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Spin di usion of correlated tw o—spin states in a dielectric crystal
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R eciprocal space m easurem ents of spin di usion In a single crystal of calciim uoride (CaFy)
have been extended to dipolar ordered states. T he experim ental results for the com ponent of the
soin di usion parallel to the extemal eld areD Sj =29 3 10 '?2 an?/sprthe 001] direction and
D Sj =33 4 10 '?2 an?/sPrthe [111]direction. T hem easured di usion rates for dipolar order are
faster than those for Zeem an order and are considerably faster than predicted by sim ple theoretical
models. It is suggested that constructive interference in the transport of the two spin state is
responsible for this enhancem ent. A s expected the anisotropy in the di usion rates is observed to

be signi cantly less for dipolar order com pared to the Zeem an case.

PACS numbers: 7545+ 3,76.60 %

In this work we m easure and com pare the soin di u-—
sion rates for dipolar and Zeam an energy in a dielectric
crystal. Spin di usion provides a welkposed problem In
the study of m ultibody dynam ics, as the Ham iltonian
of the system iswellknown. The study of the di usion
of the Zeam an and dipolar ordered states is essentially
the study of the evolution of di erent initial states un-
der the secular dipolar Ham iltonian. In particular the
Zeam an ordered state consists of single spin population
termm s only, while the dipolar ordered state consists of
correlated two spin states ij]. In a strong m agnetic eld
these quantities are independently conserved, and have
di erentdi usion rates and spin-lattice relaxation tim es.
The spins are in dynam icalequilbbriim under the action
of the secular dipolar H am iltonian, and the constants of
the motion are only de ned for the total soin system .
If the dentity of individual spins can be distinguished,
the soins are clearly seen to evolve In tim e as in the case
w here we w rite a position dependent phase on the spins.
This isthe essence ofour spin di usion experin ents. P re—
vious attem pts at m easuring spin di usion of Zeem an
'Q, :_3] and dipolar energy EJ:] relied on theoretical m od—
els that related the di usion rate to observed relaxation
tin es. Zhang and C ory used reciprocal space techniques
to perform the rst direct experin entalm easurem ent of
spin di usion in a crystalofCaF, [].

T here have been a num ber of attem pts to calculate the
rate of soin di usion in single crystals, for both the Zee-
m an energy and the dipolar energy of the spin system
using theoreticalm odels fa, 11,4, 9, 10, 11, 13, 13], and
classical sinulation {4, 15]. These cakulations suggest
that the soin di usion rates ofZeem an and dipolar order
should approxin ately be the sam e. However, an exam i~
nation of the physical processes leading to the di usion
show s that the dynam ics can be quite di erent. Figure 1
show s a sin ple illustrative m odel that suggests that the
di usion ofdipolarorder should be faster (@nd m ore com —
plicated) than that of Zeem an order, due to the Increase
In the num ber of possble paths for the propogation of
the dipolar ordered state. W hik a faster di usion rate
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FIG.1l: (@) For the di usion of Zeem an order along the z
direction spins 1 and 2 need to undergo a ip— op. () For
the di usion of dipolar order along the z direction, there are
tw o possbilities, both spins1 and 3, and spins2 and 4 can I,
or spins 1 and 2, and spins 3 and 4 can ip. There are thus
two di erent paths to the same nal state and interference
e ectsm ay be observed. (c) If spins 1 and 2 are initially in
the sam e state (both " or both #), no evolution takes place.
(d) Even if states 3 and 4 are mitially " and #, two di erent
evolution paths are present. Spins 1 and 2 can I and spins
3and 4 can I orspinsl and 4 and spins 2 and 3 can Ip.
T hus djpolar di usion dynam ics are less easily quenched.

would seem to m ake the m easurem ent of dipolar di u-

sion easier, the m easurem ent is m ore challenging as the

experim ent has to be carried out In a tin e com parable

to Tip (usually an order ofm agnitude an aller than Tq).
T he basic reciprocal space NM R spin di usion experi-

m ents for Zeem an and dipolar order are outlined below .

TheHam jltonjar]_bofﬂjesystern isgivenbyH = Hy; +Hp,

whereH,; = ~! I} isthe Zeam an interaction, and

.1, -
by 2L, T) > T+ 1'1)) @)
i< j
is the dipolar interaction, ! is the Lam or frequency of
2.1 3cos?

5 —— is the strength of the
ij
dipolar coupling between spins i and j. In the high eld

the spins and by =
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(Hz jJ>> Hp ), high temperature ( ~! << 1) lm i,
the initial equilbriim densiy m atrix is given by

1 i
0 Z 1 ~1 IZ = (2)

where Z is the partition function and 1 is the identity.
In the follow Ing discussion we follow the evolution of

A fter the ( =2), pulse, the m agnetization grating is
w ritten onto the spin system by interleaving strongm ag—
netic eld gradient pulses In the long delay tin es w thin
a m agic echo train f_l-é_i, :_1-]'] The m agic echo train sus—
pends evolution ofthe dipolar coupling, and the e ective
Ham iltonian of the system is just the gradient tem ,

B,X .
@@ iz @)
Z .

1

H, = ~

where isthe nuclear gyrom agnetic ratio, @B ,=@z is the
gradient eld strength, and z is the spatial location of
soin i. This creates spatially m odulated Zeem an m ag—
netization. If the total tim e the gradient is applied is

, the wave num ber corresponding to the applied gradi-
ent sk = (@B,=@z). Follow ing the application of the
m agnetic eld gradient, the state is

~1 X

== Iiet: @)

i

where ; = kz; tags the spatial location of spin i. The
state In Eqg. (4) is no longer a constant of the m otion
under a collective m easurem ent of the spins. A ( =2),
pulse Ips one com ponent of the transverse m agnetiza—
tion back along the longiudinal (z) axis. The rem aining
transverse com ponent decays rapidly yielding

~1 X

= T} cos i 5
Z . ©)

i

T hese steps are comm on to both experin ents.
Zeam an di usion
W e allow the above stateto evolveunderH , foratime
. Follow ing spin di usion, we can express the state as
~1 X

()= cij ( )I)cos ®6)

Z

177

where the coe clints cjj( ) represent the relative

am ount of polarization iniially at site i that has been

transported to site j affer tine W e have also ne—

glected higher order spin termm s In the above equation, as

these do not contrbute when we trace over the spins. In

the absence of the phase tag, these term s would sum to
zero, as the Zeam an state is a constant of the m otion.

In the nalstep,a ( =2), pulse isapplied ollowed by a

m agnetic eld gradient, equal In am plitude but reversed

In direction to the encoding step. This gradient labels

the new location of the polarization, In analogy with a
scattering experin ent. Follow inga ( =2), pulse, the lon-
gitudinal com ponent of the m agnetization is

~1 X

Z Ciy ( )Izj COS ;COS 7)
177

In the absence ofspin di usion, g5 = 5, thephaseterm s
would be identical and the original state w ould be recov—
ered (scakd by 1/2). In the presence of spin di usion
the residualphase cos( ; j) re ects the spatial trans-
port of the m agnetization. In the experin ent, the total
z m agnetization ism easured, tracing over the spatial co—
ordinates of the sam pl. Under di usive dynam ics the
cbserved attenuation isexp( KD ).

D jpolar di usion experim ent

The dipolar di usion experin ent requires two addi-
tionalsteps. Them odulated Zeem an m agnetization Eqg.
(5)) is st converted to encoded dipolar order by ap-—
plying either the twopulse JeenerBroekaert (JB) se—
quence [_l-g] or an adiabatic dem agnetization in the rotat-
ing frame ADRF) [[4]. Follow ing the creation ofdipolar
order, the state of the system is

~ X o 1 . . o

=— by 2LT) > T I°+1'1)) cos ;i ®
Z i< j

This evolves under Hp for tine during which spin

di usion takesplace. T he state can then be expressed as

~ X
= — bijdisk1( ) cos i
i< jk<1
R k 1

2T°T; 5(I+I + I°1) )
W e have again left out higher order tem s that do not
contrbute to the m easured m agnetization. These term s
would sum to zero in the absence of a phase tag, as
the dipolar ordered state is a constant of the m otion.
T he two-soin dipolar ordered state is converted back to
a sihgle-spin Zeam an state using etthera =4 pulse oran
adiabatic rem agnetization in the rotating frame ARRF).
The =4 pulse only converts a portion of the dipolar or—
dered stateback to Zeem an order, whilkethe ARRF allow s
a com plete refocusing to the Zeam an state. T he gradient
m odulation is subsequently unwound yielding

~ X
= — bijdisr ( )121 Ifoos x + Izloos 1 COS
i< jk<1

(10)

where y; isa din ensionless quantity proportionalto by;.
In the Ilim it of In nitesin al polarization the dipolar or—
dered states created are localtwo-spin correlations. The
length scale ofthese correlations @ ) ismuch sn allerthan
the length scale of the spatialm odulation (100’sofnm ),
yvielding y = :.Asa consequence the phase spread due
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FIG.2: (@) Experin ental results of the soin di usion rate of
Zeem an order w ith the crystal aligned along the [111] direc—
tion. The pulsed gradient elds generated are 2886 G /an ,
5661 G /am ,/ 8510 G /an, 8510G /an . (b) Experin ental
results of the spin di usion rate of Zeem an order w ith the
crystal aligned along the [001] direction. The pulsed gradi-
ent elds generated are 2886 G /an, 5661 G/an, . 8695
G/am, 7474 G/am . The error In k is approxim ately 3 % .

to the creation and refocusing of dipolar order can also
be safely ignored in the experin ents here. In the absence
of spin di usion, ;= ( and the original state is recov—
ered (scaled by 1/2). A s in the Zeam an case, the residual
phase term ocos( ; k) encodes the spatial transport in
the presence of spin di usion.

W e perform ed the m easurem ents at room tem perature
at 4.7 T (¢°F 188.35M Hz) using a B ruker A vance spec—
trom eter, and a hom ebuilt zgradient probe. The gra—
dient coil had an inductance of 26 H, a resistance of
16 ,and an e ciency of 370 105G /amA ?@].The
solenoidalRF coilgeom etry used hasbeen shown to pro—
duce a hom ogeneous el over a small sam ple volm e
1. T he experin entswere performed on a 1 mm ® single
crystalofCaF, having T; = 2562 34 salong the [001]
direction and T; = 2875 7 salong the [111] direction.
The measured T1p ofour crystalwas 94 04 s along
the [001] direction and 9:3 0: s alng the [L111] direc-
tion. The =2 pulse was 1.65 s, the spacing between
m agic echoes was 60 s and the length of each gradi-
ent pulse was 35 s. The coil constant was determ ined
by calbration wih a sam pl of water whose m olecular
di usion coe cient iswell known. A phase altemating
schem e was applied to correct for RF pulse errors in the
m agicecho sequences [_1-j] A =4 pulsed refocusing of
the dipolar ordered state was used in the JB experin ent
and an ARRF wasused wih the ADRF.

Them easured signalat long tin es, (4 =br.fjax ), is

S=Spexp( KD )exp( =Tix) 1)
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FIG.3: (@) Experin ental results of the soin di usion rate of
dipolar order w ith the crystal aligned along the [001] direc—
tion. The pulsed gradient elds generated are . 5698 G /an ,
5698 G /an, 8473 G/am , 8399 G/an . (o) Experin en—
talresults of the spin di usion rate of dipolar order w ith the
crystalaligned along the [L11] direction. T he pulsed gradient
eldsgenerated are 2886G /an, 8436G /an,/5661G /au,
8362 G /am . The error in k is approxim ately 3 % .

TABLE I: Summ ary of the experim ental resuls of the spin
di usion rate of spin—spin energy, Dp , and Zeem an energy,

D ; for single crystal calcium uoride.
Thism easurem ent [001] [L11] |Doo1=D 111
DY (10 ®aam?/s)| 29 3 |33 4 088 014
DY (10 ?am?/s) |64 0944 05145 026
P riorm easurement @] | [001] 011] |Doo1=D 111
DY (10 Yaan?/s) |71 0553 03134 012
T heoretical studies of D )| [D01] [11] |Doo1=D1in
Ref. [lI] (10 “am?/s)| 698 498 14
Ref. [12] (10 " am?/s)| 822 6.71 122
Ref. 14] (10 Y am?/s) | 743 { {
T heoretical studies of D | D01] 111 |D oo1=D 111
Ref. 131 (10 ¥ an®/s)| 853 8.73 0.98
Ref. [14] (10 “a?/s)| 133 { {
Ratio ofDp toDy [001] 111]
Thism easurem ent 45 08 (75 13 {
Ref. [13] 122 175 {
Ref. [L4] 179 { {

as the system also undergoes spin—lattice relaxation dur—
ngthetine (T1x = T1 In the Zeam an experin ent and
T1x = T1p In the dipolar experin ent). It is necessary to
correct the signalam plitude for this attenuation in order
to ocbtain the correct di usion coe cient. The crystal
used In this experim ent has a much longer T; than the
crystal used previously for the Zeem an di usion m ea—



surem ent E] (T, = 1142 53 salong the [001] direction
and T; = 1568 9:7 s along the [111] direction), since
the dipolar di usion experin ent needs to be carried out
In a tine comparabl to Tip (T1p < T1). In gures 2
and 3weplt h(S)+ =T versusk? frthe Zeem an

and dipolarexperin entsw hen the extermalm agnetic eld
is applied along the [P01] and [L11] crystal orientations.
The di usive character of the dynam ics is shown by the
universal scaling observed w ith the di erent gratings.

Tabl 1 sum m arizesthe experim entalresultsand show s
previous theoretical and num erical results for com pari-
son. Them easurem ents and theory agree reasonably well
for Zeem an order, both in the absolute value and the ori-
entationaldependence ofthe spin di usion rate. Though
the various theories predict the ratio of spin di usion
rates or dipolar and Zeem an order should be between
one and two, the m easuram ent yields a ratio lJarger than
four. In contrast to Zeem an di usion, dipolar di usion
exhibits a much an aller anisotropy. T his is expected as
the anisotropy ofthe eld generated by a singlem agnetic
dipolk is larger than that created by a pair of dipoles.

In the description of the Zeem an and dipolardi usion
experim ents above, the details ofthe dynam icshave been
aggregated and included in the coe cients ¢y and djsk1.
Evaluation of these term s would entail solving the m any
body problem for spin di usion. However, in order to
com pare the two di usion processes, it is illustrative to
evaluate these coe cients in the short time 1im it. Eval-
uating the second com m utator for the persistence of the
initial states, we obtain

gX
ci=1 —  (x)+0 () 12)
4kéi
1'2 X 2 2 4
disig© 1 7 oy + by + bikbjx) + O €): (13)

k6 1;3

The equation for d;;i5 above is not exact, as there are
also some two spin tem s present that are not propor—
tionalto the dipolar ordered state. Ifthe dipolar ordered
state had been proportionalto I'TJ, then we would have
disk1 = CixCj1. The coe cientd in Eq. (13) di ers from
a sin ple product of the c’s at this order by the cross-
termm s bikbjx . These cross term s could either increase or
decrease the decay rate as the dipolar couplings can be
both positive and negative. T hus both constructive and
destructive interference e ects could be obtained In prin—
ciple. This suggeststhat the rapid di usion rate observed
for dipolar order is a consequence ofa constructive inter—
ferencee ect that enhancesthe di usion rate overthat of
unentangled spin pairs. Currently available calculations
do not take this interference e ect Into acocount properly.
For instance, the m om ent m ethod g-g:] Introduces an ad—
hoc cuto function in frequency space to force an expo—
nential solution, even though the coherent signal evolu—
tion should actually be an even function oftin e. Indeed,

the crosstem s In Eq. (13) cancelout the levelofthe sec—
ondm om ent, and i isunclearw hetherthey rem ain in the
higher m om ents, as the calculation of higher order m o—
m ents has historically proved challenging. Incorporating
such interference e ects In the calculation is im portant
In our system where the dynam ics rem ain coherent and
reversible over the tim escale of the experim ent { about
10° tin es the correlation tin e of the dipolar coulping.
In conclusion, we have perform ed a direct m easure—
ment of spin di usion of dipolar energy in a single crys—
tal of CaF,. The rate is observed to be signi cantly
faster than expected from previous theoretical studies,
though the reduced anisotropy is well predicted. G iven
the highly m ixed nature of the niial densiy m atrix in
these experin ents and the large H ibert space, £ isdi -
cul to characterize the dynam ics in m ore detail. M easur-
Ing spin di usion as a function of increasing polarization
would allow us to ollow the soin dynam ics as they are
constrained to progressively sm aller subspaces, enabling
am ore carefiilexploration ofthe H ibert space dynam ics.

A cknow ledgem ents

W e thank N .Boulant, P . Cappellaro, J.V .Em erson, E .
M .Fortunato,M .Kindem ann,M .A .Pravia, G . Tekle—
mariam , W . Zhang and P rofessors J. S. W augh and L.
S. Levitov for interesting discussions, and the N SF and
DARPA for nancialsupport.

Corresponding author. E-m ail address: sekhar@ m it eduw
l1H.Cho, D.G.Cory, C.Ram anathan, J. Chem . Phys.
118, 3688 (2003).
R1 G .W .Leppeln eier, J.Jeener, Phys.Rev.175 498 (1968).
Bl1JV .Gates, I,W H .Potter,Phys.Rev.B 15 4143 (1977).
A] G .Fuman, S.Goren,J.Cond.M att.Phys.11,20 (1999).
Bl W .Zhang,D .G .Cory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 1324 (1998).
6] N . B loem bergen, Physica 15, 386 (1949).
[71 G .R .K hutsishvili, Sov. Phys.| JETP 4 382 (1957).
B]1P.G .de Gennes, J. Phys. Chem . Solids 7 345 (1958).
P]A.G.Red ed,Phys.Rev. 116, 315 (1959).
[10] I.J.Lowe, S.G ade, Phys. Rev. 156, 817 (1967).
[11] P.Borckm ans, W .W algraef, Phys.Rev.167,282 (1968).
[l2]A.G.Red ed, W .N.Yu, Phys. Rev. 169, 443 (1968),
177,1018 (1969).
[L3] P.Borckm ans, W .W algraef, Physica 68, 157 (1973).
[l4] C.Tang, J.S.W augh, Phys. Rev.B .45, 748 (1992).
[15]1 D .K . Sodickson, J. S. W augh, Phys. Rev. B. 52, 6467
(1995).
l6]W .K.Rhin, A.Pies, J. S.W augh, Phys. Rev. B. 3,
684 (1971).
[l7]1 G . S.Boutis, P. Cappellaro, H. Cho, C. Ram anathan,
D G.Cory,J.Magn.Reson. 161 132 (2003).
[18] J. Jeener, P . Broekaert, Phys. Rev. 139, 1959 (1965).
191 A .G .Anderson, S.R .Hartm ann, Phys. Rev. 128, 2023
(1962).
ROlW .Zhang,D .G .Cory, J.M ag. Res. 132 144 (1998).
R11R.Prigl, U. Haeberlen, Adv. M agn. Opt. Reson. 19, 1
(1996).


mailto:sekhar@mit.edu

