
This is a repository copy of Long-lived States to Sustain SABRE Hyperpolarised 
Magnetisation.

White Rose Research Online URL for this paper:
https://eprints.whiterose.ac.uk/104071/

Version: Accepted Version

Article:

Singha Roy, Soumya orcid.org/0000-0002-9193-9712, Rayner, Peter John orcid.org/0000-
0002-6577-4117, Norcott, Philip orcid.org/0000-0003-4082-2079 et al. (2 more authors) 
(2016) Long-lived States to Sustain SABRE Hyperpolarised Magnetisation. Physical 
chemistry chemical physics : PCCP. pp. 24905-24911. ISSN 1463-9084 

https://doi.org/10.1039/C6CP02844F

eprints@whiterose.ac.uk
https://eprints.whiterose.ac.uk/

Reuse 

This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) licence. This licence 
allows you to distribute, remix, tweak, and build upon the work, even commercially, as long as you credit the 
authors for the original work. More information and the full terms of the licence here: 
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/ 

Takedown 

If you consider content in White Rose Research Online to be in breach of UK law, please notify us by 
emailing eprints@whiterose.ac.uk including the URL of the record and the reason for the withdrawal request. 



Journal Name

ARTICLE

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 20xx J. Name., 2013, 00, 1-3 | 1

Please do not adjust margins

Please do not adjust margins

a
Department of Chemistry, University of York, Heslington, York, YO10 5DD, UK. Tel:

+44 1904 322564, E-mail: simon.duckett@york.ac.uk
b
York Neuroimaging Centre, The Biocentre, York Science Park, Innovation Way,

Heslington, York, YO10 5DD, UK
.

Ώ�ůĞĐƚƌŽŶŝĐ� ^ƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ� /ŶĨŽƌŵĂƟŽŶ� ;�^/Ϳ� ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͗� ΀experimental details,

sample specification, substrate characterisation, SABRE studies, pul se sequence

details, simulations]. See DOI: 10.1039/x0xx00000x

Received 00th January 20xx,

Accepted 00th January 20xx

DOI: 10.1039/x0xx00000x

www.rsc.org/

Long-lived States to Sustain SABRE Hyperpolarised Magnetisation
†

Soumya S. Roy,
a
Peter J. Rayner,

a
Philip Norcott,

a
Gary G.R. Green

b
and Simon B. Duckett*

a

The applicability of the magnetic resonance (MR) technique in the liquid phase is limited by poor sensitivity and short

nuclear spin coherence times which are insufficient for many potential applications. Here we illustrate how it is possible to

address both of these issues simultaneously by harnessing long-lived hyperpolarised spin states that are formed by

adapting the Signal Amplification by Reversible Exchange (SABRE) technique. We achieve more than 4 % net
1
H-

polarisation in a long-lived form that remains detectable for over ninety seconds by reference to proton pairs in the

biologically important molecule nicotinamide and a pyrazine derivative whose in vivo imaging will offer a new route to

probe disease in the future.

Introduction

Over the last few decades, Nuclear Magnetic Resonance

(NMR) and Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) have evolved

as two extremely important techniques that have applications

in almost all branches of science, ranging from molecular

studies to human imaging.
1-3

Even after this tremendous

success, the applicability of these techniques is limited by

sensitivity in general and relaxation in some cases.
4
Low

sensitivity is derived from the fact that nuclei possess little

intrinsic magnetisation and interact weakly with a magnetic

field. Measurement perturbs the initial Zeeman alignment,

which then relaxes to re-establish the original state, for signal

averaging purposes in a process whose major contribution is

derived from dipolar interactions for nuclei like protons.
5

Several techniques, known by the term hyper, are being

developed to tackle this sensitivity issue, with molecular

symmetry and deuteration often being harnessed to reduce

the rates of relaxation.
6, 7

In this report we use the Signal Amplification by Reversible

Exchange (SABRE) process
8

to produce >4 % net
1
H-

polarisation and then transfer it into a longer-lived coherence.

The SABRE hyperpolarisation technique operates over seconds

and is therefore fast in creating its hyperpolarisation when

compared to the methods of Dynamic Nuclear Polarisation

(DNP)
9
and optical pumping.

10
It harnesses para-hydrogen (p-

H2) as the latent source of polarisation and unlike the

traditional hydrogenative method of Weitekamp,
11

Eisenberg,
12

and Bargon
13

it does not rely in changing the

chemical identity of the hyperpolarised probe. This method is

simple to perform and has been successfully automated to

ensure reproducibility.
14

Since its inception in 2009,
8
it has

been shown to successfully hyperpolarise various nuclei
15-20

including
1
H,

13
C,

15
N,

19
F,

31
P. Among these,

1
H holds special

attention as almost all imaging applications
3

and

methodologies are based on it for the reasons of sensitivity

and accessibility. Predicted refinements
21

on the transfer

process have included radio frequency ( r. f.) driven transfer at

low
17, 22

and high field
23

with spontaneous transfer being

reported between 0 G and 200 G.
8

Figure 1. Schematic representation of: (a) the SABRE process and (b) the

structures of the substrates 2,4-d2-nicotinamide (1), 2,6-d2-nicotinamide (2) and

methyl-3-d-pyrazine-2-carboxylate (3) studied in this report with the protons

labelled appropriately.
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The lifetime of the nuclear singlet associated with p-H2 is in

excess of 1 year in the absence of a quenching agent.
24

This

molecule reflects an example of how T1 should not be thought

of as limiting factor in magnetic state lifetime. In 2004, Levitt

and co-workers harnessed this property in a related molecule

containing a
1
H pair to show that it was possible to create a

similar pseudo-singlet state through the application of an r. f.

pulse sequence and to detect them several minutes later.
25, 26

This breakthrough has stimulated significant interest in

harnessing such states, known as long-lived singlet states (LLS),

more widely because of their potential as clinical imaging

probes.
27

These probes harness the fact that there are

specially correlated quantum states within coupled nuclei that

can have longer lifetimes than their individual T 1 values.
28

In

this context, a true singlet state is anti-symmetric with respect

to particle interchange, and as in the case of p-H2 does not

couple further outside the two spin system whilst being

immune to dipolar relaxation.
28
A large range of pseudo-singlet

states have now been created that do not meet all of these

requirements, although they can have long-lifetimes.
29, 30

There are also reported examples of true singlets that are

created in a chemically equivalent but magnetically

inequivalent spin-pair.
31, 32

We use the term singlet to refer to

both here.

Figure 1 illustrates the process of SABRE in conceptual

form. A metal complex acts to bind p-H2 and the

hyperpolarisation target. The latent magnetism of p-H2 can

then be productively harnessed if the two hydride ligands

become magnetically distinct whilst retaining their original

spin order in this transient product. Over the next few

seconds, evolution under the coupling Hamiltonian leads to

transfer of this spin order into the product which can be

retained after its dissociation from the metal complex. In this

report we use this approach to create highly polarized

longitudinal magnetisation in the three heterocyclic molecules

that are shown in Fig. 1. These molecules exhibit low-toxicity
33

and play a role in biological processes such as NADH

synthesis.
34

Furthermore, their derivatives also feature in

various antibiotics.
35-37

Partial deuteration of these substrates

is used to produce the desired pair of coupled spin-1/2 nuclei

for this study. Immediately after creating highly polarized

magnetisation in these substrates under SABRE, we convert it

into a singlet state by applying a series of r. f. pulses in a

manner that is optimised for the individual spin-system

according to the method of Levitt.
26

As this singlet represents

an unusual non-magnetic form, its detection is optimised

through a specific r. f. driven readout step. The complete

experimental scheme of SABRE-LLS is shown pictorially in Fig.

2. We also employ a refocussing step to convert the antiphase

signal of Fig. 2 into more useful in phase polarisation.

Theoretical background

SABRE

The method used here to create the initial hyperpolarised

state is based on the SABRE technique for which a firm

theoretical basis exists.
38, 39

While it is very challenging to

emulate the whole system theoretically, subtle approximations

such as the level anti-crossing (LAC) approach
40-42

lead to a

more intuitive perspective. In this report we continue with

density matrix based numerical approach to describe and

quantify the different types of magnetisation that are created.

For simplicity, we consider the two
1
H nuclei in a single

substrate molecule to couple to two para-hydrogen derived

Figure 2: SABRE-LLS scheme depicting the different stages of the process (upper conceptual): (1) Signal resulting for the targeted substrate protons under thermal equilibrium,

multiplied by 128. (2) Hyperpolarised magnetisation detected with a single scan after SABRE. (3) Hyperpolarised magnetisation is converted into singlet order by applying the r. f.

pulse sequence shown in Fig. 5 and then converting it back into observable magnetisation after a 1 s spin-lock. (4) The created singlet state is protected via a spin-lock for a

period ranging from seconds to minutes. (5) Readout after 10 s of spin-lock.
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hydride nuclei on the metal centre. This results in an active 4-

spin system. In isotropic liquid state, the Hamiltonian of such a

spin-1/2 system, in a magnetic field, can be written as:

෡ܪ = ௜ସߥ෍ߨ2−
௜ୀଵ መ௭௜ܫ + ௜௝ସܬ෍ߨ2

௜ழ௝ መ௫௜ܫൣ መ௫௝ܫ + መ௬௜ܫ መ௬௝ܫ + መ௭௝൧ܫመ௭௜ܫ (1)

where ௜ߥ is the Larmor frequency of the i-th spin and ௜௝ܬ is the
scalar coupling constant between spin- i and spin-j in Hertz. መ௭௜ܫ
and መ௭௝ܫ denote the i-th spin and j-th spin angular momentum

operators in the z-direction. Initially, the hydride ligands

possess singlet spin order which can be written as the

Cartesian product operator:

ො଴ଶೞ೛೔೙ߩ = 1

4
ॴ෠− 1

2
መ௫ܫ2ൣ ෠ܵ௫ + መ௬ܫ2 ෠ܵ௬ + መ௭ܫ2 ෠ܵ௭൧ (2)

where, I and S denote the two spin angular momentum

operators. The spins of the substrate are denoted by R and T

and their labels were chosen without implying spin-topological

resemblance.

The SABRE process can be divided in to three stages: (i)

evolution of the resulting 4-spin system in the inorganic

template at a defined transfer field, (ii) evolution of the two

substrate spins after its dissociation from the template in the

transfer field, and (iii) evolution of substrate spins during

dynamic field transfer into the spectrometer where their r. f.

encoding is achieved. A schematic diagram of this process is

shown in Fig. 3.

Figure 3. The variation of magnetic field in the SABRE experiment as a function of

time. E1, E2, and E3 denote three evolution periods during the time intervals (t0-

td), (td-tf), and (tf-tm) respectively. Btrans and Bobs represent transfer and

observation magnetic field strengths respectively.

The initial two-spin singlet order of p-H2 changes into that of a

coupled four spin system as soon as the template forms. In this

model, any contribution from the thermally polarised spins of

the substrate is neglected, such that the initial state for

subsequent evolution can be written as:

ො଴ସೞ೛೔೙ߩ = ො௜ߩ = ො଴ଶೞ೛೔೙ߩ ⊗ ॴ෠⊗ ॴ෠ (3)

Here ॴ෠ denotes a 2 × 2 identity matrix. The time evolution ofߩො௜ is then determined by solving the Liouville-von Neumann

equation. The solution can be written as:ߩො(ݐ) = exp൫−݅ܪ෡ݐ൯ ො௜ߩ exp൫+݅ܪ෡ݐ൯ (4)

This evolution is considered to take place during the time the

four spins reside on the template, defined by the dissociation

time, td, in a specified transfer field (B trans). The resulting

density matrix can then be represented in the more intuitive

product-operator formalism
43
as,

(ௗݐ)ොߩ = ෍ ௜,௦,௥,௧(ௗݐ)ܽ ෡௜,௦,௥,௧ୟ୪୪ܤ ୔୓ (5)

where ܽሺݐௗ)௜ǡ௦ǡ௥ǡ௧� are the time dependent amplitudes of the

product operators ෡௜ǡ௦ǡ௥ǡ௧ܤ of the 4-spin system. The subscripts i,

s, r and t are the spin-labels of these spins. The resulting

amplitudes at time td can be determined as,ܽ(ݐௗ)௜,௦,௥,௧ = ෡௜,௦,௥,௧൧ܤ.(ௗݐ)ොߩൣݎܶ (6)

At this point dissociation of the substrate from metal centre

takes place and the free substrate now reflects an isolated

two-spin system which is still evolving in the transfer field.

Neglecting relaxation, the density matrix after a time td can

now be written as the sum of the remaining coherence orders,ߩො(ݐௗ|ݐଶ) = ܽோ೥ ೥்2 ෡ܴ௭ ෡ܶ௭ + ௫ܼܳ(ଶݐ)ܽ + ௬ܼܳ(ଶݐ)ܾ
+ (ଶݐ)ܿ ෡ܴ௭ + ෡ܶ௭(ଶݐ)݀ (7)

where zero-quantum terms are defined as; ܼܳ௫ ൌ ʹ෡ܴ௫ ෡ܶ௫ +ʹ෡ܴ௬ ෡ܶ௬ and ܼܳ௬ ൌ ʹ෡ܴ௬ ෡ܶ௫ െ ʹ෡ܴ௫ ෡ܶ௬ . The coefficients of these

terms can be calculated by solving a series of coupled

differential equations as detailed by Green et al.
39

In the third step, the substrates spins evolve further under

transfer through the dynamic field that takes them into the

observation field (Bobs). The Hamiltonian and density matrix

during this point are represented in the interaction picture:ܪ෡ଵூ(ݐ) = exp൫+݅ܪ෡଴ݐ൯ ෡ଵ(t)ܪ exp൫−݅ܪ෡଴ݐ൯ ௗݐොூ൫ߩ(8) , ൯ݐ௙หݐ = exp൫+݅ܪ෡଴ݐ൯ ௗݐ)ොߩ , (௙ݐ exp൫−݅ܪ෡଴ݐ൯ (9)

Following the same procedure as described above, it can be

shown that at the point of r. f. excitation, tm, they now have

the form:ߩො൫ݐௗ , ௠൯ݐ௙หݐ = ܽோ೥ ೥்2 ෡ܴ௭ ෡ܶ௭ + ܽ௠൫ݐ௙หݐ௠൯ܼܳ௫
+ ܾ௠൫ݐ௙หݐ௠൯ܼܳ௬ + ܿ൫ݐ௙൯෡ܴ௭
+ ݀൫ݐ௙൯෡ܶ௭

(10)

During this synchronous process, both ܽ௠൫ݐ௙หݐ௠൯ andܾ௠൫ݐ௙หݐ௠൯ average to zero such that the final state becomes:
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(௙ݐ)ത௠ߩ = ܽோ೥ ೥்2 ෡ܴ௭ ෡ܶ௭ + ܿ൫ݐ௙൯ ෡ܴ௭ + ݀൫ݐ௙൯෡ܶ௭ (11)

The numerical evaluations of the substrates indicated in Fig. 3

were completed using appropriate routines in Mathematica
44

and a typical set of results for compound 1, are shown in Fig. 4.

These calculations show that the SABRE process generates

significant populations of single quantum longitudinal

magnetisation and minor populations of the corresponding

two-spin order term. Despite the simplified treatment

associated with a 4-spin system, good agreement with

experiment is seen.

Figure 4. (a) Simulated and (b) experimental values of SABRE amplitudes of 1 as a

function of mixing field. Blue and orange represent single quantum longitudinal

magnetisation (Rz and Tz) of proton pair in the system. Dotted curve in (a) depicts

two-spin order term (RZTZ). Experimental points are shown with their respective

error bars.

Long-lived singlet states (LLS)

The r. f. pulse sequence used in this study to create a LLS,

and its subsequent detection, is shown in Fig. 5. The first part

of the LLS pulse sequence converts the enhanced amplitude of

longitudinal magnetisation into a mixture of singlet (ȁܵ଴⟩) and

triplet ሺȁ ଴ܶ⟩) states, as defined below in terms of Cartesian

product operator formalism:

෡ܴ௭ + ෡ܶ௭ ଽ଴బିௗమିଵ଼଴బିௗయିଽ଴వబିௗరሱ⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯⎯ሮ − 2 ෡ܴ௫ ෡ܶ௫ −2 ෡ܴ௬ ෡ܶ௬ (12)

Figure 5. (a) Schematic illustration of the experimental procedure associated

with the SABRE hyperpolarisation technique; (b) pulse sequence used to create,

store and read-out singlet states with ݀ଶ = 1 Ͷܬൗ , ݀ଷ = 1 Ͷܬൗ + 1 ʹοߥൗ �and݀ସ = 1 Ͷοߥൗ �ǡ where J and Δν denote scaler-coupling constant and chemical shift 
difference between two spins in Hertz respectively. We used a Waltz-16

composite pulse of 1 KHz amplitude as the spin-lock. Parameter values set

according to Table 2.

The parameters in the pulse sequence are defined in Fig. 5b.

The resulted singlet-triplet mixture is then subject to a low-

powered ‘spin-lock’, during which the triplet terms quickly

equilibrate whereas the singlet does not interconvert with the

triplets as this process is symmetry forbidden. As such singlets

are non-magnetic, a read-out step is required to extract

observable magnetisation. Neglecting relaxation, the later part

of the pulse sequence leads to,

|ܵ଴⟩ ௗరିଽ଴బሱ⎯⎯⎯⎯ሮ 2 ෡ܴ௫ ෡ܶ௭ −2 ෡ܴ௭ ෡ܶ௫ − 2 ෡ܴ௬ ෡ܶ௬ (13)

The anti-phase terms produce a typical ‘up-down-down-up’

pattern spectra as reported in the experimental section which

can be refocussed to produce in-phase signal.

Experimental section

A schematic picture of the experimental procedure used

here is shown in Fig. 5. All the associated experiments were

performed on a 400 MHz Bruker Avance III series spectrometer

at 298 K. Three substrates, 2,4-d2-nicotinamide (1), 2,6-d2-

nicotinamide (2) and methyl-3-d-pyrazine-2-carboxylate (3)

were used in this study. They were polarised under SABRE via

the precatalyst [IrCl(COD)(IMes)] which was employed at a 5

mM concentration in methanol-d4. The substrate loadings

were varied from 5-40 equivalents based on Iridium. These

samples were then examined in a 5 mm NMR tube, under 3

bars of p-H2 or in an automated polariser that has been

described previously.
45

The automated polariser achieves

magnetisation transfer in a predefined magnetic field which

can be selected to lie between 0 and 150 G. Other details of

the experimental scheme, sample specification and

characterisation can be found in the ESI.
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Table 1: Signal enhancement and relaxation data associated with 1, 2 and 3 under SABRE in a 5 mm NMR tube with the indicated catalyst: substrate ratios.

Results

A study of the field dependence exhibited by each

substrate on the degree of SABRE enhancement was first

undertaken. For substrate 1, an average maximum 285-fold

enhancement was observed for its two spins in a mixing field

of 65 G when there were 5 equivalents of ligand relative to

iridium in the flow system described in the experimental. This

sample loading produced an enhancement of 1090 fold when

measured via ‘shake & drop’ technique due to better H 2

transport. Table 1 summarizes the enhancement results for all

three substrates, at two different sample concentrations (see

later for the results of a systematic study of varying the sample

loads from 5 to 40 equivalents relative to the catalyst, while

keeping all the other parameters unchanged). The close match

between the simulated and experimental results (Fig. 4)

confirms the generation of large single-quantum amplitudes

through SABRE.

Figure 6.
1
H NMR spectra showing selected coherences associated with the pair

of
1
H spins in 1 at different stages of the process: (a) SABRE polarisation as

achieved at a mixing field of 65 G, (b) LLS form created via SABRE driven

longitudinal magnetisation using the pulse sequence shown in Fig 5, and (c)
1
H

NMR spectra under thermal equilibrium for comparison purpose.

This polarisation was then converted into the corresponding

singlet state by applying the first part of r. f. pulse sequence of

Fig. 5. The resulting singlet polarisation was then stored over a

spin-lock time that was varied from seconds to minutes. After

this point, the later part of the pulse sequence was used to

convert this polarisation into an observable form.

Fig. 6 shows three NMR spectra of substrate 1 that were

recorded to illustrate this approach. Fig 6a illustrates the

SABRE enhanced polarisation that is ultimately used to create

the LLS state. Fig 6b then shows the resulting singlet readout,

on the same vertical scale, after a 1 s spin-lock. The high

efficiency of the singlet state creation and subsequent readout

is therefore illustrated. For comparison, purposes, Fig. 6c

shows the corresponding thermally acquired spectrum with a

128 fold vertical expansion. Key experimental parameters that

relate to application of this pulse sequence, for each substrate,

are listed in Table 2.

Table 2: Details of spin system and associated experimental parameters for the

substrates 1, 2 and 3.

Singlet lifetimes (TLLS) were then measured by tracking the

exponential decay of the read-out over an evolving spin-lock

duration. The TLLS values for the different samples are

tabulated in Table 1, alongside the corresponding T 1 values of

their longitudinal magnetisation as measured by inversion-

recovery. In all cases, the TLLS lifetime exceeds that of T1 with

the maximum values reaching 50 s for 2. A typical TLLS decay

trace as a function of spin-lock duration is shown in Fig. 7 with

the anti-phase magnetisation being readily visible at 90 s.

When substrate 1 is examined it gives an S/N ratio of 2.5 at 90

s. In contrast when substrate 2 is examined the same S/N ratio

is achieved after 120 s, while for 3 this point is achieved at 132

Substrate 1 2 3

Catalyst: substrate

ratio
1:5 1:20 1:5 1:20 1:5 1:20

Enhancement

factor

(by shake & drop)

H5: -1025 ± 70

H6: -1150 ± 80

H5: -280 ± 50

H6: -300 ± 50

H4: -860 ± 120

H5: +450 ± 110

H4: -220 ± 50

H5: +90 ± 25

H5: -1540 ± 220

H6: -1230 ± 170

H5: -460 ± 80

H6: -310 ± 65

T1 (s) H5: 11.9 ± 0.4

H6: 7.6 ± 0.2

H5: 11.4 ± 0.4

H6: 7.1 ± 0.3

H4: 11 ± 0.5

H5: 11 ± 0.5

H4: 10 ± 0.4

H5: 10.3 ± 0.4

H5: 21 ± 1.7

H6: 17.9 ± 0.9

H5: 20.2 ± 1.5

H6: 17.1 ± 0.5

TLLS (s)
37 ± 4 38 ± 6 47 ± 6 49 ± 8 49 ± 7 45 ± 8

Substrate 1 2 3

J- coupling constant (Hz) 4.90 8.05 2.50

Chemical shift difference (Hz) 457.0 298.0 34.4

d2 (ms) 51.02 31.05 100.0

d3 (ms) 52.11 32.73 114.53

d4 (ms) 0.547 0.839 7.26
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s. These data confirm that small chemical shift difference

found between the protons in 3 is beneficial for the TLLS

lifetime even though the JHH coupling that connects them is

smaller than those of 1 and 2.

Figure 7. (a) Hyperpolarised singlet order based NMR spectra after the indicated

spin-lock duration and (b) corresponding integration values showing the decay of

signal due to relaxation. An exponential fit gives a TLLS of 36.6 ± 4.2 s while T1 is

around 10 s for the same system (1). All experiments are performed at a mixing

field of 65 G and bubbling p-H2 for 10 s before transferring the sample into the

high field for r. f. pulsing.

A systematic study of TLLS was then carried out for all three

samples over a range of sample loadings and the associated

results are plotted in Figure 8. No significant variation in T LLS

with substrate equivalent was observed in contrast to the

enhancement factors which fall with greater substrate excess.

This change is seen for all three substrates in accordance with

the fact that p-H2 becomes a limiting reagent and the

enhancement levels fall with higher loadings (greater spin

dilution).

The amount of singlet order created using this approach

also depends on mixing field that generates the initial SABRE

enhancement as detailed in Fig. 9. Not surprisingly, the

maximum level of singlet polarisation is achieved at 65 G for 1

in agreement with the optimal single quantum term

generation by SABRE at this field.

The results of Figure 8 and 9 confirm that achieving optimal

hyperpolarisation, and a long TLLS lifetime, requires the careful

balancing of substrate loading and SABRE transfer field.

Figure 8. (a) Average enhancement factors for the two protons contributing to

the singlet state, and (b) the singlet state lifetimes (TLLS) of substrates 1, 2 and 3

as a function of their molar ratio to catalyst.

Figure 9. Hyperpolarised singlet order of 1 (with 5 equivalents of ligand) as

generated over a range of magnetic mixing fields. Traces recorded using the

pulse sequence shown in Figure 5 with a spin-lock of 1 s. The highest singlet

order amplitude is achieved at a 65 G mixing field.

Conclusions

p-H2 has already been successfully employed in generating

nuclear spin hyperpolarisation in a range of different nuclei

and species with the SABRE process allowing the
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hyperpolarisation target to be unchanged. Currently, these

highly polarised nuclear spins are somewhat under-exploited

due to their relatively low spin-state lifetimes which are often

below 10 s for
1
H and thus challenge the idea of in vivo

applications. In this report we show a method to store highly

polarised magnetisation in a specially created coherence order

namely a singlet state which is immune to dipole-dipole

relaxation and hence often has much longer lifetimes than the

more usual T1. This feature makes singlet states particularly

attractive for transporting nuclear hyperpolarisation in NMR

and MRI applications and for reducing unwanted signal losses

in experiments caused by undesirable fast nuclear relaxation.

We illustrate the creation of these states in a highly

polarised form in variants of nicotinamide and pyrazine to

demonstrate that singlet state polarisation can be unlocked

through SABRE. In these molecules, the corresponding T LLS

values reach 50 seconds with a >1000 fold enhancement factor

compared to the situation where the corresponding state is

formed via a thermally polarised signal. These molecular

prototypes exemplify the potential of SABRE to deliver highly

polarized magnetisation with long lifetimes that may aid in

future in vivo study. Recent work by Theis et al. has illustrated

that similar long-lived
15
N derived singlet states can be

produced via SABRE with significant amplitudes.
46

These two

complementary studies therefore illustrate a simple route to

hyperpolarised long lived magnetic states that we are now

seeking to develop further for
13
C-pairs. The enhancement

factors and lifetimes presented here are clearly limited by the

molecular architecture of these probes. We are seeking to

improve on these agents, and the levels of
1
H-

hyperpolarisation that can be achieved, through further

catalyst and substrate optimisation.

Acknowledgements

We thank the Wellcome Trust (092506 and 098335) for

funding. We are also grateful to discussions with Meghan

Halse, Alexandra Olaru and experimental support from Richard

John.

References

1. R. R. Ernst, Angewandte Chemie-International Edition in

English, 1992, 31, 805-823.

2. K. Wuthrich, Angewandte Chemie-International Edition,

2003, 42, 3340-3363.

3. P. Mansfield, Angewandte Chemie-International Edition,

2004, 43, 5456-5464.

4. R. R. Ernst, G. Bodenhausen and A. Wokaun, Principles of

nuclear magnetic resonance in one and two dimensions,

Clarendon Press; Oxford University Press, Oxford

Oxfordshire, New York, 1987.

5. R. L. Vold and R. R. Vold, Progress in Nuclear Magnetic

Resonance Spectroscopy, 1978, 12, 79-133.

6. J.-H. Ardenkjaer-Larsen, G. S. Boebinger, A. Comment, S.

Duckett, A. S. Edison, F. Engelke, C. Griesinger, R. G.

Griffin, C. Hilty, H. Maeda, G. Parigi, T. Prisner, E. Ravera,

J. van Bentum, S. Vega, A. Webb, C. Luchinat, H. Schwalbe

and L. Frydman, Angewandte Chemie (International ed. in

English), 2015, 54, 9162-9185.

7. J. H. Lee, Y. Okuno and S. Cavagnero, Journal of Magnetic

Resonance, 2014, 241, 18-31.

8. R. W. Adams, J. A. Aguilar, K. D. Atkinson, M. J. Cowley, P.

I. P. Elliott, S. B. Duckett, G. G. R. Green, I. G. Khazal, J.

Lopez-Serrano and D. C. Williamson, Science, 2009, 323,

1708-1711.

9. J. H. Ardenkjaer-Larsen, B. Fridlund, A. Gram, G. Hansson,

L. Hansson, M. H. Lerche, R. Servin, M. Thaning and K.

Golman, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences

of the United States of America, 2003, 100, 10158-10163.

10. P. Nikolaou, A. M. Coffey, L. L. Walkup, B. M. Gust, N.

Whiting, H. Newton, S. Barcus, I. Muradyan, M.

Dabaghyan, G. D. Moroz, M. S. Rosen, S. Patz, M. J.

Barlow, E. Y. Chekmenev and B. M. Goodson, Proceedings

of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States

of America, 2013, 110, 14150-14155.

11. C. R. Bowers and D. P. Weitekamp, Journal of the

American Chemical Society, 1987, 109, 5541-5542.

12. T. C. Eisenschmid, R. U. Kirss, P. P. Deutsch, S. I.

Hommeltoft, R. Eisenberg, J. Bargon, R. G. Lawler and A. L.

Balch, Journal of the American Chemical Society, 1987,

109, 8089-8091.

13. J. Natterer and J. Bargon, Progress in Nuclear Magnetic

Resonance Spectroscopy, 1997, 31, 293-315.

14. J.-B. Hoevener, S. Baer, J. Leupold, K. Jenne, D. Leibfritz, J.

Hennig, S. B. Duckett and D. von Elverfeldt, Nmr in

Biomedicine, 2013, 26, 124-131.

15. H. Zeng, J. Xu, J. Gillen, M. T. McMahon, D. Artemov, J.-M.

Tyburn, J. A. B. Lohman, R. E. Mewis, K. D. Atkinson, G. G.

R. Green, S. B. Duckett and P. C. M. van Zijl, Journal of

Magnetic Resonance, 2013, 237, 73-78.

16. R. E. Mewis, R. A. Green, M. C. R. Cockett, M. J. Cowley, S.

B. Duckett, G. G. R. Green, R. O. John, P. J. Rayner and D.

C. Williamson, Journal of Physical Chemistry B, 2015, 119,

1416-1424.

17. T. Theis, M. L. Truong, A. M. Coffey, R. V. Shchepin, K. W.

Waddell, F. Shi, B. M. Goodson, W. S. Warren and E. Y.

Chekmenev, Journal of the American Chemical Society,

2015, 137, 1404-1407.

18. M. J. Burns, P. J. Rayner, G. G. R. Green, L. A. R. Highton,

R. E. Mewis and S. B. Duckett, Journal of Physical

Chemistry B, 2015, 119, 5020-5027.

19. N. Eshuis, N. Hermkens, B. J. A. van Weerdenburg, M. C.

Feiters, F. P. J. T. Rutjes, S. S. Wijmenga and M. Tessari,

Journal of the American Chemical Society, 2014, 136,

2695-2698.

20. T. Theis, M. Truong, A. M. Coffey, E. Y. Chekmenev and W.

S. Warren, Journal of Magnetic Resonance, 2014, 248, 23-

26.

21. Duckett Simon B., G. G. G., Elliott P. I., Lopez-Serrano,

Joaquin; In http://patft1.uspto.gov/netacgi/nph-

Parser?patentnumber=8154284; York, U. o., Ed.;

University of York, 2008; Vol. 12/452,113.

22. M. L. Truong, T. Theis, A. M. Coffey, R. V. Shchepin, K. W.

Waddell, F. Shi, B. M. Goodson, W. S. Warren and E. Y.

Chekmenev, Journal of Physical Chemistry C, 2015, 119,

8786-8797.



ARTICLE Journal Name

8 | J. Name., 2012, 00, 1-3 This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 20xx

Please do not adjust margins

Please do not adjust margins

23. N. Eshuis, R. L. E. G. Aspers, B. J. A. van Weerdenburg, M.

C. Feiters, F. P. J. T. Rutjes, S. S. Wijmenga and M. Tessari,

Angewandte Chemie-International Edition, 2015, 54,

14527-14530.

24. P. L. Chapovsky and L. J. F. Hermans, Annu Rev Phys Chem,

1999, 50, 315-345.

25. M. Carravetta, O. G. Johannessen and M. H. Levitt,

Physical Review Letters, 2004, 92, 153003.

26. M. Carravetta and M. H. Levitt, Journal of the American

Chemical Society, 2004, 126, 6228-6229.

27. I. Marco-Rius, M. C. D. Tayler, M. I. Kettunen, T. J. Larkin,

K. N. Timm, E. M. Serrao, T. B. Rodrigues, G. Pileio, J. H.

Ardenkjaer-Larsen, M. H. Levitt and K. M. Brindle, Nmr in

Biomedicine, 2013, 26, 1696-1704.

28. M. H. Levitt, in Annual Review of Physical Chemistry, Vol

63, eds. M. A. Johnson and T. J. Martinez, 2012, vol. 63,

pp. 89-105.

29. G. Stevanato, J. T. Hill-Cousins, P. Hakansson, S. S. Roy, L.

J. Brown, R. C. D. Brown, G. Pileio and M. H. Levitt,

Angewandte Chemie-International Edition, 2015, 54,

3740-3743.

30. G. Stevanato, S. S. Roy, J. Hill-Cousins, I. Kuprov, L. J.

Brown, R. C. D. Brown, G. Pileio and M. H. Levitt, Physical

Chemistry Chemical Physics, 2015, 17, 5913-5922.

31. W. S. Warren, E. Jenista, R. T. Branca and X. Chen, Science,

2009, 323, 1711-1714.

32. Y. Feng, R. M. Davis and W. S. Warren, Nature Physics,

2012, 8, 831-837.

33. B. Rutkowski, P. Rutkowski, E. Slominska, R. T. Smolenski

and J. Swierczynski, Journal of renal nutrition : the official

journal of the Council on Renal Nutrition of the National

Kidney Foundation, 2012, 22, 95-97.

34. B. Tavazzi, D. Di Pierro, A. M. Amorini, G. Fazzina, M.

Galvano, A. Lupi, B. Giardina and G. Lazzarino, Free radical

research, 2000, 33, 1-12.

35. P. Kyme, N. H. Thoennissen, C. W. Tseng, G. B.

Thoennissen, A. J. Wolf, K. Shimada, U. O. Krug, K. Lee, C.

Muller-Tidow, W. E. Berdel, W. D. Hardy, A. F. Gombart,

H. P. Koeffler and G. Y. Liu, The Journal of clinical

investigation, 2012, 122, 3316-3329.

36. M. A. Goetz, C. Zhang, D. L. Zink, M. Arocho, F. Vicente, G.

F. Bills, J. Polishook, K. Dorso, R. Onishi, C. Gill, E. Hickey,

S. Lee, R. Ball, S. Skwish, R. G. Donald, J. W. Phillips and S.

B. Singh, The Journal of antibiotics, 2010, 63, 512-518.

37. H. M. Rolfe, Journal of Cosmetic Dermatology, 2014, 13,

324-328.

38. R. W. Adams, S. B. Duckett, R. A. Green, D. C. Williamson

and G. G. R. Green, Journal of Chemical Physics, 2009,

131, 194505.

39. R. A. Green, R. W. Adams, S. B. Duckett, R. E. Mewis, D. C.

Williamson and G. G. R. Green, Progress in Nuclear

Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy, 2012, 67, 1-48.

40. A. N. Pravdivtsev, A. V. Yurkovskaya, R. Kaptein, K. Miesel,

H.-M. Vieth and K. L. Ivanov, Physical Chemistry Chemical

Physics, 2013, 15, 14660-14669.

41. A. N. Pravdivtsev, A. V. Yurkovskaya, N. N. Lukzen, H.-M.

Vieth and K. L. Ivanov, Physical Chemistry Chemical

Physics, 2014, 16, 18707-18719.

42. A. N. Pravdivtsev, A. V. Yurkovskaya, H.-M. Vieth, K. L.

Ivanov and R. Kaptein, Chemphyschem, 2013, 14, 3327-

3331.

43. O. W. Sorensen, G. W. Eich, M. H. Levitt, G. Bodenhausen

and R. R. Ernst, Progress in Nuclear Magnetic Resonance

Spectroscopy, 1983, 16, 163-192.

44. Wolfram Research Inc., Mathematica 10.0, Wolfram

Research, Inc., Champaign, Illinois, 2014.

45. R. E. Mewis, K. D. Atkinson, M. J. Cowley, S. B. Duckett, G.

G. R. Green, R. A. Green, L. A. R. Highton, D. Kilgour, L. S.

Lloyd, J. A. B. Lohman and D. C. Williamson, Magnetic

Resonance in Chemistry, 2014, 52, 358-369.

46. T. Theis, G. X. Ortiz, A. W. Logan, K. E. Claytor, Y. Feng, W.

P. Huhn, V. Blum, S. J. Malcolmson, E. Y. Chekmenev, Q.

Wang and W. Warren, Science Advances, 2016, 2,

e1501438.


