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Investigating the effect of particle size distribution and
complex exchange dynamics on NMR spectra of ions
diffusing in disordered porous carbons through a meso-
scopic model

El Hassane Lahrar,a,b Céline Merlet∗b,c

Ion adsorption and dynamics in porous carbons is crucial for many technologies such as energy storage
and desalination. Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR) spectroscopy is a key method to investigate
such systems thanks to the possibility to distinguish adsorbed (in-pore) and bulk (ex-pore) species in
the spectra. However, the large variety of magnetic environments experienced by the ions adsorbed
in the particles and the existence of dynamic exchange between the inside of the particles and the
bulk renders the intepretation of the NMR experiments very complex. In this work, we optimise
and apply a mesoscopic model to simulate NMR spectra of ions in systems where carbon particles
of different sizes can be considered. We demonstrate that even for monodisperse systems, complex
NMR spectra, with broad and narrow peaks, can be observed. We then show that the inclusion of
polydispersity is essential to recover some experimentally observed features, such as the co-existence
of peaks assigned to in-pore, exchange and bulk. Indeed, the variety of exchange rates between
in-pore and ex-pore environments, present in experiments but not taken into account in analytical
models, is necessary to reproduce the complexity of experimental NMR spectra.

1 Introduction
Ion dynamics in porous carbon materials play a critical role in
several technological areas, such as energy storage and desali-
nation systems.1–4 In particular, in electrochemical double layer
capacitors, the energy is stored through ion adsorption at the in-
terface between the electrode and the electrolyte. The high power
density of these systems, largely related with the speed of ion ad-
sorption/desorption, is one their main advantages. Therefore, it
is crucial to have a fundamental understanding of how different
ions behave under confinement in order to accurately assess the
performance of porous carbons for specific uses.

Several experimental methods can be employed to investigate
the adsorption and diffusion of ions in electrolytes at the inter-
face with porous materials, such as in situ X-ray scattering5–7,
quasi-elastic neutron scattering8–10, electrochemical quartz crys-
tal microbalance11–15 and Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR)
spectroscopy.16 These methods can provide information regard-
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ing the quantity of adsorbed ions, ion fluxes and ion dynamics to
some extent.

NMR is particularly valuable for studying the properties of con-
fined species because of its nucleus sensitivity and non-invasive
nature. NMR is quantitative, which means that it can be used
to accurately determine the quantities of adsorbed ions and sol-
vent molecules, regardless of whether they are charged or neu-
tral16,17. The primary factor that enables this distinction is the
different chemical shift experienced by bulk (“ex-pore") and ad-
sorbed (“in-pore") species. Indeed, in the presence of a mag-
netic field, the circulation of delocalised π electrons in the sp2-
hybridised carbon leads to a ring-current effect18 which shifts
the feature produced by adsorbed ions to lower frequencies in
the spectrum.19–23 The shift value depends on various factors
such as the degree of graphitization and the pore size of the car-
bon21,24,25. As a first approximation the shift is nucleus inde-
pendent and can be estimated through Density Functional The-
ory (DFT) calculations on different sp2-hybridized carbon struc-
tures. Such calculations of the nucleus-independent chemical
shift (NICS) have provided valuable information about the mea-
sured spectra.24,26–29.

Regarding the shape of the NMR spectra, the presence of differ-
ent magnetic environments in porous carbons typically leads to a
variety of linewidths for the in-pore peak. The specific linewidth
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depends on the similarity between these environments, which
is often related to the distribution of pore sizes, as well as the
motion dynamics between these different environments.30,31 The
change in linewidth with different electrolytes and temperatures
can be used as a qualitative indicator of the dynamics of the ad-
sorbed species. Forse et al.32 have for example shown a corre-
lation between a decrease in temperature and an increase in the
linewidth for pure ionic liquids adsorbed in an activated carbon.
This increase in linewidth was attributed to the reduced mobility
of the ions. Nevertheless, predicting the linewidths is challenging
due to the wide variety of magnetic environments and diffusion
coefficients coexisting in the complex porous carbons.33.

It is possible to realise NMR experiments more specifically fo-
cused on ion dynamics, such as pulsed-field gradient (PFG) and
two-dimensional exchange spectroscopy (EXSY) experiments.
Such experiments allow for the determination of diffusion coef-
ficients and exchange rates.34,35 Previous PFG-NMR studies have
shown that a reduction in the average pore size induces a large
decrease in the mobility of confined species in different porous
carbons.36–39 In addition, it is known that the tortuosity of porous
materials and the variation in ion concentration due to the appli-
cation of an electric potential on the carbon have an effect on
diffusion.39,40

2D EXSY experiments are helpful to get information on the
exchange of species between different environments. Grif-
fin et al.17, Deschamps et al.23, and Fulik et al.41 all show an in-
pore/ex-pore exchange happening on the millisecond timescale in
activated carbons filled with organic electrolytes. The in-pore/ex-
pore exchange process was proposed to be composed of two com-
ponents: a “slow" component, which was attributed to the ex-
change between species that were present in the “deep" interior
region of the carbon and the bulk, and a “fast" component, which
was attributed to the exchange between species that were present
at the “surface" region of the carbon close to the bulk, and the
bulk.41

The existence of dynamical processes occurring at different
timescales suggests a possible effect of the particle size on NMR
spectra. Studies on particles of few micrometers in size re-
vealed a chemical shift averaging and a consequent change in
the linewidth24 which was not observed in experiments that used
large particles42. Few studies have systematically examined the
impact of particle size on NMR spectra. In studies on particles
of two sizes, Cervini et al.43 found an exchange peak in the ex-
pore environment. The slow and fast in-pore/ex-pore exchange
processes for large particles have lower rate constants than for
small particles, as seen by the larger peak for smaller particles.
Smaller particles have shorter diffusion pathways from the inside
to the exterior, resulting a faster exchange. Recently, Lyu et al.44

reported spectra of aqueous solutions in contact with a porous
carbon showing three main features: an ex-pore peak, an in-pore
peak and an exchange peak. The variable temperature experi-
ments are consistent with the assignment the authors propose.

Theoretically, several analytical models have been employed to
describe the exchange between two sites with different chemical
shifts45,46. However, their applicability is still limited to explain
the sometimes complex shape of experimentally measured NMR

spectra. In previous works, a mesoscopic model was developed
to enables the prediction of NMR spectra for different species dif-
fusing in a porous carbon structure.31 This model uses micro-
scopic properties from molecular dynamics simulations and DFT
calculations. Following its initial conception, the model has been
improved to investigate in situ NMR47 and more recently the par-
ticle size effect.48 In the latter case, the in-pore/ex-pore exchange
can be studied by integrating a ‘bulk region’ and a ‘particle region’
in the system. This study revealed the importance of represent-
ing a diversity of exchange rates to explain the spectral features
observed experimentally. A feature not accounted for in analyti-
cal models. Nevertheless, experimentally, the in-pore/ex-pore ex-
changes occurs between the bulk and particles of various sizes.42

The inclusion of polydispersity is essential to recover specific fea-
tures, such as the coexistence of ex-pore, in-pore and exchange
peaks in the NMR spectra.44

In this work, we introduce the possibility of having multiple
particles with different sizes in the mesoscopic model to investi-
gate the effect of the polydispersity on NMR spectra. Particles of
three different sizes and two different chemical shifts for in-pore
species are considered.

2 Methods

2.1 Overview of the mesoscopic lattice model

We used the previously developed lattice-gas model31,47–50 to in-
vestigate how the particle size distribution affects the NMR spec-
tra of species diffusing through, and in and out of porous carbons.
It is worth noting that this requires simulating a relatively large
lattice, to include many particles, which was not possible in the
implementation realised so far. The model was re-implemented
using pystencils51,52 allowing for the present study. The software,
still undergoing optimisation, will be published separately.

In the lattice model, each lattice site is either a pore or a vol-
ume of liquid for which several values need to be defined: i) the
pore size (or size of the volume of liquid), ii) the quantity of ions
in the pore, iii) the resonant frequency of the ions in this pore.
In principle, these values can be parameterised from molecular
dynamics simulations, for the quantities of ions, and from DFT,
for the resonant frequencies, but in the present work, a simplified
model with values consistent with experiments is chosen.

The diffusion of electrolyte species through lattice sites is de-
termined through an acceptance rule by which a transition from
site i to site j follows the probability:

P(i → j) =

{
exp

(
−(E j−Ei)

kBT

)
if E j > Ei

1 if E j ≤ Ei
(1)

where Ei is the energy assigned to site i, kB is the Boltzmann con-
stant and T is temperature of the system. A transition from a site
i, characterized by a higher energy level, to a site j, characterized
by a lower energy level, will always take place. The probability
of the reverse transition decreases as the difference between the
energies of the two sites, Ei −E j , increases.

The transition probability can be reduced by a factor αi j to slow

down diffusion. This factor is defined as αi j = exp(−Ea(i j)
kBT ), where

Ea(i j) is the energy barrier that determines the transitions be-
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tween lattice sites i and j. While this will be used in future works
to include different dynamics in the bulk and in the particles, we
set αi j to 1 for all transitions to facilitate the interpretation of the
results for this first study.

In the simulations conducted here, the lattice sites are assigned
as bulk / ex-pore or particle / in-pore based on their positions in
the system. The particles are considered spherical and are dis-
tributed randomly across the lattice. All sites that are within the
radius of a given particle are particle sites. All other sites are
considered to be bulk electrolyte. Figure 1 illustrates the lattice
model of a single carbon particle surrounded by bulk electrolyte.

Fig. 1 Scheme of the single carbon particle lattice model. A carbon
particle with a radius equal to 7 lattice units (in blue) is surrounded by
the bulk electrolyte (in green) for a 30×30×30 lattice. Note that the
actual lattice size used in this work is 100×100×100.

For this first investigation, all lattice sites have the same size
and contain the same quantity of ions. As a result, the ions dif-
fuse homogeneously across the entire lattice. To determine the
effect of in-pore/ex-pore exchange on the NMR spectra, different
resonance frequencies are assigned to the particle and bulk sites.
Since, as a first approximation, the chemical shifts observed are
independent of the nucleus considered, the important quantity is
the different between the bulk and in-pore chemical shifts, ∆ω.
The chemical shift of the bulk sites is chosen to be 0 ppm while
the chemical shift of the particle sites is either -5 ppm or -10 ppm.

In experimental works,53 the chemical shifts observed for a
range of electrolytes and carbons are between -2 ppm and -
11 ppm, with most values around -5 ppm. The two values chosen
here correspond to a value quite close to the average and one
close to the extreme which allow us to probe the influence of the
distance between the bulk and in-pore magnetic environments on
the NMR spectra. It is worth noting that in real systems a distri-
bution of environments would exist. Including such distribution
is out of scope of the current work but will be explored in the

future.

The NMR spectra calculations are done considering the Larmor
frequency of 19F with a 300 MHz spectrometer, i.e. 282 MHz.
Indeed, 19F NMR is often used to probe electrolyte ions such as
BF−4 or PF−6 . In the remainder of this article, we will use the
words “ions" and “species" interchangeably as the calculations re-
alised here do not correspond to specific carbon materials and
electrolytes.

2.2 Specific systems studied

In this work, for a lattice size of 100×100×100, two types of
configurations have been considered.

• In the “same-size" configuration (see Figure 2a), the carbon
particles all have the same size. The radii chosen for this
configuration are 4, 9 and 15 lattice units.

• In the “different-size" configuration(see Figure 2b), the par-
ticles have two different sizes. The combinations used are
[4-15] and [9-15] lattice units.

We note that in all systems the particles occupy 27% of the total
volume. The exact numbers of particles considered for all systems
are provided in Table 1.

Fig. 2 Illustration of the systems studied for a) the same-size and b) the
different-size configurations. Carbon particles are represented in blue,
the bulk electrolyte in green, and in-pore/ex-pore exchange regions in
purple. The real numbers of particles are given in Table 1.

All simulations reported have been performed using 50,000
steps with a timestep of 5 µs, these settings are adequate to see
a complete decay of the free induction decay signal31,47–49. To
modify the ion dynamics, we modify the correlation time, i.e. the
residence time of ions in a given site. We investigate values of τ

equal to 5 ms, 2.5 ms, 1.67 ms, 1.25 ms and 1 ms.
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Table 1 Numbers of particles considered for all systems studied.

System Size 4 Size 9 Size 15
4 1000 – –
9 – 88 –
15 – – 19

4-15 315 – 13
9-15 – 28 13

3 Results and discussion

3.1 NMR spectra for monodisperse systems
We first focus on monodisperse systems to explore the effect of
particle size and exchange dynamics on the NMR spectra. Fig-
ure 3 shows the spectra obtained for the three different particle
sizes when the chemical shift of in-pore species is -5 ppm. Peaks at
this position are indeed often seen in experimental NMR spectra
of various electrolytes in contact with porous carbon materials.53

It is very clear from Figure 3 that, as expected, both the parti-
cle size and ion dynamics have a large effect on the NMR spectra.
In all spectra, either one or two peaks are observed. When there
are two peaks, the position of the peak assigned to the bulk elec-
trolyte is almost unchanged in all spectra.

For the smallest particle size, equal to 4 lattice units, the spectra
show a single peak located at approximately -1.3 ppm. This is
consistent with the fact that this system is in the fast regime, i.e.
the effective exchange rate between in-pore and ex-pore species is
faster than 2π∆ω/2

√
2 which means that the in-pore and ex-pore

peaks are coalesced. It is worth noting that -1.3 ppm is close to
the -1.35 ppm value expected from the fact that particles occupy
27% of the lattice volume.

For the largest particle of size 15, when the species diffuse
slowly enough, for correlation times larger than 2.5 ms, an in-
pore peak can be clearly identified. For faster ion dynamics, the
peak shifts towards larger frequencies and is partially hidden un-
der the bulk electrolyte peak. It is worth noting that the linewidth
of the bulk electrolyte peak increases when ion diffusion is faster,
in agreement with the system getting closer to a full coalescence.

For the intermediate particle size, equal to 9, there are always
two peaks in the spectra but the position of the peak which does
not correspond to the bulk species changes dramatically between
the cases where τ equals 5.00 ms and 2.50 ms. For correlation
times smaller than 2.50 ms, the position of the peak at smaller
frequencies is approximately -1.8 ppm. This value is closer to
the -1.35 ppm, expected for a system in the fast regime, than to
-5.00 ppm which would be observed in the slow exchange regime.

These first observations with monodisperse systems already
show the complexity of predicting the NMR spectra for a system
with several particles. Indeed, in this precise case, while the in-
pore chemical shift is always -5 ppm and the in-pore sites always
occupy 27% of the volume, the shape of the NMR spectra differ
importantly. Moreover, in the case of relatively small particles,
the existence of two peaks in the spectra could lead to a wrong
assignment where the “exchange" peak is thought to be an “in-

Fig. 3 NMR spectra calculated for the “same-size" configuration, for
an in-pore chemical shift of -5 ppm for all particle sizes and correlation
times.

pore" peak.
Figure 4 shows the spectra obtained for the three different par-

ticle sizes when the chemical shift of in-pore species is -10 ppm.
Peaks at this position are not often seen in experimental NMR
spectra but correspond to some of the largest values reported53

and allow us to probe the effect of ∆ω on the spectra.
For the smallest particle size 4, the spectra again show only a

single peak. However, in contrast with the case with ∆ω equal to
-5 ppm, the position and linewidth of this peak is varying more
dramatically with the correlation time. This indicates that the
system is closer to the coalescence point, in agreement with a
larger coalescence exchange rate when ∆ω increases by a factor
of 2.

For the largest particle size 15, while the linewidth becomes
quite large for correlation times smaller than 2.50 ms, the posi-
tion of the peak at small frequencies is always closer to -10 ppm
than to -2.7 ppm expected for a fully coalesced system.

For the intermediate particle size 9, the two-peak spectra again
show a dramatic shift of the position of the peak at lower frequen-
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Fig. 4 NMR spectra calculated for the “same-size" configuration, for an
in-pore chemical shift of -10 ppm for all particle sizes and correlation
times.

cies indicating that the assignment of this peak should change
from in-pore to exchange peak when the ion dynamics increase.

Overall, apart from the case of the largest particle size, the
qualitative features observed between the spectra obtained with
∆ω equal to -5 ppm and -10 ppm are not very different. Figure 5
shows the peak positions observed for the non-bulk peak. This
figure confirms that the spectra show a similar behaviour for the
two values of ∆ω and that the non-bulk should sometimes be as-
signed to an exchange peak rather than an in-pore peak.

Interestingly, even with monodisperse systems and without fo-
cusing on a specific carbon / electrolyte system, the resulting
spectra are consistent with published data23,42,44,53,54 sometimes
showing co-existing broad and narrow peaks.

3.2 Effect of polydispersity on NMR spectra
We now turn to the case of polydisperse systems in which particles
of two different sizes are included. Figures 6 and 7 show the NMR
spectra obtained for the 4-15 and 9-15 systems with different ∆ω

and correlation times. Similarly to the case of monodisperse sys-
tems, the value of ∆ω does not change fundamentally the peaks
observed in the spectra calculated.

Fig. 5 Peak positions of the non-bulk component of the NMR spectra
for the “same-size" systems for a particle chemical shift of a) -5 ppm and
b) -10 ppm for all particle sizes and correlation times.

Very interestingly, in the case of the 4-15 system, it is possible
to observe three peaks in the simulated spectrum. This had been
observed experimentally44,54 but, to the best of our knowledge,
it is the first time that this has been simulating through a model
of ion diffusion in carbon particles. In this system, the large dif-
ference in size between the small and the large particles allow
for a clear distinction between the in-pore and exchange peaks.
Indeed, the effective exchange rate for small particles is much
higher than the ones for large particles leading to a fast exchange
and slow exchange regime co-existing.

In the case of the 9-15 system, the spectra sometimes very
broad peaks which can be hard to fit experimentally. In this sys-
tem, the smaller difference in size between the two types of par-
ticles leads to a different behaviour.

It is worth noting that while the peaks observed are similar
between the spectra with in-pore chemical shifts of -5 ppm and
-10 ppm, the precise shape of the spectra can differ. In particular,
the relative heights and linewidths of the peaks can change dra-
matically. This leads to spectra where broad and narrow peaks
can co-exist, as is observed experimentally.23,42,44,53,54
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Fig. 6 NMR spectra calculated for the “different-size" configuration, for
an in-pore chemical shift of -5 ppm for all particle sizes and correlation
times.

4 Conclusions
In this work, we have used a mesoscopic model to simulate ion
diffusion in carbon particles, and between the particles and the
bulk electrolyte, and investigate the effect of polydispersity on
NMR spectra of such adsorbed species.

We have shown that for monodisperse systems, NMR spectra
can show one or two peaks depending on the regime, fast - in-
termediate - slow, in which the system is. Interestingly, there is a
sharp contrast between the simplicity of the model and the com-
plexity of the NMR spectra calculated. Indeed, while the model
considered is quite simple with a single frequency assigned to in-
pore lattice sites and a constant fraction of particle sites compared
to bulk sites, the NMR spectra show a variety of broad and narrow
peaks at different positions.

For polydisperse systems, NMR spectra show between one and
three peaks, in agreement with some previously published experi-
mental results. The co-existence of large exchange rates for small
particles and small exchange rates for large particles allows for
the existence of in-pore, exchange and bulk peaks in the same
spectrum. This feature is, to the best of our knowledge, not ob-
servable with simpler analytical model as it results from a distri-
bution of exchange rates inherently present in the lattice model.

This work underlines the complexity of interpreting experimen-
tal NMR spectra indicating that one has to be cautious when as-
signing a peak to in-pore or exchange for example. The possibility
to include several particles sizes in the model opens the door for
a wide range of studies where various distributions of pore sizes,
particle sizes and chemical shifts can be considered. The next
step will be to move towards more realistic pore size and particle
size distributions. These could be obtained for example from ad-
sorption isotherm experiments and tomographic imaging. Such

Fig. 7 NMR spectra calculated for the “different-size" configuration, for
an in-pore chemical shift of -10 ppm for all particle sizes and correlation
times.

avenues of research will be explored in the future.

Author Contributions
El Hassane Lahrar: Methodology, Software, Validation, Investiga-
tion, Formal analysis, Writing – Original Draft, Writing – Review &
Editing. Céline Merlet: Methodology, Software, Validation, Writ-
ing – Original Draft, Writing – Review & Editing, Supervision,
Resources, Funding acquisition.

Conflicts of interest
There are no conflicts to declare.

Acknowledgements
This project has received funding from the European Union, the
European High Performance Computing Joint Undertaking (JU)
and countries participating in the MultiXscale project under grant
agreement No 101093169. This work was granted access to the
HPC resources of the CALMIP supercomputing centre under the
allocations P21014. The authors acknowledge Alexander Forse,
Clare Grey, John Griffin, Rudolf Weeber and Dongxun Lyu for
fruitful discussions.

Notes and references
1 Q. Dou and H. S. Park, Energy & Environ. Mater., 2020, 3,

286–305.
2 X. you Luo, Y. Chen and Y. Mo, N. Carbon Mater., 2021, 36,

49–68.
3 S. Porada, L. Borchardt, M. Oschatz, M. Bryjak, J. S. Atchi-

son, K. J. Keesman, S. Kaskel, P. M. Biesheuvel and V. Presser,
Energy Environ. Sci., 2013, 6, 3700–3712.

4 M. A. Luciano, H. Ribeiro, G. E. Bruch and G. G. Silva, J.
Electroanal. Chem., 2020, 859, 113840.

6 | 1–8Journal Name, [year], [vol.],



5 C. Prehal, D. Weingarth, E. Perre, R. Lechner, H. Amenitsch,
O. Paris and V. Presser, Energy Environ. Sci., 2015, 8,
1725–1735.

6 C. Prehal, C. Koczwara, N. Jäckel, A. Schreiber, M. Burian,
H. Amenitsch, M. A. Hartmann, V. Presser and O. Paris, Nat.
Energy, 2017, 2, 16215.

7 C. Prehal, S. Grätz, B. Krüner, M. Thommes, L. Borchardt,
V. Presser and O. Paris, Carbon, 2019, 152, 416–423.

8 B. Dyatkin, E. Mamontov, K. M. Cook and Y. Gogotsi, Prog.
Nat. Sci. - Mater., 2015, 25, 631 – 641.

9 B. Dyatkin, N. C. Osti, Y. Zhang, H.-W. Wang, E. Mamon-
tov, W. T. Heller, P. Zhang, G. Rother, P. T. Cummings, D. J.
Wesolowski and Y. Gogotsi, Carbon, 2018, 129, 104–118.

10 N. C. Osti, B. Dyatkin, A. Gallegos, D. Voneshen, J. K. Keum,
K. Littrell, P. Zhang, S. Dai, J. Wu, Y. Gogotsi and E. Mamon-
tov, J. Electrochem. Soc., 2019, 166, A507.

11 W.-Y. Tsai, P.-L. Taberna and P. Simon, J. Am. Chem. Soc.,
2014, 136, 8722–8728.

12 Y.-C. Wu, P.-L. Taberna and P. Simon, Electrochem. Commun.,
2018, 93, 119–122.

13 K. Ge, H. Shao, E. Raymundo-Piñero, P.-L. Taberna and P. Si-
mon, Nature Commun., 2024, 15, 1935.

14 Y. Chai, Z. Hu, W. Jia and H. Ji, Electrochim. Acta, 2020, 356,
136780.

15 M. D. Levi, N. Levy, S. Sigalov, G. Salitra, D. Aurbach and
J. Maier, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2010, 132, 13220–13222.

16 J. M. Griffin, A. C. Forse and C. P. Grey, Solid State Nucl. Magn.
Reson., 2016, 74-75, 16–35.

17 J. M. Griffin, A. C. Forse, H. Wang, N. M. Trease, P.-L. Taberna,
P. Simon and C. P. Grey, Faraday Discuss., 2014, 176, 49–68.

18 P. Lazzeretti, Prog. Nucl. Magn. Reson. Spectrosc., 2000, 36,
1–88.

19 R. K. Harris, T. V. Thompson, P. R. Norman and C. Pottage, J.
Chem. Soc. Faraday. Trans., 1996, 92, 2615–2618.

20 R. K. Harris, T. V. Thompson, P. R. Norman and C. Pottage,
Carbon, 1999, 37, 1425–1430.

21 L. Borchardt, M. Oschatz, S. Paasch, S. Kaskel and E. Brunner,
Chem. Chem. Phys., 2013, 15, 15177–15184.

22 A. C. Forse, J. M. Griffin, H. Wang, N. M. Trease, V. Presser,
Y. Gogotsi, P. Simone and C. P. Grey, Chem. Chem. Phys., 2013,
15, 7722–7730.

23 M. Deschamps, E. Gilbert, P. Azais, E. Raymundo-Piñero,
M. R. Ammar, P. Simon, D. Massiot and F. Béguin, Nat. Mater.,
2013, 12, 351–358.

24 A. C. Forse, J. M. Griffin, V. Presser, Y. Gogotsi and C. P. Grey,
J. Phys. Chem. C, 2014, 118, 7508–7514.

25 R. J. Anderson, T. P. McNicholas, A. Kleinhammes, A. Wang,
J. Liu and Y. Wu, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2010, 132, 8618–8626.

26 Y. Xu, T. Watermann, H.-H. Limbach, T. Gutmann, D. Sebas-
tianib and G. Buntkowsky, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys., 2014, 16,
9327–9336.

27 Y.-Z. Xing, Z.-X. Luo, A. Kleinhammes and Y. Wu, Carbon,
2014, 77, 1132–1139.

28 M. Kibalchenko, M. C. Payne and J. R. Yates, ACS Nano, 2011,

5, 537–545.
29 D. Sebastiani, ChemPhysChem, 2006, 7, 164–175.
30 M. H. Levitt, Spin Dynamics: Basics of Nuclear Magnetic Reso-

nance, 2nd Edition, John Wiley & Sons, 2013.
31 C. Merlet, A. C. Forse, J. M. Griffin, D. Frenkel and C. P. Grey,

J. Chem. Phys., 2015, 142, 094701.
32 A. C. Forse, J. M. Griffin, C. Merlet, P. M. Bayley, H. Wang,

P. Simon and C. P. Grey, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2015, 137,
7231–7242.

33 F. Furtado, P. Galvosas, M. Gonçalves, F.-D. Kopinke, S. Nau-
mov, F. Rodríguez-Reinoso, U. Roland, R. Valiullin and
J. Kärger, Microporous Mesoporous Mater., 2011, 141, 184–
191.

34 T. M. Alam and T. M. O. Popp, Chem. Phys. Lett., 2016, 658,
51–57.

35 J. Cui, X. Lin, W. Zhao, P. T. Cummings, M. Pruski and
T. Kobayashi, J. Phys. Chem. B, 2020, 126, 4889–4898.

36 W. Heink, J. Kärger, H. Pfeifer, R. Vartapetian and
A. Voloshchuk, Carbon, 1993, 31, 1083–1087.

37 M. Dubinin, R. Vartapetian, A. Voloshchuk, J. Kärger and
H. Pfeifer, Carbon, 1988, 26, 515–520.

38 C. D’Agostino, Y. Ryabenkova, P. J. Miedziak, S. H. Taylor,
G. J. Hutchings, L. F. Gladdena and M. D. Mantle, Catal. Sci.
Technol., 2014, 4, 1313–1322.

39 A. Forse, J. Griffin, C. Merlet, J. Carreteo-Gonzalez, A.-R. Raji,
N. Trease and C. Grey, Nat. Energy, 2017, 2, 16216.

40 B. Odintsov, R. Belford, P. Ceroke, Z. Idiyatullin, R. Kashaev,
I. Kuriashkin, V. Rukhlov, A. Temnikov and R. Clarkson, J.
Magn. Reson., 1998, 135, 435–443.

41 N. Fulik, F. Hippauf, D. Leistenschneider, S. Paasch, S. Kaskel,
E. Brunner and L. Borchardt, Energy Storage Materials, 2018,
12, 183–190.

42 L. Cervini, O. D. Lynes, G. R. Akien, A. Kerridge, N. S. Barrow
and J. M. Griffin, Energy Storage Materials, 2019, 21, 335–
346.

43 L. Cervini, N. Barrow and J. Griffin, Johnson Matthey Technol.
Rev., 2020, 64, 152–164.

44 D. Lyu, K. Märker, Y. Zhou, E. W. Zhao, A. B. Gunnarsdóttir,
S. P. Niblett, A. C. Forse and C. P. Grey, J. Am. Chem. Soc.,
2024, 146, 9897–9910.

45 J. Cavanagh, W. Fairbrother, A. Palmer, M. Rance and N. Skel-
ton, Protein NMR Spectroscopy, second ed., Elsevier, 2007.

46 J. Keeler, Understanding NMR Spectroscopy, second ed., John
Wiley & Sons, 2010.

47 A. Sasikumar, A. Belhboub, C. Bacon, A. Forse, J. Griffin,
C. Grey, P. Simon and C. Merlet, Ps. Chem. Chem. Phys., 2021,
23, 15925–15934.

48 A. Sasikumar and C. Merlet, Solid State Nuclear Magnetic Res-
onance, 2023, 126, 101883.

49 A. Belhboub, E. Lahrar, P. Simon and C. Merlet, Electrochim.
Acta, 2019, 327, 135022.

50 A. Sasikumar, J. Griffin and C. Merlet, J. Phys. Chem. Lett.,
2022, 13, 8953–8962.

51 M. Bauer, J. Hötzer, D. Ernst, J. Hammer, M. Seiz, H. Hi-

Journal Name, [year], [vol.],1–8 | 7



erl, J. Hönig, H. Köstler, G. Wellein, B. Nestler and U. Rüde,
Proceedings of the International Conference for High Perfor-
mance Computing, Networking, Storage and Analysis, New
York, NY, USA, 2019.

52 D. Ernst, M. Holzer, G. Hager, M. Knorr and G. Wellein, J.

Parallel Distr. Com., 2023, 173, 152–167.
53 A. C. Forse, C. Merlet, C. P. Grey and J. M. Griffin, Prog. Nucl.

Mag. Res. Sp., 2021, 124-125, 57–84.
54 X. Liu, D. Lyu, C. Merlet, M. J. A. Leesmith, X. Hua, Z. Xu,

C. P. Grey and A. C. Forse, Science, 2024, 384, 321–325.

8 | 1–8Journal Name, [year], [vol.],


	Introduction
	Methods
	Overview of the mesoscopic lattice model
	Specific systems studied

	Results and discussion
	NMR spectra for monodisperse systems
	Effect of polydispersity on NMR spectra

	Conclusions

