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INTRODUCTION

The nuclear Overhauser effect (NOE)
which monitors the transfer of magneti-
zation from one spin to another, is criti-
cally dependent on the internuclear dis-
tance and has therefore become a pow-
erful tool for elucidation of the struc-
tures of Biomolecules. Experimental
methods for moﬁitoring these effects of-
ten use radio frequency pulses which si-
multaneously excite and/or detect sev-
eral spins at a time. If the spins are
not coherently coupled (no J coupling),
there are no non-linear effects of the
pulses, except for a scaling factor. The
non-linear effects in the presence of J-
coupling for one-dimensional NOE ex-
periments are well known(1,2). In this
paper the non-linear effects in the 2D
NOE (NOESY) experiment are anal-
ysed in detail.

The standard NOESY experiment

uses the sequence 90° —#; — 90° — 7,,, —

90° — ¢4, in which relaxation takes place
during the mixing interval 7,, . The
rate equations governing relaxation are
exactly identical to the transient NOE
experiment(3-5). It has been known
that for uncoupled spins each cross-
section in the NOESY experiment is
equivalent to a 1D transient NOE exper-
iment in which the peak corresponding
to the diagonal peak is selectively in-
verted(1). When there are J-couplings
present in the spin system, selective in-
version has to be carefully defined. Re-
cently, it has been shown that for small
values of the second pulse (90° — #; —
a — T —90° — 13 ), any cross-section
parallel to wq at frequency w; = w, 18
equivalent to a 1D difference transient
NOE experiment in which the transition
at frequency w, is selectively inverted.
This is true irrespective of the strength
of the coupling(6,7). It has also been

shown for weakly coupled spins that in
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the standard NOESY experiment, any
cross-section parallel to wy at w; = wy, is
equivalent to a 1D transient experiment
in which, the whole multiplet of which
w, 1s a part is non-selectively inverted.
When the spins are strongly coupled the
90° pulse distributes the perturbation
over all the transitions of the strongly
coupled network and the 2D NOE ex-
periment is not equivalent to any stan-
dard transient 1D experiment. In ad-
dition, the third pulse in the NOESY
experiment (the measuring pulse) mea-
sures the state of the spin system in a
non-linear manner for finite angles. As
a result it is shown here that in strongly
coupled spin systems one can obtain
‘cross-peaks’ in the standard NOESY

experiment without relaxation. The ori-

gin of these cross-peaks in terms of the
non-linearity of the second and/or the
third pulse is also discussed with the
help of an ABX spin system;
Cross-correlations between pairwise
dipolar relaxation and between dipolar
and other mechanism of relaxation such
as chemical shift anisotropy(CSA) are
known to yield a multiplet effect in J-
coupled spectra(7-11). A measurement
of this effect in one and two dimensional
f:spectra is carried out using small angle
‘pulses. Recently Osckinat et al. have

sed small angles for the second and

the third pulses in the NOESY experi-
ment and have shown that in the initial
rate approximation the effect of cross-
correlations is present in all the mul-
tiplets of an AMX spin system(7). In
their experiment the direct pumping ef-
fects and cross-correlation effects both
give rise to multiplet effects. We pro-
pose here simple modifications which al-
lows the direct pumping effects to be
absent, with the cross-correlations ex-
clusively exhibiting multiplet effects in

weakly coupled spins.

A. STRONG COUPLING
INDUCED CROSS-PEAKS IN
NOESY

The signal in a NOESY experiment
utilizing 90° —t; —a — Ty — B~ tg se-
quence in which only longitudinal mag-
netization is retained during 7, period
can be expressed as, |

S(t1,t2) =

Tr{(Fy)exp(—iHty)exp(—ifFy)
[exp(—iaF;)exp(—iHt )ezp(—i’z—if’y)
ooexp(i% Fy)exp(iH ty)exp(ialy))]
exp(Wr,, exp(ifFy)exp(iHty)} 0

where the prime indicates retention of
only the diagonal elements of the den-
sily matrix after the o pulse, W is the
matrix governing relaxation during 7,
period and oy is the initial density ma-

trix. If og is an equilibrium density ma-
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trix, then only single quantum coher-
ences are created during t; period and
since during period ¢, only single quan-
tum coherences are detected, the above
equation can be written as(7)

S(tista) = o1xamr Puxn(Bz)
eap(Wrswrn)  (2)
Prxm(oz)omxi

Prryn(7:) represents a matrix which
transforms the N populations into M
single quantum coherences by a pulse
of angle 4, . The N populations are
arranged in descending order of energy
while the M coherences represented by
vectors ayxp and opry; are arranged in
descending order of {requency. The ma-

trix Ppryn(7z) can be re-expressed as,

Pruxn(ve) = k (Fa)mxm Pz’wa ()
®3)
where k = tsin(y) and (Fy)mxm is a
diagonal matrix containing the matrix
elements of the operator F, arranged
according to oyyxp. The matrix that

transforms, M single quantum coher-

ence to N populations is the transpose

of the above matrix,

Pysxm (=) = “PJ\I/}IXN('YIB)
= —k_PNxM(’)’)(Fz)MxE\Z)

The intensity of the peaks in the
NOESY spectrum neglecting relaxation

during 7, period is given by,
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S(ui,ws) = [(Fehixul? Popsy (6)
PNxM (a) I(Fx)MxMP(S)

AB spin system

In the strongly coupled two spin sys-
tem(AB) if the coherences are arranged
in a row vector in the sequence as,

{+8}, {+a},{B+}, {o+} and the pop-
ulations in a column vector in the se-
quence {aa}, {af}, {Ba}, {88} corre-
sponding to a weakly coupled spin sys-
tem, the matrix Pyyxar(7z) is given by
eq[6].

The initial state at the beginning of
the mixing time (7,, = 0 ) in the
2D NOE experiment is calculated for
a strongly coupled two spin system us-
ing the above analysis. For the general
NOESY experiment (90° —¢; —a— 7, —
B — t3) the results are'given in Table.1.
The cross-peaks in this experiment arise
largely due to the unequal perturbation
of the various transitions of the coupled
spin system and will be present even
in a weakly coupled spin system except
when either a or 8 = 90°. The results
of the experiment when o = 8 = 90°
(Fig.1), show that there are cross-peaks
present in the standard NOESY exper-
iment even in the absence of relaxation

due to strong coupling.
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PNxM('Y)

where S

tan(260)

52 O 52 —(?
—-C%+ —u?S? u?S? Cc7—
S(1 - o) S?(1=v?)
v S? C*+ —C*— —v?S5*
S?(u? — 1) | S%(u? 1)

02 S? Cz S2

O =
< O
(oo
<

_‘0 0 O u |
(6)

Sin(y / 2) ; C = Cos(y / 2); u = Cos @ + Sin § ;v = Cos § - Sin 0 and
Jap/(64 — 65) defines the strength ofthe coupling.

Table.1.

Frequencies Intensities *(—S20S25)
Wi Wy
(1) Diagonal peaks ' ,

1-3 1-3 vi4C2C5 + 45255{u® + (u? — 1)?} — (1 — CaaCap)(1 — u?)]
3-4 3-4

1-2 1-2 u*4C2C% + 45255 {v? + (1 — v*)?} — (1 — C3aCas)(1 — v?)]
2-4 2-4 :

(2) Auto-peaks

1-3 2-4 w0 [—4S2S5%(1 — u?v?) 4+ 2(1 — CaaCap) + (1 — v*)(Caa — Cop)]
3-4 1-2

2-4 1-3 u?p [—4S255(1 — v?v?) 4 2(1 — CoaC2s) — (1 — v*)(Caa — Cop)]
1-2 3-4

(3) Cross-peaks

—.

1-3 3-4 v [—2C2C% — 28255 {u* + (u® — 1)’} + (1 — C2aCyp)0?]
3-4 1-3

2-4 1-2 ul[—-2C2C% — 25252 {v* + (1 — v?)*} + (1 — CaaCop)u’]
1-2 2-4

1-3 1-2

2-4 3-4 (u?v?[2)[4C2C% + 45252{3 — 2u?v?} — 2(1 — C34Cap)
1-2 1-3 —(u? — v?)(Caa — Cp)]

3-4 2-4

u=Cos 0+ Sin 8 ;v=Cos 8- Sin 6.

Ca: = Cos(i) ; Sai = Sin(i) ; C; = Cos(%) ; S; = Sin(%) where i = o, f and
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The origin of these cross-peaks lies in
the creation of a initial state in which
the initial perturbation is distributed
over all the transitions of a strongly cou-
pled spin system as well as due to the
non-linear measurement of the strongly
coupled spin system by the third 90°
pulse. The initial state in this experi-
ment can also be described using mag-
netization modes(12,13). For an AB
system the initial state in terms of the
magnetization modes at various cross-
sections parallel to wy is given in Ta-
ble.2. From these it is seen that the
single spin modes of both the spins are
created in each cross-section. This is the
origin of the cross-peaks in strongly cou-
pled spins. In the limit of weak coupling
(u = v = 1) each cross-section contains
only one single spin mode belonging to
the inverted spin and the cross-peaks

are absent.
ABX spin system

If there are two groups of spins which
are strongly coupled among themselves
but weakly coupled to others then it
is not a priory clear that there will
be cross-peaks between the two groups.
This is investigated here with the help
of an ABX spin syéte‘m. Fig.2 shows
the standard NOESY (a = 8 = 90° )

spectrum calculated using eqn.[5] for an
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ABX spin system with zero mixing time.
Actual intensities of the peaks in the
2D spectrum is obtained by multiply-
ing the expressions given in Table.3 with
the corresponding 1D intensities in both
w; and wy dimensions of that particu-
lar peak. From this it is seen that ev-
ery peak has a cross-peak to every other
peak. The cross-peaks in this spectrum
including those between A and B spins
and between AB spins and X spin arise
due to the strong coupling among the A
and B spins, and disappear under weak
coupling approximation. The appear-
ance of these cross-peaks needs further
investigation in terms of whether they
are due to the non-linearity of the sec-
ond or the third pulse. To investigate
this, calculations have been carried out
for the cases when the excitation pulse is
small(in the linear regime) or the detec-
tion pulse is small(in the linear regime).
The following results were noted from

-

these experiments:
(i) 90° — a — 90° Experiment

The ABX spin system has eight AB-
transitions and six X-transitions two of
which are between states which are un-
perturbed by strong coupling (the so
called pure states 1,2,7 and 8)(14). In
this system in the 90° — « — 90° experi-

ment there are no cross-peaks from the
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Table.2.

At wy w2 w13 Wy W34

<AA, >, o | —u2(1—v?) | —v*(1+u?) | —ud(1+0?) | v¥(1 —v?)

<AB, >;.—0 | —u*(14+v?) | v¥(1 -2 | —u?(1 —-2?) | —v?(1 +u?)

< AA.B, >, -0 0 0 0 0
2 2
u u
lv2 {vz
Vil | A & B | O--0-9
) | = ~(1+u®
u
o, ¢ hd ® é 0=«(1+u2v2)
w2 ®=-(1-v4
[ *
0 ¢ ®=- (1-u%)
v2 B 0 ¢ - ®:-- (1-u2v?d

(02

Figure 1. Schematic spectrum of an AB spin system calculated for the 90°—90°—90°
2D NOESY experiment with zero mixing time. The symbols represent Parxn(90°) X
Prnyar(90°), the |F,|? are given along the 1D spectra and the final intensities are

obtained using eq [5].
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V_| A1Bg | A2Bg | A3By | A4By | By By Biq B,
2
Ul 41Bs | A2B3 | A3Bs | AuB3 Bis Bas B3
2
U+ A;B2 AzBQ A382 Ay B3 B)g B,
B 2
V+ A1 B A3 By Az B Ay By By
A 2
VI A A2 Aag As
2
ugt s A2 A
uz A1z Az
+
2
V+ A
vi ui w2 v vk “2+ w2 52 1 ¢t c* 1 S
' 1))
A = B fori=11tod X, = Xg= Xy
Az] = Bz] ‘¥12 = /\'15
AB; = A;B;  foriFjandy >t Xy = Xss
AX; = =BX; fori=1to4 and Xy = Xy
A,"X,s = A,’;\fg fOTj =1to6 <X26 = ‘X56
B{ ;er = B,‘ ‘Xy'}g A 1 ‘Yl = A4 ‘XG
A]BQ = A3B4 AI‘X—g = A3‘X4
A = Az A Xy = AX
Ag)\rl = AQ.YG
Figure 2.
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Table 3. Intensities of the peaks

Peaks | Strong Weak | Peaks Strong | Weak
Coupling Coupling Coupling | Coupling
Ay | =(1+s/82) 2 | 4B s/—1] 0
Ay | —(1+ sb) -2 Aq.B, sb? —1 0
Az | —(14 sb%) -2 A3B; sb? —1 0
Ay | —(1+s/8?) -2 A4By sfb? —1 0
A12 —(1 + 8) -2 AlB;g s—1 0
A1z | —(1 + sby/b3) -2 A1 B3 sby/bz — 1 0
A14 “—(1 +S/b1b2) -2 A1B4 Sb3/b4 —1 . 0
Ags | —(1 + sbyby) -2 AgBs sbiby, —1 0
Ap | (1 +sbs/b) | -2 | AsBs s/biby—1| 0
X1 | —(a3 + ka?) 0 A1 X, a4m1u1 — agmou? 0
X2 ‘-(1 + k) -2 A1X2 [n3m1 - mzui] 0
X3 | —(a} + kal) -2 A X3 | agmau? — aymol 0
Xy | —(a} +ka?) -2 A Xy | ag[nsmy — mou?] 0
Xe | —(a? + ka3) 0 A Xg | —aq[nsmy — mau?] 0
Xiz | saz — ay 0 A Xy | —az[nymy — myv?] -0
X13 ka2a4 - aias3 0 A2X2 —[n1m1 - m2v2_] 0
Xia | kajaq — aqas 0 A X3 | —agnymy — mav?] 0
Xie | —aszaq(l + k) 0 A Xy | aimgv? — aymyu? 0
Xaz | —(ay + saq) -2 AxXe | azmyvl — agmav? 0
Xos | —(ag %+ saq) -2 As X, —[namy — myvi] 0
X | saq — a3 0 A3 X3 azlnamse — myvi] 0
X34 | —ara2(l + k) 0 AsXg | —aa[ngmy — myvl] 0
X36 ka2a3 — a104 0 A4X1 —ag[n4m2 — mlui] 0
Xy | kayas — aqay 0 Ay X, —[ngmy — mlui] 0
AsX,y ai[namg — myu?] 0

= ugu_[C; b = wvyfuy

= v [C; b = v_fu_

= upv_[/S_; by = uyfu_

= u_vy/S.; by = vyfu-

= upvgv_fus; my = ul —of

= u_vyv_fuy; my = ul —v?

= wyu_vyfv; ko= (ul4v]+ul +02)/4

= wyu_v_fvy; s = (viod +ule?)/2 ,
= Cos(0y —0_); uy = Cos(04)+ Sin(64); ue = Cos(0-)+ Sin

0-)
= S0, —0_); vy = Cos(0;)— Sin(8;); v—- = Cos(6.)— Sin(0-)




50

X transitions between pure states to
all AB transitions, while there are cross-
peaks between the other X transitions
to all AB transitions and also cross-
peaks between all AB transitions to all
X transitions. The selective inversion of
X2 or X(™) by a small angle o pulse
does not cause any perturbation of the
strongly coupled states and hence there
are no cross-peaks from these transi-
tions to all AB transitions. The 90°
third pulse mixes the X-magnetisation
unequally between all the X transitions
giving rise to the auto-peaks. On the
other hand, the selective inversion of
an AB transition perturbs the strongly
coupled states leading to cross-peaks
to X transitions between mixed states.
The non-linear detection pulse in turn
mixes the intensities of all the X transi-
tions giving rise to cross-peaks to even
the X transitions between pure states.

The spectrum is not symmetrical(15).
(i1) 90° — 90° — o Experiment

In this experiment there are no cross-
peaks between all AB transitions to X
transitions between pure states, while
there are cross-peaks to all X transitions
between the mixed states and also cross-
peaks between all X transitions to all

AB transitions. This is due to the fact
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that the second 90° pulse perturbs un-
equally all the transitions of AB as well
as the X spin. The mixed states of the
AB spins do not give directly any cross-
peak to X-pure transitions. Since the
detection pulse is a small angle pulse
it does not mix the X transitions be-
tween pure and mixed states and there-
fore there are no cross-peaks from AB
to X-pure transitions. The appearance
of cross-peaks between X transitions be-
tween pure states and the AB transi-
tions is due to the mixing produced be-
tween the various transitions of the X
spin by the second 90° pulse. This state
of the system is faithfully measured by
the detection pulse. Here also the spec-
trum is not symmetrical(15).

The results of 90° — a — 90° and
90° — 90° — a experiments are trans-
pose of each other. This is due to the
fact that Pyyxm(a,) = —Pln(og).
The conversion of populations into co-
herences and vice versa are described by

mirror operations(15).
Experimental

Experimental observation of these
cross-peaks was carried out in acetone
oriented in liquid crystal ZLI 1167.
Acetone oriented in liquid crystal is a

strongly coupled spin system of the type

- (A3Ay) with C3, @ Cs, symmetry. The
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spectra is shown in Fig.3. From this
spectrum it is clear that there are cross-
peaks from every peak to all others
within the same irreducible representa-
tion. Theoretical simulations of these
cross-peaks show a very good match
with the experimental results(6), con-
firming the existence of strong coupling
induced cross-peaks in the 2D NOE ex-
periments even in the absence of relax-

ation.

B. CROSS-CORRELATIONS IN
2D NOE

If a spin has more than one pathway
for relaxation, then there can be cross-
terms between these pathways that may
contribute to the relaxation of the spin.

For example, if there is another spin

nearby, and the mutual dipolar interac-
tion contributes to the relaxation of the
spin and if in addition the first spin has
a partial relaxation by CSA, there can
be cross-terms between the dipolar re-
laxation and CSA(16). If on the other
“hand there is a third spin contributing
to the relaxation of the first two through
dipolar relaxation then there can be
Cross-terms between various dipolar in-
teractions and between the dipolar and
CSA interactions contributing to the re-

laxation of the various spins. These

cross-terms known as cross-correlations
are often neglected in the relaxation
analysis such as those using generalized
Solomons equations(17). It turns out
that while the cross-terms may be sig-
nificant in magnitude their manifesta-
tion in a particular experiment may be
small. For example the dominant ef-
fect of the cross-terms is to make the re-
laxation of various transitions of a spin
unequal. In a given spin system or in
an experiment if these transitions are
not resolved then this dominant effect
of cross-terms is absent. This can hap-
pen for example when the spins are not
J-coupled or if one uses a 90° pulse for
measuring the intensities of the multi-
plet. In the later case the non-linearity
of the pulse yields an average intensity
over all the transitions of a spin oblit-
erating the multiplet effect and largely
the cross-correlation effects. The use
of a small flip angle for the measuring
pulse is a necessary requirement for the
observation of the multiplet effect and

in turn the cross-correlation effects in

the 1D and the standard NOESY ex-

periments(7).

In two-dimensional NOE experiment
the most significant attempts to ob-
serve the effect of cross-correlations
have been made by Bodenhausen and

his group(7,16,18-20). One of the ex-
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periments they have used is a small
flip angle NOESY experiment namely
90° ~t; —a—1, —a~1, , where « is small.
Each cross-section of the small flip angle
NOESY (NOESY 90° — a — a) is then
equivalent to a 1D differénce transient
NOE experiment in which the peak cor-
responding to the diagonal peak is se-
lectively inverted. This experiment has
both the direct pumping effects and the
cross-correlation induced multiplet ef-
fects present which are measured by the
small angle third pulse. For example the
intensities of the X diagonal and the AX
cross-peak multiplet in a weakly coupled
three spin {AMX) system, in the initial

rate approximation are given by(7),

[——9 (D2
wi X1 X2 X3 X4

Xy dy U4 by lbau
Xo | Moo dy lam Uy
Xs | Hy loame dy Uy
Xy | lam Uy s dy

s [0

A | P D Y Y
0 (&) 1 1
O I L e Y

Ag | R SR i
(7)

where X;, X,, X3, X, are the four
X transitions and Ay, Ay, Az, Ay are
the four A transitions. The expressions
for the various intensities of the peaks
are given in ref (7) except that when

the cross-correlations due to CSA and
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dipole-dipole interaction are included
Wi £ wit | Wi £ Wil and I, £ 1
where i = A, M or X. The r and p
terms signify regressive and progressive
peaks respectively. From eqn[7] it is
seen that while the cross-correlation in-
formation is contained in the small flip
angle NOESY experiment, it is coupled
with the direct pumping effects.

We propose here simple modifications

to the small flip angle NOESY (NOESY

90° — o — «). If the second or the third
pulse is made 90° then the intensities

in the initial rate approximation are ob-

‘tained as averages of the multiplets in

either w; or w, direction respectively.
This removes the direct pumping effects
from the 2D spectra. The following re-

sults are obtained.
90° — a — 90° NOESY

The intensities of the various peaks in

the initial rate approximation are given

by (})1
wii X: X Xz X4

=~ -

X 1 R1 Rl R1 Rl
X, R, R, R, R,
X 3 R3 Rg R3 R3
X4 Ry Ry Ry Ry

AT o ¢ ¢ ¢
A2 CZ C12 C2 C’2
As C: C3 Cs5 Cs
Ay | Cy Cy Cy Cy
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where
Ry = dy+ham+iiy+1,
= =2l —(ps + Ay + Ay
+6X)]Tm
R, = le‘*‘lOAM'*'lIM"Fl%A
= —201-(ps +A4x — Afyx
_6X)]Tm
Ry = dTL+loAM+l%M+l}A
= 21— (ps - Ddx +A%x
_6X)]Tm
Ry = dy+bam+l,+1,
= 21— (ps— A%y - A%y
+6X)]Tm
(9)
C = r§1) + pgx) n r§°) + p(lo)
= 2oax + A%y +6x)m
C: o= o)) el 4 pf)
= Q(GAx~A§X—5x)Tm (10)
Cs = o8+ pf) ol 4 pf)
= Q(UAX+A§X—5X)Tm
Co = 40040

Q(O‘AX — A/{X + 5X)Tm
Here p, is the rate of self relaxation of

spin X, o4y is the cross-relaxation rate

between spins A and X, 6x = Saxmx,
which gives the cross-correlation rate
between the dipolar vectors AX and
MX and A%y gives the cross-correlation
raten between the dipolar vector AX
and the CSA of spin X. The expres-
sions for the spectral density functions
for the various relaxation rates (p, o,
A, &) are given in ref(11). The inten-
sities of the various peaks in each mul-
tiplet are identical in w, dimension and
differ in w;, dimension, the differences
directly yielding the cross-correlations.
If the multiplet is resolved in the w;

Imension the difference in the intensi-

ties of the inner or the outer lines gives
the dipole—CSA cross-correlations(A’s)
and the difference between the inner and
outer lines gives the dipole-dipole cross-
correlations(§'s). The diagonal multi-
plet result is identical to the differences
in the initial rates of recovery of the
outer and inner multiplets in inversion-
recovery 1 measurements (21). How-
ever many analyses of inversion recov-
ery measurements including (21) ignore

CSA-dipole cross-correlations, while re-

taining dipole-dipole cross-correlations.

90° — 90° — o NOESY

The intensities of the diagonal and
the cross-peak multiplets in the initial

rate approximation in this case are given

by

W,
wil X X X5 Xy

o -~

Xi Ry R, Rs Ry
X2 R1 R2 R3 R4
X3 Ry R, Rs KRy
X4 Ry R, Rs Ry | (11)

Al C c C C ]

A | C C, Cy C,

Ay | G G C3 C

Ag | G G G Cp ]

where

C; = 2oax + Aﬁx +64)Tm
C? = 'Q(O'AX—AQX——(SA)T,”
C3 = Q(UAx-%AﬁX—(SA)Tm
= 20ax — Ahx +64)Tm

(12)
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Figure 3. 2D NOESY spectrurﬁ of oriented acetone recorded at 400 MHz with
Tm = 20 psec. The cross-peaks are mainly due to strong coupling. Zero- quantum
interference during 7,, was shifted out in another experiment and the residual strong

coupling peaks showed satisfactory correlation with the calculated intensities(6).
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Figure 4. Cross-sections taken from (a) 90° — 90° — 15° (b) 90° — 90° — 90° 2D
NOESY experiment with 7,, = 75 + & using a 400 MHz spectrometer. 7, was 400

msec and k was randomly varied between 10 and 1000 msec.
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From these expressions it is seen that
the intensities differ in w, and an aver-
The sec-

ond 90° pulse excites the multiplet as

“aging takes place along w; .

a whole, the correct state being moni-
tored by the small angle o pulse. The
differences in the intensities again yield
the cross-correlations except that in this
case the AX multiplet yields §x and
AXy. The diagonal multiplet has in-
tensities identical to 90° — o — 90° ex-
periment. Since in the 90° — 90° — «
experiment the intensities differ in w,
domain which is easier to resolve, this
experiment may be preferred over the
In. addi-

tion, since all the lines of a multiplet

90° — a — 90° experiment.

along w; have equal intensities, a w; -
decoupled (90° — (A + t1)/2 — 180° —
(A ~1,)/2-90° — 7, —a — t;) NOESY
experiment can replace the undecoupled
(90° — t; — 90° — 7, — a — t3) NOESY

experiment without loss of information.
Experimental

Two-dimensional NOESY experimernt
- was carried out in 2,3-dibromo propi-
i onic acid using the 90° — 90° — « se-
quence with small a(~ 15°) and a mix-
ing time of 400msec plus a random vari-
:étion from 10 to 1000msec. Soine of
€ cross-sections are shown in Fig.4.

he differences between the intensities

of various transitions of a multiplet in-
dicate the presence of cross-correlations.
Lack of any particular symmetry in
these multiplets indicates the presence
of both dipole-dipole and CSA-dipole

cross-correlations.
CONCLUSIONS

The use of 90° angle for the ex-
citation or detection pulses allows an
easier method for studying the cross-
correlations in 2D NOE experiment.
One can use either the second or the
third pulse as small angle pulse to high-
light the cross-correlation effects. In
strongly coupled spins the non-linearity
of the pulses can give rise to cross-peaks
even in the absence of relaxation. The
origin of these cross-peaks arising due
to the non-linearity of the second or the
third pulse are discussed with the help
of an ABX spin system.
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