arXiv:0809.1850v2 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 19 May 2009

Optimized Multiple Quantum MAS Lineshape Simulations in Solid State NMR

William J Brouwer^{a,1}, Michael C Davis^a, Karl T Mueller^a

a Department of Chemistry, Pennsylvania State University

Abstract

The majority of nuclei available for study in solid state Nuclear Magnetic Resonance have half-integer spin I > 1/2, with corresponding electric quadrupole moment. As such, they may couple with a surrounding electric field gradient. This effect introduces anisotropic line broadening to spectra, arising from distinct chemical species within polycrystalline solids. In Multiple Quantum Magic Angle Spinning (MQ- MAS) experiments, a second frequency dimension is created, devoid of quadrupolar anisotropy. As a result, the center of gravity of peaks in the high resolution dimension is a function of isotropic second order quadrupole and chemical shift alone. However, for complex materials, these parameters take on a stochastic nature due in turn to structural and chemical disorder. Lineshapes may still overlap in the isotropic dimension, complicating the task of assignment and interpretation. A distributed computational approach is presented here which permits simulation of the two-dimensional MQMAS spectrum, generated by random variates from model distributions of isotropic chemical and quadrupole shifts. Owing to the non-convex nature of the residual sum of squares (RSS) function between experimental and simulated spectra, simulated annealing is used to optimize the simulation parameters. In this manner, local chemical environments for disordered materials may be characterized, and via a re-sampling approach, error estimates for parameters produced.

PACS: 02.70.-c, 07.05.Tp, 32.30.Dx

Key words: Nuclear Magnetic Resonance, Multiple Quantum Magic Angle Spinning, OpenMP, Sobol sequence, quasi-random numbers, simulated annealing, distribution functions, quadrupole interaction.

1 Corresponding author

Preprint submitted to Elsevier 5 May 2019

1 Introduction

Since the discovery of Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR), there has been great interest in the study of quadrupolar nuclei. These nuclei have an electric quadrupole moment Q, which couples with a non-zero electric field gradient. As a result, anisotropic frequency dependence is introduced, promoting overlap between lineshapes arising from distinct chemical sites in powdered solids and degrading resolution. This issue has been addressed over the course of time by a number of experimental approaches. Early in the development of solid state NMR, Magic Angle Spinning (MAS) [1] was proposed, which reduces or eliminates second rank interaction terms and therefore broadening associated with the first order quadrupole interaction. This interaction depends explicitly on the angle θ between sample rotor axis and the static, applied field of NMR. Attention here is restricted to first and second order quadrupole effects, each of which is a function of the second order Legendre polynomial P_2(θ). The second order quadrupole perturbation is also a function of the fourth order Legendre polynomial P_4(θ). Additionally, an appreciable second order isotropic shift inversely proportional to the Larmor frequency ω_0 occurs; the center of gravity of a quadrupole lineshape is subsequently changed from the chemically shifted value. The characteristic features of quadrupole spectra provide valuable local bonding information and hence extensive work has been devoted to both resolving individual chemical sites, as well as lineshape simulation. However, if the magnitude of the quadrupole interaction is significant, spinning sideband manifolds arising from satellite frequency transitions may still obscure spectra in one dimension [2]. Double Rotation (DOR) [3] and Dynamic Angle Spinning (DAS) [4,5] are successful in eliminating the effects of both second and fourth rank tensor terms, and thus also second order quadrupole broadening. More recently, Multiple Quantum Magic Angle Spinning (MQMAS) [6,7] and Satellite Transition Magic Angle Spinning (STMAS) [8,9,10] have become popular owing to mechanical simplicity. These procedures involve collecting data as a function of two independent time intervals in the pulse sequence [11] under Magic Angle Spinning conditions. Within the MQMAS experiment, directly observable single quantum coherence frequency transitions are correlated with multiple quantum transitions [12] and, in the case of STMAS, satellite transitions, which evolve between pulses and are selected via an appropriate phase cycle. From the center of gravity of peaks along the high resolution axis, isotropic shifts are deduced which are a function of both isotropic chemical (δ^{iso}_{cs} ) and second order quadrupole (δ^{iso}_{2Q} ) shifts. In turn, the isotropic second order quadrupole shift is a function of both the quadrupole coupling constant C_q and asymmetry parameter η_q. The importance of these quantities lies in the fact that they are functions of the electric field gradient tensor V, and thus the details of the local bonding environment:

η_q = V_{yy} − V_{xx} V_{zz} ; C_q = eV_{zz}Q ℏ . (1)

In order to unequivocally determine both C_q and η_q, simulation of experimental spectra is necessary [13]. In the case of disordered chemical environments [14,15,16,17], calculations of powdered lineshapes for MQMAS becomes a formidable task. This is due to the fact that parameters relevant to simulation take on a distributed nature [18,19]. The focus of this paper is devoted to the optimized simulation of multiple quantum magic angle spinning spectra, in the presence of low to significant disorder. This is accomplished using quasirandom numbers sampled from model distributions of isotropic chemical shift and quadrupole coupling constant. Simulated annealing is used to optimize the non-convex RSS function, and in distinction to existing simulation methods, model parameter error estimates are calculated, using the non-linear jackknife [20]. The overall process has been implemented in the C programming language with some tasks performed using the OCTAVE scripting language, and is highly amenable to distributed computing [21].

2 Theoretical background

2.1 Lineshape Simulation

Since the introduction of MQMAS experiments, there have been significant improvements in excitation efficiency and coherence transfer, for example, using Double Frequency Sweep (DFS) [22,23] and Fast Amplitude Modulation [24,25]. There have also been improvements made in sensitivity based around the inclusion of signal intensity from additional coherence transfer pathways [26,27]. The Z-filter [28] method ensures that amplitudes for echo and anti-echo pathways are co-added with equal intensity under States [29] acquisition, providing after phase correction a purely absorptive 2-D spectra. Given these improvements, particularly the latter, it is reasonable to assume that lineshapes for individual crystallite orientations may be described via traditional linear response theory [30,31,32]. Further, allowing for the possibility of contributions from both homogenous and inhomogeneous broadening processes, a complete model includes a linear combination of Lorentzian and Gaussian absorption lineshapes with broadening factors λ_2, λ_1:

F (f1, f2) = (1 − ϵ) λ_1 λ^2_1 + (f1 − f1_m)^2 λ_2 λ^2 + (f2 − f2_m)^2 + ϵ 1 2πλ_1λ_2 e (_{−(f 1−f 1m)2} 2λ21 + −(f 2−f 2m)2 2λ2 ) (2) where ϵ < 1 is a free parameter, describing the relative fraction of different lineshape functions. It is assumed for the remainder of this work that attention is restricted to symmetric transitions (eg., 3QMAS experiments) and thus devoid of first order quadrupole effects, or that first order effects are absent from satellite transitions, the latter ensured by using an accurately set magic angle. Finally, it is assumed that experiments are conducted using a rotor-synchronized F1 dimension to eliminate spinning sidebands in this dimension [33]. Under these assumptions, the indirect 2πf1_m = ω^{(2)}_{r,c} and directly detected frequencies 2πf2_m = ω^{(2)}_{−1} have the general form^2 ω^{(2)}_{r,c} = (r − c)ω_0δ^{iso}_{cs} − r − c ω_0

Ω^2_Q { A^{(0)}(I, r, c) ( η^2_q + 3 10 )

+ A^{(4)}(I, r, c)f(η_q, α, β) } , (3)

where:

A^{(0)}(I, r, c) = I(I + 1) − 3(r^2 + rc + c^2)

A^{(4)}(I, r, c) = 18I(I + 1) − 34(r^2 + rc + c^2) − 5 (4)

are spin (I) and quantum transition (r, c) dependent constants. The isotropic, second order quadrupole shift δ^{iso}_{2Q} is given by the second set of terms in equation 3 divided by the Larmor frequency ω_0, and contains the quadrupole coupling constant implicitly:

Ω_Q = [ eV_{zz}Q 2I(2I − 1)ℏ ] = C_q 2I(2I − 1) (5) The second order, quadrupolar line broadening is described by function f(η_q, α, β) [34]. This term is a function of the asymmetry parameter η_q and powder angles α, β, the latter describing the orientation between the Principal Axis System (PAS) of the electric gield gradient tensor and the rotor fixed frame: f(η_q, α, β) = 1 15120

[(−54 − 3η^2_q + 60η_q cos 2α − 35η^2_q cos 4α)

+(540 + 30η^2_q − 480η_q cos 2α + 70η^2_q cos 4α) cos^2 β

(−630 − 35η^2_q + 420η_q cos 2α − 35η^2_q cos 4α) cos^4 β] (6)

2 Frequency transitions are labeled by r and c. Owing to the dipole selection rule, directly detected frequency transitions are always such that r − c = ±1 eg., the central transition (−1/2 ↔ 1/2). Multiple quantum transitions are such that r − c ≠ ±1 eg., the triple quantum transition (−3/2 ↔ 3/2). The particular multiple quantum transition(s) correlated with the central transition in the course of an experiment are determined by the phase cycle.

This quantity is a direct consequence of the transformation between principle axis frame of the crystallite and rotor fixed frame, in terms of Wigner rotation matrices. Assuming experiments are conducted in the fast MAS limit, where attention may be restricted to the centerband, a third angle γ describing the rotor orientation with respect to the static field is unnecessary, since the static field represents a symmetry axis for spins. Throughout the course of an MQ- MAS or STMAS experiment, or via subsequent data processing, the indirect dimension frequency f1_m becomes f1^′_m = f1_m −k ×f2_m, the shearing factor k often chosen to eliminate the anisotropic frequency component and thus create a fully isotropic frequency dimension. The resultant frequency f1^′_m as well as the accompanying bandwidth may be rescaled by a factor 1/(1+k), according to one convention. For ease of comparing spectra arising from different multiple quantum experiments, this work follows the unscaled representation [35]. Note that regardless of the convention followed in presentation and analysis of spectra, the isotropic chemical shifts ultimately deduced are identical. Equation 2 is germane to a single crystallite orientation, with a particular isotropic chemical shift, asymmetry parameter and quadrupole coupling constant. A more general lineshape intensity function for a powdered solid must be weighted by crystallite angle distribution G(α, β). In addition, in the presence of disorder, the experimental lineshape is averaged due to distributed values of δ^{iso}_{cs} , C_q, η_q, described by probability density P (δ^{iso}_{cs} , C_q, η_q): I(f1, f2) = M∑ i A_i ∫ δ^{iso}_{cs} ,C_q ,η_q ∫ α,β P_i(δ^{iso}_{cs} , C_q, η_q)G(α, β)F_i(f1, f2)dαdβd[δ^{iso}_{cs} , C_q, η_q]_i (7)

where M is the total number of chemical sites and A_i the individual site amplitude. There are two basic aspects to a numerical evaluation of this five dimensional integral, including powder averaging over the crystallite orientations. In addition, contributions to the overall spectrum from random variates C_q, δ^{iso}_{cs} , and η_q are weighted by a multi-variate probability distribution function, distinct for each site. The former aspect, powder averaging in magnetic resonance, is an example of a problem in broader quantum mechanics, evaluating integrals over the unit sphere [36,37]. There exist several reviews in the literature with regard to powder averaging in magnetic resonance [38,39]. It is assumed here that the equally probable crystallite orientations within a powder have been equally irradiated, and the integral over angles is replaced by a sum:

F̄ (f1, f2) = ∑ k w_kF_k(α, β) ∑ k w_k (8) with various choices for weights w_k and angles α, β. Under this assumption, the contribution of a particular crystallite orientation to the overall intensity is proportional to dαdβ sin β ie., G(α, β) = sin β. The particular powder integration scheme used within this work corresponds to the Zaremba-Conroy- Wolfsberg (Z-C-W) method [40,41,42], where angles and weights are chosen according to:

α_k =^{2π(kMa} mod^{Na)} N_a β_k = arccos ( 1 −^{2k+1}_{Na} ) w_k = 1 (9)

with N_a and M_a chosen to satisfy M_a = F (n) and N_a = F (n + 2), where F (n) is the nth Fibonacci number, and index k = 0, 1, ..., N_a − 1 . This particular approach is considered preferable under fast MAS conditions [39] and demonstrates very good convergence versus order n.

The second major aspect to evaluating equation 7 involves averaging over isotropic chemical shift and quadrupole parameters, accomplished via Monte Carlo simulation. In general, statistical distributions may be symmetric or asymmetric. The nature of the model distribution used in the simulation is directly related to the underlying chemical and/or structural disorder. Traditional random number generators which create variates according to probability distributions are usually one of two types. They may be of the acceptance/rejection type, or rely on transformations of the uniform distribution, eg., the Box-Muller method for normal-distributed variables [43]. The latter was used here for ease of adaptation to a parallel programming environment. By creating Gaussian distributed variates, the integral of eq. 7 over the probability distribution may be converted to a summation, and the powder-averaged kernel F̄ (f1, f2) simply evaluated as a function of the variates. By the law of large numbers, Monte Carlo approximations converge to the true value in the limit as the samples N approach infinity. In reality, convergence is slow, and the error in using pseudo random numbers is O(N^{−1/2}). This situation is improved via using quasi-random numbers such as the Sobol sequence, which have an error O((log N)^mN^{−1}) for m dimensions [44]. For the purposes of this work, attention is restricted to the bi-variate (m=2) Gaussian distributions in δ^{iso}_{cs} and C_q (whose random variates are represented by x and y respectively):

P (x, y) = e^− (y−μy )^2 σ2y − 2 ρ (x−μx) (y−μy) σx σy + (x−μx)2 σ2x 2 (1−ρ^2) (10)

For each chemical site, this distribution is parameterized by site-specific values for μ_x, σ_x, μ_y, σ_y, ρ, where ρ is the correlation coefficient between chemical shift and quadrupole coupling constant only. At this stage, single values for η_q were deemed sufficient to model lineshapes. This was due to an observed insensitivity of lineshape simulation to a range of values for η_q. To summarize thus far then, each chemical site i is modeled using ten free parameters a^i: a^i = {λ^i_1, λ^i_2, ϵ^i, μ^i_x, σ^i_x, μ^i_y, σ^i_y, ρ^i, η^i_q, A^i}; i = 1, .., M (11) The integral of (7) is replaced by a double summation, in performing powder angle and parameter averaging tasks: 1 N · (N_a − 1) M∑ i A_i N∑ x,y N_a−1∑ α_k ,β_k F_i(f1, f2) (12)

where N is the total number of variates x, y for each chemical site i. These variates are sampled from a bi-variate Gaussian distribution, using the Box- Muller transformation of (Sobol) quasi-random numbers on [0,1). The powder angles α, β are chosen according to the Z-C-W scheme, as is the number of summands (N_a − 1).

2.2 Optimization

Using the theory outlined thus far, an experimental spectrum may be simulated and attempts made to optimize the simulation parameters. In reality, modeling the underlying parameter distributions implies that at least two chemical sites are used in the optimization. Figure 1 is a plot of the RSS function obtained by varying only chemical shifts in an optimization for a two site MQMAS spectrum.

Fig. 1. RSS function, sum of squared difference between simulated and experimental MQMAS spectrum, as a function of the two isotropic chemical shifts.

The surface is highly non-convex; the global minima is toward the center of the plot, within a larger area containing local minima. Simulated annealing [45] is a stochastic method for global optimization highly suited to non-convex RSS functions. The method is analogous to the metallurgical process of annealing. The application to the current problem ensures that the iterative procedure avoids being trapped within local minima; the overall algorithm applied here is as follows:

(1) RSS function or generalized energy generation, the trace of the Grammian:

E_0 = Trace {(A − B) × (A − B)^T }

where A − B is a matrix of residuals, the difference between simulated A and experimental absorption spectra B. If this is the initial step, a generalized temperature is defined T ≈ E_0 (2) Each unconstrained parameter a^i is changed by a random amount ±pΔa^i, p sampled from the uniform distribution [0, 1). The corresponding energy E_f is calculated as before.

(3) If E_f < E_0, the change is accepted, else, (4) Parameter changes are accepted or rejected in the traditional Metropolis [46] scheme, using the probabilistic factor: e^{−(Ef −E0)/T} (5) The process is repeated and the temperature lowered according to some schedule, until such time as convergence is reached.

Implicit to the algorithm is the need to choose an appropriate maximum step size Δa^i and annealing schedule. To ensure adequate search of the parameter space, Δa^i was fixed between one and two percent of the starting parameter values. The annealing schedule is more subjective and best determined via experiment. A common method involves reducing the temperature at every step by some amount δ:

T_f = (1 − δ)T_0 (13)

which requires the tuning of δ. Significant gains are made during the early stages of the algorithm, during which there is a non-zero probability for energy to increase. In order to exploit this feature, δ was set to approximately 0.5 and the schedule of equation 13 was re-set every κ steps to the current best value of energy, a process of rapid annealing and re-annealing.

2.3 Error Estimation

In order to give confidence intervals for the free parameters listed in eqn. 11 optimized in the simulation, strictly speaking the measurement or MQ- MAS experiment in conjunction with simulations ought to be repeated and statistics created from fitted data. However, owing to the considerable time multiple experiments and simulations requires, a more suitable approach to error analysis is found in statistical re-sampling [47], such as jackknifing or bootstrapping [48]. In the original jackknife approach, ϕ̄_{−j} is defined as the least squared estimate of parameter ϕ when the jth data point of n total is removed from the set. Pseudo values are created,

P_j = nϕ̄ − (n − 1)ϕ̄_{−j} (14)

with average P̄ and variance matrix V_P :

P̄ = ϕ̄_J = n^{−1 n}∑ j=1 P_j (15)

nV_P = 1 n − 1 n∑ j=1 (P_j − P̄ )(P_j − P̄ )^T (16)

In the present application, this method implies n + 1 non-linear optimizations which is still far too time consuming. Fox et al [20] propose a solution in the form of an approximate jackknife, which requires instead a single non-linear optimization, via a Taylor expansion of the least squares estimate equation for ϕ̄_j, assuming it is a stationary point for the sum of the residuals. In this method, an estimate of the variance matrix V_J is given by:

V_J = (Z^T Z)^{−1} n∑ j=1 z_j z^T_j r^2_j (Z^T Z)^{−1} (17)

where:

z_j = ∇f(x_j , ϕ) = { ∂ ∂ϕ_1 f(x_j , ϕ)... ∂ ∂ϕ_l f(x_j , ϕ) }_T ϕ=ϕ̄ (18)

Z^T = (z_1, ..., z_n) (19)

and r_j is the vector of residuals. The model as presented here consists of ten free parameters per chemical site (ie., l=10), so in the case of M chemical sites, this corresponds to the creation of a 10M × 10M variance matrix. This matrix is evaluated at best-fit parameters ā^i, using the partial derivatives of equation 7, listed in appendix A and evaluated as before via summation.

3 Implementation

The aforementioned theory was implemented in C, using a number of functions from the GNU Scientific Library (GSL), as well as the math and standard libraries. A single application was written which performs calculations of frequency equation 3, for each dimension. Further, a multiple k of the direct dimension frequency f2_m is subtracted from the indirect dimension frequency f1_m, according to the function of the shearing transformation. As stated previously, the shear factor k is often chosen to produce a fully isotropic frequency dimension and for the examples given here (spin 5/2 and 3QMAS experimental conditions) corresponded to a numerical value of 19/12. For each frequency dimension, Sobol sequences are generated and used to create bi-variate distributions of isotropic chemical shift and quadrupole coupling constant according to the Box-Muller algorithm. Powder angles are generated according to the Z-C-W algorithm. Finally, summation over powder angles, variates and chemical sites are performed using equation 12. A single OpenMP pragma was used to parallelize inner frequency loops,

#pragma omp parallel for private(h,i)

using the private declaration on loop indices to prevent a race condition occurring between separate threads. The OpenMP application programming interface is essentially a set of libraries and associated compiler directives which permits shared memory processing (SMP) on machines with the appropriate hardware. The C source was compiled using the GNU C compiler, linking the appropriate libraries:

gcc -O4 -o mqmas opt mqmas opt.c -lm -lgslcblas -lgsl -fopenmp

In order to perform optimization of the simulation parameters, the simulated annealing algorithm was implemented in an OCTAVE script, mqmasOpt.m. This allowed for tuning of heuristic parameters, particularly the annealing schedule and size of random fluctuations taken by individual parameters per iteration (set to between 2-3% of initial parameter magnitudes). In addition, parameter values corresponding to the lowest energy obtained are stored every iteration and used for occasional resets.

It is anticipated that the number of crystallite orientations required for adequate convergence in a particular simulation will increase with linewidth, which in turn is proportional to the quadrupole coupling constant. Fitting to a crystalline model compound provides a good means of determining the minimum number of crystallite orientations required for a comparable linewidth. Convergence or lack thereof is more easily observed in a crystalline system as compared to a more disordered material, which is devoid of the characteristic features. In order to test convergence of the powder averaging step for a material of interest, a^{27}Al 3QMAS spectrum of large-pore aluminophosphate VPI-5 was acquired using a 11.7T spectrometer, figure 2. To simulate the full 3QMAS spectrum without visible irregularities, 1597 angle pairs (F_{17}) were minimal for quadrupole coupling constants in the range less than 4 MHz, as exhibited by the model compound VPI-5. The Second Order Quadrupole

Fig. 2. Spectra are referenced to AlCl_3 and scaled according to the second convention of Amoureux et al [49], where indirect dimension bandwidth reflects spinning speed (a)^{27}Al 3QMAS VPI-5 spectrum obtained at 11.7T, using a Chemagnetics spectrometer and z-filter/States sequence [28]; spinning speed 10kHz, bandwidth 10kHz in each dimension, 64×1024 total points in F1 and F2 respectively. (b) Simulation of experimental 3QMAS spectrum (c)Trace along frequency f1 = 58 ppm showing experimental (lower) and simulated (upper) spectrum (d) Trace along frequency f1 = 53 ppm showing experimental (lower) and simulated (upper) spectrum (e) Integrated intensity along isotropic dimension showing experimental (lower) and simulated (upper) spectrum.

Effect (SOQE) parameters^3 as determined from the simulation for the tetra-

3 SOQE = C_q √ 1 +^{η2q}_3

Table 1 Results for simulation of hydrous albite 3QMAS spectrum Site # δ^{cs}_{iso}(Hz/ppm) C_q(MHz) η_q Rel. Popu lation μ σ μ σ 1 8035/61.7 172/1.3 3.8 1.5 0.21 0.34

2 8623/66.2 167/1.3 2.9 0.8 0.51 0.66

Table 2 Jackknife parameter error estimates for simulation of hydrous albite 3QMAS spectrum Site # δ^{cs}_{iso} (%) C_q(%) η_q (%) Rel. Popu lation (%) μ σ μ σ 1 1.1 4.8 8.1 7.8 8.6 18.0

2 0.2 1.9 1.4 1.7 0.2 4.0

hedral region of VPI-5 were 2.8 and 1.3 MHz, which compare favorably with literature values [50].

Using the same number of crystallite angles, optimized simulations were performed for the tetrahedral region within a hydrated albite sample, using 200 quasi-random samples for each of two chemical sites, drawn from two bi-variate distributions. Results are displayed in figure 3 and table 1.

The Gaussian/Lorentzian ratio, correlation coefficient and broadening constants in both dimensions were constrained to 0.5, 0, and 100 Hz respectively and 1000 simulated annealing iterations were performed. The experimental spectrum displays regions of both order (narrow, horizontal peaks) and disorder (broad, indistinct). In order to test the validity of the simulated, optimized model, jackknife parameter error estimates were determined and are presented in table 2.

The chemical site with narrow distributions (assigned here to crystalline albite, in good agreement with prior investigations by other workers [51]) has corresponding parameters with least error. This may be attributed to a number of factors, in this case most likely to the lower signal to noise ratio of the disordered region, assigned here to amorphous albite glass. For chemical sites with larger quadrupole coupling constants, there is also the possibility that due to experimental excitation deficiency, the second order perturbation frequency expression breaks down. Finally, the assumptions of a Gaussian statistical model may be inappropriate for the system in question. As mentioned

Fig. 3. Spectra are referenced and scaled as previously; (a)^{27}Al 3QMAS hydrated albite spectrum obtained at 11.7T, using a Chemagnetics spectrometer and z-fil-ter/States sequence; spinning speed 10kHz, bandwidth 10kHz in each dimension, 64×1024 total points in F1 and F2 respectively. (b) Simulation of experimental 3QMAS spectrum (c)Trace along frequency f1 = 96 ppm showing experimental (lower) and simulated (upper) spectrum (d) Trace along frequency f1 = 91 ppm showing experimental (lower) and simulated (upper) spectrum (e) Integrated intensity along isotropic dimension showing experimental (lower) and simulated (upper) spectrum.

earlier, model distributions reflect the underlying stochastic nature of bonding in a disordered material. There is significant evidence [52,53,54] to suggest that a more general electric field gradient model for disordered systems as probed by^{27}Al NMR is given by the Czjzek model [19]. Future work will be devoted to the incorporation of models such as these into the approach outlined here.

4 Summary

Theory has been outlined and an application implemented in the C programming language that permits the simulation of an MQMAS spectrum, as a function of underlying parameter distributions. This simulation relies on the use of quasi-Monte Carlo variates to promote convergence and utilizes the OpenMP library to permit execution on SMP machines. Owing to the manner in which random variates are created in the application, the program is amenable to High Throughput Computing (HTC) platforms such as Condor or PBS. In addition, an OCTAVE script implementing a simulated annealing algorithm is used to optimize the simulation, providing reliable estimates of NMR parameters. Finally, theory was outlined and implemented for providing parameter variance estimates using a jackknife approach. In conjunction with the MQMAS experiment, the application described herein enables the characterization of materials which may vary greatly in the degree of underlying chemical and structural order.

Acknowledgements

Jeff Nucciarone and the Research Computing and Cyberinfrastructure group at Penn State are acknowledged for their generous assistance and use of computational resources. Marek Pruski provided the MQMAS spinsight pulse sequence used for experiments. Dominique Massiot and Zhehong Gan kindly provided many helpful remarks regarding the preparation of this manuscript. This work has been funded via National Science Foundation grant number CHE 0535656. KTM and MCD acknowledge further funding through the Penn State Center for Environmental Kinetics Analysis, supported by the National Science Foundation through grant CHE 0431328.

Appendix A

Define:

clb_0 = −I(I + 1) + 3/4

clb_1 = −18I(I + 1) + 34/4 + 5 clb_2 = (r − c)(I(I + 1) − 3(r^2 + rc + c^2)) clb_3 = (r − c)(18I(I + 1) − 34(r^2 + rc + c^2) − 5) (20) then ∂I ∂η_q = ∂I ∂f1_m df1_m dη_q + ∂I ∂f2_m df2_m dη_q (21)

where: df2_m dη_q = clb_1y^2 15120f_0I^2(2I − 1)^2 { cos^2 β (140 cos(4.0α)η_q + 60.0η_q − 480 cos(2α))

+ cos^4 β (−70.0 cos (4 α) η_q − 70.0 η_q + 420 cos (2 α)) − 70.0 cos(4.0α)η_q

−6.0η_q60.0 cos(2α)} − clb_0y^2η_q 5f_0I^2(2I − 1)^2

(22) df1_m dη_q = −k · clb_1y^2 15120f_0I^2(2I − 1)^2 { cos^2 β (140 cos(4.0α)η_q + 60.0η_q − 480 cos(2α))

+ cos^4 β (−70.0 cos (4 α) η_q − 70.0 η_q + 420 cos (2 α)) − 70.0 cos(4.0α)η_q

−6.0η_q + 60.0 cos(2α)} + k · clb_0y^2η_q 5f_0I^2(2I − 1)^2 − clb_2y^2 15120f_0I^2(2I − 1)^2 { cos^2 β (140 cos (4.0α) η_q + 60.0η_q − 480 cos(2α))

+ cos^4 β (−70.0 cos (4 α) η_q − 70.0 η_q + 420 cos (2 α)) − 70.0 cos (4.0 α) η_q

−6.0η_q + 60.0 cos(2α)} + clb_3y^2η_q 5f_0I^2(2I − 1)^2

(23)

where k is the shear factor of the MQMAS or STMAS experiment, ∂I ∂f2_m =

A_iP_i(x, y) (f2 − f2_m)e^− (f 2−f 2m)2 2λ2 −^{(f 1−f 1m)2} 2λ21 ϵ 2πλ_1λ^3_2

+ 2(f2 − f2_m)λ_1λ_2(1 − ϵ) ( λ^2_1 + (f1 − f1_m)^2 ) ( λ^2 + (f2 − f2_m)^2

)_2

(24)

∂I ∂f1_m =

A_iP_i(x, y) (f1 − f1_m)e^− (f 2−f 2m)2 2λ2 −^{(f 1−f 1m)2} 2λ21 ϵ 2πλ_2λ^3_1

+ 2(f1 − f1_m)λ_1λ_2(1 − ϵ) ( λ^2 + (f2 − f2_m)^2 ) ( λ^2_1 + (f1 − f1_m)^2

)_2

(25)

∂I ∂λ_2 =

A_iP_i(x, y) − e^− (f 2−f 2m)2 2λ2 −^{(f 1−f 1m)2} 2λ21 ϵ 2πλ_1λ^2 + (f2 − f2_m)^2 e^− (f 2−f 2m)2 2λ2 −^{(f 1−f 1m)2} 2λ21 ϵ 2πλ_1λ^4_2

+ λ_1 (1 − ϵ) ( λ^2_1 + (f1 − f1_m)^2 ) ( λ^2 + (f2 − f2_m)^2 )

− 2λ_1λ^2 (1 − ϵ) ( λ^2_1 + (f1 − f1_m)^2 ) ( λ^2 + (f2 − f2_m)^2

)_2

(26)

∂I ∂λ_1 =

A_iP_i(x, y) − e^− (f 2−f 2m)2 2λ2 −^{(f 1−f 1m)2} 2λ21 ϵ 2πλ_2λ^2_1 + (f2 − f2_m)^2 e^− (f 2−f 2m)2 2λ2 −^{(f 1−f 1m)2} 2λ21 ϵ 2πλ_2λ^4_1

+ λ_2 (1 − ϵ) ( λ^2_1 + (f1 − f1_m)^2 ) ( λ^2 + (f2 − f2_m)^2 )

− 2λ^2_1λ_2 (1 − ϵ) ( λ^2_1 + (f1 − f1_m)^2 ) ( λ^2 + (f2 − f2_m)^2

)_2

(27)

∂I ∂ρ =

A_iP_i(x, y)F_i(f1, f2)× ( ρ (1 − ρ^2) − ρ(x − μ_x)^2 (1 − ρ^2)^2σ_x + (x − μ_x)(y − μ_y) (1 − ρ^2)σ_xσ_y + 2ρ^2(x − μ_x) (1 − ρ^2)σ_xσ_y − ρ(y − μ_y)^2 (1 − ρ^2)^2σ_y ) (28) ∂I ∂σ_y =

− A_iF_i(f1, f2)P_i(x, y) 2 (1 − ρ^2) ( 2ρ (x − μ_x) (y − μ_y) σ_xσ^2_y − 2 (y − μ_y)^2 σ^3_y )

− A_iF_i(f1, f2)P_i(x, y) σ_y (29) ∂I ∂μ_y =

− A_iF_i(f1, f2)P_i(x, y) 2 (1 − ρ^2) ( 2 ρ (x − μ_x) σ_x σ_y − 2 (y − μ_y) σ^2_y ) (30) ∂I ∂σ_x =

− A_iF_i(f1, f2)P_i(x, y) 2 (1 − ρ^2) ( 2ρ (y − μ_y) (x − μ_x) σ_yσ^2_x − 2 (x − μ_x)^2 σ^3_x )

− A_iF_i(f1, f2)P_i(x, y) σ_x (31) ∂I ∂μ_x =

− A_iF_i(f1, f2)P_i(x, y) 2 (1 − ρ^2) ( 2 ρ (y − μ_y) σ_y σ_x − 2 (x − μ_x) σ^2_x ) (32) ∂I ∂A = F_i(f1, f2)P_i(x, y) (33)

References

[1] E. R. Andrew, A. Bradbury, R. G. Eades, Nature 183 (1959) 1802.

[2] M. Maricq, J. S. Waugh, J. Phys. Chem. 70 (1979) 3300.

[3] A. Samoson, E. Lippmaa, A. Pines, Mol. Phys. 65 (1988) 1013.

[4] K.T. Mueller, B. Q. Sun, G. C. Chingas, J. W. Zwanziger, J. Magn. Reson. 86 (1990) 470.

[5] K.T. Mueller, E. W. Wooten, A. Pines, J. Magn. Reson. 92 (1991) 620. [6] A. Medek, J. S. Harwood, L. Frydman, JACS 117 (1995) 12779. [7] L. Frydman, J. S. Harwood, JACS 117 (1995) 5367. [8] Z. H. Gan, JACS 122 (2000) 3242.

[9] H. Kwak, Z. Gan, J. Magn. Reson. 164 (2003) 369. [10] S. E. Ashbrook, S. Wimperis, J. Magn. Reson. 156 (2002) 269. [11] R. R. Ernst, W. A. Anderson, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 37 (1966) 93. [12] U. Piantini, O. W. Sorensen, R. R. Ernst, JACS 104 (1982) 6800. [13] D. Massiot, F. Fayon, M. Capron, I. King, S. Le Calve, B. Alonso, J-O. Durand, B. Bujoli, Z. Gan, G. Hoatson, Magn. Reson. Chem. 40 (2002) 70.

[14] G. L. Hoaston, D. H. Zhou, F. Fayon, D. Massiot, R. L. Vold, Phys. Rev. B 66 (2002) 224103.

[15] B. Bureau, G. Silly, J. Y. Buzare, C. Legein, D. Massiot, Solid State Nucl.

Magn. Reson. 15 (1999) 129.

[16] T. Charpentier, J. Virlet, Solid State Nucl. Magn. Reson. 12 (1998) 227. [17] S. J. Hwang, C. Fernandez, J. P. Amourex, J. Cho, S. W. Martin, M. Pruski, Solid State Nucl. Magn. Reson. 8 (1997) 109.

[18] P. R. Bodart, J. Magn. Reson. 133 (1998) 207.

[19] G. Czjek, J. Fink, F. Gotz, H. Schmidt, J. M. D. Coey, J-P. Rebouillat, A.

Lienard, Phys. Rev. B 23 (1981) 2513.

[20] T. Fox, D. Hinkley, K. Larntz, Technom. 22 (1980) 29. [21] J. H. Kristensen, I. Farnan, J. Magn. Reson. 161 (2003) 183. [22] A. P. M. Kentgens, R. Verhagen, Chem. Phys. Lett. 300 (1999) 435. [23] A. P. M. Kentgens, R. Verhagen, J. Magn. Reson. 95 (1991) 619. [24] P. K. Madhu, A. Goldbourt, L. Frydman, S. Vega, Chem. Phys. Lett. 307 (1999) 41.

[25] P. K. Madhu, M. H. Levitt, J. Magn. Reson. 155 (2002) 150. [26] Z. H. Gan, H. T. Kwak, J. Magn. Reson. 168 (2004) 346. [27] N. Malicki, L. Mafra, A-A. Quoineaud, J. Rocha, F. Thibault-Starzyk, C.

Fernandez, Solid State Nucl. Magn. Reson. 28 (2005) 13.

[28] J-P. Amoureux, C. Fernandez, S. Steuernagel, J. Magn. Reson., Series A 123 (1996) 116.

[29] D.J. States, R. A. Haberkorn, D. J. Ruben, J. Magn. Reson. 48 (1982) 286. [30] R. Kubo, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 9 (1954) 888.

[31] D. F. Howarth, J. A. Weil, Z. Zimpel, J. Magn. Reson. 161 (2003) 215. [32] A. Abragam, The Principles of Nuclear Magnetism, Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1962.

[33] D. Massiot, J. Magn. Reson. A 122 (1996) 240. [34] P. P. Man, Phys. Rev. B 55 (1997) 8406. [35] P. P. Man, Phys. Rev. B 58 (1998) 2764. [36] W. Freeden, Comput. 25 (1980) 131.

[37] F. Y. Kuo, I. H. Sloan, J. Complex. 21 (2005) 196. [38] A. Ponti, J. Magn. Reson. 138 (1999) 288.

[39] P. Hodgkinson, L. Emsley, Prog. Nucl. Magn. Reson. Spectrosc. 36 (2000) 201. [40] S. K. Zaremba, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 73 (1966) 293. [41] H. Conroy, J. Chem. Phys. 47 (1967) 5307.

[42] V. B. Cheng, H. H. Suzukawa, M. Wolfsberg, J. Chem. Phys. 59 (1973) 3992. [43] H. Niederreiter, Random number generation and quasi-Monte Carlo methods, SIAM, 1992.

[44] William J. Morokoff and Russel E. Caflisch, SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 15 (1994) 1251.

[45] S. Kirkpatrick and C. D. Gelatt and M. P. Vecchi, Science 220 (1983) 671. [46] N. Metropolis, A. W. Rosenbluth, M. N. Rosenbluth, A. H. Teller, E. Teller, J.

Chem. Phys. 21 (1953) 1087.

[47] L. Mueller, Chemical exchange in nuclear magnetic resonance, PhD thesis, California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, CA, USA, 1997.

[48] J. Shao, D. Tu, The Jackknife and Bootstrap, Springer-Verlag, 1995. [49] J. -P. Amoureux, C. Fernandez, Solid State Nucl. Magn. Reson. 10 (1998) 211 . [50] J. Rocha, A. P. Esculcas, C. Fernandez, J.-P. Amoureux, J. Phys. Chem. 100 (1996) 17889.

[51] W.-H. A. Yang, R. J. Kirkpatrick, Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 53 (1989) 805 .

[52] J.B. d’Espinose de Lacaillerie, C. Fretigny, D. Massiot, J. Magn. Reson. 192 (2008) 244.

[53] G. Le Caër, R. A. Brand, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 10 (1998) 10715. [54] D. R. Neuville, L. Cormier, D. Massiot, Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 68 (2004) 5071.