings can span from
a few kHz for rather distant nuclei to hundreds of MHz for electrons localized on a specific
atom although in this case most of the coupling would arise from the isotropic Fermi-contact
part which only affects AT, A= and A** (see above and Eq. (3))). Electron dipolar couplings
can range into several MHz for close-by electrons. Electron exchange couplings J.., eventually
absorbed into D, can range much higher and the same arguments as for the Fermi-contact part
of the hyperfine coupling would apply. Nuclear dipolar couplings range from hundreds of Hz
for low-7, low-abundance nuclei to several kHz for high-+, high-abundance nuclei like 'H.

To simplify the notation in the following, we define

SAFTE = AT At (52)
AAZHII2 — pzoel=lz _ paokl=/z (5b)
EA?/—/z,z _ Ajl/_/z’ZJrA;;/_/Z’Z (5¢)
AAF/=22 = AYT% a7 (5d)

Awe = AWe g — Awep . (Se)

The commas in the superscript of Eq. (5)) are only written here for clarity and will be omitted in

the following, i.e. A2;” = AZ:.



Nuclear spin transitions within the diagonal 4-by-4 blocks are suppressed by the separation

between the energy levels, e.g.

Ey — B3 = Y AT — YAY = AAT + AAT (6)
EAZZ dZZ
Ey— F3 = wy, + 21 +3 (6b)

unless the w,, matches the hyperfine couplings or the hyperfine couplings would be symmet-
ric, causing an energy level degeneracy. Outside of the diagonal 4-by-4 blocks, all elements of
Vouter are much smaller than w,. For a large enough electron energy offset Aw, = Awe, —
Aw,p, electronic flip-flops by D~ and D~ are suppressed unless an energy level degener-
acy would occur for a special combination of electron energy offsets and hyperfine couplings.
Therefore, for large enough magnetic fields, hyperfine couplings and electron energy offsets,
the spin dynamics in the 4-spin system is suppressed to first order.

The Schrieffer-Wolff transformation generates an effective Hamiltonian by perturbative di-
agonalization if an energy gap exists that is much bigger than the off-diagonal matrix ele-
ments [48]. The effective Hamiltonian is calculated by H®f = eSHe=S where S is given
in lowest order by V + [S,Hy] = 0 (off-diagonal V and diagonal Hy) such that H°T =
H,+1/2[S, V]+O(V?). In this work, we apply two separate Schrieffer-Wolff transformations
t0 Vimner and Vuie; although this is identical to applying it to V with the current structure as
discussed in Sec. S1, Supplementary Material. Applying the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation
separately t0 Vinner and Ve ensures that the off-diagonal perturbation is smaller than the
energy gap of the diagonal as the A~ elements can exceed w,, but not w,. However, Aw, might
not always be larger than D"~ causing a breakdown of the Schrieffer-Wolff-transformation.
Assuming that the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation can be applied, an example for the renor-

malized energies in the effective Hamiltonian is given by
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B, 1[ 4d*d* (SA7 +d2) (AT +d)
3 2 |AAZ + AAZ NAZ + d7 + 2w,

(SAS — d*7)(ZAST — d*F)

— -1
SAF — do + 20, +O L) @

The other energies can be calculated with a Mathematica notebook as shown in Sec. S6, Sup-
plementary Materials.

In the following, we will discuss several matrix elements of H*. Specifically, we will look
into different processes ranging from no electron flips (just their passive presence) over single

electron flips (single-quantum transition) to electron flip-flops (zero-quantum transition).

1.1 Electron-mediated spin diffusion (EMSD)

This process describes a nuclear flip-flop in the passive presence of the electrons, e.g., [JJ{1) —
|[44f1}) connecting two states that are separated by an energy on the order of the nuclear Larmor

frequency.

1 (SAZT — d+=)(SAF — d*7)
H‘eff i 1 2
B2y Z YA — d#= + 2w,
1 3 (TAFT +dt*)(ZAS +d*)
14 AP 4 d** + 2w,
DY i
s | A% — A% — d# + D — 2w, + 2w,
€Ak 1#£] KT €J )

8)

2A T AL
+
Az — AP — d** + D — 2w, . — 2wy,
Z ATTAL + ASTAL

~ __
~

. We,e

The first two terms are mostly negligible as these cancel out for d < wy, EA:F/ /% The

latter two terms describe electron-mediated spin diffusion, discussed as a limiting process in
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quantum dots [24, 49] and quantum computing [50]. Considering the tensorial nature of the
hyperfine coupling, only parts of the hyperfine coupling contribute to the nuclear-nuclear spin
flip-flops instead of the full coupling. Furthermore, two different pathways exist, either through
AT AL or AP AT, Since electron-mediated spin diffusion scales as hyperfine coupling
squared divided by electron Larmor frequency, its frequency is in the range of Hz. Thus, it is
a low frequency, broad non-resonant matrix element because the denominator is dominated by
we. In contrast, all the following discussed matrix elements are (partially) resonant and only
become relevant over a rather narrow frequency interval.

In DNP this term might transport polarization between hypershifted nuclei under all condi-
tions. The magnitude of the rate constant will depend, in a perturbation treatment [S1[] on the
square of the coupling term in the Hamiltonian and the intensity of the zero-quantum line at

frequency zero.

1.2 Electron-nuclear flip-flip or flip-flop

This process describes a joint one-nucleus-one-electron flip-flip (double-quantum, DQ) or flip-
flop (zero-quantum, ZQ) process, e.g., [JJM) — |T4) with energies separated on the order

of the electron Larmor frequency.

et _ 1 (AAZZ _ D+z) (AA;JF + dz+) )
539 AAF + d=* — 2w,
(SAF* — D*) (SA5T — d) A dTt
— +
YAZ — d= + 2w, YAzE — YA — dw,
2A,," D AN d—F

o —1
T SA A 1 Aw  Aazsaar | PO

The probability of such a transition driven by the Hamiltonian of Eq. (9) is negligible but
under MW irradiation it becomes important for solid effect (SE) DNP. In quantum information
processing, this matrix element describes an electron-nucleus two qubit gate that can be used to

initialize the nuclear qubits [34]].
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Since the electron nuclear flip-flop only requires a two spin system (one electron, one nu-

cleus), we can simplify Eq. (9) to

AtE AT 1 1
eff,leln __ -1
H2,3 - 4 <Azz _ an + AZZ + 2wn) + O (we )
Az+ 2 A#*
S 5+ 0 (w. ) (10)

2 (A7) — (2wn)
where we used A*" = A™* from Eq. (3d). This polarization transfer might be responsible for
the observed near-unity polarization in optically pumped quantum dots [52].

If MW irradiation is applied to the electron-nuclear spin system in DNP, this transition
would be called the solid effect (SE). MW irradiation is tuned to w, — w, (ZQ) or we + w, (DQ)
to create a nuclear hyperpolarization [9, |11]]. In Sec. S5, solid effect (SE) and resonant mixing
(RM) are derived in a one-electron-one-nucleus spin system with MW irradiation, underlining
the ability of the used Schrieffer-Wolff approach to describe the known and unknown processes

in electron-nuclear spin systems.
1.3 Triple spin flips

This process describes a joint electronic flip-flop and a nuclear flip, e.g., [{T1t) — |TL1) of

two states that are separated by energies on the order of the nuclear Larmor frequency.

P i Y, e -V, et
0697 2 | XA - TAF + 20w, AAZ — AAZ — 2Aw,
AA 1 AA= g
1 + 1 + O (w;l) (1 l)

TAAE 4 d — 2w, AAT —d 4 2un
Triple spin flips with an electronic flip-flop and the flip of a hyperfine coupled nucleus (flip-flop-
flip transition) are the basis for cross effect (CE) and thermal mixing (TM) DNP [53-55]]. For
the CE, DNP is efficient if Aw, ~ 4w, creating an energy level degeneracy with the energy

difference of the electrons available to flip a nuclear spin [9-11, 28]]. Ignoring the hyperfine
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couplings in the denominator and all nuclear dipolar couplings gives in good approximation

Hgﬁo ~— (12)

2 Awewy Wn

DT~ AA%~ {wn — Awe] Awe=—w, DT AAT
for the polarization transfer by triple spin flips if the matching condition is fulfilled, reproducing
the triple spin flip result from Ref. [53]. To generate hyperpolarization, MW irradiation is re-
quired to generate a population imbalance between the two electrons involved in the CE process
[9, 10, 28]. Such a Hamiltonian will not only drive heteronuclear polarization transfer but also

homonuclear zero-quantum polarization transfer on the electrons which is mechanistically very

similar to the MIRROR [56, 57] experiment.

1.4 Electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops

This process describes a joint electron flip-flop and nuclear flip-flop, e.g., [{ 1) — [TJ41)
where the energy difference of the two states is on the order of the difference frequency of the

two electrons.

1
Hy=—-D"d™* 13
610 AAZ — AAF + Aw, (19

1

T AT AL Aw, | Az _AA-

+0 (we)

(14)

These terms have similarities to the cross-effect transition discussed above as they combine
an electron flip-flop with a nuclear transition. However, in this case the nuclear transition is
a flip-flop mediated by the dipolar interaction (in total: flip-flop-flip-flop). These three terms
scale as D™~d~" ~ O(MHz - kHz) and become resonant if the nuclei have either identical
hyperfine couplings AA?* — AA7* ~ 0 or if the difference matches the electron frequency
difference AA2* — AA;* ~ £Aw,. The former case suggests that spin diffusion between

spins with identical hyperfine coupling can be faster than bulk spin diffusion. The latter case
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describes electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops as an energy conserving process, independent of
the interaction with MW photons or phonons causing nuclear spin and spectral diffusion close
to the electron.

Similar to triple spin flips (cf. Sec. 1.3), this electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flop can drive
homonculear zero-quantum polarization transfer on the electrons but in addition also on the
nuclei and electron-nuclear zero- and double-quantum polarization transfer. However, the mag-
nitude will be much smaller since the magnitude is determined by the product of the electron
and the nuclear dipolar coupling while the cross-effect Hamiltonian contains the product of the
electron dipolar coupling with the hyperfine coupling to the nuclei.

For a thermal electron polarization close to unity at liquid helium temperatures and few
Tesla magnetic fields, electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops are suppressed as few electron pairs
with opposite polarization are available. However, this changes upon MW irradiation reducing
the electron polarization (cf. Eq. (I3))) similar to the probability for triple spin flips to occur.

Electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops can be understood as a heteronuclear cross effect with
the two nuclei having different resonance frequencies (in this case due to different hyperfine
couplings). A heteronuclear cross effect has been investiagated in Ref. [58]]. A heteronuclear
cross effect would explain the equilibration of polarization in samples containing more than
one NMR-active nuclei (at least locally close to the electron) that has been usually described
through a spin bath approach [59, 60] adapted from a classical description of thermal mixing.

If dopant clusters with eventually multiple electrons shall be used for quantum information

processing [61], this term might limit the coherence and lifetime (77) of nuclear spin qubits.

1.5 Discussion of the effective Hamiltonian

In the above equations, we did not assume any particular symmetry of the spin interactions

besides the existence of an intermediate to strong magnetic field, creating a quantization axis.
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Furthermore, we did not include any type of microwave (MW) irradiation unless explicitly
stated. Thus, all these processes occur in thermalized systems as often encountered in quantum
information processing. In DNP, for large enough electron frequency differences Aw,, MW
irradiation at one of the electron frequencies causes (damped) Rabi oscillations while the other
electron remains unaffected. Thus, MW irradiation creates a polarization difference between
the two electrons available for transfer to nuclear spins either as (cross effect) triple spin flips or
electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops. The dependence of the triple spin flip rate and nuclear spin
flip-flops close to the electron with MW power (electron saturation) is indirectly investigated in
the next section.

The above effective two-electron two-nucleus model is limited to processes involving two
interactions at most as only the lowest order of the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation was used.
Higher order Schrieffer-Wolff transformations [48]] could resolve this. Terms of the form DA A
might show up, e.g., for four-spin cross effect [58]. In the presented model, the transition matrix
elements for such transitions are non-zero but a correct description is not possible as three
interaction processes cannot be described with a lowest order Schrieffer-Wolff transformation.
Extension to higher order transformations in the lab frame might result in very long expressions.
Thus, effective Hamiltonians in the rotating frame can be used to simplify the result while
retaining terms not scaling with O (w; ™), n > 1.

We tested the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation of the two-electron two-nucleus system in
the electron rotating frame. For the electron-mediated spin diffusion (EMSD, Eq. (8)), triple
spin flips (Eq. (I1))) and electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops (Eq. (13))), we found the same
expressions as in the lab frame except from the truncated O (w;!) terms. For the single electron
flip processes, e.g. electron-nuclear flip-flip or flip-flops, the rotating frame transformation adds
additional terms that were scaling in the lab frame with w_ !and in the rotating frame will scale

with Aw;!. Other terms scaling as O (w; ") in the lab frame are truncated.
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Future studies might combine the effective Hamiltonian with relaxation or describe the cou-
pling with phonons or (cavity) photons in a quantized approach, i.e. through creation and anni-
hilation operators. This might lead to the discovery of new quantum many-body effects causing
hyperpolarization.

So far, we only discussed theoretically possible coherent polarization transfers. While
electron-mediated spin diffusion has been studied in quantum dots, electron-nuclear flip-flops
and triple spin flips in DNP as described above, electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops have not
been studied experimentally. Since both DNP by triple spin flips and electron-nuclear four-spin
flip-flops rely on an electronic flip-flops, both should scale similar with electron polarization
saturation by MW irradiation. By simulating the HypRes-on data from Ref. [§] below, we show
that the DNP injection (hyperpolarization rate constant) and the transport of hyperpolarization
from the hypershifted to bulk spins both follow the saturation of the electron polarization with

MW power, supporting the significance of electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops in DNP.

2 Electron saturation dependence of the spin transport be-
tween hypershifted and bulk nuclei

In the following, we will apply a two-compartment model of hyperpolarization as sketched
in Fig. 2 and discussed in detail in Sec. S6, Supplementary Material, to the HypRes-on data
from Ref. [8]]. This approach enables us to quantify the increase in coupling between the hy-
pershifted and bulk spins by microwave (MW) irradiation which is considered to describe the
spin diffusion close to the electron. The sample used in these experiments is TEMPOL in 'H
glassy matrices in which DNP is commonly attributed to triple spin flips. For triple spin flips,
the polarization difference between the two electron spins leads to the nuclear hyperpolariza-
tion. If the coupling between the hypershifted and the bulk spin compartments shows the same

dependence on the electron saturation by MW irradiation, this would be a strong indication
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1 Kws

lkm

Figure 2: Coupled two-compartment model of hyperpolarization. The injection of polar-
ization into the first compartment is given by ky1. The coupling to an eventual second com-
partment is given by k,. The polarization in the two compartments decays with kg; and kga. §
describes the relative size of the first compartment and (1 — &) that of the second.

that electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops with the dependence on the electron spin polarization
difference are the main process for nuclear flip-flops (spin diffusion) close to electrons.

In MW-on HypRes or HypRes-on experiments, the sample was first hyperpolarized before
broadband saturation pulses were applied to saturate the bulk nuclear polarization. During the
saturation, the MW was switched to the frequency of the other DNP lobe, reversing the sign
of the DNP injection, and eventually its power was adjusted [8]. This creates two competing
polarization dynamics: First, the positive polarization from the build-up is still stored in the
hypershifted spins close to the electrons and diffuses into the bulk, with a time constant given
by the inter-compartment coupling term. Second, the negative DNP process injects hyperpo-
larization with the opposite sign first into the unobservable (hypershifted) first compartment

and then into the bulk spins. We note the similar polarization maximum during the HypRes-
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on experiment for all MW powers (cf. Fig. S1), possibly suggesting a similar scaling of DNP
injection and inter-compartment coupling (spin diffusion from hypershifted to bulk spins) with
MW power.

A system compromised of the RF “invisible” hypershifted spins and the bulk spins can be
described by a two-compartment model. To model this, we extend the previously introduced
one-compartment rate equation model [46, 47] to a coupled two-compartment model: Fig. 2
sketches the basic idea of the model with DNP/ hyperpolarization injection (creation) only
into the first compartment (relative size &), a coupling between the two compartments and a
separate relaxation rate constant for each compartment. For simplicity and in analogy to the
one-compartment model [46], we ignore a thermal equilibrium polarization as nuclear polar-
ization enhancements exceeding 100 can be achieved in many materials, rendering the thermal
polarization small compared to typical measurement uncertainties. The details of the model can
be found in Sec. S3, Supplementary Materials.

The parameters of the best fits to the HypRes-on data with the two-compartment model as
described in Egs. (S18), Supplementary Material, are shown in Fig. 3. The fitting is insensitive
to the relaxation rates of the two compartments owing to rather low polarization levels and short
experimental durations and, hence, the relaxation rate constants are set to zero. This leaves the
DNP injection into the first compartment ky;; and the inter-compartment coupling k,, as the
remaining fit parameters. More details on the simulations including the fits to the experimental
data can be found in Sec. S4, Supplementary Materials.

We fit the best fit parameters as shown in Fig. 3 with a model describing the saturation of

the electrons by the MW irradiation based on

P, 1
1— =2 =1- 15
Py V2B ywTeTie + 1 (15)

with T3 ., T5 . being the electronic relaxation times and B; yw the MW B, field. Since we
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Figure 3: Two-compartment modelling of HypRes-on data. Power dependence of the inter-
compartment coupling constant £, (a) and injection parameter Ay ; (b) describing the experi-
mental data from [8]. The size of the first compartment was set to 7% and the relaxation rate
constants to zero. More details about the simulations can be found in Sec. S2, in particular
Fig. S1, Supplementary Material. The coupling constant £, and DNP injection ky are fitted
with a (1 — =15 ) (compare Eq. (13)) with bz = v2B} ;w7211 being the saturation factor
and an additional offset for the coupling constant attributed to the finite thermal coupling [7],
although the offset is fitted to be effectively zero. The similar scaling of DNP injection and
transport from the hidden into the bulk spins suggest a similar origin with the DNP injection
originating from triple spin flips.
do not know the relationship between applied MW power and B, viw, we use the generalized
saturation parameter b (cf. caption of Fig. 3). Eq. is derived from the Torrey model [[62] of
damped Rabi oscillations which in this case is equivalent to the z-part of the time-independent
steady-state solutions of the Bloch equations (cf. Sec. S5, Supplementary Material).

The coupling constant k,, and DNP injection kyq show a nearly identical saturation param-
eter in Fig. 3, suggesting a common origin. We note that the coupling and injection parameters

are for the highest MW power only around one half of their fitted maximum value, allowing for

a much higher DNP injection into the bulk if higher MW powers would be available. However,
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higher MW power at liquid helium temperatures likely would not result in higher steady-state
polarization as the relaxation scales linear with the electron saturation although the build-up

time could be shortened [[47]].

3 Discussion

The two-electron two-nucleus spin system discussed in Sec. 1 describes two different processes
possibly leading to nuclear spin diffusion around electrons: (i) Electron-mediated spin diffusion
(EMSD) is present under any conditions and is non-resonant but strongly suppressed by its
O (w; ') scaling. (ii) Electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops are energy conserving if the resonance
is met and do not involve an immediate interaction with the lattice or MW field but require
electrons with different spin directions available as provided during MW irradiation (cf. Eq.
or Ref. [9]). Thus, under MW irradiation, the polarization transfer would be expected to scale
similar to DNP relying on triple spin flips (as for 50 mM TEMPOL in 'H glassy matrices) as
both rely on the saturation of one electron population by MW irradiation - consistent with our
results described in Fig. 3.

Hence, our work suggests that spin diffusion close to electrons for 'H-rich electron environ-
ments is relatively fast as electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops enable nuclear flip-flops even for
nuclei with different energies (nuclear spectral diffusion) due to hyperfine couplings. For these
electron-nuclear four-spin flip-flops, the electron polarization in at least parts of the electron
spectrum needs to be clearly below unity, e.g. MW irradiation or not to high thermal electron
polarizations, to enable electronic flip-flops. This suggests that a spin diffusion barrier does not
exist and all spins can contribute to the transport of nuclear hyperpolarization towards the bulk
for large enough electronic and nuclear dipolar couplings, e.g. in 'H glassy matrices. This is
supported by selective deuteration experiments in 'H-rich electron environments [18, 63, re-

laxation [4], Hyp-Res [7, 8] and three-spin solid effect experiments [6]]. Future work might give
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a quantitative estimate of the spin diffusion close to the electron for a specific material, include

relaxation effects and involve higher order Schrieffer-Wolff transformations [48].

Materials and Methods

The Schrieffer-Wolff transformations were computed with Mathematica (cf. Sec. S6, Supple-

mentary Materials). HypRes-on fits were performed with in-house developed Matlab scripts.
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Supplementary Materials

S1 Additivity of the first-order Schrieffer-Wolff transforma-
tion for quadratic block-diagonal and off-block-diagonal
interactions

Definition: Let P, be a projector on the diagonal matrix elements of a given n-dimensional

square matrix V [64]

n

Poo V= |v;) (W V) (] (S1)
j=1
and
Qoo V=" |t;) (5] V [ehi) (i (S2)
j,k=1
J#k

for the off-diagonal part. Let
M = {(]7 k) | a; S J)k S bi7 1 S aiabi S n, a’i7b7ﬁ7j7k S N} (83)

be an interval of real numbers with N; N N; = 0 Vi # j and N = | J, NV; Then we can define a

projector on the block diagonal part of the matrix given by all N;

Quner ® V.= > [thy) (15| V [} (i (S4)
(Gk)eN
Jj#k

and the corresponding projector on the other off-diagonal elements

Qouter © V.= Y [003) (5] V[ (x| (S5)
(4,k)gN
J#k
Definition: The first-order effective Hamiltonian H®® from the Schrieffer-Wolff transfor-

mation of H = Hy + V with with a diagonal matrix Hy, i.e. Hy = P, @ H; and an off-diagonal

1



V,ie. V= QjeV,is given by
Hﬁ:}h+%ﬁjq+omﬂ) (S6)
with S defined by
V+[S,Hy|=0 . (S7)

Theorem: For Vi er + Vouter := Qinner ® V + Qouter ® V = V, the first-order Schrieffer-
Wolff transformation is given by H* = H, + %[S, V] + O(V?) = Hy + %[Sinner, Vinner] +
%[Soutera Vouter] + O(V3> Wlth S = Sinner + Souter*

Proof: Sinner and Souter are giVen by Vinner + [Sinnera HO] = 0and Vouter + [Souter> HO] =0,
reSPeCﬁVely- Since PO L4 HO = HO’ Qinner L4 [Sinnera HO} = [Sinnen HO] and Qouter g [Sinneru HO] =
0 as well as Qinner L {Souterv HO] =0 and Qouter L4 [Soutem HO] = [Sinnem HO] Then

Zl(sinner)jl(vinner)lk j, k e N
Sinnervinner ik — S8
( )i {0 JVkgN (58)
and
Zl(souter)jl(vouter)lk j, k ¢ N
Sou erVou er)jk — S9
(S Vo1 {0 jVkeN 59

which results in SV = Siiuer Vinner + Souter Vouter- As the same holds for VS, [S, V] =

[Sinnera Vinner] + [Soutera Vouter]- Ol

We speculate that the above theorem could be extended to arbitrary order for the above
construction of V as the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation is given by H*® = ¢SHe=S with
a double Schrieffer-Wolff transformation taking the form H® = eS2¢51He 51752 and for
[S1,Ss] = 0, €52€5t = €5 (Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula). A proof for this is beyond the

scope of the current manuscript.



S2 Derivation of solid effect and resonant mixing DNP

We study a one-electron-one-nucleus spin system with MW irradiation to illustrate that the
Schrieffer-Wolff transformation applied to this spin system can describe solid effect (SE) and
resonant mixing (RM) DNP. Electron and nuclear Zeeman terms as well as the hyperfine cou-
pling are as above. We add MW irradiation with the electron Rabi frequency w;, along the
x-direction of the lab frame coordinate system (Hyrw = wisS” cos (wywt + @) = wis/2(ST +
S7) cos (wmwt + ¢)). To avoid the time dependence of the MW irradiation, we transform into
the rotating frame of the MW. To lowest order, this is can understood as a formalized approach
to eliminate spin-spin processes that result in net electron flips as these violate energy conserva-
tion [11]] and only the MW irradiation itself can cause net electron flips. In the rotating frame,

the one-electron-one-nucleus Hamiltonian takes the form

BN Ao )2 0
Hleln,MW —_ AZ+/2 E21€1H’MW 0 wls/z (Slo)
T w2 0 By MW 452
0 wis /2  —ATt2 MY
with E{*"™ MY — _(w, —wyw ) — wn + A% and the other energies following the same approach

as for the two-electron two-nucleus system in the lab frame (cf. Eq. (4)). The "MW’ in the
superscript indicates the MW rotating frame in the following. Applying the Schrieffer-Wolff

transformation as above for this smaller rotating frame system gives

At 2
H;g,leln,MW _ (;)15/ (S] 1)
2wWe — 2wnw n 2wy
(A7)2 — (2we — 2wnw)?  (A22)2 — (2uwy)?

which simplifies for A** < wy, we — wnw to

preffleln MW AT w5 /2 we — wnw + Wy (S12)
23 2 W (We — WnMw)




MW irradiation at w, — wyw = wy, in this limit gives

off leln AT w2
Higpa ™™ = ——le / (S13)

which is the well known scaling of the SE matrix element [6, (9, |11} |65].
Assuming ¢ = w, — wyw — 0, causes A% ~ w, — wyw <K wy. For Eq. (ST1) this results
in

At w2 2e 1
2 (A##)2 — (26)2 2w,

ff,leln, MW
He ) ) ~
RM

(S14)

which gives half the transiton matrix amplitude of the solid effect (cf. Eq. (SI3)) for ¢ = 0
and includes a resonance condition for A** = +2¢. We identify this strong electron-nuclear
transition as the recently introduced resonant mixing DNP [[66]]. Resonant mixing can lead
to a dispersive enhancement of the nuclear polarization around the electron resonance (single
quantum EPR transition, SQ,, cf. Eq. (S14))). For more details on this including a discussion of
experimental evidence, the reader is referred to Ref. [66].

If higher order Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [48|] are applied, this might also describe
the three-spin solid effect (electron flip with two nuclei flipping) if MW irradiation is included
[6]. At even higher orders, the four-spin solid effect (SE with three nuclei flipping) could be
described [67]].



S3 Coupled two-compartment model

We start with a recap of the previously introduced single homogeneous compartment model[46]]:
The hyperpolarization build-up can be described through a first-order differential equation with

a hyperpolarization injection rate constant ky and a relaxation rate constant of the build-up k'f{up

dpP .
T (A — P)kw — kg™ P (S15)

with A describing the theoretical maximum of hyperpolarization achievable, i.e., the thermal
electron polarization in DNP. The solution of Eq. (S15)) is a mono-exponential curve which can
be compared with the phenomenological description of the build-up curve by P(t) = FPy(1 —
e~t/™ur) to express the experimental parameters in terms of model parameters. Here, P, is the

steady-state polarization and 7, the build-up time.

T, = kw + kP (S16a)
Akw

P = —-— Ak Ti u Sl6b

0 b+ W Thup ( )

For the decay, kw would be set to zero (MW off), leading to Td_eiay = k:gfcay.

Extending the one-compartment model to two uncoupled compartments with separate in-
jection and relaxation rates is straightforward. Such a situation might be realized for a mate-
rial consisting of two phases with different compositions (radical concentration, NMR-active
spin concentration) such that each compartment follows its own mono-exponential build-up (cf.
Egs. (S15)), (S16)). Crucially, spin diffusion between the two compartments needs to be sup-
pressed, e.g., through a resonance frequency difference rendering inter-compartment nuclear
flip-flops energy non-conserving. If the frequency difference between the two compartments

is small compared to the NMR linewidth such that the two compartments cannot be clearly



discriminated through different peaks, the total measured signal describes the total magneti-
zation created in the two compartments. In such a case, the resulting build-up would take a

bi-exponential form

P =Py, [Oé (1 - 67t/”) +(1—a) (1 — e*t/”)]

=Pz [l —ae /™ — (1 —a)e /™) (S17)

with the relative weight of the two time constants «. Experimentally, four parameters are ex-
tracted from the build-up while in the theoretical model five parameters are required: two in-
jection and relaxation rates each giving rise to the two steady-state polarizations and build-up
times as well as the relative size of the compartments. Hence, for two uncoupled compartments,
it is difficult to extract information about the individual compartments based on the above com-
partment model ansatz.

Hence, we focus on a coupled two-compartment model below: Fig. 1 sketches the basic idea
of the model with DNP injection only into the first compartment (relative size &), a coupling
between the two compartments and a separate relaxation rate constant for each compartment.

The resulting coupled differential equation system takes the form

dpP k
d—tl = (A= P\)kyy — k1 P — f(P1 —P) (S18a)
dP, k

=2 kpoePod+ —1 (P, — P 1

1 kro 2+1_€( 1 ») (S18b)

with P, P,, kg; and kg; being the polarizations and relaxation rates of the two compart-
ments, respectively. DNP injection is only possible into the first compartment through the term
(A — Py)kw with ky being the DNP injection parameter. A describes the theoretical maxi-

mum polarization, e.g., the thermal electron polarization in DNP. The idea behind this term is
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discussed in more detail in [46]. k), is the inter-compartment coupling parameter. § defines the
relative size of the two compartments. We note that the model can viewed as a generalization of
the two-compartment model in [7] for build-ups and decays (k1 = 0 and a non-zero starting
polarization for decays) although it was intended to shed light on bi-exponential build-ups, e.g.,
as observed in silicon [68, 69]. For simplicity and in analogy to the one-compartment model
[46]], we ignored a thermal equilibrium polarization as enhancements of 100 over the thermal
equilibrium can be achieved in many materials, rendering the thermal polarization small com-
pared to typical measurement uncertainties.

The coupling parameter k,, in Eqs. (SI8) is modulated by the compartment size &. k,, de-
scribes a magnetization exchange between the two compartments and a large magnetization
added to a small system leads to a drastic change of the polarization of the compartment as
the polarization is a normalized magnetization. The total polarization of the system would be
described by P = &P + (1 — &) P

The structure of the coupling (P, — P,) rather describes a polarization gradient and, hence,
can be interpreted as a polarization flux according to Fick’s first law of diffusion. Nuclear spin

polarization usually spreads in a diffusive way (Fick’s second law of diffusion):

oPrP

T V [D(x)VP] = DAP (S19)
where an isotropic spin diffusion coefficient D is assumed in the last step. A is the Laplace
operator. Since our two-compartment model (see Fig. 1 and Eqs. (S18)) is independent of spa-
tial variables, the Laplace operator is not defined, leaving us with the above two-compartment
model. The spatially-dependent case (Eq. (S19)) including relaxation and DNP injection has

been solved in a numerically efficient way by Pinon and co-workers [70] and successfully ap-

plied to understand several complex materials better [71-74]]. The spin diffusion model by



Pinon and co-workers is rather focused on understanding the microscopic details, whereas
the two-coupled compartment model is very macroscopic but offering intuitive understanding.
Hence, the discussion of this model should give some general understanding of relationships
between injection rate, relaxation and coupling on the one side and experimentally measured
parameters on the other.

For simplicity, we first solve the coupled differential equation system with both compart-
ments having the same size (£ = 0.5) as this eliminates s from the equations and with it sim-
plifying the notation. Extension to the general case with arbitrary £ is straightforward. Thus,

we start from

dpP
d—tl = (A — P)kw1 — kji P, — ky(PL — P) (S20a)
dP
_d; = —kpoPs + k(P — Ps) (S20b)

with the same parameters as in the main part except for assuming £ = 0.5 such that the two
compartments have equal sizes.

We start by solving the differential equation system by rewriting the second equation. (S20b),
to

dP
P = d—; + kro Py + ky Py (S21)

and inserting this into the first equation, (S20a)) to have a differential equation for P,. We make
and exponential ansatz e to solve the homogenous equation which gives us a polynomial

equation for r which we can easily solve to

1 1
Fip = = (b b + by + 20y) & 5 Gy — b+ )+ 4R2(522)

(krotkn)Akwi .
o1 hres o) G o) 2 We now can insert our

solution for P; into the second equation, (S20b)), to find our solution for P;. Our total polariza-

From the inhomogenous case we find Cy =

8



tion, which we measure experimentally, is given by P = (P, + P,)/2 as we have to average

over the two compartments, and, thus, we find

p_a (1+r1+kW1+kR1+k,7) eﬁ“r%(1+r2+kW1+km+kn>er2t+m

2 o s
1 (kRQ + 2]{77)14/{1/{/1

Z (523)
2 (k’w1 + le + kn)(/ﬂRz + k’n) — k’%

with c; and ¢, being constants of integration. We can set these by comparing our solution with

an experimentally used model, e.g., a bi-exponential build-up (cf. (S17)))

P =Py, [a (1 — e_t/“) +(1—-a) (1 — e_t/TQ)]

=Py [l —ae™ /™ — (1—a)e /™) (S24)

for which we dropped the ’bup” subscript for convenience. We can immediately read off

1 (kra + 2k;) Akwr
Poo == ! S25a
02 = 3 Chwws 1 ket + o) (kg + o) — B2 (5252)
=T (S25b)
Ty =T (S25¢)

Furthermore, we can choose ¢; and ¢, such that it reproduces the —« and — (1 — «) prefactors of

the exponentials. Our fourth equation for the theory-experimental correspondence comes from

dP

7 (0) = —raPyz = Ak, (S26)
as we assume both compartments to be completely unpolarized initially. With these four equa-
tions at hand, we could write the four theory parameters in terms of the four experimental
parameters. However, this provides little insight as we encounter some complicated complex-
valued fourth-order polynomial equations stemming from the square roots in the time constants.

Thus, we take a different approach and find the parameter correspondence through analysis of

the coupled differential equation system in the steady-state as well as boundary conditions.

9



For large times our system is in a steady-state with the total polarization being F 2 and
experimentally the two compartments having a polarization equal to P, = 2o 2 and P, =
2(1 — a) Py 2. From equation (S20b)) we find for large times

a—(1-a)
1 -«

kn<Pls - P2s> = kR2P2s ~ kRQ = kn (8273—)

which restrains « to be larger than 0.5 to ensure that kgo > 0. Additionally, we notice that
equation (S20b)) is for large times identical to the one compartment rate equation discussed in

[46] (‘fi—f =(A— P)kw — kRP) upon substitution of P with A and k, with ky;. Thus, we

find
l—a
P28 - knplsTQ =N = To (8283)
= kro = 7'2_1 (2 — Ol_l) (S28b)
Again we can use
dP, P
d—tl(o) = aPyory ! = Aky & k= %m;l (S29)

For the relaxation rate of the first compartment we can use the steady-state condition of the

overall system

(A — Pig)kw1 = kr1Prs + kraPos (S30a)
A 1—

kri = kun —1)-—%R, (S30b)
2CVP072 «

We note that inserting these parameters into the exact solution for the time constants of the
coupled differential equation system, equation (522)), does not reproduce the experimental time
constants exactly. Such a discrepancy was to be expected as the differential equation system
is not describing the experimentally occurring spin diffusion mediated build-up of polarization
but rather describes a spin flux. A comparison between the experimental model and its corre-

sponding theoretical build-up is shown in Fig. [STh. The discrepancy of the theoretical model is

10



due to the structure of our coupling between the two compartments. We first need to build up
a polarization difference between the two compartments before polarization can be transferred
into the second compartment. This leads to a very slow initial build-up compared to the exper-
imental model. Furthermore, this acts back on the first compartment as this is drained by the
large polarization difference once it developed, leading to a slower build-up of polarization in
the first compartment. Interestingly, once we fit the total polarization of our theoretical model,
the faster time constant is smaller than in the experimental case but at the expense of a smaller
balance parameter «v. This is a result of the internal interaction between the two compartments
and fitting them jointly. Interestingly, the build-up of polarization within each compartment
cannot be fitted well with a mono-exponential as shown in Fig. whereas the total polariza-
tion can be fitted accurately with a bi-exponential as given by equation (S24)), underlining that
the description of the exchange of polarization between the two compartments in our model is
not trivial.

We can find the same parameters for the experiment-theory correspondence with an alter-
native approach. For this we solve our coupled differential equation ((S20a)-(S20b)) under the
approximation that P; in the differential equation for P, ((S20b)) is time-independent and vice
versa. This is similar to the Born-Oppenheimer approximation in quantum chemistry where the
dynamics of electrons and nuclei is assumed to be at different time scales such that the elec-
trons experience the nuclei as being at rest and vice versa. If the two time scales in the build-up
are vastly different, this assumption would be valid as the polarization in the first compartment
is already fully developed while the second compartment is still nearly unpolarized. This is
shown and discussed in Fig. In practice, this assumption will not fully hold as it is difficult
to observe a component that builds-up orders of magnitude slower than the other.

We start solving the differential equation system by first solving the second equation ((S20b))).

11



This gives us

Ui

_ Pyt coe—(krathn)t S31
pesa (S31)

Py

We can insert this into the first equation (Eq. (S204)) and get

2
Ak T e S—— R
P = UL %2 + cie ( W kRQJrk") +
le“'le“'kr]_m
ul e (Frotha)t (S32)
kw1 + kri — kr2 — i

The total polarization P of the system, as measured experimentally, is given by the weighted

a
0.35
0.3}
c 0.25}
Re]
5 02|
K
£ 0.5/
0.1 —Exp. 1
P
0.05 | Py
- P,
o ¥
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 100 200 300 400
Time [a.u.] Time [a.u.]

Figure S1: The differential equation model reproduces the experimental bi-exponential build-
up for vastly different time constants between the two compartments but leads to imperfections
for time constants on the same order of magnitude. (a) Simulation parameters: Fyo = 0.3,
mn =171 =50, a =06, A=1,¢ = 0.5. Fitting the bi-exponential build-up resulting
from numerical integration of the differential equation system gives /5o = 0.3, a = 0.4523,
1 = 9.00, » = 55.41. Note that the polarizations of the individual compartments cannot
be fitted by mono-exponential models due to the interaction between the two. (b) Setting the
fast build-up time to 1, leads to an excellent agreement between the theoretical and experimental
model. The assumption that the two build-ups are at different time scales such that one is always
at equilibrium on the time scale of the other, can be considered fulfilled in this case. The slow
second compartment builds up exponentially as the initial delay to build up the polarization
difference P, — P is negligible. Simulation parameters: Fy = 0.3, 71 = 1, o, = 50, a = 0.6,
A=1,¢6£=05
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sum of P; and P.

p_ P+ P :1(1+ Ky, )P1—I— €2~ (kra-thn)t

5 kro + k 2
k2
_! <1 L ) Akw — 2 (b i ) + ..
2 kra + Ky kw1 + kr1 + ky — kRQikU ’
k
+ (14 n 72 Cgﬁe‘(km““")t (S33a)
le + le - kR? - kRzikn
k‘2
1 (1 LRy ) Ak 1+ b b 2~ i
2
kra +kp) kury + kpo + ky— % k+kn A
k2 -1
_(kW1+kR1+kn—m)t
1 R S— ces
[Cle T + ]{ZRQ + k
k
1+ 7 52 oo~ (kR2thn)t (S33b)
kw1 + kr1 — kr2 — ksz‘kn

To find the constants of integration, we rewrite equation (S33b))

1 1 k
P=Py,|1- —t/m 1 L i 834
0’2{ Akwim {Cle +1+kn72 ( +Tf1—72_1)62€ H (539

and can find as a boundary condition for large ¢

1 1 3
14— — (l-a)—a=-1 $35
Ay {1+k,7¢2( i ——— >02+Cl] (I-a)—a (535)

and choose

&1

Co 1 k"]
1-— 1+ ——— S36b
( Oé) Al{?WlTll+]€ ’7'2( +7'11—T21> ( )

If we compare (S33b)) with our bi-exponential, experimental model (Eq. (S24)), we can read
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off equations for both time constants and the steady-state polarization ) 5.

2

=k kri + ky — ——— S37
T w1 + kr1 + Ky s + o (S37a)
75l = ko + ky (S37b)
1 k Ak 1
PO,Q = 5 (1 + 2 1 2 ) Wi 2 = 5(1 + k’nT2>AI€Wl7'1 (S37C)
R2 T W0/ ey + ky + Ky — e
a=(1+kym)™" (S37d)
We can rewrite these four equations to
le = 7'1_1 — le — ]{?,7 + ]’C?]TQ (8383)
kro =15 " — ky (S38b)
2P
kw1 = : S38
Wi (1 + k‘nTg)ATl ( C)
1—
by = —— 13! (S384)
«

where we used the same arguments for k,, as for equation (S28a). These four equations give the
same differential equation parameters as our above approach with the boundary conditions and
the steady-state analysis of the differential equation system.

From here it is straightforward to include the size of the first compartment £ resulting in

I -1
o= (1 + ?WTQ) (S39a)
1 Ky
= b (S39b)
k k2 Ey \ '
~1_ g I Ky n i n
b = g ()
=ky1+k o /{% S39
= Rw1 R1 T+ ? - mﬁ (S39¢)
—1
Ak {f + Ky, <k‘R2 + lk—_"£> }
Fo2 = k & ky \ 7!
kwi+ ki + 2 — st (k?m—i-l—l’g)
= Akyrm [€ + k] - (S39d)
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For the decay, the injection term from equation (S20a) is eliminated. If we follow the above
approach with different time scales of the compartments, the time constants are identical to
the build-up case apart from the vanishing ky ;. Under the assumption of long build-up times
before the decay such that both compartments reach their steady-state polarization, the initial
polarization and coupling constant are the same as for the build-up. The exact solution for the
decay case is given in [/|] to understand the interaction between hypershifted spins with the

RF-visible bulk.
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S4 Two compartment HypRes-on fits

The simulations shown in Figs. 3 and S1 were performed with MATLAB. For the simulations
of the HypRes-on (MW-on HypRes experiments) data from [8]], provided to us from Quentin
Stern, we numerically integrated Eqgs. (time slicing) and performed a grid search over
1 million iterations after pre-scanning the parameter ranges. The model is dominated by two
competing processes: (i) Transport of polarization stored in the hypershifted spins with com-
partment size £ into the RF saturated bulk and (ii) DNP injection of the other DNP lobe with
respect to the lobe used for the initial polarization build-up. For this, we set the polarization
of the hidden compartment (/) to the estimated build-up polarization of 70%. Since the ex-
periments were performed at 7 T and 1.2 K, we set A = —1 (the minus sign stems from the
choice of the DNP lobe). We assumed all relaxation being mediated by the electrons, hence,
the relaxation of the second compartment kro was set to zero (in agreement with the data from
[7]). The model parameters being varied in the grid search were initially the DNP injection
parameter kyyq, relaxation rate kr; and the size of the first hidden compartment £ as well as the
inter-compartment coupling parameter k, (compare Eqgs. (S18))). The model was found to be in-
sensitive to any relaxation, likely due to the short experimental build-up duration of 25 s. Thus,
we set kgr; = 0 for the simulations shown in this work. In a similar way, the first compartment
size £ was initially used as a fit parameter but values were around 7% and thus fixed to 7% to
simplify the final fits with finer parameter grids. The parameter combinations with the lowest
least square value are chosen and shown in Fig. S1. The polarization of the second compartment
at the beginning of the simulation (time zero) was set to zero, explaining the discrepancies for

very short times. The best fit parameters are summarized in Fig. 3.
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Figure S2: Simulated and experimental HypRes-on data Simulated HypRes-on in red and
experimental data from [8] in black.
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S5 Model for the electron saturation

To fit the best model parameters as shown in Fig. 3, we adopted the Torrey model [75] of damped
Rabi oscillations (spin Rabi oscillations in the presence of relaxation) to describe the reduced
electron polarization under MW irradiation (partial saturation of the electrons). For long time
scales as in CW (continuous wave) DNP build-ups, only the time-independent terms need to be
considered, although other terms might play a role in non-CW MW irradiation which potentially
could result in higher electron recruitment. The time-independent part of the Torrey model
describing the ratio between the electron polarization at infinite time under MW irradiation
(Fe,) to the thermal electron polarization of the system after rewriting from [75] takes the

form
2
P. (1 - uﬁ%) %QB%,MWTg,e +1

PO,e N 2 P2 WMW 2
Ve Bi aw 2. (1_F) Toe+Tie ) +1

,€

(S40)

with the electron gyromagnetic ratio ., its associated resonance frequency wp . = 7. By, relax-
ation times 7' . and 75 . as well as the MW frequency wyw and the MW field strength By vy
The resulting expression is identical to the steady-state solution of the z-magnetization of the
Bloch equations for the electrons. Electron spectral diffusion and electron line broadening are
not explicitly included in the approach but might give rise to electron relaxation times differing
from those observed in typical EPR measurements.

Since DNP employs (near-) resonant MW irradiation and 75, < T} . at low temperatures

and high electron concentrations, Eq. (S40) can be simplified to

Pow 1

1— =2 -1
P()’e ’YgBiMWTQ’eTLe + 1

(S41)
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S6 Mathematica notebook of two-electron two-nucleus four-
spin system

The Schrieffer-Wolff transformations discussed in this work were computed with Mathamatica.
The Mathematica notebook of the lab frame two-electron two-nucleus four-spin system is found
below. Mathematica notebooks for the rotating frame and the one-electron one-nucleus two spin

system with MW irradiation were derived from the notebook below.
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in[-]:= << NMR11/StartUpNMR.m
<< mathematica/NMRmaer.m ;
<< Notation™;

NMR with Mathematica

Version 1.1
Marlies Brinksma

Email: mabi@solidmr.kun.nl
© 1998, Marlies Brinksma, Matthias Ernst and Beat Meier, Department of Physical Chemistry, University of Nijmegen, The Netherlands

C:\Program Files\Wolfram Research\Mathematica\13.3\AddOns\Applications\NMR11\Spinsystem.m
loaded...

NormalForm: $Pre is set to: CheckTimes

C:\Program Files\Wolfram Research\Mathematica\13.3\AddOns\Applications\NMR11\NormalForm.m
loaded. ..

C:\Program Files\Wolfram Research\Mathematica\13.3\AddOns\Applications\NMR11\SOFunctions.m
loaded...

- SetDelayed: Tag SquareMatrixQ in SquareMatrixQ[mat_? MatrixQ] is Protected.

- SetDelayed: Tag SquareMatrixQ in SquareMatrixQ[expr_] is Protected.

C:\Program Files\Wolfram Research\Mathematica\13.3\AddOns\Applications\NMR11\Matrix.m
loaded...

C:\Program Files\Wolfram Research\Mathematica\13.3\AddOns\Applications\NMR11\QMFunctions.m
loaded. ..

C:\Program Files\Wolfram Research\Mathematica\13.3\AddOns\Applications\NMR11\NMRFunctions.m
loaded...

-=+/ Get: Cannot open mathematica/NMRmaer.m.

in[-]:= Symbolize [wer] (*We=-YeBp>0 AS ¥e<O *)
Symbolize [we1] (*We=-¥eBp>0 aS ¥e<O *)
Symbolize[w,] (*w,=-¥nBe<® as ¥,>0 *)
Symbolize[D**]
Symbolize[D*"]
Symbolize[D™*]
Symbolize[D™"]
Symbolize [D*" ]
Symbolize [D**|
Symbolize [D*?]
Symbolize [D7*]
Symbolize[D**]

Symbolize[d™]
Symbolize[d**]
Symbolize[d*™]
Symbolize[d ]
Symbolize[d "]
Symbolize[d*" ]
Symbolize[d™*|
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Symbolize[d*?]
Symbolize[d™*]

Symbolize[Aj;]
Symbolize[Al]
Symbolize[A7;]
Symbolize[A;;]
Symbolize [A;]
Symbolize [A;]]
Symbolize[Af;
Symbolize [Af;]
[

Symbolize[AZZ

Symbolize[A};]
Symbolize[A3]]
Symbolize[A3}]
Symbolize[A};]
Symbolize[A;]

Symbolize [A;]]

[
Symbolize A3}
Symbolize [AZ;]
[

Symbolize [A3]

Symbolize[A7;]
Symbolize[A;,]
Symbolize[A];]
Symbolize[Aj,]
Symbolize [A7]]
Symbolize A14]

[
Symbolize [A7;
Symbolize[A7; ]
[

Symbolize[Al7

Symbolize[A;,]
Symbolize[A};]
Symbolize[A3;]
Symbolize[A5;]
Symbolize [A3]

Symbolize [A;]]
Symbolize[A7; ]
Symbolize A7, |
Symbolize [AZ]]

Symbolize[A;3]
Symbolize [A,3]
Symbolize [A14]
Symbolize [Ay,]
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Symbolize [Dy;]
Symbolize [d3,]

Symbolize[S;]
Symbolize[S,]
Symbolize[I3]
Symbolize[I,]

Symbolize[S;,]
Symbolize[S,,]
Symbolize[I3,]
Symbolize[I,,]

Symbolize [Hp]

QMFunctions: Calculation done in the subspace: {}

in[-]:- RegisterSpin[{1, 2, 3,4}, {1/2,1/2,1/2,1/2}]
Spinsystem: Spin 1 has been registered...
Spinsystem: Spin 2 has been registered...

Spinsystem: Spin 3 has been registered...

-  General: Further output of will be suppressed during this calculation.

inl-]- SetNucleus[{1, 2, 3, 4}, {"S", "S", "I", "I"}]

inl-]:= Aqgz = {{A13: 135 A } {A13: A, 13} {A13: Al3, AT }}
A1 = {{A14: Alzs A14} {A14: Aias A14}: {Aﬁ: ALas Aﬁ}}’
Aoz = {{A3, A3, AT}, {Az3, s, AT, {AZS A%, AL}
Az = {{Azu L Aza} {A24: AEZ: Aza} {Azu As Aﬁ}}i
D12 - {{D++, +-, D+Z}, {D_+, , D }, {DZ+, Z-, DZZ}};
dsg = {{d”, d—, d+z}, {d_+, d-, d_z}, {d“, d*, dzz}};

n[-]:= S12 = {@, 0, S[1, z]};
S22 = {0, 0, S[2, z]};
I3, = {0, 0, S[3, z]};
I,,= {0, 0,5][4, z]};

mi-1-= Sy = {S[1, "+"1, S[1, "-"1, S[1, z]};
S» = {S[2, "+"], S[2, "-"1, S[2, z]};
I = {S[3, "+"1, S[3, "-"1, S[3, z]};
I,= {S[4, "+"], S[4, "-"1, S[4, z]};
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n[-]:= (*We=-¥eBe>0 as ¥e<@ and w,=-¥,Be<0 as y,>0 throughout this work,
requiring a - sign in front of the nuclear Zeeman energy term to have -
w, as the ground state energyx)
Ham = we1 S[1, 2] + we2 S[2, 2] -w, (S[3, 2] +S[4, z]) +
S1.D12.5; +I3.d35.15 + S1.A13.13+S1.A12.154+S5.A23.13+S,.A5.1,

Qut[«]=
We1 Sl,Z + (D77 S]_,, +D+7 S:]_)Jr +D27 Sl,z) Sz,, + (DiJr 51’, +D++ S]_,Jr +DZ+ S]_,Z) Sz,+ +

We2S2,z+ (D%Sy, +D'*S; , +D**Sy ;) Sy,, + (Aj3S1, +A15 Sy, +A5S1,,) I3,
(A33S2, +A33Sy,, +A33S2,,) I3, + (Aj3S1, +Aj3S1,, +AT3S1,,) I3, +
(A3 Sa, +A33 Sy, +A35Sy,2) I3, + (A13S1, +Aj3S1,, +AT3S1,2) I3, +
(A33Ss, +A33S,,, +A35Sy,;,) I3, + (A, S1, +Aj,S1,. +A5;S1,,) Ia, +
(A2 Sa, +A3;Sa, +A51Sa,,) Ig, + (d I3, +d" " I3, +d* I3,,) Is, +
(Als S1,  +Aj, S1,. + AL, s1 2) Ta, + (Ays Sy, + A5, Sy, +A55Sa,2) I, +
(d" I3, +d"" I3, +d* I3,;) Is,, + (A S1, +A1;Sq,. +AT:S1,7) Ia,, +
( )

Aa Sy,  +PA5a Sy +A32Ss;) Ta,+ (A% 15, +d™* I3, +d*™ I3;) Is,; - wn (I3, + 1a,;)

>

In[«]:= Ha = wels[l, z] +weZS[2, zZ] - w, (5[3, z] +S[4, z]) +S17.D12.5,, +
I3,.d33.04; + S17.A13.13,+51,.A14.142+527.R23.13;,+5,;.A24.14,

out[-]=
w S + W S + DZZ S S + AZZ S I +
el 21,z e2 22,z 1,z 22,z 13 21,z 13,2

Ag SZ,Z I3,z + Aizzl S1,z I4,z + A;i Sz,z I4,z +d* I3,z I4,z - Wp (I3,Z + I4,z)
in[-1:= V = Simplify [Ham - Hg]

Out[«]=
D27 Sl,z Sz,, + DZJr Sl,Z SZ,+ + Ai; Sl,z 131, + Ai; SZ,— 131, + A;; SZ,Jr 131, + Ag; SZ_,z Igj, +

A33S1,2 15, +A3 Sy, I3, +A)3 Sy, I3, +A3Sy,, I3 . + A5 Sy, I3, +A%S,, I3, +

A, S1,,04, +A Sy, TIa, +A30Ss,. I, +A3,Sy, 14 +d I3 I, +d I3, I, +

d* I3, 14, +A5;S1,,1a,, +Ayy S, Ia, +A5 Sy, Ta, +A55 Sy, Ig, +d " I3 I, +

d7 I3, Iy, +d* I3, Iy, + A5 Sy, Lg,, +A35Sy, Iy, +d 13, Ip,+d %13, 1I,,+

Si,_ (D77S;, +D 'S, +D*Sy , + A3 I3, +A3 I3 +ASTs v AL T, v AL Iy AT, ;) +
S1,. (D'7S;, +D"" Sy, +D?Sy , + A3 I3, +A;3 I3, +AS I3, +A, I, +AL Iy, +ATS I, ;)

in[-1:= VMx = MatrixRepresentation[V, {1, 2, 3, 4}];

in[-1:- HOMx = MatrixRepresentation[Hp, {1, 2, 3, 4}];



In[-]:= P

Bs = {aaaa, aaaf3,

P.

Out[e]=

= {
{0, 0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 1, 0, 0, 0},
{06, 0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 1, 0},
{0, 0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 1, 0, 0},
{6,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 1},
{6, 0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 0},
{0, 0,0,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0, 0,0, 0},
{6,0,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 0},
{6, 0,0,0,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0, 0,0, 0},
{06, 0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1, 0, 0,0, 0,0, 0},
{6,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0, 0},
{0, 0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1, 0,0, 0,0, 0},
{0, 0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0},
{1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 0,0, 0,0, 0},
{6,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 0},
{6, 1, 0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 0,0, 0,0, 0},
{06,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0}};

aaBa, aaBf, aBaa, afaf,
aBBa, aBBB, Baaa, BaafB, BaBa, BaBB, BRaa, BRaB, BRRa, BRBR};
Bs

{BBaa, BBRa, BRaB, BBBRAR, aBac, aBBa, aBajs,

In[«]:=

Out[e]=

{

VM

aBBB, BaoB, Baaa, BaBa, BaBB, aooa, aoBa, acaf, aaBB}

P.VMx.Inverse[P]

dZ+

2

Z+ Z+ -z
A13 A23 D

o
2 2
AG A DT
=2, =

2 2
A
A13)‘7

+Z Z+ Z+
d Afa An

A
2 2

2 2
Al A dF
fs s 2
2 2
A

2

-z
++ A14
> 1)

s _
2

] Ai;: @, Di?: e) e) e}) {_ 0: d7+)
2

Al D? . N A D%
; o g P S

AZS AZ- dz- AZ:
g e
Ai Ay DT . - ,,
7_7_71 A24: 9:A23) e) @,D )e}) {d y -

d+Z
- T Aii: 0,
2

AZL D?

2

A Ag
2 2
Al Al

{

d*"

]
2

2 2 2
Az
2

Z+
A24

2
D*"

. A3 A DT
0, 0, A14: A13) -

2

. A
- TJAZB) 0, Ay —— -

D+Z d+Z d2+

AZ+
++ ++ 14
— 5, A5, A, 0,0

+Z +Z
A3 AL
s

2 2

Z+ Z+
A13 A23
]

{

2 2 2 2 2

D+Z
++
- E] e) A14)

2

z-
A13

b

d+Z

D*"
0 Ai;: Ai:{: 0}, {

dZ+ 4

A D*"
— + % +—, 0, Ay,
D'? A% d= AZ;
—, A13, "
2 2
- Ay An D
01 91 91 A24; 0: - -t A23}J
2 2 2

A%
2
Ass

2

2
o A
{0: A14» AI3: -

Z+
A14

2

-+
B A13)

z-
A13

2

z-
A23

2

T d+7) 0, T T T T o D+7:

Z+
A24

-+ -+ —+
+ - 5 s Az Ay 0, Ay,

2

) Aizu 0; Di?; 0; 0};

z-
A23

2

) 01 01 0) D__}J
2

—-—+—, — -—+—,d",0,D", 0,

d-?
- —_
2

i)

dnp_4spin.nb | 5

B

d—z
2
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Ala A, d© A A dF Az Ap D
- s T T T T T 0; 0; 0; 0; D+7; 0; Aii; Ai;)’i’iJri})
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
. Ay Ay DT . Ala Ay d A3 A dT
(a0, 2 -2 - —, A5,0,0,D7,0,0, -+ 04—, d, -2 2
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
- Ais A D (AR A DT -
A14;0;7_7+7)A13}; {7+7_7;A23)A24101D ,0,0,0,
2 2 2 2 2 2
Ala Ay d Als Ap d A Az D
-t — +—, 0, - — + — + —, ++,7+7+7,A1§,A1£,@},
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
. AG Ag DT " . L A A d Als Ay dT
(A, -2+ o —,0,A,0,07,0,0,d", -+ 2,0, -4t —
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
A3 Ag DT - o A5 Ay DT ~
A, —— + =28, A14}, {e, Poas Ay, —— -2 0,0,0,D",
2 2 2 2 2 2
Als A d* AL AL dY o A3 A DT
’7+7’7Jd ,v’7*7’73@3a,vA:|_4,vA13.v’7’7+ })
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
++ AE% A;i p** ++ ++ ++ AI?Z’ AIE D™ ++
{D ,0,0,0, — + 2 A, A, 0, AL, s T A, e, 0,
2 2 2 2 2
AZ+ AZ+ d+Z AZ+ AZ+ dz+ A+Z A+Z DZ+
£+£+—, ﬂ+£+—, d“}, {0, D', @, 0, Ay, _£+£+7’9’
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
. . Ag Ag DT A A dT LM A dY
Aois @ AL, — 2+ =t AL, 20, d T, e
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
++ +- AE% AEE DZ+ ++ AI§ AIE D+Z +- ++
{01 eJD JeJA24)e)7’7+71A23)7’7+7:A14)0)A13J
2 2 2 2 2 2
AZ- AT g7 AZr  AZr g2 AsZ Az D
a2 —d,e, 21, {0,0,0,07,0, Ay, Ay, - - 0k —,
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
. . Ag Ag DT AL Ay dT A A dF
A5, 0,A,, - —-—+—,d ", +7—7,7+7—7,0}}
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

in[-]:= HOM = P.HOMx.Inverse[P]



Out[«]=

(N () () (Y ()
- - - - -

[
-

() () () () @
- - - - -

(Y
-

r—Aﬂ — — — — — — — — — — — — — — r—H
[
-

1

zz
A14

zz
A13

4

zz
A14

4

4

zz
A13

4

8, —

zz
A23

4
A%
e A

4

AL
_as T
4
AL
Pt B . = ,0,,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 0/,

zz
A13

4

4
Al
L

zz
A24

4

zz
A%

4

zz
A23

4

zz
A23

4

z
4

a4

4

d

zz

4
dZZ

+ -

4

zz
Ay
-— 4+ —

4

zz
A14

zz
A13

4

4

AL

4

dnp_4spin.nb | 7

D¥  We1 We2
-—+—+—-— - — -Ww,, 0, 0,0, 0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0, 0, 0},
4 2 2

- — 4+ _

D wer We
4 ) R @, @, @, @, @, @, @, @) @, @, @, @, @J G}J

R e: a: a: e: e: e: a: a: a: 9, a: a:

dZZ DZZ wel O.)ez
e} ,

4 4 2

zz
A%

4

zz
A23

dZZ DZZ wel wez

4 4 2 2

zz zz zZ
A%z d D We1  We2

4

zz
A23

z
4

4
AL

4

4

zz zz zz zz
Ay Ayp d D Wer  We2
— t— - — - — + -

4

Y4
A1s

zz
A13

4

4

+—_—+—-—-wn,e,e,e,e,e,e,e,e,e,e,e},
4 4 2 2

A3 d*P* D wer  Wer
e S 9: 9: 9: 9: 9: 9: 9: 9: 9: 9}:
4 4 4 2 2

,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,

4 4 4 2 2
AZAE 47 D wm we

P T 710,00, 0,0,0,0,0,0, 0/,
4 4 4 4 2 2

zz zz zz zz zz
A14 A23 A24 d D We1 We2
—— 4=

zz
A13

4

S 2. %0,0,0,0,0,0, 0},
4 4 a4 4 a4 2 2
AZZ AZZ AZZ dZZ DZZ W W
7i‘+£+ﬁ+—f—f—el+—eszn,e,e,e,e,e,e},
4 4 4 4 a4 2 2

zz zz zzZ zz zz zzZ
A AL AY Ay d D We1  We2

7_—-*———7—7—74-7,0,0;0;0; 0}1
2

4 4 4 4 4 4 2

AZZ AZZ AZZ AZZ dZZ DZZ wl (J-)Z
£+£,£,£+7,77i+iwm@’@)e’e},
4 4 4 4 4 4 2 2
AZZ AZZ AZZ AZZ dZZ DZZ w 1 w 2
o, 21 M M M TP e e 00,0,
4 4 4 4 4 4 2 2
AZZ AZZ AZZ AZZ dZZ DZZ w W
g,g,_£+ﬂ_£+ﬁ_7+7+ﬂ+£)e)e})
4 4 4 4 4 4 2 2
0, 0, o, Aﬁ,iﬁ+i§§,i§ d” D wer We
’ 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 2
AZZ AZZ AZZ AZZ dZZ DZZ w 1 w 2
91919’9’,ﬁ,ﬂ,ﬁ,ﬁ+7+7+i+i+wn}}

4 4 4 4 4 4 2 2
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in[-]:- SM = Table[SMe[i, k], {i, 1, 16}, {k, 1, 16}]

Out[e]=

{SMe 14 1], SMe[14, 2], SMe[14, 3], SMe[14, 4], SMe[14, 5], SMe[14, 6],
, 7], SMe[14, 8], SMe[14, 9], SMe[14, 10], SMe[14, 11],

127, SMe[14, 13], SMe[14, 14], SMe[14, 15], SMe[14, 16]},

{SMe 15 1], SMe[15, 2], SMe[15, 3], SMe[15, 4], SMe[15, 5], SMe[15, 6],
, 7], SMe[15, 8], SMe[15, 9], SMe[15, 18], SMe[15, 11],

127, SMe[15, 13], SMe[15, 14], SMe[15, 15], SMe[15, 16]},
{SMe[16, 1], SMe[16, 2], SMe[16, 3], SMe[16, 4], SMe[16, 5], SMe[16, 6],
, 7], SMe[16, 8], SMe[16, 9], SMe[16, 18], SMe[16, 11],

, 12], SMe[16, 13], SMe[16, 14], SMe[16, 15], SMe[16, 16]}}

{{SMe[1, 1], SMe[1, 2], SMe[1, 3], SMe[1, 4], SMe[1, 5],
SMe[1, 6], SMe[1, 7], SMe[1, 8], SMe[1, 9], SMe[1, 18], SMe[1, 117,
SMe[1, 12], SMe[1, 13], SMe[1, 14], SMe[1, 15], SMe[1, 16]},

(SMe[2, 1], SMe[2, 2], SMe[2, 3], SMe[2, 4], SMe[2, 5], SMe[2, 6],
SMe[2, 7], SMe[2, 8], SMe[2, 9], SMe[2, 18], SMe[2, 11],

SMe[2, 12], SMe[2, 13], SMe[2, 14], SMe[2, 15], SMe[2, 16]},

{SMe[3, 1], SMe[3, 2], SMe[3, 3], SMe[3, 4], SMe[3, 5], SMe[3, 6],
SMe[3, 7], SMe[3, 8], SMe[3, 9], SMe[3, 18], SMe[3, 11],

SMe[3, 12], SMe[3, 13], SMe[3, 14], SMe[3, 15], SMe[3, 16]},

{SMe[4, 1], SMe[4, 2], SMe[4, 3], SMe[4, 4], SMe[4, 5], SMe[4, 6],
SMe[4, 7], SMe[4, 8], SMe[4, 9], SMe[4, 18], SMe[4, 11],

SMe[4, 12], SMe[4, 13], SMe[4, 14], SMe[4, 15], SMe[4, 16]},

{SMe[5, 1], SMe[5, 2], SMe[5, 3], SMe[5, 4], SMe[5, 5], SMe[5, 6],
SMe[5, 7], SMe[5, 8], SMe[5, 9], SMe[5, 10], SMe[5, 11],

SMe[5, 12], SMe[5, 13], SMe[5, 14], SMe[5, 15], SMe[5, 16]},

{SMe[6, 1], SMe[6, 2], SMe[6, 3], SMe[6, 4], SMe[6, 5], SMe[6, 6], SMe[6, 7],
SMe[6, 8], SMe[6, 9], SMe[6, 18], SMe[6, 11], SMe[6, 12], SMe[6, 13],
SMe[6, 14], SMe[6, 15], SMe[6, 16]}, {SMe[7, 1], SMe[7, 2], SMe[7, 3],
SMe[7, 4], SMe[7, 5], SMe[7, 6], SMe[7, 7], SMe[7, 8], SMe[7, 9], SMe[7, 18],
SMe[7, 11], SMe[7, 12], SMe[7, 13], SMe[7, 14], SMe[7, 15], SMe[7, 16]},

(SMe[8, 1], SMe[8, 2], SMe[8, 3], SMe[8, 4], SMe[8, 5], SMe[8, 6], SMe[8, 7],
SMe[8, 8], SMe[8, 9], SMe[8, 18], SMe[8, 11], SMe[8, 12], SMe[8, 13],
SMe[8, 14], SMe[8, 15], SMe[8, 16]}, {SMe[9, 1], SMe[9, 2], SMe[9, 3],
SMe[9, 4], SMe[9, 5], SMe[9, 6], SMe[9, 7], SMe[9, 8], SMe[9, 9], SMe[9, 10],
SMe[9, 11], SMe[9, 12], SMe[9, 13], SMe[9, 14], SMe[9, 15], SMe[9, 16]},

(SMe[1@, 1], SMe[1@, 2], SMe[1@, 3], SMe[10, 4], SMe[10, 5], SMe[10, 6],
SMe[10, 7], SMe[1@, 8], SMe[10, 9], SMe[10, 18], SMe[1@, 11],

SMe [10 12], SMe[10, 13], SMe[10, 14], SMe[10, 15], SMe[10, 16]},

(SMe[11, 1], SMe[11, 2], SMe[11, 3], SMe[11, 4], SMe[11, 5], SMe[11, 6],
SMe[11, 7], SMe[11, 8], SMe[11, 9], SMe[11, 18], SMe[11, 11],

SMe[11 12], SMe[11, 13], SMe[11, 14], SMe[11, 15], SMe[11, 16]},

(SMe[12, 1], SMe[12, 2], SMe[12, 3], SMe[12, 4], SMe[12, 5], SMe[12, 6],
SMe[12, 7], SMe[12, 8], SMe[12, 9], SMe[12, 18], SMe[12, 11],

SMe[12 12], SMe[12, 13], SMe[12, 14], SMe[12, 15], SMe[12, 16]},

(SMe[13, 1], SMe[13, 2], SMe[13, 3], SMe[13, 4], SMe[13, 5], SMe[13, 6],
SMe[13, 7], SMe[13, 8], SMe[13, 9], SMe[13, 10], SMe[13, 11],

SMe[13, 12], SMe[13, 13], SMe[13, 14], SMe[13, 15], SMe[13, 16]},

[
(14
(14
[
[15
[15
[
[16
[16
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in[-]:= solution = Solve[VM + SM.HOM - HGM.SM == @ , Flatten[SM]]

.-+ Solve: Equations may not give solutions for all "solve" variables.

Out[«]=
A% A%

HSMe[l, 2] > - , SMe[1, 3] - -
AZZ L AZE - 47 42 0,
2d++
SMe[1, 4] — - , SMe[1, 5] > -
AT + AT + AZ% + AL + 4w,
203
SMe[1, 6] > - , SMe[1, 7] - -
AZZ | AZZ 72 DPZ 4D g + 2wy
285
SMe[1, 8] - @, SMe[1, 9] - -

Z+ Z+ Z+
-ALs - Ay +d

)
AZZ + AZZ - 477 + 2 0,

AZ+ Az D

)
AZE + AZE - D + 2 wey

285

)
AZZ 4 AZZ _ 427 - D?% 4 2 ey + 2 Wy,

A+ Ajf - D

)
AZZ 4 AZZ - d72 - DP 4 2 wey + 2 wy

2A5;

)
22+ AZZ — d72 - D7 4 2 wep + 2 wy

, SMe[1, 14] > @,

AZ - A +D

Bl
AZ3 - AZ; +D¥ - 2w

285

)
AZZ _ AZZ L (2% D?% 4 2 ey + 2 Wy

2A5;

3
AZZ _ AZZ - d7% 4 DP - 2 wey - 2 Wp

285

3
AZZ - AZZ -~ d72 4 DP - 2 wey + 2 Wp

SMe[1, 10] - - , SMe[1, 11] - -
AZL 4 AZE - D72 1 2 g
2D
SMe[1, 12] - ©, SMe[1, 13] - -
AZZ + AL+ ASS + AL+ 2 Wey + 2 We
A3 + A3 -d?
SMe[1, 15] > ©, SMe[1, 16] > ©, SMe[2, 1] - - ,
AZZ 1 AZE - 7 20,
2 d*‘# 7AZ+ _ AZ+ _ dz+
SMe[2, 3] - , SMe[2, 4] - - 1T ,
AZL A2 AT AZE AZZ 1 AZE 1 d7 120,
255
SMe[2, 5] - - , SMe[2, 6] — -
AZZ pZZ L 472 DPZ L2y - 2wy
285
SMe[2, 7] - @, SMe[2, 8] — ,
AZZ - AZZ - d77 4 DP - 2 ey - 2wy
245
SMe[2, 9] - @, SMe[2, 18] — ,
AZZ - AZZ - d77 4 DP - 2we, + 2wy
A;Z - A;Z + D*
SMe[2, 11] » - — > 2 , SMe[2, 12] — -
AZL - AZZ 4D - 2 ug
2D
SMe[2, 13] > @, SMe[2, 14] - ,
ATS - AL +AY - A - 2wer - 2we
Afs + A4 - d*”
SMe[2, 15] - @, SMe[2, 16] » @, SMe[3, 1] - - ,
AZZ 4+ AZE 7% 4 2 0,
2d* CAZ O AZ g
SMe[3, 2] - - , SMe[3, 4] - - ,
AT pZ L AZE A AZE 4 AZZ 4 072 4 2 0,
28,
SMe[3, 5] - - , SMe[3, 6] > 0,
AZZ_AZZ 477 D7 2wy - 2 0y
AZ-AZ-D?
SMe[3, 7] » - ——=> 1 , SMe|[3, 8] -
AZZAZZ DT 4 2w
AsZ - ASZ _DZ
SMe[3, 9] — - 3 A , SMe[3, 10] -
AZE_AZ D 4 20,
2A53
SMe[3, 11] - @, SMe[3, 12] - -

, SMe[3, 13] > 0,

AZZ _ AZZ 4 d%% - D?% 4 2 wep + 2 Wy
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SMe [3,

SMe [3,

SMe [4,

SMe [4,

SMe [4,

SMe[4,

SMe [4,

SMe [4,

SMe[5,

SMe[5,

SMe[5,

SMe[5,

SMe [5,

SMe [5,

SMe [6,

SMe[6,

SMe [6,

SMe [6,

SMe [6,

SMe[6,

SMe [6,

2D
14] - @, SMe[3, 15] - - ,
ALS - AL+ AZS - A+ 2 Wer + 2 We2

2d -

16] >0, SMe[4, 1] > ,
AT + A3; + AZ% + 3L + 4w,

A%, + AZ, +d* A3 +A3+d
2] 5o , SMe[4, 3] » - —— 2 , SMe (4, 5] > @,
AL+ A%+ d7 4 20, AfS+ A5 +d* 4 2w,
e 2 A5
6] - . , she(a, 7] - > ;
AZZ 1 AZZ 4 d7% + D% - 2 g + 2 Wy Al + A3 + % + D - 2 wer + 2wn
A3 +AZ+D? 275
8] - zz zz zz ’ SMe [4) 9] - zz zz zz zz ’
A13+A14+D —Zwel A13+A24+d +D —Zwe2+2wn
28,

10] - @, SMe [4, 11] - s
AZZ + A3+ d*? + D*F - 2 Wep + 2 Wy

-Z -z zZ—
A3 +A,+D

12] > - , SMe[4, 13] - @, SMe[4, 14] - 0,
AZS + A% + D™ - 2we
2D
15] - @, SMe [4, 16] - ,
ALS + ALL + AZS + AYL - 2 Wer — 2 We2
-A;3 - A +D? 2A5
1] - - , SMe[5, 2] -» ,
AZZ 4 AZZ _D?7 4 2 (g AZZ _AZZ L 72 DZZ L2 ey - 2wy
2 AJr+ _AZ+ + Az+ _ d+z
3]~ - , SMe[5, 4] - @, SMe [5, 6] - - 1372
Aig—A§§+dZZ—DZZ+2we1_2wﬂ Aﬁ—A§§+dzz—2wn
-AL, + A5, - d* 2d
o o SMe5, 8] 5, SMe[5, 9] >0,
Afd - A +d* - 2w, AlZ+AIZ-AS-AN -4 w,
2D
10] - , SMe[5, 11] - 0, SMe[5, 12] - 0,
AlS +ALL - A5 - A%l + 2wer — 2 Wep
A72+A71+D27 2 A
13] 5 - — 2 % , SMe[5, 14] - 23 ,
AZZ + AZZ 4 DP 4 2 we, AZZ - AZZ 4 d?2 - DP - 2 ey - 2 Wy
2A
15) > ——— , SMe[5, 16] - @,
A2 - A3 +d** - D** ~ 2 wep -~ 2wy
2 AMS _AZ 4 AYZ _D*Z
1] > b , SMe[6, 2] — - 15+ AL ,
AZZ + AZ5 - d* - D¥ + 2 wey + 2wy AZZ _ AZZ D72 ),
2A++
3] >0, SMe[6, 4] > - 14 ,
A% + A3% + d?? + D*? - 2 Wey + 2 Wy
A3 A +d”? 2d
5] 5 - ————— ) SMe(6, 7] 5 -
Af3 - A3 +d* - 2w, Al3 - A7Z - A5+ A5
~AL, +AS, +d¥
8] - - , SMe[6, 9] - 0, SMe[6, 10] - 0,
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2755
15] - -
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2Ay,
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AP LA LAZZ AL 0 D u AZZ L AZE_77, 0 - = AT 77,0
131A14+A23 A + 2 We1 +2 We2 131A%3 EEllon) 14+A2 Wn
4A53 Asy 4A1 A 4 A% Py 4Ry Ay 4d - d”
- - - - El
A A -2 D42 wey+2wy  ABAZE AP D 42we+2wy  ALHARE-dPFDP42wep 2w,  ABG+AR -0 D 42wep 2wy ATE+AT AR +AT+4 0,
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Full expression not available (original memory size: 2.2 MB)

In[«]:= HamMZ[[Z, 2]]
HamM2[3, 3]
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