arXiv:1912.08991v1 [physics.chem-ph] 19 Dec 2019

Decoherence in Molecular Electron Spin Qubits: Insights from Quantum Many-Body Simulations

Jia Chen^{1,2,3}, Cong Hu^4, John F. Stanton^{2,3,5}, Stephen Hill^{3,6}, Hai-Ping Cheng^{1,2,3}, & Xiao-Guang Zhang^{1,2,3}

1Department of Physics, University of Florida, Gainesville, FL 32611, USA 2Quantum Theory Project, University of Florida, Gainesville, FL 32611, USA 3Center for Molecular Magnetic Quantum Materials 4Department of Physics, University of Connecticut, Storrs, CT 06269, USA 5Department of Chemistry, University of Florida, Gainesville, FL 32611, USA 6Department of Physics and National High Magnetic Field Laboratory, Florida State University, Tallahassee, Florida 32306, USA

Quantum states are described by wave functions whose phases cannot be directly measured, but which play a vital role in quantum effects such as interference and entanglement. The loss of the relative phase information, termed decoherence, arises from the interactions between a quantum system and its environment. Decoherence is perhaps the biggest obstacle on the path to reliable quantum computing. Here we show that decoherence occurs even in an isolated molecule although not all phase information is lost via a theoretical study of a central electron spin qubit interacting with nearby nuclear spins in prototypical magnetic molecules. The residual coherence, which is molecule-dependent, provides a microscopic rationalization for the nuclear spin diffusion barrier proposed to explain experiments. The contribution of nearby molecules to the decoherence has a non-trivial dependence on separation, peaking at intermediate distances. Molecules that are far away only affect the long-time behavior. Because the residual coherence is simple to calculate and correlates well with the coherence time, it can be used as a descriptor for coherence in magnetic molecules. This work will help establish design principles for enhancing coherence in molecular spin qubits and serve to motivate further theoretical work.

Electron and nuclear spins provide a natural realization of qubits and have been identified as potential building blocks for quantum technologies.^{(1;2)} Dynamical considerations are such that electron spins hold a clear advantage in terms of operational speed,^{(3)} but suffer in terms of decoherence due to stronger interactions with their environment. Electron spins can be accessed through magnetic materials. Magnetic molecules are uniquely attractive because synthetic methodologies allow optimization of their quantum properties by tuning both the immediate coordination environment of the electronic qubit, i.e., the underlying spin-Hamiltonian, and the peripheral molecular structures that mediate interactions with the environment.^{(4;5)}

Spin dynamics can be characterized in terms of longitudinal and transverse relaxation times: T_1 and T_2 respectively. For molecular qubits at low temperatures, T_2 typically limits the number of quantum operations that can be performed before phase coherence is lost. A successful strategy to extend T_2 involves modifying the environment through dilution of the magnetic molecules in diamagnetic solvents.^{(4)} Examples of molecules with very long T_2 times that were realized in this way include [Cu(mnt)_2]^2(Ref.6) and [V(C_8S_8)]^{2 –} (Ref.7). In these dilute cases at low temperatures, experimental studies agree that the main source of electron spin decoherence involves relatively weak couplings to nuclear spins.^{(8)}

The relationship between molecular structure and T_2 was first illuminated,^{(9)} and later expanded upon^{(10)} by Freedman et al. In the earlier work, a series of four vanadyl complexes, (Ph_4P)_2[VO(C_3H_6S_2)_2], (Ph_4P)_2[VO(C_5H_6S_4)_2], (Ph_4P)_2[VO(C_7H_6S_6)_2], and (Ph_4P)_2[VO(C_9H_6S_8)_2] (see Fig. 1), with increasing distance between the magnetic vanadium ion and the spin-active hydrogen nuclei, were synthesized and T_2 was measured in dilute frozen solutions by monitoring the decay of the Hahn echo. The study found that smaller complexes with stronger electron-nuclear interactions actually had longer T_2 times. This counterintuitive result was rationalized on the basis of a nuclear spin diffusion barrier.^{(9)}

One of the first proposed spin decoherence mechanisms is nuclear spin diffusion mediated by energy conserving spin flip-flop processes.^{(11)} However, this process is suppressed for nuclear spins that are close to electron spins, because their effective Zeeman energies are significantly detuned from their neighbors in comparison to less proximate spin pairs. This region within which nuclei have limited contribution to decoherence is described by the diffusion barrier.^{(12)} Experiments with different settings have reported the sizes for barriers ranging from 3 to 17 Å.^{(13;14;15;16;17;18;19)} Because of the connection between decoherence and structure,^{(9)} a first-principles theory for spin decoherence in molecular qubits that can be connected to molecular structure is clearly a desirable research objective. Such a theory, with the promise to gain insights and to make predictions about spin decoherence, would also provide practical benefits to the experimental community.

For all four vanadyl complexes studied in this work, each molecule contains twelve distal hydrogen atoms, believed to be the main source of electron spin decoherence at low temperatures. We calculated hyperfine coupling tensors between electron spin and nuclear spins of both^{51}V and^1H using density functional theory.^{(20)} Comparison of calculations and experimental measurements of coupling to^{51}V can be found in Methods section; reasonable agreement can be achieved. Therefore, we lean on calculations for hyperfine coupling of^1H, and the results are summarized in Fig. 1. Paramagnetic spin-orbit (PSO) terms are smaller than 0.05 MHz in all cases, and are neglected in this work. Spin-dipolar (SD) interactions decay as 1/d^3, where d is the distance between the central vanadium ion and any given hydrogen atom. Meanwhile, the Fermi-contact (FC) term is insignificant for all but the smallest complex. This is to be expected since the electron spin density is mostly confined to the vanadium d orbitals. Therefore, as the V-^1H distance increases, the direct electron-proton contact rapidly diminishes. Consequently, the spin-dipole interaction dominates the results, as seen in Fig. 1, and this can be computed on the basis of the atomic coordinates.

Decoherence can be understood in terms of the dynamics of a closed quantum system that includes the central spin (the qubit) and a finite number of environmental, or bath spins.^{(21;22)} Correlations between the central spin and the bath spins result in leakage of quantum information to the environment.^{(23)} We have adopted a bottom-up approach to study this decoherence, induced by electron-nuclear hyperfine coupling in molecular qubits. Starting from a single molecule, we extend the approach to include the effects of more distant molecules with active nuclear spins surrounding the central vanadyl complex. Since the dipolar interaction is a tensorial property, the spin will evolve uniquely for different molecular orientations, i.e., the decoherence process is

Figure 1: Electron-proton hyperfine coupling as a function of V-^1H separation for the four vanadyl complexes, including the isotropic Fermi-contact (FC) interaction from B3LYP calculations and the anisotropic through-space spin-dipolar (SD) contribution. The molecular structures of [VO(C_3H_6S_2)_2]^{2 –} and [VO(C_7H_6S_6)_2]^{2 –} are shown above the data: V - pink; O - red; S - yellow; C - gray; H - white.

intrinsically anisotropic. Therefore, in order to reproduce the results of experiments performed on ensembles of randomly oriented molecules in frozen solutions, we employed an algorithm^{(24)} to sample a uniform distribution of molecular orientations. Also, initial nuclear wave functions were generated by uniformly distributed random coefficients. Results reported here are averaged over both random orientations and initial wave functions.

In this work, the dynamics of nuclear spins are simulated by solving the time-dependent Schrödinger equation, and their effects on electron spin decoherence are accounted for via the cluster-correlation expansion scheme,^{(22)} which divides decoherence into contributions from clusters of nuclear spins. The lowest order pair-correlation approximation,^{(21)} in which each cluster consists of two nuclear spins, is already able to capture the nuclear spin flip-flop process. Inclusion of larger clusters will lead to more accurate results by including correlations of more bath spins. The time dependence of electron spin coherence, which is quantified by the magnitudes of the off-diagonal elements of the reduced density matrix, is determined after forward and backward time evolution,^{(22)} in a manner that is consistent with Hahn echo measurements of T_2.^{(9)} Results of simulations using the pair-correlation approximation^{(21)} are shown in Fig. 2.

For the smaller complexes, [VO(C_3H_6S_2)_2]^{2 –} and [VO(C_5H_6S_2)_2]^{2 –} , simulations for a single molecular orientation reveal oscillating behavior, with very different oscillation amplitudes and periods for different orientations. Upon averaging over 100 uniformly distributed orientations, we find that, after an initial decay, the coherence plateaus at a nonzero “residual coherence” value. This can be understood as arising from dephasing of oscillations corresponding to different molec-

Figure 2: Decay of Hahn echo for a single molecule calculated using the pair-correlation approximation, averaging over 20 random initial wave-functions and 100 random orientations. The external magnetic field is set to 1.0 T.

ular orientations after the initial sharp decay, which essentially represents the ensemble average coherence over multiple periods of oscillations. For the larger complexes, [VO(C_7H_6S_6)_2]^{2 –} and [VO(C_9H_6S_8)_2]^{2 –} , a clear decay is seen for just a single molecular orientation, and the residual coherence decreases with increasing molecular size. The reduced coherence and the more complex oscillations for the individual orientations indicate enhanced participation of protons in the decoherence process as their separation from the central spin increases.

A direct comparison of the four complexes under study can be seen in Fig. 3. As noted above, it is clear that the decoherence is incomplete for a single molecule with just twelve protons, and that the level of residual coherence decreases as the size of molecule increases. This suggests a quantum information “leakage bottleneck”, dictated by the finite number of protons and their freedom to participate in the decoherence process. In essence, protons in close proximity to the central spin have a limited capacity to decohere the central spin. This rationalises the observed trend of T_2 seen in experiments,^{(9)} with larger residual coherence tracking longer T_2 values.

To study multi-spin correlation effects on decoherence in these vanadyl complexes, we need to go beyond pair-correlation approximation. The quantum dynamics of all twelve^1H nuclear spins in one molecule can be solved exactly via matrix diagonalization. In the cluster-correlation expansion scheme,^{(22)} the exact solution for one molecule corresponds to one cluster with twelve spins. Such exact solutions can be found in the right panel of Fig. 3. Important qualitative features of the decoherence observed from the pair-correlation approximation calculations are reproduced in the exact solutions: “residual coherence” corresponds to the plateau reached after initial decay, and the level of residual coherence decreases as the size of the molecule increases. Therefore, we will use the pair-correlation approximation to gain additional insights for larger systems. However, the residual coherence from the exact solutions is somewhat larger, especially for larger molecules, suggesting that correlations involving multiple spins must be considered in order to achieve quantitative agreement.

Since single-molecule residual coherence can be calculated from the molecular electronic structure alone using the procedure described here, and magnetic dilution can isolate molecular qubits in solutions, residual coherence can be used as a theoretical proxy for T_2 in this setting. Identifying such descriptors for surface chemical reactions and in the search for new catalysts has been a driving force for recent developments in the field of theoretical surface chemistry and catalysis.^{(25)} It is enticing to propose that residual coherence can play a similar role for molecular spin qubits. Moreover, residual coherence provides a microscopic picture for the nuclear spin diffusion barrier. After adopting diffusion barrier of 6.6Å to 4.0Å, as reported in experiments,^{(9)} we can connect residual coherence to diffusion barrier, and the value of residual coherence turns out to 0.9 in this case. Residual coherence can be viewed as a calculable measure of how much certain nuclear spins contribute to decoherence. Since it is a continuous variable, residual coherence contains more information than diffusion barrier as a single cutoff.

The effects of environmental decoherence were further studied by considering hyperfine coupling to nuclear spins outside of the molecule on which the electron spin resides. In the experiments, the vanadyl complexes were diluted in the deuterated solvents d_7-dimethylformamide/d_8-

Figure 3: Single molecule Hahn echo decay calculated for the four complexes by averaging over 20 random initial wave-functions and 100 random orientations, based on the pair-correlation approximation (left panel) and exact solution (right panel).

toluene,^{(9)} in which d_7 and d_8 signify 7 and 8 protons have been replaced by deuterons in each molecule. Thus, only the vanadyl complexes and the counter ion, Ph_4P^+, contain protons which are the most destructive nuclei for electron spin coherence. Since the negatively charged vanadyl and positively charged Ph_4P^+ counter ion experience an attractive Coulomb interaction, dilution may not be able to separate them effectively. Consequently, Ph_4P^+ provides an additional source of environmental protons that can couple to the electronic spin, and we performed further simulations to elucidate their effect.

The simplest model has one vanadyl complex and one Ph_4P^+ counter ion. We then studied the coherence as a function of the distance between Ph_4P^+ and the vanadyl. Results for [VO(C_5H_6S_4)_2]^{2 –} are shown in Fig. 4, and are representative of what was found for all four complexes. In panel (a), we see that the counter ion facilitates decoherence tremendously, with a single Ph_4P^+ at 8Å away reducing the residual coherence from 0.8 to 0.4. As we move Ph_4P^+ ion from 8Å to 12Å away from vanadyl complex, the residual coherence decreases even more. This indicates that the effectiveness of environmental molecules for decoherence has a non-linear dependence on their distance to central spin. Within a short distance, being closer actually compromises environmental molecules’ ability to decohere. As we move Ph_4P^+ farther away, decoherence shows the behavior of a two-step process. This becomes apparent when Ph_4P^+ is farther than 30Å away. After the initial decay, a recurrence is seen, and the second and much slower decoherence process commences. Initial decay is similar to the behavior of a single molecule, because inflection point can be found at the value of the residual coherence without environmental molecules. Therefore, we can conclude that the initial decay is due to nuclear spins within [VO(C_5H_6S_4)_2]^{2 –} : when Ph_4P^+

Figure 4: (a) Electron Hahn echo decay for [VO(C_5H_6S_4)_2]^{2 –} with one Ph_4P^+ counter ion after averaging over 100 molecular orientations and 20 initial wave-functions at various distances. (b) Molecular model for [VO(C_5H_6S_4)_2]^{2 –} and Ph_4P^+ at a separation of 10Å: V - pink; O - red; S - yellow; C - gray; H - white; P - orange.

is farther than 30Å, it makes no contribution to the short-time decoherence.

Observations from the simulations provide perspective regarding more effective dilution schemes to extend T_2. Since counter-ions are an important source of decoherence, it may be possible to tune or even optimize the T_2, if their proximity to the molecular qubit can be modulated by the choice of solvent. Realization of such tunability will require knowledge of the frozen solution structure. Simple options, such as using deuterated or aprotic polar solvents, can obviously still impact T_2.

To summarize, electronic structure calculations and quantum many-body simulations offer valuable insights into electron spin decoherence in vanadyl molecular qubits. Electron spins in all four complexes are localized on the V^{4+} ion. Hyperfine interaction tensors were calculated as analytic derivatives using density functional theory. Electron spin decoherence from the dominant spin-dipole interaction mechanism was studied via quantum many-body simulations based on the cluster-correlation expansion. For a single vanadyl molecule, decoherence is always incomplete; it reaches a plateau of residual coherence whose magnitude scales inversely with the distance between the electron spin and the distal^1H nuclei. Further effects of the environment on the decoherence were studied by including an additional molecular counter-ion in the simulations containing nuclear spin. The residual coherence shows a pronounced dependence on the intermolecular distances. Molecules far away generally do not contribute to short-time decoherence. Agreement between the calculated residual coherence and the trend observed experimentally suggests that the residual coherence is an appropriate descriptor for T_2 in molecular spin qubits. This is convenient, as it is a simple function of molecular electronic structure and is amenable to straightforward computational characterization. Thus, it may be that a predictive model of spin decoherence is now at hand, which clearly has profound potential for the study of molecular qubits.

Methods

1 First principle calculations of hyperfine coupling tensors

Hyperfine coupling involves the interaction between electron and nuclear spins. The corresponding interaction Hamiltonian can be written as:

H^{hf}_K = S · A_K · I_K, (1)

where S is the electron spin; I_K is the nuclear spin of nucleus K and A_K is the associated hyperfine coupling tensor. Like other interaction parameters in EPR and NMR effective Hamiltonians, the hyperfine coupling tensor can be calculated based on first principles electronic structure theories via analytical derivative techniques.^{(26)} Equation 1 suggests that the hyperfine coupling tensor can be viewed as the derivative of total energy with respect to the electron and nuclear spins. It consists of three parts,^{(27)}

A^{tot}_K = A^{SD}_K + A^{FC}_K + A^{PSO}_K , (2)

where A^{SD}_K represents the spin-dipole interaction, which is the classical interaction between two magnetic dipoles, and A^{FC}_K represents the Fermi contact interaction due to the overlap between the unpaired S electron wave-function and the nucleus. The Fermi contact interaction is isotropic, thus A^{FC}_K is diagonal. The third term, A^{PSO}_K , is a paramagnetic spin-orbit term, a relativistic effect that is usually much smaller than the spin-dipole and the Fermi contact terms.

Density functional theory (DFT) was employed to study the electronic structure, particularly hyperfine couplings, of those vanadyl complexes which are responsible for the decoherence of electron spins. Specifically, we used the quantum chemistry software ORCA^{(28;29)} to calculate hyperfine coupling tensors.^{(20)} Commonly-used exchange-correlation functionals, BP^{(30;31)}, at generalized-gradient approximation (GGA) level, and B3LYP^{(32;33;34)} at the hybrid functional level were deployed. In order to obtain accurate Fermi contact interactions, a core polarized basis set [CP(PPP)]^{(35)} was used for Vanadium and a triple-ζ basis set TZVP^{(36)} was used for other elements.

To test the calculations of hyperfine coupling for this series of complexes, we first compare results with available experimental measurements done on^{51}V. The calculated hyperfine coupling tensors between electron spin and^{51}V are listed in Table. 1. In the principal axis system, the largest component of the spin-dipole interaction is slightly larger than the Fermi-contact interaction; the paramagnetic spin-orbit term is more than an order of magnitude smaller than both the spin-dipole and Fermi-contact interaction. For the four complexes, hyperfine coupling tensors are very similar, with variations among molecules less than 10 percent. Due to the localization of the electron spin around the vanadium ions in all four complexes, hyperfine coupling is not strongly influenced by atoms outside the first coordination shell of V^{4+} ion. Since more localized electron spin tends to produce stronger hyperfine coupling with central ions, hybrid functional B3LYP gives larger coupling tensors than generalized-gradient approximation level functional BP.

Comparisons between calculation and EPR measurement can be found in Table. 2. It shows that, B3LYP underestimates the hyperfine coupling slightly; for the largest component, the discrepancy is between 10% to 20%. Since BP predicts even smaller interactions, hybrid functional B3LYP gives better hyperfine coupling tensors for the series of complexes compared to EPR measurements. In general, DFT calculations give reasonable hyperfine couplings of^{51}V. Because we do not have experimental data for^1H, we are relying on the values given by B3LYP calculations for coupling tensors of^1H.

2 Quantum Many-Body Dynamics

In this work, the electron spin is the system of interest (the central qubit) and hydrogen nuclear spins represent the environment. We aim to study the quantum dynamics without invoking additional approximations necessary for stochastic theory or master equations. Such a theory has been developed and successfully applied to quantum dots^{(21)} and other nanoscale systems, as reviewed in Ref. 37. Following the same approach, we evolve the electron spin starting from its initial state, which is assumed as a superposition state of α| ↑⟩ + β| ↓⟩. The initial wave-function for all the nuclear spins is denoted by |J(0)⟩. The nuclear spins evolve with time under a Hamiltonian that depends on the state of the electron spin. We denote the nuclear spin Hamiltonian by Ĥ^+ and Ĥ −, corresponding to the electron spin states | ↑⟩ and | ↓⟩, respectively. At a later time t, the nuclear spin wave-function is |J^±(t)⟩ = e^{−iĤ±t/h̄}|J(0)⟩. Then the coherence can be defined as the off-diagonal element of the electron spin reduced density matrix, L(t) = ρ_{↑↓}(t) ρ_{↑↓}(0) = ⟨J^−(t)|J^+(t)⟩ = ⟨J(0)|e^{iĤ−t/h̄}e^{−iĤ+t/h̄}|J(0)⟩. (3) This allows decoherence to be studied as a function of the time evolution of the nuclear spin wavefunctions.

Hamiltonians corresponding to the electron spin up and down for nuclear spins can be decomposed into three terms, a Zeeman term −γ_nŜ · B, where γ_n is the gyromagnetic ratio for^1H, an intrinsic spin-spin interaction Ĥ_{in}, and extrinsic interaction ±Ĥ_{ex}, whose sign is determined by

Table 1: Components of hyperfine coupling tensors (in MHz) for^{51}V (S=^7_2 ) of vanadyl complexes in principal coordinates Complex Method A^{SD}_{11} A^{SD}_{22} A^{SD}_{33} A^{F C}_{ISO} A^{P SO}_{11} A^{P SO}_{22} A^{P SO}_{33} [VO(C_3H_6S_2)_2]^{2 –} BP 90.1 80.1 -170.2 -140.3 -6.1 -6.4 -12.8 B3LYP 100.3 90.3 -190.6 -162.7 -7.7 -8.0 -16.8 [VO(C_5H_6S_4)_2]^{2 –} BP 82.7 81.6 -164.3 -134.4 -5.2 -5.5 -13.1 B3LYP 92.9 91.7 -184.7 -159.6 -6.6 -6.9 -17.2 [VO(C_7H_6S_6)_2]^{2 –} BP 89.7 74.4 -164.2 -134.5 -5.3 -6.0 -14.7 B3LYP 100.2 85.8 -186.1 -161.0 -6.8 -7.5 -18.8 [VO(C_9H_6S_8)_2]^{2 –} BP 87.2 75.2 -162.4 -132.9 -4.9 -5.5 -13.1 B3LYP 96.3 86.0 -182.3 -157.4 -6.2 -6.8 -16.6

Table 2: Total hyperfine coupling tensors (in MHz) for^{51}V of vanadyl complexes in principal coordinates from B3LYP calculation and EPR measurement.^{(9)} Only absolute value of calculated numbers are reported, assuming experiments can not tell sign of measured numbers Complex A^{exp}_⊥ A^{exp}_‖ (A^{calc}_{11} + A^{calc}_{22} )/2 A^{calc}_{33} [VO(C_3H_6S_2)_2]^{2 –} 125 418 75 370 [VO(C_5H_6S_4)_2]^{2 –} 120 395 74 361 [VO(C_7H_6S_6)_2]^{2 –} 129 416 75 366 [VO(C_9H_6S_8)_2]^{2 –} 129 417 73 356 the electron spin, Ĥ^± = −γ_nŜ · B + Ĥ_{in} ± Ĥ_{ex}. (4)

The intrinsic nuclear spin-spin interaction is the magnetic dipole-dipole interaction. We used secular approximation^{(38)} for this type of interaction, Ĥ_{in} = ∑ i≠j − μ_0 4π γ_nγ_nh̄ r^3_{ij} 3 cos^2 θ_{ij} − 1 2 (2Ŝ^z_i Ŝ^z_j − Ŝ^x_i Ŝ^x_j − Ŝ^y_i Ŝ^y_j ), (5)

where θ_{ij} is the angle between vector connecting spin i, j and external magnetic field B. This term can account for the spin flip-flop process since Ŝ^x_i Ŝ^x_j + Ŝ^y_i Ŝ^y_j =^1_2 (Ŝ^+_i Ŝ^−_j + Ŝ^−_i Ŝ^+_j ).

The extrinsic interaction consists of two parts, Ĥ_{ex} = ∑ i a_iS^z_i + ∑ i≠j a_ia_j 2B (S^+_i S^−_j + S^−_i S^+_j ). (6)

The first term is the Ising part of the hyperfine interaction; the second term is the off-diagonal interaction between nuclear spins mediated by the hyperfine, which has a similar origin as the RKKY interaction.^{(39)} Since the electron spin is localized on vanadium ions in these complexes, the parameter a_i can be calculated based on the distance between hydrogen and vanadium and the angle between the vector connecting hydrogen and vanadium and the magnetic field,

a_i = μ_0 4π γ_nγ_eh̄ r^3_i

(3 cos^2 θ_i − 1). (7)

The nuclear spin wave functions can be evaluated exactly for a small number of spins. Approximations are needed when we have a large environment. The pair-correlation approximation^{(21)}, which treats different spin-pairs as uncorrelated, is generally good for large systems. For small systems like a molecule, correlated motion involving more than two spins may contribute to decoherence,^{(22)} and more careful treatment may be necessary. One successful extension to include those effects is the cluster-correlation expansion method.^{(22)} In this method, contributions from larger clusters can be systematically added. The limitation is the number of spins in each cluster that we can solve exactly. Moreover, arbitrary controlling pulses can be implemented in this method by the contour-time-dependent Hamiltonian.^{(22)} Here we report calculations of Hahn echo, since this is the approach used to measure T_2 for this series of complexes in experiments.^{(9)}

3 Data availability

The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request

Acknowledgements This work was supported as part of the Center for Molecular Magnetic Quantum Materials (M2QM), an Energy Frontier Research Center funded by the US Department of Energy, Office of Science, Basic Energy Sciences under Award de-sc0019330. C.H. thanks the support from the NSF REU program under grant DMR-1852138. Work performed at the National High Magnetic Field Laboratory is supported by the NSF (DMR-1644779) and the State of Florida

Competing Interests The authors declare that they have no competing financial interests.

Correspondence Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to X-G. Z. (email: xgz@ufl.edu).

1. Cory, D. G., Fahmy, A. F. & Havel, T. F. Ensemble quantum computing by nmr spectroscopy. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 94, 1634–1639 (1997). URL https://www.pnas.org/content/94/5/1634. https://www.pnas.org/content/94/5/1634.full.pdf.

2. Gershenfeld, N. A. & Chuang, I. L. Bulk spin-resonance quantum computation. Science 275, 350–356 (1997). URL https://science.sciencemag.org/content/275/5298/350. https://science.sciencemag.org/content/275/5298/350.full.pdf.

3. Warren, W. S. The usefulness of nmr quantum computing. Science 277, 1688–1690 (1997). URL https://science.sciencemag.org/content/277/5332/1688. https://science.sciencemag.org/content.

4. Gaita-Ariño, A., Luis, F., Hill, S. & Coronado, E. Molecular spins for quantum computation. Nature Chemistry 11, 301–309 (2019). URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41557-019-0232-y.

5. Atzori, M. & Sessoli, R. The second quantum revolution: Role and challenges of molecular chemistry. Journal of the American Chemical Society 141, 11339–11352 (2019). URL https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.9b00984. PMID: 31287678, https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.9b00984.

6. Bader, K. et al. Room temperature quantum coherence in a potential molecular qubit. Nature Communications 5, 5304 (2014). URL https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6304.

7. Zadrozny, J. M., Niklas, J., Poluektov, O. G. & Freedman, D. E. Millisecond coherence time in a tunable molecular electronic spin qubit. ACS Central Science 1, 488– 492 (2015). URL https://doi.org/10.1021/acscentsci.5b00338. PMID: 27163013, https://doi.org/10.1021/acscentsci.5b00338.

8. Lenz, S., Bader, K., Bamberger, H. & van Slageren, J. Quantitative prediction of nuclearspin-diffusion-limited coherence times of molecular quantum bits based on copper(ii). Chem. Commun. 53, 4477–4480 (2017). URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6CC07813C.

9. Graham, M. J., Yu, C.-J., Krzyaniak, M. D., Wasielewski, M. R. & Freedman, D. E. Synthetic approach to determine the effect of nuclear spin distance on electronic spin decoherence. Journal of the American Chemical Society 139, 3196–3201 (2017). URL https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.6b13030. PMID: 28145700, https://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.6b13030.

10. Graham, M. J., Krzyaniak, M. D., Wasielewski, M. R. & Freedman, D. E.

Probing nuclear spin effects on electronic spin coherence via epr measurements of vanadium(iv) complexes. Inorganic Chemistry 56, 8106–8113 (2017). URL https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.7b00794. PMID: 28657714, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.inorgchem.7b00794.

11. Bloembergen, N. On the interaction of nuclear spins in a crystalline lattice. Physica 15, 386 – 426 (1949). URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0031891449901147.

12. Ramanathan, C. Dynamic nuclear polarization and spin diffusion in nonconducting solids. Applied Magnetic Resonance 34, 409 (2008). URL https://doi.org/10.1007/s00723-008-0123-7.

13. Schmugge, T. J. & Jeffries, C. D. High dynamic polarization of protons. Phys. Rev. 138, A1785–A1801 (1965). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.138.A1785.

14. Wolfe, J. P. Direct observation of a nuclear spin diffusion barrier. Phys. Rev. Lett. 31, 907–910 (1973). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.31.907.

15. Wolfe, J. P. & Markiewicz, R. S. Near-nuclei magnetic resonance of caf_2:yb^{3+}. Phys. Rev. Lett. 30, 1105–1107 (1973). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.30.1105.

16. Goldman, M. Impurity-controlled nuclear relaxation. Phys. Rev. 138, A1675–A1681 (1965).

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.138.A1675. 17. Ramakrishna, J. & Robinson, F. N. H. A transient effect in dynamic nuclear polarization. Proceedings of the Physical Society 87, 945–951 (1966). URL https://doi.10.1088/0370-1328/87/4/311.

18. Tse, D. & Lowe, I. J. Nuclear spin-lattice relaxation in caf_2 crystals via paramagnetic centers. Phys. Rev. 166, 292–302 (1968). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.166.292.

19. Tan, K. O., Mardini, M., Yang, C., Ardenkjær-Larsen, J. H. & Griffin, R. G. Three-spin solid effect and the spin diffusion barrier in amorphous solids. Science Advances 5 (2019). URL https://advances.sciencemag.org/content/5/7/eaax2743.

20. Neese, F. Metal and ligand hyperfine couplings in transition metal complexes: The effect of spinorbit coupling as studied by coupled perturbed kohnsham theory. The Journal of Chemical Physics 118, 3939–3948 (2003). URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1540619. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1540619.

21. Yao, W., Liu, R.-B. & Sham, L. J. Theory of electron spin decoherence by interacting nuclear spins in a quantum dot. Phys. Rev. B 74, 195301 (2006). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.195301.

22. Yang, W. & Liu, R.-B. Quantum many-body theory of qubit decoherence in a finite-size spin bath. Phys. Rev. B 78, 085315 (2008). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.085315.

23. Zurek, W. H. Decoherence and the transition from quantum to classical – revisited.

arXiv:quant-ph/0306072 (2003). arXiv:quant-ph/0306072.

24. Kuffner, J. J. Effective sampling and distance metrics for 3d rigid body path planning. In IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation, 2004. Proceedings. ICRA ’04. 2004, vol. 4, 3993–3998 Vol.4 (2004).

25. Nørskov, J. K., Abild-Pedersen, F., Studt, F. & Bligaard, T. Density functional theory in surface chemistry and catalysis. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 108, 937–943 (2011). URL https://www.pnas.org/content/108/3/937. https://www.pnas.org/content/108/3/937.full.pdf.

26. Helgaker, T., Jaszuski, M. & Ruud, K. Ab initio methods for the calculation of nmr shielding and indirect spin-spin coupling constants. Chemical Reviews 99, 293– 352 (1999). URL https://doi.org/10.1021/cr960017t. PMID: 11848983, https://doi.org/10.1021/cr960017t.

27. Helgaker, T., Jaszuski, M. & Ruud, K. Ab initio methods for the calculation of nmr shielding and indirect spin-spin coupling constants. Chemical Reviews 99, 293–352 (1999). URL https://doi.org/10.1021/cr960017t. https://doi.org/10.1021/cr960017t.

28. Neese, F. The orca program system. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Computational Molecular Science 2, 73–78 (2012). URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/wcms.81. https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/wcms.81.

29. Neese, F. Software update: the orca program system, version 4.0. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Computational Molecular Science 8, e1327 (2018). URL https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/wcms.1327. https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/wcms.1327.

30. Becke, A. D. Density-functional exchange-energy approximation with correct asymptotic behavior. Phys. Rev. A 38, 3098–3100 (1988). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.38.3098.

31. Lee, C., Yang, W. & Parr, R. G. Development of the colle-salvetti correlation-energy formula into a functional of the electron density. Phys. Rev. B 37, 785–789 (1988). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.37.785.

32. Becke, A. D. A new mixing of hartreefock and local densityfunctional theories. The Journal of Chemical Physics 98, 1372– 1377 (1993). URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.464304. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.464304.

33. Vosko, S. H., Wilk, L. & Nusair, M. Accurate spin-dependent electron liquid correlation energies for local spin density calculations: a critical analysis. Canadian Journal of Physics 58, 1200–1211 (1980). URL https://doi.org/10.1139/p80-159. https://doi.org/10.1139/p80-159.

34. Stephens, P. J., Devlin, F. J., Chabalowski, C. F. & Frisch, M. J. Ab initio calculation of vibrational absorption and circular dichroism spectra using density functional force fields. The Journal of Physical Chemistry 98, 11623–11627 (1994). URL https://doi.org/10.1021/j100096a001. https://doi.org/10.1021/j100096a001.

35. Neese, F. Prediction and interpretation of the 57fe isomer shift in mssbauer spectra by density functional theory. Inorganica Chimica Acta 337, 181 – 192 (2002). URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0020169302010319. Protagonists in Chemistry: Karl Wieghardt.

36. Schfer, A., Huber, C. & Ahlrichs, R. Fully optimized contracted gaussian basis sets of triple zeta valence quality for atoms li to kr. The Journal of Chemical Physics 100, 5829–5835 (1994). URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.467146. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.467146.

37. Liu, R.-B., Yao, W. & Sham, L. J. Control of electron spin decoherence caused by electron–nuclear spin dynamics in a quantum dot. New Journal of Physics 9, 226–226 (2007). URL https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/9/7/226.

38. Levitt, M. H. Spin Dynamics: Basics of Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (John Wiley & Sons, Ltd, Baffins Lane, Chichester, West Sussex PO 1UD, England, 2001), 1 edn.

39. Ruderman, M. A. & Kittel, C. Indirect exchange coupling of nuclear magnetic moments by conduction electrons. Phys. Rev. 96, 99–102 (1954). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.96.99.