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Storage of quantum coherences as phase labeled local polarization using magnetic

field gradients in NMR
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Long decay times were previously observed in samples such as 29Si, C60,Y2O3 by applying multi-
pulse nuclear magnetic resonance sequences to measure decoherence times. They are originated in
stimulated echoes caused by the pulse angle distributions predictable for inhomogeneously broad-
ened lines. In the present work, a detailed analysis describing how the stimulated echoes can be
exploited as quantum coherence memories is presented. We introduce a method based on field
gradients to storage coherences as polarization in a controlled way in homogeneous samples. The
possibility to keep a coherent state frozen while another part of the sample is subjected to quan-
tum operations opens new perspectives in the field of quantum information. Upon recovery of the
storaged coherences, interactions among the whole system can be turned on. However, in order to
perform quantum computation, the knowledge of the true coherence time is necessary. We applied
the proposed method to demonstrate under the stimulated echo formalism, the appropriate experi-
mental scheme that enables a quenching of the coherence storage, thus rendering a measurement of
the coherence decay time T2.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Yz, 76.20.+q , 76.60.Lz, 82.56.Jn

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, much effort has been devoted to understand
and control quantum coherence processes [1, 2] in solid
state systems. Particularly, the interest focuses in those
systems which have been proposed as possible candidates
for quantum computation [3, 4]. It has been shown that
Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR) is a very suitable
tool as a quantum dynamics simulator and quantum phe-
nomenon monitor [5–7]. For example, very interesting
works controlling the nuclear and electron spin entangle-
ment in a system of N@C60 [8] and quantum spin mem-
ories in 31P [9] have been reported.
In NMR, the spin-spin decoherence time (T2) is a char-

acteristic time that should be very well known before any
attempt of quantum computation is carried out. Only
during intervals shorter than this time the sample be-
haves as a quantum object and it is possible to perform
quantum operations such as quantum gates.
In previous reports [10, 11], we have shown that the

long decay times observed in different samples, as 29Si;
C60 and Y2O3 [12–15] by applying multipulse sequences
such as the Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill (CPMG) [16, 17],
have been misinterpreted as T2 decoherence decay times.
We were able to prove that these long decay times are
not originated in coherences but in polarization. These
pseudocoherences appear as a consequence of the forma-
tion of unexpected stimulated echoes originated in pulse
angle distributions due to inhomogeneously broadened
lines. Indeed, in all these samples, the spin-spin decay
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time measured with a Hahn echo sequence (T2HE) [18]
was about an order of magnitude longer than the free
induction decay time (T∗

2), evidencing the line inhomo-
geneity.

A similar effect arises in a system with two different
spin species, 1H and 13C, when measuring the survival
probabilities of the 13C spin subjected to trains of multi-
ple π pulses with different phases. In this case, once the
effect of the 1H is eliminated through a fast enough dy-
namical decoupling, the coherence seems to be preserved
as labeled polarization. This can be well identified by
working with different initial conditions and comparing
with the Hahn echo experiments [19].

In the present work, we exploit the understanding of
the origin of the long magnetization tails to generate the
effect in a controlled way. We show that the stimulated
echo in multipulse sequences can be used as a quantum
coherence memory. Under these conditions, quantum co-
herence can be storaged for times much longer than the
decoherence time T2HE. A method to artificially cre-
ate the appropriate conditions for the long tails to be
observed after a CPMG measurement even for homoge-
neously broadened samples, is presented. The method
uses the fact that homogeneous lines, evolving under the
influence of a field gradient, are inhomogeneously broad-
ened giving rise to stimulated echoes with the consequent
long tails.

Few years ago, a method for storage of non stationary
light fields in optically dense atomic ensembles was pro-
posed [20]. This approach to quantum memories, based
on controlled reversible inhomogeneous broadening, is re-
lated to our present realization in the NMR field.

It is worthwhile to emphasize that the long tails are not
a manifestation of long decoherence times but of a stor-
age of coherence as polarization during times much longer
than T2HE. During these long times the coherences are
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kept frozen as a passive system, i.e. they can not be
used to perform quantum operations. Nevertheless, this
“storage time” can be exploited to perform operations
over another (active) system. Upon recovery of the co-
herences from the passive system, interactions with the
active system can be turned on. The results presented
here would be useful to keep a coherent state between
a nuclear specie while quantum operations as pulse se-
quences are applied to another nuclear specie or electron
spins.
Additionally, the correct phase cycle to use in multi-

pulse sequences in order to measure the true T2 in in-
homogeneous samples is shown. This sequence, whose
result has been empirically known for a while [21–23],
should be taken as a standard to obtain a clean T2 mea-
surement. Here, we explain how the stimulated echoes
are canceled out eliminating their main effects: the long
tails.

II. THE STIMULATED ECHO AS A QUANTUM

COHERENCE MEMORY

In order to take advantage of the occurrence of the
stimulated echo, it is important to correctly understand
the processes behind it. To clarify the details, let us go
back to the simplest stimulated echo sequence:

STE :
(π

2

)

x
− τ −

(π

2

)

y
− t1 −

(π

2

)

y
− t (1)

In Fig. 1 the stimulated echo formation is schematized
using a vectorial spin model. The model provides a pic-
torial view where it can be observed that the magneti-
zation is indeed storaged as polarization and then recon-
verted to transversal magnetization. The information on
the coherence state created in the first evolution period,
τ , is conserved during t1 and refocused in the third pe-
riod at t=τ . The coherence pathways during the three
pulse sequence are also plotted at the bottom of the fig-
ure. During the first period a single coherence (p = 1)
evolves during a time τ then, this coherence is transfered
to a zero quantum coherence which remains unaffected
by the evolution until the third pulse transforms it into
a single quantum coherence (p = −1). Finally, after an
evolution period τ the evolution as p = −1 will unwind
the first evolution as p = 1 and the stimulated echo is
formed [24, 25].
Let us consider a Hamiltonian linear in the spin oper-

ators with no interactions between different spins,

H =

N
∑

j=1

δωjI
z
j . (2)

If the delta pulse approximation is taken and we con-
sider the system in thermal equilibrium before the first

pulse, the evolution of the density matrix can be written
as:

ρ(τ−) = −

N
∑

j=1

[

cos(δωjτ)I
y
j − sin(δωjτ)I

x
j

]

(3)

The expression above represents a coherent state
(transversal magnetization), which immediately after the
second pulse becomes,

ρ(τ+) = −

N
∑

j=1

[

cos(δωjτ)I
y
j + sin(δωjτ)I

z
j

]

(4)

After the second evolution period (t1), the new state
of the system can be expressed as:

ρ(τ + t1) =−

N
∑

j=1

{

cos(δωjτ)[I
y
j cos(δωjt1)− Ixj sin(δωjt1)]

+ sin(δωjτ)I
z
j

}

(5)

This expression contains the clue for the application we
are proposing. During the time t1, there is a component
of the initial magnetization storaged as non equilibrium
polarization in the Izj . This component does not evolve
during t1 under the chemical shift Hamiltonian in Eq.(2).
The above expression defines a polarization grating which
lodges in its amplitude the information of the coherent
state, i.e. the phase, of Eq. (3). The useful interpretation
is that the coherent state created during the first evolu-
tion period remains frozen as a polarization amplitude
during a long period t1. It should be noted that dur-
ing the second period the polarization in Eq. (5) is not
in thermal equilibrium (there is not a Boltzmann distri-
bution because of the δω dependence). The spin-lattice
relaxation, characterized by T1, will lead to a decay of
the polarization grating during t1.
The third

(

π
2

)

y
pulse will convert the polarization of

Eq. (5) in transversal magnetization as

ρ(τ + t+1 ) =−

N
∑

j=1

{

cos(δωjτ)[I
y
j cos(δωjt1) + Izj sin(δωjt1)]

+ sin(δωjτ)I
x
j

}

(6)

which will evolve under the linear Hamiltonian influence
as:

ρ(t+ τ + t1) = −

N
∑

j=1

cos(δωjτ)
{

cos(δωjt1)[I
y
j cos(δωjt)

−Ixj sin(δωjt)] + Izj sin(δωjt1)
}

+sin(δωjτ)
(

Ixj cos(δωjt) + Iyj sin(δωjt)
)

(7)
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FIG. 1. Stimulated echo sequence. The coherence states created during the first evolution period, τ , are storaged as z-amplitude
during t1 and then reconverted to coherence states in the evolution plane after the third pulse.

The last two terms in Eq.(7) do not depend on t1 and
gives rise to the stimulated echo at time t = τ. As can
be seen from Eq.(7), if t1=0 the sequence is reduced to
a simple

(

π
2

)

X
− τ − (π)Y − τ− Hahn echo sequence and

all the initial polarization is again at the -y axis. On
the other hand, if t1 >> T2HE, but still shorter than the
spin-lattice relaxation time, only the term that do not
depend on t1 survive and the coherences created during
the first evolution period are refocused at t= τ .

Taking into account the former results, it is easy to see
that the long tails observed because of the formation of
stimulated echoes can be interpreted as storage of local
polarization. For example, the magnetization in C60 was
storaged as polarization for times two orders of magni-
tude longer than the decoherence time (T2HE) [10, 11].

III. CONTROLLED STORAGE OF

COHERENCES

In this section, we introduce a method developed to ar-
tificially create, even in homogeneous samples, the con-
ditions under which the stimulated echoes are formed.
Then, these echoes can be exploited as quantum memo-
ries.

The system we have previously studied, C60, presents
an inhomogeneously broadened line which satisfies
T2HE ≈ 7T ∗

2 . Similar situations were observed in all the
systems that manifest long decay times when CPMG se-
quence are applied [10–12].

The key of the method is to reproduce the conditions
observed in the inhomogeneous samples, by applying field
gradients. When a field gradient, G = ∂Bz/∂z, is applied
in the direction of the static magnetic field B0z, the z
component of the magnetic field is written as:

Bz = B0 + zG. (8)

As a consequence of the field gradient presence, the
spin frequency is modified as follows:

ω(z) = ω0 + ωG(z) (9)

where ωG(z) = γGz, with γ the gyromagnetic factor.
Similarly to Eq.(2), the field gradient produces a

Hamiltonian linear in spin operators. If a strong enough
gradient is applied, the main interaction for the spin evo-
lution is:

HG = γ~G
∑

Izi zi. (10)

The presence of this Hamiltonian term causes an in-
homogeneously broadened line whose width depends on
the applied field gradient. In the polydimethylsiloxane
(PDMS) sample used here as example [26, 27], the con-
dition T2HE ≈ 7 T∗

2 is easily satisfied with a field gradient
of strength around 5 G/cm.

IV. RESULTS

In Ref. [10], we studied theoretically and experi-
mentally two different sequences derived from Carr-
Purcell [16] and Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill [17] se-
quences which produce long decay times compared to the
Hahn echo in inhomogeneous samples.
These sequences were named considering the number

of phases for the π pulses as follows:

CP2 :
(π

2

)

X
− [τ − (π)X − τ − echo−

τ − (π)−X − τ − echo
]

n
, (11)

CPMG1 :
(π

2

)

X
− [τ − (π)Y − τ − echo]

n
; (12)
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In the present work, the magnetization decay observed
by applying these multipulse sequences is compared with
the decay of a Hahn echo in a PDMS sample. If the sys-
tem is not perturbed with a field gradient, the decays
observed with the multipulse and with the Hahn echo se-
quences are the same. This is independent of the τ value
in the multipulse sequences. However, as long as stronger
field gradients are applied, longer decay times are gener-
ated by the multipulse sequences manifesting the storage
of coherences, as can be seen in Fig. 2. The results are
shown for gradient fields between 0 and 6.25 G/cm for
τ = 200 µs. In analogy to what occurs in naturally in-
homogeneous samples as C60, for a fixed gradient field,
longer decay times are observed for shorter τ values.
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FIG. 2. Remaining magnetization as a function of field gradi-
ent strength for τ = 200 µs in the CP2 sequence. The Hahn
echo and CP2 decays coincide in the absence of field gradients.

For each τ in the multipulse sequence, the magneti-
zation decay can be characterized by two very distinct
contributions. One contribution is easily assigned to the
Hahn echo and is characterized by the short decay time
T2HE and an amplitude As. The other contribution, with
amplitude Al, is originated in the coherence stored as po-
larization and is characterized by a long decay time tl.
This characteristic time depends on τ and provides in-
formation about the storage time. From a comparison
between the Hahn echo and the long tail amplitudes, an
estimative percentage of the coherence stored can be cal-
culated as Al/As × 100. In fig 3, these parameters are
shown for different field gradients. The storage time tl
was scaled with T2HE in order to emphasize the fact
that the coherence can be preserved for times an order
of magnitude longer than the decoherence time. Under
favorable experimental conditions 2τ/T2HE can be de-
creased to get a better tl/T2HE ratio (see the dependence
of tl/T2HE on 2τ/T2HE in Fig. 3). From the bottom panel
in the figure, it can be seen that for the strongest gradi-
ent applied and for the shortest τ , more than 35% of the
initial magnetization was stored as polarization and then
refocused during the multipulse sequence. This amount
can also be improved when shorter delays τ are experi-

mentally affordable.
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FIG. 3. Storaged time, tl, and percentage of coherence
stored as a function of the temporal window τ in the mul-
tipulse sequence. An enhancement of the storaged coherence
is achieved by increasing the field gradients and/or decreasing
τ .

A very important fact is observed at 2τ ≈T2HE in
Fig. 3. For those interpulse windows, the flip-flop part of
the dipolar interaction produces a “spin diffusion” pro-
cess that “homogenizes” the different precession frequen-
cies, preventing the formation of stimulated echoes and
thus, the storage of polarization. Besides, as the dipo-
lar interaction becomes operative, it will generate a non-
negligible dephasing. Thus, the assumptions performed
in our calculations, where only the chemical shifts were
considered, are not valid anymore.
Finally, we address the possibility of performing ex-

periments with multipulse sequences that do not produce
coherence storage as polarization. The four phase cycles
multipulse sequence Eq. (13), has been empirically shown
to be the the most suitable for preventing unexpected ar-
tifacts in a T2 measurement [23].

CPMG4 :
(π

2

)

x
− (τ − πy − τ − echo

− τ − πy − τ − echo

− τ − πȳ − τ − echo

− τ − πȳ − τ − echo )n (13)

In Fig. 4 a comparison between a Hahn echo and a
CPMG4 measurement with and without field gradient is
plotted.
It can be observed that the magnetization decay agrees

perfectly well for the three cases. The reason why this
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FIG. 4. Magnetization observed by applying the CPMG4
with gradient off and on compared to the Hahn Echo decay.

sequence is the appropriate to measure T2 can be un-
derstood from the stimulated echo perspective presented
previously [10]. The CPMG4 sequence does not accumu-
late magnetization contributions from the constructive
interference between normal and stimulated echoes, and
this is clearly manifested in the results shown in Fig. 4.
Even in the presence of an inhomogeneous field, long tails
are not observed when this sequence is applied.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The long tails observed when multipulse sequences as
CPMG are applied to inhomogeneous samples were as-
signed to polarization that encodes quantum coherences.
In this way the coherences are storaged for times much
longer than T2HE. It has been shown that the respon-
sible of the long tails are the stimulated echoes, formed
due to the inhomogeneity of the sample. In this paper
we showed that the stimulated echoes preserve coherent
states in the direction of the static magnetic field, then
bring them back to the plane where they are refocused
and observed. It is important to remark that the mag-
netization decay is very long because the coherences are
storaged as polarization. So, these long decays should not
be interpreted as a long decoherence time during which
quantum operations can be performed. However, this
interpretation is still very fruitful in quantum informa-
tion and can be exploited to design quantum spin mem-

ories in nuclear or electron spin systems. The main idea
presented here highlights the capability to keep coherent
states frozen while another part of the sample is sub-
jected to quantum operations an then, upon recovery of
the storaged coherences, interactions among the whole
system can be turned on. The concept introduced in this
paper was indeed indirectly exploited in Ref. [9]. There,
coherences induced in electron spins were transformed
to a coherent state between nuclear spins, storaged by
applying the CPMG1 sequence and transferred back to
electron spins.
In this work, we introduced a method to create the ex-

perimental conditions in homogeneous samples that in-
duce, in a controlled way, the stimulated echoes in multi-
pulse sequences. The method is based on the application
of field gradients that produce a frequency distribution
across the sample. This, in turn, generates a pulse an-
gle distribution that sets the conditions under which the
stimulated echoes appear. An important fact deduced
from these experiments is that the origin of the inhomo-
geneity of the samples is not relevant for the long tails
observations. Whether the inhomogeneity arises from a
random distribution of nuclear spins (as occurs for 29Si)
or on a linear dependent gradient, like the one used in
the present experiments, the consequences are the same.
Moreover, the use of suitable field gradients will allow a
more selective spatial manipulation of the quantum mem-
ories.

The method was applied to a PDMS sample, for which
we were able to perform a complete quantification of the
storaged coherences, i.e. the storage time and ratio of
coherence survival.

Finally, we applied the method to test the CPMG4 se-
quence under inhomogeneous properties. We verified the
empirically known robustness of the sequence. The true
T2 decay time can be measured under this pulse sequence
either for homogeneous or inhomogeneous samples. The
mechanism behind the correct operation of this pulse se-
quence can be understood under the stimulated echoes
interferences previously reported [10].
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