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Abstract

We introduce a method for non-destructive quantification of nuclear spin polarization,

of relevance to hyperpolarized spin tracers widely used in magnetic resonance from spec-

troscopy to in vivo imaging. In a bias field of around 30 nT we use a high-sensitivity

miniaturized 87Rb vapor magnetometer to measure the field generated by the sam-

ple, as it is driven by a windowed dynamical decoupling pulse sequence that both

maximizes the nuclear spin lifetime and modulates the polarization for easy detection.

We demonstrate the procedure applied to a 0.08M hyperpolarized [1–13C]-pyruvate

solution produced by dissolution dynamic nuclear polarization, measuring polariza-

tion repeatedly during natural decay at Earth’s field. Application to real-time quality

monitoring of hyperpolarized substances is discussed.
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Magnetic resonance spectroscopy (NMR) and imaging (MRI) of nearly fully polarized (also

known as “hyperpolarized”) nuclear-spin ensembles is an emerging methodology1–5 for prob-

ing cellular biochemistry in vitro, in vivo6–9 and in perfused organs.10 The magnetic moment

of a hyperpolarized substance, which is proportional to the nuclear polarization, can be three

to four orders of magnitude larger than that of thermally polarized substances,11 resulting

in MRI pixels that contain chemically specific signals high above the noise floor even at

low concentration. In pre-clinical12 and clinical13,14 monitoring of metabolic diseases, hy-

perpolarized small molecules such as pyruvic acid are typically injected into a biosystem

where metabolism takes place. Dynamic MRI of the downstream metabolites then provides

biodistribution maps and kinetic rates to distinguish between healthy and diseased tissue.

In these and other applications, such as noble-gas MRI, there are several motives to

quantify nuclear spin hyperpolarization. The magnitude of polarization, P (a dimensionless

number ranging from 0, for unpolarized spins, to ±1, when spins are completely polarized),

determines the effective concentration of the substrate seen by MRI and therefore is a crucial

parameter in kinetic models of spin-label transfer along a metabolic pathway, especially in

cases where hyperpolarized agents are administered to the subject repeatedly.15 Addition-

ally, any exogenous substance introduced in vivo is subject to strict quality control and dose

requirements. Given that many hyperpolarization technologies are at an early development

stage and not always consistent, P is currently a control variable; for instance, in dissolu-

tion dynamic nuclear polarization, polarization is monitored both before16,17 and after18,19

sample dissolution. A reliable measurement of P may also provide a cost-per-unit signal en-

hancement metric to compare different hyperpolarization methods, which may be influential

in future large-scale clinical or other applicability of hyperpolarized magnetic resonance.

A standard polarimetry method is ex post comparison of the hyperpolarized-NMR signal

amplitude against the NMR signal of the same system after polarization has decayed back

to a thermal equilibrium value.18,19 This approach can be performed on a variety of NMR

spectrometer systems in background fields from mT to T, but is slow and requires several
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calibrations such as tuning of radiofrequency coils, pulse flip angles, and magnetic field; con-

ventionally, although lower-field instrumentation may be less expensive, calibrations become

much lengthier due to reduced-efficiency inductive pickup of the spin precession signals.20 In

special molecules one can also determine polarization from intensity patterns in spin-coupling

multiplets, namely where the hyperpolarized substrate contains a second, ancillary spin la-

bel to be used as a “spy” nucleus, e.g., [1,2-13C2]-pyruvate21–23 or [2-13C]-acetate.16 A third

method is through detection of the bulk magnetic field, B, produced by the hyperpolarized

spins. For an ensemble of uncoupled spin-1/2 nuclei,

|B| = ℏµ0PCγk , (1)

assuming that B is parallel to the polarization vector, where ℏ is the reduced Planck constant,

µ0 is the vacuum permeability, C is the number density of spins, γ is the gyromagnetic ratio

and k is a constant of proportionality that depends on the geometry of the sample and the

position where B is measured. In the case of a uniformly polarized spherical sample of radius

R, k = (R/r)3/3 for position r > R along the B direction.

Most bulk-protonated liquids have |B| on the order of pT to nT for R/r ≈ 1, at thermal

equilibrium in moderate fields, e.g., 1 T. A dilute hyperpolarized liquid (PC ≈ PthermalCbulk)

could produce fields of comparable magnitude, while a hyperpolarized neat liquid (C ≈

Cbulk, P ≫ Pthermal) will produce a considerably stronger field. One way to measure |B|

is through Zeeman frequency shifts of a second, thermally polarized spin species in the

liquid.24 This, in addition to the above methods, however, relies on high-resolution NMR

instrumentation (with which comes high cost and limited mobility) and the destruction

of a significant part if not all of the hyperpolarized spin order. In the following, as an

alternative, we demonstrate a direct, nondestructive measurement of |B| using an optically

pumped magnetometer (OPM).25–27 To obtain P , the factor k in Equation 1 is eliminated
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using a reference sample of known polarization (Pref) and concentration (Cref):

P =

(
γref
γ

)(
Cref

C

) |B|
|Bref |

Pref . (2)

Here the reference sample is 1H spins in thermally polarized non-degassed milli-Q water at

2 T (1H2O; Cref = 110 M, Pref ≈ 6.8 × 10−6).

A suitable pulse sequence to detect B, assumed parallel to the z axis, is shown in Figure 1.

Uniformly spaced π spin flips toggle the sign of the z component, producing a square wave

that is distinct from background fields.28 Flips are applied as π rotations alternately about

x and y laboratory-frame axes making an XY4 cycle with repeating element (τ/2−πX− τ −

πY − τ − πX − τ − πY − τ/2). The useful feature of XY4 is the dynamical decoupling of the

background field from the spin system at the first-order average Hamiltonian level,29 which

allows us to neglect bias fields with strengths |Bbias| ≪ 2π/γτ .

Figure 1: Experimental sequence. Upon field switching to near-zero fields, alternating
(π)x ≡ (π/2)x(π)y(π/2)x and (π)y ≡ (π/2)y(π)−x(π/2)y dc pulses (making the XY4 cy-
cle) periodically invert the nuclear magnetization. A magnetometer measures the z field
component throughout.

The top panel of Figure 2 shows the NMR signal recorded during XY4 (τ = 50 ms, 0.2

ms π-pulse length) for a 1 cm3 cylindrical volume of 2-T-prepolarized water, using an alkali-
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Figure 2: Measured z-axis component of magnetic field (Bz, relative to background) during
the ultralow-field portion of the sequence shown in Figure 1. Single-shot signals are mea-
sured for 1 cm3 of H2O using a 87Rb-vapor OPM under the following conditions: (top) XY4
decoupling, sample prepolarized at 2 T, (middle) XY4 decoupling, prepolarized at Earth’s
field, (bottom) free precession, i.e., without XY4 pulses, prepolarized at 2 T. The red curves
indicate fitting to square- or sine-modulated monoexponential decay curves with the time
constants (top) T1 = 3.5 s and (bottom) T ∗

2 = 2.0 s.
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metal-vapor OPM inside a magnetic shield (MS-1LF, Twinleaf LLC). The OPM measures

the z-axis component, Bz, of total field using quadrature demodulation of the Hanle absorp-

tion resonance in a 87Rb vapor.30 The vapor is confined to a microelectromechanical system

(MEMS) cell of approximate dimensions 4 mm × 4 mm × 1.5 mm at a standoff distance of

3 mm from the sample chamber. The magnetic shield provides a simple and convenient way

to isolate the detector from unknown and/or time-dependent background magnetic fields.

The shield presents no additional operating constraints; indeed, it allows the apparatus to be

carried freely around the room, and placed within a few meters of an MRI scanner in back-

ground fields of several tens of mT without any need to compensate for background drifts.

For further technical details of the OPM we refer the reader to the Supporting Information,

plus past work.31 The signal shown is processed minimally, where data points during each π

pulse and up to 5 ms afterwards are excluded (where the magnetometer output saturates)

and mains-hum noise is suppressed by applying a 45-to-55-Hz band-stop filter. The solid

red curve: Bz(t) = (190 pT) × sgn(sin 20πt) exp(−t/T1) fits to the remaining data points.

The decay time constant, T1 = 3.5 s, is that of longitudinal relaxation under dynamical

decoupling in the effective zero field, inclusive of the contribution due to imperfections in

the π pulses.

The middle panel of Figure 2 shows the OPM signal when the starting magnetic field

is much lower, 50 µT or around Earth’s field, where there is no major alternation seen

above the noise background. As a comparison, the lower panel of Figure 2 shows the signal

for 2-T-prepolarized water in the absence of XY4 decoupling. Here the free-decay signal

is an exponentially decaying cosine wave Bz(t) = (190 pT) × cos(2.48πt) exp(−t/T∗
2) with

T ∗
2 = 2.0 s, corresponding to precession in the approximately 30 nT remanent field of the

magnetic shield. The precession signal undergoes faster decoherence (T ∗
2 < T1) due to

gradients in the precession field, which are otherwise decoupled under XY4.

To apply XY4 to a system of hyperpolarized 13C spins, the duration of each dc pulse

is increased by a factor γH/γC ≈ 3.97 to produce rotation angles of π and ∼4π on 13C
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Figure 3: The NMR signals recorded for 0.08 M hyperpolarized [1-13C]-pyruvate under 13C
XY4, τ = 50 ms. Upper panel Bz data are obtained after portioning the hyperpolarized
solution into two 1.0 cm3 aliquots, each stored at 5 mT and then placed sequentially next
to the zero-field OPM. Red curves show monoexponential decays with fitted decay time
constant T1(zero field) = 24(1) s. The lower panel data were obtained with a single aliquot,
by alternating 1-s acquisition periods at zero field with 8-s storage periods at 30 µT. Signal
loss in between acquisition periods is attributed to natural decay, fitted by the red curve to
T1(30 µT) = 24(1) s, which within error is equal to T1(zero field).
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and 1H, respectively. In addition to dynamically decoupling small residual magnetic fields,

this combination of angles also decouples the 13C-1H scalar (JCH) coupling interaction when

performed sufficiently quickly; τ ≪ |1/JCH|. The polarimetry technique can therefore be

applied across a wide range of organic molecules.

To demonstrate application to substances of clinical and pre-clinical relevance, we mea-

sured the OPM signal during 13C XY4 dynamical decoupling for solutions of hyperpolar-

ized [1-13C]-pyruvic acid (PA = 12CH3
12CO13COOH; 3JCH = 1.3 Hz). The samples were

prepared initially as 24 µL volumes of 0.2 wt.% OX-063 radical (GE Healthcare) and 0.09

wt.% Dotarem (Guerbet S.A., France) dissolved in neat-liquid PA (Sigma Aldrich). Each

of these were polarized at 1.4 K in a magnetic field of 3.5 T, using a commercial dissolution-

DNP polarizer (HyperSense, Oxford Instruments Ltd.) via 40 minutes of positive-lobe mi-

crowave irradiation near 95 GHz. After polarization, the cryogenic samples were dissolved

in a superheated phosphate-buffered-saline solution (4.5 cm3 in 1H2O, 10 mM Na2HPO4,

2 mM KH2PO4, 1 wt.% HEPES, 0.01 wt.% EDTA, 0.1 wt.% NaCl, 0.2 wt.% NaOH) and

ejected from the instrument at a temperature of 37 ◦C into a vial, at a final concentration of

C = 0.080(1) M.

Immediately after the dissolution process, two 1.0 cm3 aliquots of the polarized 13C sam-

ple were collected and stored in the approximately 5 mT fringe magnetic field of the DNP

polarizer. The procedure simulates a situation where fractions of a hyperpolarized sample

are inserted into an MRI scanner one after the other.15 The aliquots were then transferred

sequentially by syringe into the magnetic shield located approximately 1 m from the po-

larizer and containing the OPM and sample chamber used for the 2-T-prepolarized water

sample. A solenoid coil provided a guiding magnetic field25 of 30 µT over the syringe during

transport. For the first aliquot, the guiding field was switched off around 10 seconds after

dissolution and the XY4 sequence (τ = 50 ms) was initiated and sustained for a time of

6-7 seconds. The liquid was then removed from the apparatus by syringe, the guiding field

was switched on again, and the process repeated for the second aliquot; see Figure 3, upper
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panel. During the time at zero field, the OPM signal was recorded, also shown in the upper

panel of Figure 3. Signals were fit by a monoexponential decay envelope with time constant

T1 = 24(1) s. The time constant is remarkably long, considering that the paramagnetic

Dotarem (Gd3+) and OX-063 species were not removed from the solution. This indicates a

low seriousness of paramagnetism-induced relaxation in the zero-to-ultralow-field regime.32

One explanation could be that although Gd3+ ions remains in the liquid after dissolution,

their contact with 13C spins is minimized due to chelation in the buffered solution. The

initial amplitude of the 13C signal, furthermore, is used to provide a lower-bound value for

the polarization. Amplitudes of the signals for the first and second pyruvate aliquots, 1020

pT and 600 pT respectively, at zero decoupling time equate via Equation 2 to 13C polar-

izations of P = 12(1) % and 7(1) %, using the 190 pT reference signal amplitude for the

2-T-prepolarized water sample (Figure 2) and the other parameters as given above. The first

one is in agreement with the ex post value P = 13% calculated from the hyperpolarized vs.

thermal 13C-NMR spectra of a third 1.0 cm3 aliquot from the same batch, which was also

injected at 10.0 s into a bench-top 1.5 T NMR spectrometer (Pulsar, Oxford Instruments

Ltd.).

Sample polarimetry is not limited to one-off measurement. As the lower part of Figure 3

shows, hyperpolarized spins may be sustained across multiple zero-field measurements per-

formed sequentially. After sample injection into the magnetic shield, the field is repeatedly

and rapidly (<10 µs) toggled between the effective-zero field and a 30 µT holding field to

emulate polarization storage in ambient magnetic field. In the case shown, 8-s storage in-

tervals occur between 1-s zero-field observation windows. For [13C]-pyruvate, signal decay

occurring between windows can be fit to the monoexponential time constant T1 = 24 s,

which within error is the same as at zero field under XY4 decoupling. The observation that

the 13C T1 is unchanged across three orders of magnitude in field is not so surprising for

such a small molecule, given that paramagnetic relaxivities in aqueous solution are generally

found to be constant below 1 mT.32 We expect that the use of nonpersistent-radical polar-
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izing agents,33–36 filtration37 or other strategies to remove paramagnetic dopants from the

solution should prolong the decay time at both the storage and detection fields.

Given the growing interest in hyperpolarized MRI, a wide scope of application for the

method is envisioned. Solid hyperpolarized [13C]-pyruvate can be transported far away from

where it is produced,38,39 for instance to an MRI facility at a hospital located hundreds of

kilometers away from the polarizer.40 Nondestructive polarization measurement at the use

end using a combined dissolution-and-magnetometry device may form part of the quality con-

trol procedure carried out upon liquification. Unlike conventional NMR, our technique does

not rely upon maintaining a homogeneous magnetic field around the sample; this means that

mandatory procedures for human in-vivo application including sample concentration—via

absorption spectroscopy—and pH checks, could be measured in parallel. This may signifi-

cantly reduce the delivery time into a human body, which currently stands around 1 minute

after dissolution and incurs a substantial natural decay of the polarization.19 Hyperpolariza-

tion procedures involving chemical reactions of parahydrogen at µT fields41,42 should also be

compatible with detection via OPMs, enabling real-time in-situ monitoring (or optimization)

of polarization buildup.

Most liquid-state hyperpolarized NMR and MRI procedures focus on the study of specific

chemical sites in isotopically pure compounds (for instance, the terminal carboxyl carbon in

pure [1-13C]-PA). However, it is possible, although uncommon, to hyperpolarize and study

more than one isotopomer or compound at the same time, e.g., a solution of [1-13C]-pyruvate

and [1-13C]-butyrate43 or [13C]-urea.44 The present version of our experiment does not allow

polarimetry of two alike spin species at the same time and therefore the magnetometry

procedure would have to be performed on the component pure solutions before mixing. In

principle, isotopomer-selective π pulses that exploit the chemically specific Zeeman shifts

and/or spin-spin J couplings could be used to achieve selectivity in mixtures. Various other

schemes may also be possible, such as magnetic gradiometry of two chemically identical

samples that have opposite polarization in one of the compounds.
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As a final remark, the square-wave NMR signal may in principle be recorded at any

magnetic field, given a sufficiently sensitive detector. In this work, the nT bias field was

chosen to use a zero-field OPM of sensitivity around 10 fT/
√

Hz,31 although the technical

noise background (such as mains hum noise) is much larger, on the order of 1 pT/
√

Hz.

Miniaturized versions of zero-field OPMs are produced on a medium commercial scale45,46

for research use in magnetoencephalography47,48 and other biomagnetic imaging studies.

While these must operate in shielded environments for highest performance,49,50 other types

of OPMs and magnetic gradiometers can reach sensitivities of tens of fT/
√

Hz at ambient

field51 while also being less susceptible to background noise. In the future, these may remove

the current experimental requirement of a magnetic shield.
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S.1 Experimental detail

The magnetic field of the nuclear-spin-polarized liquid sample was detected using the experimental

setup illustrated in Figure S1 and Figure S2. Main parts of the setup are described in the following

subsections.

S.1.1 Magnetic shielding

A commercial magnetic shield was used to passively screen background magnetic fields in the lab-

oratory, up to several mT in magnitude, down to a residual of between 10 and 30 nT. The shield

comprised three concentric outer layers of MuMetal and one innermost layer of ferrite (MS-1LF,

Twinleaf LLC). The shield as receiver from the manufacturer also contained a set of XYZ printed-

circuit coils on a flexible polyimide film attached to the interior of the ferrite layer, as shown in

the Figure S1(b). These coils are normally intended to be used to supply compensatory magnetic

fields along x-, y- and z-axes to achieve zero residual magnetic field inside the shield. In the present

work, the x- and y-axis coils were used to supply the XY4 pulses (indicated in Figure 1 of the main

manuscript) and the z-axis coil (Z) was unused. Field-to-current ratios were 69 nT/mA for the X

coil and 130 nT/mA for the Y coil.

S.1.2 Atomic magnetometer

A linearly polarized 1 mW laser beam was generated by a vertical-cavity surface-emitting laser at

the 87Rb D1 transition wavelength, around 795 nm. The beam was passed through a Keplerian

telescope to adjust its width to around 3 mm and then a zero-order quarter-wave plate to generate

circularly polarized light. The light then passed into the magnetic shield through the end hole

and then through an optically dense alkali medium enclosed in a MEMS vapor cell. Cell external

dimensions were 5 mm by 10 mm by 1.5 mm and internal path length 1 mm. The cell was locally

heated to a temperature of around 150 ◦C using a resistive heater. The beam passing through

the vapor was detected outside the magnetic shield, where it was focused on a low-noise amplified

photodetector (Thorlabs model PDA36A2) and the resulting output voltage sampled using a 24-bit

analog-to-digital converter integrated circuit at 48 ksps (Cirrus Logic CS4272) interfaced with a

microcontroller (ARM Cortex M4F).

To operate the above apparatus as a magnetometer, the local magnetic field at the atomic vapor

cell was modulated by applying a sinusoidal field along the z direction of 20 nT in amplitude and

approximately 500 Hz in frequency. The field was supplied using a miniature biplanar printed-circuit

coil set[1] positioned around the cell oven, as shown in Figure S1(b) in green. During modulation,

the photodetector signal was sampled using the CS4272 and demodulated at the same frequency,

then digital lowpass filtered to produce a quadrature signal whose amplitude was proportional to

the dc bias field Bz. This field was the sum of the residual field inside the magnetic shield and the

nuclear magnetic field of the hyperpolarized sample, seen at the position the atoms.
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S.1.3 Piercing solenoid

A 10-inch-long, 10-mm-o.d., 8.5-mm-i.d. flat-bottomed glass tube was used to contain the NMR

sample during the magnetometry measurements. This was wrapped along its length with 0.15 mm

diameter enameled copper wire to form a single layer solenoid coil, which when energized supplied

a 30µT bias field along the z axis; this field ensured that the spin polarization was always parallel

to z, even when the sample was transported in and out of the magnetic shield. The bottom of the

tube/solenoid structure sat atop the magnetometer oven as shown in Figure S1(b).

S.1.4 Pulsed field control

The alternating (π)x ≡ (π/2)x(π)y(π/2)x and (π)y ≡ (π/2)y(π)−x(π/2)y composite pulses consti-

tuting the XY4 pulse sequence shown in Figure 1 of the main paper were applied via bidirectional

switching of direct current in the X and Y coils, as shown schematically in Figure S2. Current switch-

ing in both of the coils was performed using a dual-channel H-bridge circuit (Toshiba TB6612FNG

on Pololu carrier board). The logic lines of the H-bridge circuit were controlled using the M4F

microcontroller’s digital input-output and were asynchronous with CS4272 data acquisition. The

approximate duration of each π composite pulse was 50 µs on 1H for a peak current of 0.5 A.

S.1.5 Additional notes

The table-top setup involving the magnetic shield, magnetometer and control electronics was con-

structed at ICFO and transported to IBEC in the rear passenger seat of a car belonging to one of

the authors. The experiments described in the main manuscript were then performed at IBEC in

the same laboratory as a commercial dissolution-DNP polarizer (HyperSense, Oxford Instruments

Ltd.), as shown in Figure S1(a), on a vibrationally undamped table located approximately 1 m away

from the polarizer magnet. The distance was chosen so that the magnetometer would be as close as

possible to the polarizer without impeding access to its working parts.
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Fig. S1: Photographs of the experimental apparatus in use at the molecular-imaging-for-precision-
medicine group at the Catalonia Institute for Bioengineering (IBEC): (a) the nuclear spin polarime-
ter, on top of a table approximately 1 m away from a commercial dissolution-DNP polarizer. The
main visible feature of the setup is the cylindrical MuMetal magnetic shield; (b) a view of the interior
of the magnetic shield, containing the coils for XY4 pulses on a flexible printed circuit board, the
magnetometer, and a solenoid coil that surrounds the sample tube containing hyperpolarized liquid.
A schematic version of (b) appears in the lower part of Figure S2 .
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Fig. S2: Schematic view of the experimental setup for real-time nuclear spin polarimetry. The top
half of the figure illustrates the magnetically shielded portion of the setup from a vertical point of
view, down the z axis. The bottom half shows the view along the y axis, parallel to the laser beam.

S5

24


