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We present a framework that uses a continuous frequency space to describe and design solid-state NMR experiments.
The approach is similar to the well established Floquet treatment for NMR, but is not restricted to periodic Hamilto-
nians and allows the design of experiments in a reverse fashion. The framework is based on perturbation theory on a
continuous Fourier space, which leads to effective, i.e., time-independent, Hamiltonians. It allows the back calculation
of the pulse scheme from the desired effective Hamiltonian as a function of spin-system parameters. We show as an
example how to back calculate the rf irradiation in the MIRROR experiment from the desired chemical-shift offset

behaviour of the sequence.

I. INTRODUCTION

Time-dependent Hamiltonians are very common in (solid-
state) NMR due to sample rotation, e.g., magic angle spin-
ning (MAS)'* or even rotations about multiple axis as im-
plemented in double rotation (DOR)* or dynamic-angle spin-
ning (DAS)?, and the application of pulse sequences that
can be described by interaction-frame transformations.©Z Cal-
culating the time evolution of the density operator under a
time-dependent Hamiltonian is usually done numerically us-
ing time-slicing methods where we assume that the Hamilto-
nian is time constant for small enough time periods, 7. How-
ever, in many cases an analytical solution to the Liouville-von
Neumann equation is advantageous especially if predictions
of the response of the sequence on spin-system parameters
are of interest. Since the late 1960s, various methods have
been developed to approximate such time-dependent Hamil-
tonians using time-independent representations. This can be
achieved using average Hamiltonian theory (AHT), %510 Fo-
quet theory ' or other less-established methods like the
Fer expansion'®Z, the Floquet-Magnus expansion'®, or the
path-sum method 2
Average Hamiltonian theory can be used for periodic
Hamiltonians and is based on the Magnus expansion 2! It gen-
erates a series of time-independent average Hamiltonians that
approximate the time evolution of the density operator over
the basic time period with increasing accuracy. Limitations
of AHT are the stroboscopic observations at integer multiples
of the basic time period, e.g., the difficulty to describe spin-
ning side bands in MAS spectra, and the difficulty to describe
Hamiltonians with multiple incommensurate frequencies that
appear for example in homonuclear* or heteronuclear® de-
coupling experiments. Despite these limitations, AHT is one
of the most used techniques in NMR to develop and optimize
pulse sequences.

In Floquet theory the finite-dimensional time-dependent
spin-Hilbert space Hamiltonian is replaces by an infinite-
dimensional but time-independent Floquet Hamiltonian. Both
representations are equivalent and describe the identical time
evolution of the density operator. Floquet theory can be used
to describe periodic time-dependent Hamiltonians without the
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requirement of stroboscopic sampling, i.e., side bands under
MAS are predicted correctly!> and also multiple incommen-
surate time dependencies can be included using multi-mode
Floquet theory!3"> Using the time-independent Floquet
Hamiltonian makes no approximations but it is not always
easy to get physical insights from the infinite-dimensional ma-
trices. Therefore, operator-based Floquet theory?*'%, that is
based on the van Vleck perturbation treatment>"32 in the Flo-
quet space was developed. Such a treatment allows the ana-
Iytical block diagonalization of the Floquet Hamiltonian and a
subsequent projection back into the spin-Hilbert space, gener-
ating a series of effective Hamiltonians that describe the time
evolution of the density operator. Floquet theory and espe-
cially the operator-based implementation has become an im-
portant tool for the understanding of magnetic-resonance ex-
periments and also for the design of new experiments 1>

In this publication, we present a modified version of Floquet
theory that is based on a continuous frequency space and not
a discrete Fourier series. We show that the modified approach
allows the description of sequences of limited length and also
allows, in some cases, a simpler back calculation of pulse-
sequence parameters.

Il. THEORY
A. Standard Floquet theory

The formalism presented in this article is similar to the
formulation of Floquet theory used in magnetic resonance.
Therefore we first want to give a short review of the Floquet
treatment and subsequently present the new formalism. A
more detailed derivation can be found in the literature 121415
The time dependence of the density operator is given by the
Liouville-von Neumann equation

&(1) = ~i[A(1),0(1) (1)
with the solution

o(1)=U()e(0)U (1) )
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where the propagator is formally given by
t
Ult) = Texp | —i / A (v)d7 3)
0

and .7 is the Dyson time-ordering operator*? An equivalent
formulation and a good starting point for the derivation of Flo-
quet theory is the differential equation in the propagator

U(r) = —is(1)U(r) 4

Floquet theory for magnetic resonance is based on the as-
sumption that the Hamiltonian is periodic and, therefore, the
Schrodinger equation is a periodic differential equation. We
can incorporate the periodicity of the Hamiltonian explicitly
by expanding it in a Fourier series as

FAOED W AR 5)
k

The form of the solution of the periodic differential Eq. (@) is
given by the Floquet theorem!!' as

U(t) = u(t)e™u1(0) (6)

where A is a diagonal real matrix because . (¢) is a Hermi-
tian operator. The matrix u(¢) has the same periodicity as the
Hamiltonian and can also be expressed as a Fourier series

u(t) =Y une"® (N

Notice that now the time dependence of the operators is only
in the exponent and, therefore, inserting Eqs. (3)) - (7) into Eq.
(@) will lead to the algebraic equation

Y (A0 + 08, )uy = Au, ®)
k

This equation is equivalent to a time-independent Schrédinger
equation for the Fourier coefficients u,, where the Hamilto-
nian

Hp =Y A" + 08y ©)
k

is called the Floquet Hamiltonian. It is convenient to represent
the Floquet Hamiltonian and u, in a product space of the spin
Hilbert space and the Fourier space, where each basis state
corresponds to a Fourier harmonic. Typically the basis states
are written as |n, i) = |n) ® |1), where |it) denote the basis
states of the spin Hilbert space, and |n) are the basis states of
the Fourier space. Throughout this article Greek letters are
used for the spin basis and Latin letters for the Fourier har-
monics. Notice, that there are infinitely many Fourier harmon-
ics (n € Z), hence the matrix representation of the operators
has infinite dimensions as well. The explicit representation of
21313 5 given by:

My =Y F@ 4" + oF.1 (10)

Here, the F' operators act on the Fourier space and are defined
by F;|n) = n|n) and F, |m) = |m+n). The solution of Egs.
(8) or (T0) leads to the formal solution of Eq. (@) expressed in
the spin Hilbert space:

U(t) =Y (n|exp (i#51)|0) " (11)

n

In conclusion, we solved the Liouville-von Neumann equa-
tion (Eq. (I)) by converting it to an algebraic equation using
Fourier series expansions and the Floquet theorem assuming
a periodic time-dependent Hamiltonian. As a basis we chose
the product of the spin Hilbert space and Fourier space basis,
which uses Fourier harmonics. Typically van Vleck pertur-
bation theory is applied on the Floquet Hamiltonian to obtain
effective Hamiltonians. The procedure can be found in the

literature #1212729534I35] 513 4 1eads to the first and second-order
Hamiltonian
AV = 70 (12)
and
_ 1« [0 (-
%(2) . Z [ ’ } (13)
2 nw
n#0

Extending operator-based Floquet theory to multiple frequen-
cies is straightforward. The details can be found in several
reviews >

B. Frequency-domain formulation

Let us consider an arbitrary time-dependent Hamiltonian
that is not necessarily periodic in time. In this case we cannot
use the Floquet theorem nor a Fourier series to solve Eq. (),
since both require periodicity. However, we can use similar
methods such as the Fourier transform to obtain an algebraic
equation from Eq. (@). Instead of a Fourier series expansion,
we apply the Fourier transformations to each matrix element
of the Hamiltonian .#(¢) and the propagator U(r). This will
lead to a similar description, where the Fourier transformed
operators take the role of the Fourier coefficients in the Flo-
quet approach. In addition, Fourier transformation leads to a
continuous spectrum of frequencies instead of the Fourier har-
monics.

For the derivation of the generalized framework we again
start from the differential equation Eq. (@). As a first step
we use the Fourier transformation (element wise) to define a
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frequency-domain Hamiltonian and propagator as

—r/%

Q) = F{AW) = Tm / AW @A (15)

1=+ 0@

/ U(t)e ¥ dr (17)

H(t)=F HH(Q )e ¥ dQ (14)

U(t)=7{U(Q )e ¥ dQ (16)

U(Q) = 7#{u()

The Fourier transformation is normalized such that it leads to
a correspondence with the standard Floquet approach. Thus,
the presented theory is a generalization of standard Floquet
theory and reproduces all of its results. Notice that the
normalization also has to ensure .7 {Z ' {f(x)}} == f(x).
The "wide’ hats on U() and L%/’?(Q) indicate that these are
frequency-domain operators. The underlying frequency do-
main is continuous, orthonormal, and complete, hence con-
ceptually similar to the position or momentum basis used, for
example, to describe a free particle. Inserting the expressions
in Eq. (@) and using the convolution theorem leads to

7 HQU(Q)} = -7 {2 ()} 7 {U(Q)}
=i A (Q)+0(Q)} (8

where * symbolizes the convolution operation in frequency
space. Applying Fourier transformation to Eq. (I8)) results in
the time-independent equation

QU(Q) = —#(Q)+U(Q) (19)

Since convolution with the delta function is an identity opera-
tion we can write Eq. (I9) as

—

Q8(Q)+U(Q) = —72(Q)+U(Q) (20)

and express it as a single integral
/ [Q8(Q— )+ 2(Q-)0(Q)dQ =0 Q1)

Since this has to be fulfilled for every possible U(€Y') the ker-
nel has to vanish

[Q8(Q-Q)+7(Q-2)]0(Q)=0 (22)

Notice, that this is an eigenvalue equation of U(€') with the
eigenoperator

M =Q5(Q—Q)+ #(Q—Q) (23)

Similar to the standard Floquet treatment, we can express
this Hamiltonian in the orthonormal product basis |Q, 1) =

|Q) @ |u). As before the states |1) denote the basis states of
the spin Hilbert space, but |Q) are the basis states of the con-

tinuous Fourier space. Notice that the operators %/”\(Q Q)
and Q in J# live in different subspaces, i.e the spin and the
frequency space, respectively. Hence the Hamiltonian in the
product basis takes the form

(| A1 V) = Q8(Q~ Q) @ 8y

1@ Ay (Q—Q') (24)

where %‘ZV(Q) = <‘LL|<%/”\(Q) |v) are the matrix elements of
the spin-system Hamiltonian at frequency Q.

In full analogy to the Floquet description (Eq. (10)), %%
can be formulated in a basis-free operator form as

A :/ﬁ(g)®ﬁ(g)dg+ﬁ®1 (25)
with the frequency operator
Q|Q)=Q|Q) « Q= /Q’ Q) (Q]dQ (26)
and the frequency-shift operator

D(Q0) Q) = |2+ Qo) (27)

D(Q) = /Q 19 +Q) (@] de. (28)

The equivalence of Eq. @23) and Eq. (23) is shown in the
supplementary information (SI). Notice that we introduced
the frequency operator Q, which is similar to a position op-
erator, but acting on the frequency space. It takes the place
of the number operator F; in standard Floquet theory. The
frequency-shift operator 5(9) is conceptually similar to the
usual translation operator in the position space. It takes the
place of the generalized ladder operators F, in standard Flo-
quet theory. Both of this operators act exclusively on the fre-
quency domain.

As in the standard Floquet treatment used in solid state NMR
we utilize a frequency basis together with the spin basis to
represent the Hamiltonian. In contrast to the standard Floquet
theory we use a continuous frequency basis, which enables
the description of an arbitrary time-modulated Hamiltonian.
Nonetheless, we obtained a similar description, employing a
continuous Fourier basis and Fourier transformations instead
of the discrete Fourier basis and Fourier series as in the Flo-
quet approach. Since we do not have a discrete Fourier basis,
we do not obtain a representation of the Hamiltonian as a ma-
trix of constant coefficients, but as a frequency dependent ma-
trix function. However, the commutation relations are similar
to those of the Floquet approach and allow for a similar treat-
ment for example using van Vleck perturbation theory 232

1. Generalization to multiple time-dependent modulations

In principle, with the continuous frequency basis, there is
no need to describe multiple time-dependent modulations us-
ing different frequency dimensions as is required in standard
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Floquet theory. All time-dependent modulations could be
lumped into a single dimension. However, to understand res-
onance conditions between different processes, e.g., magic-
angle spinning and radio-frequency irradiation of the spins,
it is advantageous to separate this processes in different di-
mensions represented by multiple frequency bases. Let us
generalize the approach presented in the previous section to
n time-dependent modulations of the Hamiltonian. As before
we can describe the Hamiltonian in a frequency domain by
using Fourier transformation, resulting in the expression

o

%(t)zf"/m/w.../ﬁﬁl,ﬂ%m79,1)

—00 —o0

eIt 40O 40, - dQ, 29)

Now the underlying basis is the direct product basis of n fre-
quency bases and one spin basis {|Q,Q, - ,Qu, 1) }. This
approach is similar to multimodal Floquet theory, but is not
limited to periodic modulations of the Hamiltonian. From Eq.
(29) we directly obtain the resonance condition

Q%104 .. 10 —0 (30)

Following the same procedure as in the single mode case we
obtain a time-independent Hamiltonian of the form

A =//~~-/51(91)®§2(92)®"'®5n(9n)

®%(.Q.|,Qz,--~ ,.Q.n) dQdQ, ---dQ,
s eLe--aQ, 31)

where 5](9) with j € {1,2,---,n} is the corresponding
frequency-translation operator and Q ; the frequency opera-
tor. It is important to emphasise that in practice most likely
two frequency domains will be sufficient, a spatial modula-
tion, for example due to sample rotation, and a modulation
of the spin system due to rf-field irradiation. In this case the
bimodal approach will be sufficient. However, for rf-field ir-
radiation addressing different spin species, like proton, nitro-
gen or electron spins, a higher modal approach might offer
advantages. In principle, one can also combine the frequency-
domain approach in one dimension (e.g., rf irradiation) with
the traditional Floquet approach in a different dimension (e.g.,
sample rotation) where the Fourier series is a perfect descrip-
tion of the time-dependent Hamiltonian (vide infra).

C. Van Vleck perturbation theory and effective Hamiltonian

In the following, we apply van Vleck perturbation
theory?Y32 to the Floquet Hamiltonian defined in Eq.
with the goal of obtaining effective Hamiltonians of different
orders. The detailed derivation can be found in the SI and fol-
lows the treatment in Ref>” As usual we split the Hamiltonian
into two parts

A = A Y (32)

4
and apply the van Vleck transformation given by
SHpdS =Y S A lm ’f]’” =Y eAY (33)
m=0 ' n=1

where the nested commutator is defined as [S, %”F(())]m =
[S, [S,jfp(o)]m,l] with [S, %”F(O)]o = ffF(O). We choose S, such
that [Ap, ,}‘KF(O)] = 0 and proceed by expanding S as a series

s=Y es® (34)
n=1

and inserting it into Eq. (33)), which leads to

157 20 = Al — (39)
with
= (X e's. 4

il el = Y
j=

m=2

m!

(1)"9(}2&]4_(1)]}"

(36)
m!

> [Y2, els
+ Z [Zl—l
m=1

31132

Adopting the approach from Primas we obtain the formal

solution of Eq. (T162) as

s =T (@) — ) 37)
AW = @) (38)

where TI(X) is the projection operator and I';! the inverse
commutation operator defined in the SI.

Let us calculate the first and second-order effective Hamilto-
nians for the single-mode case:

A0 =G (39)
0 = /5(9) 0 2(Q)dQ = 3 (40)

For the first-order effective Hamiltonian we evaluate Eq.

(159) leading to
1 T
A = @AY 1) = 0 = 5 — [ @@ @n
0

For the second-order Hamiltonian we use Eqs. (I53159) re-
sulting in

20 _ %PV/ [%(Q)éﬂ—g)]dg 42)

We use the Cauchy principal value (PV) for the regularization
of the integral, which avoids the integration over the singular-
ity using limits. The main difference of Eq. (#2) to Floquet
theory is the integral over the frequency-domain Hamiltonian,
instead of a sum of Fourier coefficients of the Hamiltonian.
This disparity stems from the fact that the underlying Fourier
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space is continuous in contrast to the discrete space we use to
describe periodic Hamiltonians.

The derivation of the effective Hamiltonians for multiple fre-
quency dimensions is quite similar and leads to the first and
second-order effective Hamiltonian

V- [
2 %PV / dQ, / dQ!” / dQ,

A(Q1,2), 2Q" -, -0 — Q,)]

o\”yao! 43)

and

44
Q1 +Q 44

where we used the resonance condition
ol — —q" (45)

In fact, we can retrieve the effective Hamiltonians obtained
from Floquet theory, considering a periodic Hamiltonian. Pe-
riodicity with period 7n,, causes quantization in the frequency
domain with the frequency ®yn = 27/7y. Therefore the
frequency-domain Hamiltonian is only non-zero at the har-
monics n Oy,. Expressing this fact by a Dirac comb we obtain

oo

- [ L s@-nan)

n=0

—o0

) ein‘ dQ

H(Q) e dQ

=

Z %/”\(n ) €O
n=0

i o)
n=0

where we can identify the Fourier coefficients of the Hamil-
tonian as j‘/f?(n @) = 2" This is simply the transition of
the Fourier transformation to a Fourier series for a periodic
function. As a consequence imposing a periodic boundary
condition on the Hamiltonian leads to the results from Flo-
quet theory.

As mentioned already above, it is possible to use a mixed
approach, describing periodic modulations with a discrete
Fourier space and non-periodic modulations on a continuous
Fourier space. We can use the same approach with the delta
comb as in Eq. (#0) to arrive at

MOmt (46)

A1) = /25(91 — nw) A (Q1, Q) 2 4O dQy

—o00 —o0

—

8

n

/Zfﬁ/f(na)mng) ei”wmteiQZt dgz

8

= / Y ) (@) et ¢! 40, (47)

n

This approach is useful to analyze general solid-state NMR
experiments under MAS, where the sample spinning is de-
scribed as a periodic modulation, but the rf-field irradiation
can be arbitrary. Such mixed approaches can be used for any
number of modes, where for example the periodic modulation
due to the chemical shift offset is treated as a third mode. The
first and second-order effective Hamiltonians for the mixed
approach with two frequencies as in Eq. (7)) have the form

=LY

no QO

) (Qo) (48)

and

(Q), 20 (Q) — Q)]
Q+nwy,

ZPV/dQ

n ny,Qo

\) \

(49)

with the resonance conditions defined by Qg + no@wy, = 0.
Similar to standard Floquet theory, the propagation with an
effective Hamiltonian is mediated by

U(t) = exp(—i#Wy) (50)

In contrast to standard Floquet Theory, the effective Hamil-
tonian is only valid for one specific duration, since the time
dependence is implicitly in 7 (1), However, if the duration of
the irradiation scheme is changed or the scheme is applied re-
peatedly, the effective Hamiltonian is weighted by a function,
which depends on the duration or repetitions. In section [[TE?]
we derive this function and discuss its effects.

D. Calculation of the frequency-domain interaction-frame
trajectory

As already mentioned, sample spinning in NMR leads to a
periodic modulation of the Hamiltonian and can be described
by a discrete Fourier series with the Fourier coefficients typ-
ically limited to the range -2 to 2. Radio-frequency irradia-
tion is also often periodic in time, but typically an interaction-
frame transformation is required to ensure the convergence
of the effective Hamiltonian series. We split the Hamiltonian
into two parts

H(t) = Hs(t) + Hes (1) + A (t) = Ao () + (1) (SD)
where %) describes the spin-system Hamiltonian, ¢%(t) is
the rf-field Hamiltonian and .#¢s(¢) the isotropic chemical-
shift Hamiltonian. We can choose how to divide the to-
tal Hamiltonian into 74 and 7. Either we can set
(1) = (1) and (1) = H5(t) + H¢s(r) resulting in an
interaction-frame transformation by the rf irradiation only. In
this case, the interaction-frame transformation is the same for
all spins. Alternatively we can set J# (t) = Hes(t) + (1)
and %) (1) = 4 (¢) resulting in an interaction-frame trans-
formation by the time-dependent effective field of each spin.
In this case we have again two options. We can either in-
clude only the isotropic chemical shift into the interaction-
frame transformation or we can include the isotropic and the
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anisotropic chemically shift. With this choice, the interaction-
frame trajectory of each spin will be distinct if the chemical
shifts are different. The selection of the most convenient inter-
action frame will depend on the system and problem at hand.
In the following we use an interaction frame generated by a
general rf-field modulation including the chemical shift off-
set. In this case the unitary interaction-frame transformation
of the Hamiltonian for each spin is a general complex rotation.
Again, each spin will have its unique unitary transformation
and, therefore, its unique frame, except if they are chemical
equivalent. In the usual rotating frame defined by the Zeeman
Hamiltonians, the Hamiltonian used for the interaction-frame
transformation has the form

HA(t) = o1 (1) [cos(9 (7))L +sin(¢ (1)), + o (1)1,
=6(r)1 (52)
with
. 0,() o (t)cos(¢(z))
6(1)= | 6,(r) | = | @1 (1)sin(6(r) (53)
0:(t) (1)
6(1)] =/ @f (1) + @2(1) (54)

where () is the amplitude and ¢(¢) the phase of the rf-
field and @, (r) the chemical shift offset. The direction of 6(¢)
specifies the axis of rotation, its length |0 (¢)] is the angular ve-

locity at time 7. The interaction-frame transformation is given
by

U(t) = Texp | —i / A (55)
0

where .7 is the Dyson time-ordering operator>® The evolu-
tion of the initial spin operators I = (I,1,,I;)” can be written
with a single rotation matrix with elements ayy(t) as

L) =U""1LUE) =Y a1y (56)

This also can be expressed in the frequency domain using
Fourier transform leading to

L(t) =7 {1} =Y aw )1y (57)
T(Q) = Z{L(1)} =Y auw (@)1, (58)

where ayy(Q) = F{auv(t)}. In the following we present
an efficient route to calculate a,y (). Notice that the map
I, — U(t)I, U'(¢) and I, — (—U(r)) 1 (=U"(¢)) leads to
the same rotation of R3, hence two elements of SU(2) are
mapped onto one element of SO(3). In more technical terms
this means that there exists a 2:1 surjective homomorphism
from SU(2) to SO(3). However Eq. yields to only one
of the two SU (2) elements, since it is impossible to get —U(¢)
from a given U(z) with the Hamiltonian of the form given in

Eq. (52). Therefore, the operator defined in Eq. (53) is al-
ways a member of SU(2)/Z, which is isomorphic to SO(3),
ie. SU(2)/Z, = SO(3). This fact will be important for the
back-calculation, when we infer the rf-irradiation from ro-
tation matrices.A second important point is, that in general,
A (t) does not commute with itself at different times. For
this reason we divide the irradiation into time intervals, small
enough to assume that the Hamiltonian commutes with itself
during the interval. However, the intervals do not necessary
have to be of the same size and can be adjusted to fit the prob-
lem at hand. The propagator of the jth interval corresponds
to U; and has a complex 2 x 2 matrix representation given in

the SI. Equipped with this matrix representation we calculate

the coefficients of the rotation matrices aff‘), corresponding to

Uj as
Ui, U; =Y adlly (59)
A%

Using ayy = 2Tr(I, UL, U™), leads to®®

ax = [(67 +67)cos(16])+67] /(4]0])
(y = [~6,8, (cos (|6]) — 1) — 6,[6]sin(|6])] /(4/6])  (60)
a.; = [6,]6]sin (|6]) + 6.6, (1 —cos (|6]))] /(4]6])

ayx = [0,]6]sin (|6]) — 6,0y (cos (|0]) —1)] /(4|0])
ay, = [(67 +67) cos (|6]) +67] /(4]6]) 61)
ay; = [—0,0;(cos (|6]) — 1) — 0,[0]sin (|6])] /(4]6])

aze = [—6,[6]sin (|6]) — 6.6y (cos (|6]) —1)] /(4|6])
dzy = [6:]6]sin (|6]) — 6.6y (cos (|6]) — 1)] /(4]6])  (62)
az; = [(67 +67)cos (|6]) + 62] /(4[6])

where we omitted the indices j and 6 on ay, for the sake of
simplicity. Equivalent expressions can also be found for the
alternate basis with u,v € {4+, —,z}. The interaction-frame
trajectory at time ¢; is given by

a(tj):ajaj,l-ual (63)

Note, that the rotation matrices a; describe the rotation during
a single time step while the matrix a(z;) describes the total ro-
tation up to the time point #;. The expressions for the elements
auv(tj) in dependence on the parameter @y, @,, and ¢ can be
found in the SI. As mentioned before, the elements ayy (Q)
are obtained by Fourier transformation of the elements a,,y (1)

T

/ 4Ot (64)
0

1

auv(Q) = Flapv(t)} = oy

The mathematical properties of ayy(f) and ayy(€2) can be
summarized as follows

a/,tv(t) €cRe Zl\[.lV(Q) = &\f,u(fQ) (65)
Yy ()avy (1) = Suy & Yy (Q) #Avy (Q) = 8,y 8(Q)

x x
(66)
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E. Properties of the interaction-frame trajectory

In the following section the properties of the time and
frequency-domain interaction-frame trajectory are explored.
We will show that any finite irradiation can be expressed in
term of its periodic version, on one hand reducing the compu-
tational effort, on the other hand isolating the effect of the fi-
nite duration. Furthermore we will show that for any cyclic ir-
radiation the calculation of the frequency-domain interaction-
frame trajectory can be reduced to the calculation of a sin-
gle segment, further lessening the computational efforts sig-
nificantly. Finally we will discuss the case of irradiation
along a single axis, which always enables the expression of
the frequency-domain interaction-frame trajectory in a closed
form.

1. General properties of the interaction-frame trajectory

From the Plancherel theorem we obtain the general
property37

o0 T
1 ' -~ ~
oz [aw@Pae =z [lanoPa @)
—oo 0

In contrast to standard Floquet Theory, the duration of the ir-
radiation scheme is incorporated implicitly in the frequency-
domain interaction-frame trajectory. However any finite
auy(t) defined onz € [0, T] can be made periodic (f € R) using
the modulo function

where we indicate the periodized function using a tilde. For
a periodic interaction-frame trajectory the frequency-domain
interaction-frame trajectory is related to the Fourier coeffi-
cients

au(@) = Y ans(Q—n2m/T) (69)
Nn=—oo

This relation is the bridge between standard Floquet theory,
which utilizes Fourier series and continuous Floquet theory,
which uses the Fourier transform. This correspondence only
exists for the periodic case where standard Floquet theory is
valid. Vice versa, a periodic function ayy(t) can be made fi-
nite by multiplication with the appropriate rectangular win-
dow function IT(z)

auy(t) =auy(t) -TI(t/T —1/2) (70)
H(t/T—1/2):{(1) OelgsetST (71)

Eq. (70) and the convolution theorem lead to they frequency-
domain interaction-frame trajectory

apy(Q) = apy(Q) * F{IL(t/T — 1/2)}

() sin(QT/2) 19T

QT (72)

Notice, that Eq. can be efficiently implemented numeri-
cally via discrete Fourier transformation (DFT), since ayy (Q)
is periodic. Furthermore, the slope of a(2) is dictated by
T, as a,y (L) has sharp frequency components, see Eq. .
As a consequence sharp edges of ayy(Q) cannot be realized
by any irradiation with finite duration. We can go a step fur-
ther and decompose ay(t) into a product and subsequently
use the convolution theorem

auv() { I/T Hauv }

FAII(/T)} * A (Q) ¥ (Q) *... xdy(Q)

This trick will be useful to construct pulse schemes, since we
can decompose the desired a, (€2) with convolutions and cal-
culate the necessary ai{‘), for each part. Finally we obtain the
desired. t.rajectory aHv(t) by calculating the product [T} af{g.
The ability to describe sequences of different length and the
consequences of finite recoupling sequences is one of the ad-
vantages of the new method. Independent of the basis of the
spin operator, ayy(t) are the elements of a rotation matrix,
hence

Zaul ayy (1) = Ouy & Za” Ouvé(Q)

(74)

)k ayy (Q) =

The presented properties of the interaction-frame trajectory
hitherto always hold. However some symmetries of ayy(r)
and ay,y(€) depend on the basis of the spin operator. In
the hermitian basis {I,,I,1.} the interaction-frame trajectory
is real and therefore the elements of the frequency-domain
interaction-frame trajectory are hermitian functions

dyy(t) = auy(t) (75)
a\;v(_g) = Zl\uv(g) (76)

In contrast in the basis {I,I_,I.} complex conjugation flips
the sign of the indices, resulting in

@iy (1) = az=(1) and  a}. (1) =az(1) 77
() e (-) and () —are(-) )
) —an) ad @7 (@) (9

2. Repetitive irradiation - nonzero effective field

Many pulse schemes in NMR are repetitive, i.e., consist of
repeating segments. In general a repetitive irradiation does not
generate a cyclic interaction-frame trajectory but will lead to
an effective field after each segment. In this section we con-
sider a pulse scheme of duration 7', consisting of N repeating
segments of duration 7. The interaction-frame trajectory of
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such an irradiation can be written as

auv(t) =
auv(t) 0<t<1
Y apy (t —1)ayy(7) T<t<2r1
X
2t <t <37

Y auy (1 —27)ayy(27)
%

- 1) Jagy((N-1)1) (N

—1)t<t<N7t

Z“ux (1=
(80)

Notice that a,y(N7) = [a"(7)],y where a(7) is the matrix
with the elements a,y (7). The rotation matrix a(7) represents
the rotation of the spin due to the effective field. As shown in
detail in the SI, we obtain for a frequency-domain interaction-
frame trajectory

R N
@)= 5 LY [ w019
xaxv((n—m)e*iﬂfdt (81)
Z ng Q) (82)
X
with
™) LN e
guv (&) = N Z e " Tayy(nt) (83)
n=0
and
17 .
G (@) = 53— / gy (1)o@ dt (84)
0
= F{auy(O)I1(t/T—1/2)} (85)
=Flau ()= F{Il(t/t—1/2)}  (86)

As aresult the ay () can be calculated efficiently using DFT,
since ayy(t) can be reduced to the periodized trajectory of a
single segment.

3. Cyclic interaction-frame trajectory - zero effective field

As shown previously, a cyclic interaction-frame trajectory
a(r) can be rewritten using modulo and a rectangular window

function as
t—T)/2
87
T > (87)

The effective field for a cyclic interaction-frame trajectory af-
ter a segment is always zero, i.e., the interaction frame ends at
the same point where it started. As a consequence a(N7) =1,
which leads to

ay(t) = ayy(tmod 7)II (

) I e
guv (Q) = N Y e (33)
n=0

Notice, that in the case of a periodic interaction-frame trajec-
tory, i.e., an infinite repetition of the basic pulse scheme, the
relation in Eq. (69) connects the standard Floquet theory with
continuous Floquet theory.

4. Single irradiation axis

In many pulse schemes in NMR, 1f irradiation is always
along the same axis. Therefore, the axis of rotation does
not change during the pulse scheme if we do not include the
chemical-shift offset into the interaction-frame calculation. In
this case, the phase of the rf-field Hamiltonian can be kept
constant whereas the amplitude @; can be positive or nega-
tive and allows rotations in both directions. A special feature
of the resulting rf-field Hamiltonian is that it commutes with
itself at different times and, therefore, an analytical expres-
sion for the frequency trajectory ayy () can be found. With-
out loss of generality, we consider the case where ¢ = 0 and,
therefore, .7 only generates rotation around the x-axis. It is
convenient to transform in a tilted frame, where the z-axis is
aligned with the rotation axis of the rf-field. The propagator
resulting from .7 together with the tilted-frame transforma-
tion 1s

_ij-w QL2 Ca
Ul)=e 0 &fb (89)

In most cases we only have to calculate the evolution of the

spin operator along the static magnetic field, which typically
is along the z-axis

/ (a0 QT +a_ (1) e®da  (90)

ii}w (t"dt' 7 .
a(t)=e 0 l =T/@i(9)e'9‘d9 91)
T ki (_)d
1 ifo (f)dt
@) =5 / e o T gmier gy 92)

We can solve Eq. to obtain a solution for w (¢)

o1(1) = Fi & In (7 @ (@)

_ 7 Qe (@)
ST @) .
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In addition, from the convolution theorem we obtain
1 2 LT
AN(Q)* AT (Q) %, xG(Q) = y{ [Ta% )
j=1

_ y{ exp(— i /O't 21 oV (t)dt) } 94)

This means that, if we decompose the desired shape ayy (Q)
as a convolution, we can just add the corresponding o, (¢) to
obtain the desired rf-field profile.

F. Calculation of the effective-field Hamiltonian from the
frequency-domain interaction-frame trajectory

In this section we reverse the previous procedure and calcu-
late the rf-field Hamiltonian from ay (). As a first step we
simply apply the inverse Fourier transform

aw(t) =1 / Ay (Q)e dQ (95)

—oo0

In the next step we want to construct U(¢) from a(¢). As men-
tioned previously the U(t) given in Eq. (53] are members of
SU(2)/Z,, which is isomorphic to SO(3). Hence we can map
each rotation matrix a; uniquely to U;. For the construction,
we use quaternions>53? since they can represent complex
as well as real rotations. More precisely, we reformulate
the rotation matrices as unit quaternions and subsequently
represent them with spin matrices in order to read out the
pulse parameter.

A unit quaternion is given by g; = u+ jv+kw+ 1z with
jkl=—1and u? +v>+w?+z> = 1. With the Euler-Rodriguez
formula,*34" we express its components with the elements of
the corresponding rotation matrix

‘= %\/1 +ira) 96)

1

V= 4a (azy —ayz) o7
1

W= (ax, —azy) (98)
1

= 4a (ayx - axy) (99)

Notice, that there are different options to calculate a unit
quaternion from the corresponding rotation matrix. It is im-
portant for the numerical evaluation to choose the option,
where the denominator is not close to zero, in order to increase
the precision. We can always represent a unit quaternion as

B |66t 1. . (6|6t
qj—cos( 5 +‘6|(10x+k6y—|—lez)sm 2

(100)

where 6(¢) is defined in Eq. (53). The norm of 6(¢) is the
angular velocity and the direction specifies the rotation axis.
Next, we rewrite the unit quaternions to assemble U in its ex-
ponential form. Therefore, we represent the quaternion units
with the spin matrices

Jj=2il,, k=2il,, [=2il, (101)
which leads to the desired representation
061 6 - 0|61
qj=1Tcos <|2> — imﬂ sin (||2>

= exp(—i 6 1681) = exp(—i % 6t) (102)

Together with the definition of 6 in Eq. we obtain

1 0|0t

u= 5\/1+tr(a) = cos (||2) (103)

1 ) . 0|61t
V= E(azy —ay) = ﬁcos(q)) Sin (|2) (104)

)
~
N———

1 w; . .
w= E(axz —ay) = |Tflsnl((l)) sin (2

1 o, . [(|6]6t
Z—E(ayx axy)—wsm(2

The solution of these equations for the pulse parameter
o1, ¢, @ are

(106)

|6]8t = 2 arccos (u) (107)
6w
0w =—- (108)
1 sin(¢) sin (@)
w
¢ = arctan (;) (109)
0, = 6]z (110)

. (6|6t
Sin 7

which can be also expressed using a,y as
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of continuous Floquet theory for magnetic resonance. The information of the interaction-frame transformation
U(r) is encoded in the frequency-domain interaction-frame trajectory a(Q2) which is calculated from the interaction-frame trajectory a(f).

Subsequently a(Q) is combined with the effective Hamiltonian.

|6]8t = arccos (;m) (111)
¢ = arctan <M> (112)
Azy — Ay,
aresec (2 (tr(a) + 1)7%) (ax: — Az +ay; — azy)* csc (2 arcsec (2 (tr(a) + 1)*%))
or=- ; (113)
or[(tr(a) + 1) ((ax; — ax)? + (ay; —azy)?)]?
2 (ayx — ayy) arcsec (2 (tr(a)+1)~ %)
@ = (114)

8t [(tr(a) +1) (3 — tr(a))]?

Eq. (I12)-[TT4) express the phase, rf-field amplitude and offset
as function of the interaction frame trajectory a,y (). In order
to obtain the complete sequence, these equations have to be
evaluated at every time step of ayy(f;).

Figure [I] depicts the procedure to obtain the frequency-
domain interaction-frame trajectory from the pulse parameter
and vice versa. The mapping between the pulse scheme pa-
rameter frequency-domain interaction-frame trajectory is bi-
jective, hence we always can find an unique result in both di-
rections. However, only if the conditions given by Eqs. (77}
[79) are fulfilled by the frequency-domain interaction-frame
trajectory, a physical solution for the pulse parameter can be
found.

(

Ill. THE DESIGN OF BAND-SELECTIVE MIRROR
EXPERIMENTS

In this section we apply continuous Floquet theory to de-
sign the rf irradiation for a tunable PDSD-based sequence
called AM-MIRROR *1"43 The sequence can be designed for
broadband or band-selective polarization transfer even at fast
MAS frequencies by creating side-bands in the zero-quantum
spectrum. Using the continuous frequency-space Floquet for-
malism, we show how to calculate the irradiation scheme to
achieve tailored zero-quantum side-bands without any need of
numerical optimization, which is in general not possible with
the standard Floquet approach.
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A. Theoretical preliminaries

To analyze the MIRROR experiment it is sufficient to con-
sider a S»I spin system with irradiation on the I spin. In the
standard rotating frame such a Hamiltonian has the form

H (1) =

A(t) + A1) (115)

with

2
A1) =Y, ol " (35152 —5:182)
=

2

+Y Z a),S i)
p=1n=-2

+ Z 'Sy (116)

p=1
and

He(t) = oy (1) L, (117)
Here, consider only isotropic the chemical shifts of the S
spins, but not of the I spins. Furthermore we assume an
amplitude-modulated rf-irradiation in the x-direction (¢ =
0, 180°). For simplicity, we tilt the frame of reference to align
the z-axis with rf-irradiation axis as in section [TE4] In addi-

tion, we transform into an interaction frame with the isotropic

J

11

chemical shift of the S spins. As usual we also transform into
an interaction frame with the rf irradiation on the I spins lead-
ing to a total interaction-frame transformation defined by:

t
U(r) =exp (—i/ o (t')dt' Iz> exp (—i;r Iy> (118)
0

rf-irradiation

SN
exp (i Z a)ép)tspz>

p=l1

tilted-frame

chemical shift

Since the S-spin chemical shift and the MAS spinning lead
to a continuous rotation around a single axis, the interaction-

frame Hamiltonian .7 (t) == U(t)#(t)UT(t) can be written
as:

f(t) =T Z Z /%(n,f)(g) ezna)rtezwaisozeth do
n=—20(=—1

(119)
from where we can read out the MIRROR resonance condition

Qo +nor + loAwiso =0
(Qo,n0,00) € Rx {-2,-1,...,

(120)

2} x {-1,0,1} (121)

The dominant second-order effective Hamiltonian is

o v) (n=v) (n=v) (V) (v)
—~ 1 & a’ss wIS —, ) g (0 — o)
Hecore — — /< 152N 1Sy 152 152 152 152 ainJra OVTF)SESTF IO (122)
SS®IS 4”";_2 J Ao — Vay AWy + VO, ( .i( ) zﬂF( ) ) 192
[
where hence
Grt (Q) = G (Q) £ i, (Q) (123) w1 (1) = Aoy (126)
In the following we are going to use Eq. which enables ~ Alternatively we can use Eq.
the calculation of the rf-field amplitude. o) = 71 (Q8(Q— Awigo)} Ao o~ iAol o
T 7T 5(Q - Awge)] | e Bowr T T
(127)

B. Targeting single Awj,

The first example is the recoupling of a single chemical-
shift difference Aw;s, given by

~ !
a4+ (Q) = 0(Q—Awiso) (124)
Inserting it in Eq. (O1)) leads to
1 oo
ifo(t)dt . .
e0 = / 8(Q — Awygo)e™™¥ dQ = P! (125)

—oo

This solution is not physical, since it would require irradiation
of a infinite duration. As we will show below, the optimal rf-
field amplitude for a given duration 7 is in our case

A <t<T
()= { A0 0SS (128)
0 else
Using Eq. (92), we obtain
N 7 1_ (Q Aa)ibO)
G0 = 1=¢ (129)

22T Awig — Q
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Note that this is a sinc function where the time origin was
shifted to the beginning of the time period and not at the cen-
ter. The singularity at Q = A, is removable, which can be
seen from its expansion

o m—1
Z % [T(Awiso - Q)]

m=1

~ i
a4 (Q) = —

o (130)

We can easily calculate the global maximum of |a, (Q)| with
Eq. (I30), which is located at Q = A,

|a+ (Aiso)| = (131)

21
Notice, that the global maximum is independent of the dura-
tion of the pulse scheme, because of the chosen normalization.

C. Targeting multiple isolated Awg,

The simplest example of targeting multiple frequencies is
to target 2 frequencies

. 11
G (@)L 3 (6(9 — a0y +5(Q- Aw}j})) (132)
Inserting it into Eq. (93) leads to
o (1) = Aol + A0 (133)

This irradiation is not possible for 2 reasons. First, we would
again require irradiation of infinite duration as before. The
second problem is that two waves with the same phase just add
up in amplitude, i.e. Aa)fst) +Aa)i(si> = Aa)i(j()). As a result, we
would just target one frequency, namely Aa)ig). Notice, that
this is the only existing solution for the given a,; (Q). There-
fore we have no choice than to split the irradiation into parts
that target the two frequencies separately and successively in
time

(1) (134)

Jrel) 0<i<ny
Ao m<i<T

1SO0
We again can use Eq . (92) and obtain
~ 1 2
i (Q) =a) (@) +al (@)
; <1 _e M (QfA(ui(&L)))

2T (A(J)(l) 79)

S0

iso is0 iso

+

i _An? _ “Ap? ; m_ (
; (e i (Q—Aw, ) — o~ iT(Q—Aw, )) el (nAo —TAw,

2)

S0

12

which approximates well the height of the two highest max-

ima of |a4 (Q)|, becoming more accurate the bigger \Aa)i(s?

Aa)i(slo) |, because the overlap between a'') (Q) and a'? (Q) de-
creases. We can generalize this findings to N chemical shifts
as

(1)
Awiso 0<r<n
)
Aw. <tr<
wy(r)={ P BSISD (138)
Awii'z)) T—1 <t<T,
leading to
;N (efirn,l(wa,,) _ efir,l(Qfa)n))
0.4 (Q) =
¢ 27T n;) (0, — Q)
(OO T 2O+ T (@1 =Bn) (130)

where we set Ty = T and 7o = 0 = @y. Like before, the max-
ima of the absolute value of each term is given by

Tht+1 — Tn

140
2rnT (140)

@ (Awl)| =

1S0

It might be possible to construct an arbitrary function from
general stepwise function by taking the limits carefully. The
same limit can be applied directly on Eq. (I39), if the integral
in Eq. is dominant integrable** and hence we can change
the order of the limit and the intergral operation.

)

2xT (A(D(z)

180

—-Q)
(135)

Notice, that only the phase factor of the second term a(f) (Q)
depends on the first part of the irradiation, but not its absolute
value. Similar to the case of a single chemical shift we find

1 1 T
@ (Ao = 5% (136)
T—1
@2 (Aol = = (137)

2T
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D. Targeting a range of Awig,

To obtain o (¢) we set @, (Q) to be a rectangular function
with width b, normalized according to Eq. (67)), as

@:1(©) = \/? m(Q/b)

(141)
From Eq. (93) follows

_FHanQ/b)} (b bt\ 1
o) =Sy~ (3 (5) 1) 0

Notice that @;(¢) is independent of a constant factor of
a.+(Q). As before we have the problem of infinite duration
in order to obtain the desired shape exactly.

In contrast to the previous theoretical rf-field amplitudes, we
get a time-dependent function, which has poles and is purely
imaginary. Motivated by Eq. (I38) and Eq. (I39), we use a
linear function

(Aa)(z) —Ao)(l))

o (1) = e T 1 4 Al (143)

Inserting it in Eq. (92)), yields
10l 02

T Sael) ae®
-~ _ I, 200 Ao )
dz+ (Q) = — el e iso iso

2T

of [ GHIVT@0D )\ o (3+5)VTaay -0)
% Awffo) _A“’i(i)) Aa’i(slo) B A“’ig)

Aol — Ap?

S0 is0

(144)

Taking a closer look on Eq. (T43) and Eq. (144), we no-
tice that Eq. (T43) consists of 2 parts. The first term causes
a rectangular like shape, the second term shifts this shape
to the desired position. An intuitive picture offers Eq. (9I))
when we consider an interaction-frame rotation with an uni-
formly changing frequency a, (1) = ¢!+, The frequen-
cies ®(t) = mt+ c are visible in its Fourier transform. Sweep-
ing uniformly through a range of nutation frequencies slowly
once, will drive more resonances than to sweep the same range
several times, even if the overall time is the same. This is
because a repeated sweep, also includes other, much slower,
frequency components, due to the repetition.

Figure [2| shows ;- (|d@z4 (Q)[? + |a@:— (Q)[?) for different
pulse schemes and different number of repetitions of the pulse
scheme. For Figs. (2A) and (2B) a step-wise pulse schemes
(Eq. and Eq. (133)) was used with 7, = T /2 for (A)
and 1) = 3/4T for (B). For Fig. ) a ramped irradiation de-
scribed with Eqs. (T43)) and (144) was used. For the red curves
the pulse scheme was applied only once during 7" = 20ms
leading to 4 individual peaks for (A) and (B) and a box-shaped
curve for (C). For the blue curves the irradiation scheme has
been applied 10 times during the same duration of 7 = 20ms,
introducing the modulation frequency 7,, = 2ms. As a con-
sequence the blue curves is discretized due to the modulation

13

frequency v, = 1/1,, = 0.5kHz. The green curves is obtained
by applying the irradiation scheme once for T =2 ms and scal-
ing the curves by a factor of 10, which leads to the envelope
of the blue curves. Notice that all the curves shown were ob-
tained by analytical expressions, i.e using Eq. (I33) for (A)
and (B) and Eq. (134) for (C). To account for the effect of
the repetition Eq. (83) was used, and therefore all plots are
obtained by FFT of a single element.
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FIG. 2. ﬁ (|az+(Q)> +|a— () i for different irradiation schemes.
(

134) and (133)) with Ao} =5

and Awfg =10 with T = 21; = 20ms. (B) Same as (A) but with
Ty =3/4T. (C) Ramped irradiation described by Eq. and Eq.
(T44), ranging from 7.5kHz < @; < 12.5kHz. For the red curves, the
duration has been set to 7' = 20, repeating the shape once. For the
blue curves the duration has been set to 7 /10 and repeated 10 times.
For the green curves the duration has been 7'/10 and repeated once,
but subsequently scaled up 10 times. The integral of the red and blue
curve is equal, since the duration of the irradiation is the same. As
a consequence of the repetition, the blue curve is discretized by the
modulation frequency v, = 0.5kHz.
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(A) Step-wise irradiation (Egs.

E. Comparison to numerical simulation

An alternate description of such PDSD-type experiments
which does not rely on effective Hamiltonians, was provided
by Veshtort*?, where the rate constants kp under MAS can be
calculated as

2
k=Y |0 > Re{Jo(Awro —no,)} (145)

n=—2

Here wé:lgz is defined as in Eq. ti and Jy() is the ZQ
line®. Notice, that kp is proportional to Jo (n@;), which can be
manipulated by the irradiation and is dependent on the MAS

20
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frequency, similarly to @,+(Q). However the zero-quantum
line and a,+(Q) are quantities that stem from fundamentally
different theoretical descriptions. Nevertheless both quanti-
ties ultimately describe the evolution of the ZQ operator and
dictate the ZQ transfer selectivity and efficiency. Figure

shows a comparison of the ZQ line and 1/(47)(|a, (Q)|> +
|a,_(Q)|?) for different irradiation schemes. The plots of
the ZQ line are the results of numerical time-slicing simula-
tion of a CH; spin system using the C++ library GAMMAZ#,
The mixing time was set to 20ms and the MAS frequency to
50kHz. The a,+(Q) were calculated from Eq. and
using the same mixing time as in the numerical simulation.
As mentioned before the two quantities stem from different
descriptions, but the agreement, especially of the width and
position, is very good, underlying their physical similarities.

14
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FIG. 3. Comparison between numerical simulation of the zero quan-
tum line and the interaction frame trajectory for different irradi-
ation schemes. (A) Step irradiation as given in Eq. (I34) with
Awi<slo> = 5kHz, Awi(fo) and 7; = 7/2 = 10 ms. (B) Ramp irradiation

with 7.5kHz < w; < 12.5kHz. (C) Ramp irradiation with 7.5kHz
< <12.5kHz.

IV. CONCLUSION

We presented a generalization of operator-based Floquet
theory to non-periodic Hamiltonians. Instead of a discrete
frequency space, which is sufficient for the description of pe-
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riodic Hamiltonians as in the standard Floquet approach, we
utilized a continuous frequency space allowing non-periodic
Hamiltonians with finite duration. In contrast to periodic mod-
ulations, modulation with finite duration led to resonance con-
ditions that are not infinitely sharp, enabling the description
of non-resonant behaviors within the same framework, which
is very cumbersome in standard Floquet theory. Since the
framework is not restricted to periodic modulations, it can
be use in combination with any interaction-frame transforma-
tion. This might be useful to analyze the effect of specific
terms in the Hamiltonian by choosing an appropriate interac-
tion frame, or simplifying the description by incorporating all
single-spin modulations in the interaction frame. Despite the
finite duration of the modulations, we can still utilize FFT for
computationally efficient calculations and express the effect
of the repetition of a pulse scheme by a simple quantity. We
saw that the pulse parameter and the interaction-frame trajec-
tory, which encodes the modulation of the spin system, can
be mapped to each other bijectively, enabling reverse engi-
neering pulse schemes from the effective Hamiltonian to a
certain extent. Finally we applied the formalism to a PDSD-
based sequence called AM-MIRROR where we could tailor
desired zero-quantum side-bands using the mentioned bijec-
tive mapping, without any need of numerical optimization.
This framework was developed to describe and design solid
state NMR experiments under MAS, but is not restricted to
it. It can be used to describe experiments of other magnetic
resonance technologies such as DNP and EPR.
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VI. DERIVATION OF VAN VLECK PERTURBATION THEORY ON A CONTINUOUS FREQUENCY SPACE

In the following we apply Van Vleck perturbation theory on the single-mode Floquet Hamiltonian. As usual we split the

Hamiltonian into two parts

Ay = A + e

(146)

Next we apply a unitary transformation called van Vleck transformation on Eq. (I46) which is defined as

Ar =U U =0 + Wi

(147)

where we choose U = 5 such that [Ar, ij(O)] = 0. This commutation relation is fulfilled if [U, %’}(0)] = 0. We define the nested
commutator as [S, ij@}m =1S,[S, e%’}(o) Jm—1] with [S, %”F(O)]o = ji‘jr(()). In this notation the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula

takes the form

- [57%]”[

Ap=) ————"

|
=0 m.

where we identify

> n n > [a ]m
Wk = le Ags) = Z‘lim!

A0 1Y e Al (148)
n=1
S, (149)

This is a important equation, because it connects the Hamiltonian .7/ and the operator S with the perturbation series. We now

proceed with inserting the expansion

(150)
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as well as Eq. (T46) in Eq. (T49), which leads to
') ) !
Z F - Z m;
n=1 m=1
= 0) oo 1
=) X7, &80, ) + (57, €50, .7
m!
m=1
_y I e'sV, i 27, €80, 4
— m! — m!
> 15() 0 oy olo(l) g (D)
=Y els0, 04 Y B ES A |y [ €S Ty (151)
=1 m=2 m: m=1 m:
As a result, we arrive at the equation
with
3 o) o (X e's? ij(O)]m (i e's?, f%ﬂF(l)]m
Z e , +Y : (153)
j=1 m=2 m: m=1 m:
Utilizing mathematical induction over m we can prove following identities
Z Z (1)]m _ Z Z Z Z £1+n1+n2+<~+nm [S<"1)7[S(n2)7...[S(”m)’%%(l)] H (154)
m=1 [=1 m=1n;=1ny=1 nm=1
Y i) 8150)7(%?(0)% =yYyyyy Y 8n1+nz+~~~+nm[5(n1)’[S(nz)j...[S(nm)’%o)}...]} (155)
m=2 I=1 m=2n;=1ny=1n3=1 nm=1
which lead to a more explicit form of }.7"_, e/ d?l(pj)
Yoo/ =Y ¥ ¥ o ¥ S s s ) 0]
j=1 m=2n;=1npy=1 np=1 m!
© o oo i 81+n1+n2+ A+, 1)
LY Y X SIS S ) (156)
m=1n;=1ny=1 np=1
Although this expression is quite complicated, it allows relatively easy and efficient calculation of CDI(!). To find a solution of Eq.
(152) for S¢) we adapt the approach of Primas®'32 and use projection operator defined as
= /P(u)XP(u) du %”F(m = / K (u)P(u)du (157)
By applying the projection operator I1(X) on Eq. (152) we obtain
(s®, ) =AY — o) (158)
Since [AF“%’}(O)] 0, hence [U ij(O)] 0, we have
0=11(s", 4" = 1i(Ay - &) = Ay ~T(@F)) = AF =TI(@})) (159)
By introducing the commutation operator
XP
e (X) = X, 4, - // K((v)) dudv (160)
v
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we can rewrite Eq. (I52) as

Tr(s) =m1(@)) — o) (161)
and finally arrive at the formal solution
sO = @) — o) (162)

The solution has the same form as found by Primas*132, but with differ in the operators I1(X) and ' (X) given in Eq.(157) and
Eq. (I60), respectively. Ultimately we have all the ingredients to derive each term of the perturbation series.

A. Equivalence of the representations of the Floquet Hamiltonian (Eq. and Eq. (25) of the main text)
The following shows that Eq. (23)) and Eq. (23) of the main text is equivalent:
(| H16.v) = (1] [ D(Q) @ Z(@)d0+ Q1 IEY)
— (.l [ D(Q)© A(Q)|E.V) 4R+ (2.l Q1 |E,v)
= [ ID(@)18) @ (] (R [v) 4@+ (2] R1E) & (1)
= [ (e +Q) o (ul @) 1v) 42+ & (x]8) @ (ulv)
— [0 £~ Q)& (@)1 E6(1~8) © b
=10 Ay (X — )+ ES(X — &) @ 8y (163)

B. Derivation of the first and second-order effective Hamiltonian for a single-mode problem

Next we are going to use the previous results to calculate the first and second-order effective Hamiltonian. For the sake
of simplicity, we just present the single mode case, because it already captures the whole procedure. A generalization to the
n-modal case in retrospect is straight forward, therefore we will just state the results afterwards. The goal is to derive the first
three terms of the perturbation series, i.e. (Q] %’}(0) + Al(pl) +A1(;2) |Q'). In essence, the only equations we need are Eq. li (or
Eq.(153)), Eq. (I59) and Eq. (162). For the single mode case the Hamiltonians are

20 -8 (164)
M = / D(Q)© 7 (Q)da =) (165)

In the subsequent derivation the projection operator will be often applied on the translation operator, which results in a delta
distribution

N(D(Q)) = §(Q) (166)
The projection of d>1<p1) simply leads to
A =11 (cbj,”) —1 (/f)(g) ® Q) dQ) - /5(Q) ® #(Q)dQ = D(0)® 72(0) (167)

Inserting it into the Eq. gives
_ _ ~ — DQ)e.7(Q
s =p-! (n (qy@) —q>(F‘)) —r! (D(O) ® (0) — /D(Q) 2 2(Q) dQ) - —PV/ %dg (168)
Notice that we use Cauchy principal value (PV) for the regularization of the integral defined as

PV / ") = lim [ aH F(x)dx+ /b ; f(x)dx} (169)

-0t
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Using this regularization technique is justified, since we subtract E(O) ® j/f\(O), which is the kernel of the integral at the critical
value Q = 0 and therefore can be exclude it from the integration. Equipped with the expression for S(!) we move to the second
order

o) =[5, + 5150, (s, ) 170y
_ [2(Q),#£0)DQ) . 1 [2(Q), 72 (Q)D(Q+Q) ,
——PV/ 5 dQ+2PV// 5 dQdQ (171)
which results in
@ (@) L [ Q) 2(-2)D0)
A _n(an )_ZPV/ 3 aQ (172)

Finally we express the Hamiltonian in the product basis

A0 4 20 4 20 = (@ | A0+ AD £ AP Q) (173)
with
205 ) /j?(Q)dQ 2 %PV// [%@)’f(_g)]dﬂ (174)

As expected this results are similar to the corresponding equations known from Floquet theory. The main difference is that we
have an integral and a translation operator instead of a sum and a ladder operator.

One of the main differences in the higher modal cases is the appearance of resonance conditions between the modes. For the
n-modal case the resonance conditions are

o’ 1o+ ..+ =0 (175)

The derivation of the effective Hamiltonians is quite similar and leads to the first and second-order effective Hamiltonian, for the
bimodal case

- / /% Q1,0,)dQ dQs (176)

H(Q1, ), 20" — 0,00 —,)]
aQ /dQ /dQ /dQ 177
V= e ’ Q+Q a7

VIl. CALCULATION OF THE FREQUENCY-DOMAIN INTERACTION-FRAME TRAJECTORY
A. Propagator

The propagator of the jth time slice U; (Eq. @I)), has the complex 2 x 2 matrix representation

1 |9|cos(|9|6t>—|— Bsm(‘e‘&) sin (m>(6,+i9)

szexp(—i%ﬂj&):m Sm(\e\az)(ieerlex) |9|COS(|9|&) i6. m(ww,)

(178)

where we dropped the index j of 0 for sake of simplicity. This representation is used for derivation of Eq. (61) in the main text.
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B. The frequency-domain interaction-frame trajectory for a cyclic pulse scheme

20

The interaction-frame trajectory of a cyclic pulse scheme with an basic element of duration 7 and an overall duration N7 can

be written as

auv(t) 0<t<t
Y apy (t —t)ay(7) T<t<21
x

Y apy (t —27)ayy (27) 21<t<37

auy(t) =

Y auy (1 —(N—1)0)ay (N—1)7) (N—1)t<1<Nt
X

Fourier transformation leads to

R 1 T . 27 . 37 .
G () = 5 (Z / ay (1)e @ di + /T iy (1 — T)aagy (T)e @ dt + /2 = 20)apy (20 W

b +/ (= —l)r)axv((N—l)r)eiQ’dt>

= Z”NTZZ’/, Taux(t—(n—l)r)axv((n_l)f)efigrdt

y e [* —ior’
27INT§’; /0 apy (!N ayy((n—1)t)e " dr’

aIJX 7191 dt Z e —iQnt xv(nT)
n=0

and therefore
) LN —ine
guv (Q) =+ Z e " Ta,uv(nf)
n=0
Notice that a,y(n7) = [a"(T)],v where a(7) is the matrix with the elements ayy (7). Furthermore we have

T

1 —i
G (@) = 5 / a()e @ dr
0

= F {au (T (/1 1/2)}
= (0} + 7 (TIt/1-1/2)}

and

~ _ 17 .
F {1} =@ (Q) = - / g (tmodt)e ¥ d

(179)

(180)

(181)

(182)

(183)

(184)

(185)

(186)

(187)
(188)

(189)

Notice that @,y () is just calculated using FFT. As described in the main text, the special case of a cyclic interaction-frame

trajectory occurs when a(7) = 1.
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