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Strong long-distance spin-magnon coupling is essential for solid-state quantum information pro-
cessing and single qubit manipulation. Here, we propose an approach to realize strong spin-magnon
coupling in a hybrid optomechanical cavity-spin-magnon system, where the optomechanical sys-
tem, consisting of two cavities coupled to a common high-frequency mechanical resonator, acts as
quantum interface. By eliminating the mechanical mode, a position-position coupling and two-
mode squeezing of two cavities are induced. In the squeezing representation, the spin-photon,
magnon-photon and photon-photon coupling strengths are exponentially amplified, thus lower- and
upper-branch polaritons (LBP and UBP) are generated by strongly coupled squeezed modes of two
cavities. Utilizing the critical property of the LBP, the coupling between the spin qubit (magnon)
and LBP is greatly enhanced, while the coupling between the spin qubit (magnon) and UBP is fully
suppressed. In the dispersive regime, strong and tunable spin-magnon coupling is induced by the
virtual LBP, allowing quantum state exchange between them. Our proposal provides a promising
platform to construct magnon-based hybrid systems and realize solid-state quantum information
processing with optomechanical interfaces.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optomechanical systems (OMSs), emerged as poten-
tial candidate for quantum information science owing
to numerous exciting prospects for fundamental research
and applications [1], have attracted great interest the-
oretically and experimentally [2]. The simplest OMS
is formed by a cavity with two mirrors and a mechan-
ical resonator (MR). Different from traditional cavities
with two fixed mirrors, the optomechanical cavity has
one fixed mirror and the other movable mirror. The radi-
ation pressure proportional to the cavity photon number
acting on the MR causes the movable mirror to vibrate.
This vibration in turn changes the length of the cavity
(and thus the frequency of the cavity modes) and gives
rise to a nonlinearly optomechanical coupling between
the cavity and the mechanical modes. Such an unconven-
tional interaction results in rich backaction effects includ-
ing sensing [3–6], ground-state cooling [7, 8], squeezed
light generation [9–11], nonreciprocal transport [12, 13],
optomechanically induced transparency [14–16], coupling
enhancement [17–19], nonlinear behaviors (e.g., bi- and
tristability and chaos ) [20, 21], and high-order excep-
tional points [22, 23]. These indicates OMSs can be
regarded as interfaces for building hybrid quantum sys-
tems [24–32] for processing more complicated quantum
information tasks.

Solid-state spins such as nitrogen-vacancy centers in di-
amond [33], with high controllability [34], long-coherence
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time [35–37], stable ground states [34], are considered as
one of promising platforms for investigating quantum in-
formation science and quantum computation [38, 39]. In
general, these spins are weakly coupled to other quantum
systems or surrounding environment due to small mag-
netic dipole [17, 40–43]. Fortunately, growing magnons
in yttrium-iron-garnet (YIG) spheres [44–64], with small
volume but high spin density, can strongly interact with
spin qubits by reducing the size of the sphere from ∼mm
scale to ∼nm scale [65–67], leading to the birth of spin-
magnon hybrid systems [65–69]. However, spins are re-
quired to be placed near the surface of the nanosphere,
which imposes difficulty on manipulating a single spin
qubit via external magnetic fields. Therefore, realiz-
ing long-range spin-magnon coupling becomes open ques-
tions [68–71].

Motivated by this, we thoretically propose a hybrid
OMS consisting of two driven cavities (labelled as cav-
ity a and c) coupled to a common high-frequency MR
plus a single spin qubit and a YIG nanosphere hosting
magnons, where the spin qubit is weakly coupled to the
cavity a. Magnons in the YIG nanosphere are also as-
sumed to be weakly coupled to photons in the cavity
c. This is reasonable because the magnon-photon cou-
pling decreases with reducing the size of the YIG sphere
although strong coupling between magnons in millime-
ter sphere and photons in a cavity has been achieved
experimentally [72–76]. By linearizing the optomechan-
ical Hamiltonian with strong driving fields in the blue-
detuned regime and eliminating the mechanical mode,
a position-position coupling between two cavities is ob-
tained. Simultaneously, two-photon effects for two cavi-
ties are introduced, which can lead to photon squeezing.
In the squeezing frame, the spin-cavity, magnon-cavity,
and cavity-cavity coupling strengths are exponentially
enhanced. The enhanced cavity-cavity coupling gener-
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ates two polaritons, i.e., the LBP and UBP. When the
cavity-cavity coupling approaches to a critical value, the
LBP exhibits a critical behavior, namely, the frequency
of the LBP is real (imaginary) when the cavity-cavity
coupling is smaller (larger) than the critical coupling.
At this critical point (CP), the fields of two cavities can
be approximately equivalent to the position operator of
the LBP with a large zero-point fluctuation, thus the
coupling between the LBP and both the spin qubit and
magnons are greatly improved, while the coupling be-
tween the UBP and both the spin qubit and magnons are
fully suppressed. In the dispersive regime, the virtually
excited LBP acts as interface to induce a strong long-
range spin-magnon coupling with accessible parameters.
This strong coupling allows quantum state exchange be-
tween the single spin qubit and magnon in the presence of
decoherence. Our proposal provides a potential path to
manipulate spin qubits and realize solid-state quantum
information processing with a hybrid optomechanical in-
terface.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, the model
is described and the corresponding Hamiltonian is given.
Then we study quantum criticality of two squeezed cav-
ities in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, the effective Hamiltonian
describes the coupling between the single spin qubit and
magnon is given. Using accessible parameters, this cou-
pling is estimated to be in the strong coupling regime,
allowing quantum state exchange between the spin qubit
and magnon in the presence of decoherence. Finally, a
conclusion is given in Sec. V.

II. MODEL AND HAMILTONIAN

A. Model

We consider a benchmark OMS consists of two mi-
crowave cavities (labelled as cavity a and cavity c) cou-
pled to a common MR with single-photon optomechan-
ical coupling strengths ga and gc (see Fig. 1). Such a
setup has been demonstrated experimentally to achieve
on-chip microwave circulators [77]. We here further con-
sider the case that the cavity a with eigenfrequency ωa
is weakly coupled a single two-level spin qubit (e.g.,
nitrogen-vacancy center in diamond) with transition fre-
quency ωq. Also, the cavity c with eigenfrequency ωc
is weakly coupled to a magnon with frequency ωm in a
YIG nanosphere. Besides, two cavities are also exter-
nally driven by two classical fields with Rabi frequen-
cies Fa and Fc, respectively. In the rotating frame with
respect to two classical fields, the total Hamiltonian of
such a hybrid quantum system under the rotating-wave
approximation can be written as (see the details in the
Appendix A)

Htotal = Hom +Hq +Hm +Hd, (1)
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FIG. 1: (a) Schematic diagram of the proposed hybrid sys-
tem consisting of two microwave cavities (e.g., superconduct-
ing coplanar waveguide resonator) coupled to a common high-
frequency MR plus a single spin qubit and a YIG nanosohere
hosting magnons, where two cavities are driven by two classi-
cal fields with amplitudes Fa and Fc, and weakly interact with
the spin qubit and magnon with coupling strengths gq and gm,
respectively. {(b) Coupling diagram decribes the coupling be-
tween different subsystems. The solid lines denote the direct
coupling, and the dashed line denotes the indirect coupling
induced by the quantum interface

.

with

Hom =∆aa
†a+ ωbb

†b+ ∆cc
†c+ (gaa

†a− gcc†c)(b† + b),

Hq =
1

2
∆qσz + gq(a

†σ− + aσ+),

Hm =∆mm
†m+ gm(c†m+m†c),

Hd =Fa(a† + a) + Fc(c
† + c), (2)

where ∆a(q) = ωa(q) − ωda is the frequency detuning of
the cavity a (spin qubit) from the classical field with fre-
quency ωda acting on the cavity a, ∆c(m) = ωc(m) − ωdc
is the frequency detuning of the cavity c (magnon)
from the classical field with frequency ωdc acting on the
cavity c. gq = 2geµBB0,rms(d) [43] is the coupling
strength between the spin qubit and the cavity a, where
B0,rms(d) = µ0Irms/2πd, with µ0 being the permeabil-

ity of vacuum and Irms =
√
~ωa/2La. To estimate gq,

ωa ∼ 2π × 2 GHz and La ∼ 2 nH are chosen [78]. For
d ∼ 50 µm, gq ∼ 2π × 70 Hz, and d ∼ 50 nm gives
gq ∼ 2π × 7 ∼ 20 KHz. Obviously, the estimated spin-
cavity coupling strength is smaller than the typical decay
rate of the cavity with the gigahertz frequency and qual-
ity factor Q ∼ 3 × 104 [78, 79], i.e., gq < κ = ωa/Q ∼ 1
MHz. This indicates that the spin-cavity coupling is in
the weak-coupling regime. gm is the coupling strength be-
tween the magnon and the cavity c. Note that the strong
coupling between the microwave cavity and the magnon
in the millimeter YIG spheres has been achieved [72–76].
But the coupling between the cavity and the magnons in
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the nanometer YIG spheres have not been demonstrated,
although the strong coupling between the sphere cavity
and the nanomagnet has been theoretically studied. In
fact, the magnon-cavity coupling decreases with reducing
the size of the YIG sphere. For safety, we below assume
the magnon-cavity coupling is also in the weak coupling
regime.

B. The effective total Hamiltonian

Under the strong classical fields, the optomechanical
Hamiltonian Hom in Eq. (1) can be linearized [80]. First,
we rewrite a → a + 〈a〉 and c → c + 〈c〉, where 〈a〉 (〈c〉)
is the expectation value of the annihilation operator of
the cavity a (c) over its steady state, depending on Rabi
frequencies of two calssical fields. Then, we subsitute the
above transformations into the dynamics of the optome-
chanical subsystem and neglect the higher-order fluctua-
tion terms (see the details in the Appendix A), the total
Hamiltonian of the hybrid quantum system reduces to

HL = Hlin +Hq +Hm, (3)

where Hq and Hm are given by Eq. (2), and

Hlin =∆′aa
†a+ ωbb

†b+ ∆′cc
†c

+Ga(a† + a)(b† + b) +Gc(c
† + c)(b† + b) (4)

is the linearized optomechanical Hamiltonian. Here
∆′a(c) = ∆a(c) ± ga(c)(〈b〉 + 〈b〉∗), with 〈b〉 the steady

state value of the annihilation operator b, is the effective
frequency detuning of the cavity a (c) induced by the dis-
placement of the MR. Ga = ga〈a〉 and Gc = −gc〈c〉 are
the enhanced optomechanical coupling strengths, which
are assumed to be real for simplicity. This can be realized
by tuning two classical fields. Note that the strong clas-
sical field a (c) can indirectly give rise to the spin qubit
flip (displacement of the magnon) [17]. Such effects can
be offset by imposing the drive fields on the spin qubit
(magnon). Below we consider that the MR is disper-
sively coupled to the two cavities, that is, the coupling
strength is much smaller than the frequency detuning.
For simplicity, we rewrite Hlin in Eq. (4) as

Hlin = H0 +HI , (5)

where

H0 =∆′aa
†a+ ωbb

†b+ ∆′cc
†c, (6)

HI =Ga(a† + a)(b† + b) +Gc(c
† + c)(b† + b). (7)

We then apply the unitary transformation U(ξ) = eV ,
with

V =ξ(−)
a (a†b− ab†) + ξ(+)

a (a†b† − ab)
+ ξ(−)

c (c†b− cb†) + ξ(+)
c (c†b† − cb), (8)

0.0 0.5 1.0
Time ( s)
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3
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(a) Eq.(3)
Eq.(12)

0.0 0.5 1.0
Time ( s)
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3

4

c
c

(b) Eq.(3)
Eq.(12)

FIG. 2: (a) Simulating the expectation of photons in the cav-
ity a with Eqs. (3) and (12). (b) Simulating the expectation
of photons in the cavity c with Eqs. (3) and (12). The simula-
tion results are respectively denoted by the solid and dashed
curves in both (a) and (b).

to the linearized HamiltonianHL in Eq. (3), where ξ
(±)
a =

−Ga/∆(±)
ab with ∆

(±)
ab = ∆′a ± ωb, and ξ

(±)
c = −Gc/∆(±)

cb
with ∆cb(±) = ∆′c ± ωb are given by

[H0, V ] +HI = 0. (9)

As gq and gm are the weak coupling strengths, so Hq and
Hm are unchanged, while the linearized optomechanical
Hamiltonian Hlin in Eq. (3) is transformed to [81, 82]

Hac =U†HlinU ≈ H0 +
1

2
[HI , V ], (10)

where higher-order terms are neglected and only the
second-order terms are kept. This is reasonable because

of ξ
(±)
a(c) � 1 in the dispersive regime. By dropping the

free energy of the mechanical mode, Hac can be specifi-
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cally written as

Hac =∆′aa
†a+ ∆′cc

†c+Gac(a† + a)(c† + c)

+
χa
2

(a† + a)2 +
χc
2

(c† + c)2, (11)

where Gac = 1
2 [Ga(ξ

(+)
c − ξ

(−)
c ) + Gc(ξ

(+)
a − ξ

(−)
a )] is

the indirect coupling strength induced by the mechan-

ical mode, χa(c) = Ga(c)[ξ
(+)
a(c) − ξ

(−)
a(c)] is the coefficient

of the mechanically induced second-order nonlinearity of
the cavity a (c), which can squeezes the mode of the
cavity a (c). Experimentally, room-temperature optome-
chanical squeezing using the blue-detuned driving has
been achieved [83].

Thus, the total Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) can be effec-
tively described as

HT = Hac +Hq +Hm, (12)

which is the approximate Hamiltonian of HL in Eq. (3).
To show the resonability of our approximation in deduc-
ing the Hamiltonian HT in Eq. (12) from the Hamilto-
nian HL in Eq. (3), we simulate two Hamiltonians in
Fig. (2) via studying the expectation of photons in two
cavities, where we assume that initially the cavity a is
excited, the cavity c, the MR, the magnon and the spin
qubit are all unexcited. The parameters are chosen as
∆′a = ∆′c = −2π × 1 kHz, gq = gm = 2π × 20 kHz,
Ga = Gc = 0.1ωb with ωb = 2π × 1 GHz, Gq = Gm = 50
MHz, and ∆q = ∆m = 10Gq. These parameters are also
used to estimate spin-magnon coupling in Sec. IV. From
Fig. 2, we can obviously find that our approximation is
reasonable. The slight difference [see Fig. 2(a) or 2(b)]
between two Hamiltonians is due to the fact that higher-
order terms in Eq. (12) are ignored.

III. QUANTUM CRITICALITY IN THE
SQUEEZING REPRESENTATION

Note that the Hamiltonian Hac in Eq. (12) or Eq. (11)
can squeeze photons in the cavities a and c, so the the
considered system can enter the squeezing representation
by applying unitary transformations U(ra) = exp[S(ra)]
with S(ra) = ra

2 (a†a† − aa) and U(rc) = exp[S(rc)] with

S(rc) = rc
2 (c†c†− cc) to the Hamiltonian HT in Eq. (12),

i.e.,

HS
T =U(rc)

†U(ra)†HTU(ra)U(rc)

=HS
ac +HS

q +HS
m, (13)

with

HS
q =

1

2
∆qσz +

gq
2
era(a†s + as)(σ+ + σ−)

− gq
2
e−ra(a†s − as)(σ+ − σ−),

HS
m =∆mm

†m+
gm
2
erc(c†s + cs)(m+m†) (14)

− gm
2
e−rc(c†s − cs)(m† −m),

HS
ac =Waa

†
sas +Wcc

†
scs + G(a†s + as)(c

†
s + cs).

Here as = U(ra)aU(ra)† = a cosh(ra) − a† sinh(ra) and
cs = U(rc)cU(rc)

† = c cosh(rc) − c† sinh(rc) are used.
Also, the squeezing parameters ra = 1

4 ln(1 + 2χa/∆
′
a)

and rc = 1
4 ln(1 + 2χc/∆

′
c) are chosen. In the Hamil-

tonian HS
ac, Wa(c) =

√
∆′a(c)(∆

′
a(c) + χa(c)) is the fre-

quency of the squeezed photons in cavity a (c), and
G = Gace

(ra+rc) is the enhanced coupling strength be-
tween squeezed cavities a and c by the squeezing param-
eters ra and rc. The terms related to e−ra(c) in Eq. (14)
can be regarded as undesired corrections to the second
terms in HS

q(m), which can be greatly suppressed when

era(c) � 1. To achieving era(c) � 1, the following three
conditions are required:

ωb � {∆′a,∆′c, Ga, Gc}, ∆′a, ∆′c < 0, |∆′a(c)| � |χa(c)|.
(15)

Experimentally, high-frequency MRs have been prepared,
so the first condition in Eq. (15) can be satisfied. In fact,
the gigahertz MRs has been demonstrated for achieving
microwave-optical photon conversion [84, 85] The sec-
ond condition means that two cavities work in the blue-
detuned regime, which can be realized by high-frequency
classical fields. The third condition in Eq. (15) can be
achieved by increasing amplitudes of the driving fields.
Thus, these three conditions can be accessed in our pro-
posal. Under the conditions in Eq. (15), HS

q and HS
m are

respectively simplified as

H̃S
q =

1

2
∆qσz +

gq
2
era(a†s + as)(σ+ + σ−),

H̃S
m =∆mm

†m+
gm
2
erc(c†s + cs)(m+m†). (16)

When gqe
ra/2 � ∆q and gme

rc/2 � ∆m are satisfied,
the fast oscillating terms, such as a†sσ+, asσ−, c†sm

† and
csm, can be ignored via the rotating-wave approxima-
tion. So Eq. (16) reduces to

HSq =
1

2
∆qσz +

gq
2
era(a†sσ− + asσ+)

HSm =∆mm
†m+

gm
2
erc(c†sm+ csm

†). (17)

We have also numerically verified the approximations
leading from Eqs. (16) to (17). For The Hamiltonian
HS

ac in Eq. (14), it is not difficult to find that HS
ac can be

fully diagnolized. The diagnolized Hamiltonian reads

HAC = ΩAA
†A+ ΩCC

†C, (18)
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FIG. 3: Eigenfrenquencies of the LBP and UBP as functions
of the coupling strength G between two squeezed cavities.
Here the resonant case, Wa = Wc, is considered.

where

A =
cos θ

2
√
WaΩA

(ΩA +Wa)as +
cos θ

2
√
WaΩA

(ΩA −Wa)a†s

− sin θ

2
√
WcΩA

(ΩA +Wc)cs −
sin θ

2
√
WcΩA

(ΩA −Wc)c
†
s,

C =
sin θ

2
√
WaΩC

(ΩC +Wa)as +
sin θ

2
√
WaΩC

(ΩC −Wa)a†s

+
cos θ

2
√
WcΩC

(ΩC −Wc)cs +
cos θ

2
√
WcΩC

(ΩC +Wc)c
†
s,

(19)

with

tan(2θ) =
4G
√
WaWc

W2
c −W2

a

, (20)

are the annihilation operators of the two new polaritons
formed by the interaction between two squeezed cavities,
respectively. ΩA and ΩC , the eigenfrequencies of two
new polaritons (i.e., the LBP and UBP) , are respectively
given by

Ω2
A =

1

2

[
W2
a +W2

c −
√

(W2
a −W2

c )2 + 16G2WaWc

]
,

Ω2
C =

1

2

[
W2
a +W2

c +
√

(W2
a −W2

c )2 + 16G2WaWc

]
.

(21)

Finally, the Hamiltonian HS
T in Eq. (13) becomes

HST = HSq +HSm +HAC, (22)

where as (a†s) and cs (c†s) can be expressed in terms of
A,A†, C and C† by solving Eq. (19).

To clearly show the criticality of the polaritons formed
by two squeezed cavities, we plot eigenfrencies ΩA and

ΩC as functions of the coupling strength G between two
squeezed cavities in Fig. 3, where two squeezed cavities
are resonant (i.e., Wa = Wc). Obviously, we can see
that two polaritons have different behaviors by varying
G. Specifically, the UBP is always stable due to Ω2

C > 0
for arbitrary G (see the black dashdotted curve), but the
LBP is stable (i.e., Ω2

A > 0) only when G < Gcp (see the
red solid curve), where

Gcp =
1

2

√
WaWc. (23)

For G > Gcp, Ω2
A < 0, corresponding to the unstable

system (see the red dashed curve). Thus, the LBP has a
critical behavior (i.e., Ω2

A = 0) at the CP G = Gcp [17, 18],
which can be realized in our considered hybrid system be-
causeWa,Wc and G are all controllable by tuning freqen-
cies and amplitudes of classical fields. For the nonreso-
nant case such asWa = 4Wc >Wc, the CP is blueshifted
at Gcp =Wc. When Wa = 0.01Wc <Wc, the CP is red-
shifted at Gcp = 0.05Wc. Note that when the decay rates
from two squeezed modes are considered, not only the
eigenvalues in Eq. (21) are changed, but also the critical
coupling strength in Eq. (23) is shifted. The specifically
detailed discussions are given in the Appendix B.

IV. STRONG SPIN-MAGNON COUPLING
MEDIATED BY THE LBP

We now operate our hybrid system around the CP
of two coupled squeezed-cavity modes by driving G ap-
proaching to Gcp, leading to ΩA → 0, Ω2

C → W2
a +W2

c .
We further consider the case that two squeezed cavi-
ties are resonant, i.e., Wa = Wc � ΩA, which gives
Gcp → 1

2Wc, Ω2
C → 2W2

c and cos θ = sin θ = 1/
√

2. Then
the operators as and cs around the CP are approximated
as

as ≈ xzpf(A+A†), cs ≈ −xzpf(A+A†), (24)

where xzpf =
√
Wc/(8ΩA), the zero-point fluctuation

(ZPF) of the LBP, is greatly amplified by the extremely
small ΩA arising from the critical property of the LBP.
Substituting as and cs given by Eq. (24) into the Hamil-
tonians HSq and HSm in Eq. (17), we have

Hq =
1

2
∆qσz +Gq(A+A†)(σ− + σ+),

Hm =∆mm
†m+Gm(A+A†)(m+m†), (25)

where Gq(m) = 1
2gq(m)e

ra(c)xzpf is the coupling strength
between the spin qubit (magnon) and the LBP, as plot-
ted in Fig. 4. Around the CP, xzpf is greatly enhanced
due to the tiny ΩA, resulting in Gq vastly improved (see
the black curve). Moreover, Gq can be further exponen-
tially enhanced by increasing the squeezing parameter
ra (see arbitrary two curves). From Fig. 4, one can see
that Gq can be three or four orders of magnitude of the
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FIG. 4: The relative coupling strength |Gq/gq| vs the fre-
quency of the LBP ΩA in units of Wc with different squeezing
parameters ra = 1, 2, 3.

original coupling strength gq by reducing the frequency
ΩA. In principle, Gq can be arbitrary large by infinitely
approaching ΩA to zero. In the above analyses, the dis-
sipations of the two squeezed cavities are not considered.
When taking them into account, the coupling strength
Gq(m) can be still enhanced. In the presence of dissipa-

tions, the critical coupling strength Gcp = 1
2

√
WaWc is

shifted to G′cp = 1
2

√
(W2

a +K2)(W2
c +K2)/WaWc [86],

where we assume that the decay rates of two squeezed
cavities are equal, i.e., Ka = Kb = K (see the Ap-
pendix B). Around G = G′cp, the coupling between the
spin (magnon) and the LBP can be greatly enhanced due
to the tiny ΩA → 0. Thus, the strong spin-magnon cou-
pling can be obtained in the dispersive regime by adiabat-
ically eliminating the degrees of freedom of the LBP (see
the Appendix C).Combining Eqs. (25) and (18), the total
Hamiltonian in Eq. (22) within the rotating-wave approx-
imation reduces to

HT ≡H0 +HI

=
1

2
∆qσz + ∆mm

†m+ ΩAA
†A

+Gq(A
†σ− +Aσ+) +Gm(A†m+Am†), (26)

where

H0 =
1

2
∆qσz + ∆mm

†m+ ΩAA
†A,

HI =Gq(A
†σ− +Aσ+) +Gm(A†m+Am†). (27)

To ensure the validity of the rotating-wave approxima-
tion, Gq/∆q � 1 and Gm/∆m � 1 are required. As ΩA
is incredibly small, so we naturally have

ζq =
Gq

(∆q − ΩA)
� 1, ζm =

Gm
(∆m − ΩA)

� 1. (28)

This indicates that the LBP is dispersively coupled to
both the spin qubit and the magnons. In this situation,
the Fröhlich-Nakajima transformation U = exp(V) with

V = ζq(A
†σ− −Aσ+) + ζm(A†m−Am†). (29)

is allowed to deduce the indirect coupling between the
spin qubit and the magnon via the LBP interface.
Eq. (29) directly give rise to

[H0,V] +HI = 0. (30)

After the transformation and up to the second-order in ζq
(or ζm), the Hamiltonian HT of the hybrid spin-magnon-
polariton system in Eq. (26) reduces to

Hsmp
eff =U†HTU ≈ H0 +

1

2
[HI ,V]

=
1

2
∆qσz + ∆mm

†m+ ΩAA
†A

+Gqζq(A
†A+

1

2
)σz −Gmζm(A†A−m†m)

+Geff(m†σ− +mσ+), (31)

where the term, i.e., A†Aσz, denotes the coupling be-
tween the spin qubit and the number of the LBP with
the coupling strength Gqζq, the remain terms in the third
line are the frequency shift caused by the transformation
U . The terms in the fourth line represent the indirect
coupling between the magnon and the spin qubit with the
controllable coupling strength Geff = 1

2 (Gqζm + Gmζq).
Due to the cross-Kerr-like coupling between the spin
qubit and the LBP , the number of the LBP will be un-
changed, so we can eliminate the degrees of freedom of
the LBP via replacing polariton number operator A†A
by its expectation 〈A†A〉 = NA, thus the spin-magnon-
polariton Hamiltonian Hsmp

eff in Eq. (31) becomes

Heff =
1

2
∆eff
q σz + ∆eff

mm
†m+Geff(m†σ− +mσ+), (32)

which is the effective spin-magnon Hamiltonian describ-
ing the couping between the spin qubit and the magnons.
∆eff
q = ∆q + Gqζq(2NA + 1) is the effective frequency

of the spin qubit, induced by the polariton-dependent
Stark shift 2NAGqζq and the zero-point energy Gqζq of
the LBP . ∆eff

m = ∆m+Gmζm is the effective frequency of
the magnon induced by the dispersive coupling between
the LBP and magnon. At the single-polariton level, the
Stark shift is 2Gqζq, which can be observed due to the en-
hanced coupling strength Gq around the CP (see Fig. 4).

Below we give an estimation on the effective cou-
pling strength Geff . For simplicity, we choose ∆′a =
∆′c = −2π × 1 kHz, gq = gm = 2π × 20 kHz, and
Ga = Gc = 0.1ωb with ωb = 2π × 1 GHz, leading to
χa = χc = −125.7 MHz. Thus, we have ra = rc = 2.65
and Wa = Wc = 0.9 MHz. These parameters en-
sures the conditions in Eq. (15) is valid. By choosing
Wc = 106ΩA, xzpf = 354 is obtained, which gives rise
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FIG. 5: (a) Simulating the occupation of the LBP and the
spin qubit versus the evolution time with Eqs. (26) and (31),
respectively denoted by the solid and dashed curves. (b) The
occupation of the LBP and the spin qubit versus the evolution
time in the presence of dissipations from the magnon and
qubits. In both (a) and (b), the polariton is in the ground
state and the spin qubit is in the excited state.

to large Gq = Gm = 50 MHz. To meet the dispersive
conditons in Eq. (28), we take ∆q = ∆m = 10Gq, re-
sulting in Geff = 5 MHz, and ∆eff

q = ∆eff
m ≈ 515 MHz

with NA = 1. For typical decay rate of the magnon in
the YIG sphere is κm ∼ 1 MHz [87], thus Geff > κm.
The decay rate of the nitrogen vacancy center spin is ∼ 1
KHz [88], which is much smaller than κm. This indicates
that the effective spin-magnon coupling enters the strong
coupling regime, which allows to exchange quantum in-
formation between the spin qubit and magnon. With
the above parametes, the polariton-dependent Stark shift
is estimated as ∼ 10 MHz at the single-polariton level,
which is much larger than the decay rate of the magnon.
Thus, it can be resolved in our proposal. Also, the
larger frequency of the low-frequency polariton is also

allowed to realize strong spin-magnon coupling, such as
ΩA = 10−4Wc ∼ 0.1 KHz , which leads to Gq = Gm ∼ 17
MHz. Then we tune ∆a = ∆m = 10Gq(m) = 170 MHz,
the effective spin-magnon coupling strength is Geff ∼ 1.7
MHz, which is comparable to the typical decay rate of
the magnon mode [87]. In above discussion, we always
assume that the magnon-cavity coupling is weak. But
when a larger coupling strength of the cavity coupled to
the YIG nanosphere is realized in future, the induced
spin-magnon coupling will be much larger.

The dynamics of the effective spin-magnon system gov-
erned by Eq. (32) can be characterized by a master equa-
tion,

dρ

dt
= −i[Heff , ρ] + κmD[m]ρ+ γqD[σ−]ρ, (33)

where Heff is given by Eq. (31) or Eq. (32), D[o]ρ =
oρo†− 1

2 (o†oρ+ρo†o) for o = m,σ−, and the longitudinal
relaxation of the nitrogen vacancy spin qubit is neglected
since it is much smaller than the transversal relaxation
γq in experiments [89]. Here the Hamiltonian in Eq. (26)
is replaced by Heff is reasonable because two Hamilto-
nians in the dispersive regime are approximately equiva-
lent. This can be proven by the ideal dynamics of the spin
qubit (the red curves), magnon (the blue curves), or LBP
(the black curves) in Fig. 5(a), where we assume that the
spin qubit is in the excited state, and both the magnon
and LBP are in their ground state. The small differences
between Eqs. (26) and (31), respectively denoted by the
solid and dashed curves, derive from the ignored higher-
order terms in Eq. (31), which can be further remonved
by choosing larger ∆q and ∆m. From Fig. 5(a), one can
see that the LBP are nearly not excited, which indicates
that the approximation of A†A = 〈A†A〉 in Eq. (32) is
suitable. In Fig. 5(b), we plot the mean magnon num-
ber 〈m†m〉 and the occupation probability of the spin
qubit 〈σz〉 vs the evolution time, by numerically solving
Eq. (33) with κm = 1 MHz and γq = 1 KHz, where the
initial state is the same as in Fig. 5(a). Obviously, the
vacuum Rabi oscillation between the spin qubit and the
magnon is observed, indicating that strong spin-magnon
interaction is actually achieved in our proposal. With
increasing the evolution time, this oscillation will be sup-
pressed due to the dominant decay rate of the magnon.

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have proposed an optomechanical in-
terface for realizing a controllable and strong long-range
coupling between a single spin qubit and a magnon in a
YIG nanosphere, where the spin qubit and the magnon
are both weakly coupled to two optomechanical cavities
directly linked by a high-frequency MR. Eliminating the
degrees of freedom of the MR, a strong position-position
coupling and large second-order nonlinearities of two op-
tomechanical cavities are obtained. These nonlinear ef-
fects give rise to cavity mode squeezing, thus the coupling
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strengths between the spin and one squeezed cavity, the
magnon and the other squeezed cavity, and two squeezed
cavities are exponentially enhanced. This strong photon-
photon interaction generates two polaritons, i.e., the
LBP and UBP. By approaching photon-photon coupling
strength to a critical value, the subsystem of the coupled
cavities can exhibit critical behaviors predicted in the
LBP. At this CP, the original operators of two cavities
can be approximately expressed by the displacement op-
erators of the LBP, thus the coupling between the spin
(magnon) and the UBP can be fully suppressed, while
the coupling between the spin (magnon) and the LBP is
greatly enhanced. In the dispersive regime, the LBP can
be adiabatically eliminated, leading to strong interaction
between the spin and magnon estimated with accessible
parameters. This strong coupling allows quantum state
exchange between the spin and magnon, indicating that
our proposal can provide a potential path to realize solid-
state quantum information processing with optomechan-
ical interface mediated spin-magnon systems.

This paper is supported by the key program of
the Natural Science Foundation of Anhui (Grant
No. KJ2021A1301), and the National Natural Sci-
ence Foundation of China (Grants No. 12205069 and
No. 11804074). For numerical simulation, we used the
QuTIP library [90, 91].

Appendix A: The derivation of Hlin in Eq. (4)

In this appendix, we give a detailed derivation of the
Hamitltonian Hlin in Eq. (4). The total Hamiltonian
of the considered hybrid optomechanical system can be
written as (setting ~ = 1)

H ′total =ωaa
†a+ ωbb

†b+ ωcc
†c+ (gaa

†a− gcc†c)(b† + b)

+
1

2
ωqσz + gq(a

†σ− + aσ+)

+ ωmm
†m+ gm(c†m+m†c)

+ Fa(a†e−iω
d
at + aeiω

d
at)

+ Fc(c
†e−iω

d
c t + ceiω

d
c t), (A1)

where ωa(c) is the frequency of the cavity a (c) with the

annihilation and creation operators a (c) and a† (c†), ωb is
the frequency of the MR with the annihilation (creation)
operator b (b†), ωq is the transition frequency of the spin
qubit with the lowering (rising) operator σ− (σ+), and
ωm is the frequency of the magnon with the annihilation
(creation) operator m (m†). The terms in the last two
lines denote the interaction between the driving fields
and the cavities a and (c), in which νa(c) is the frequency
of the driving field a (c), and Fa(c) is the corresponding
amplitude. We further apply the unitary transformation
U = exp[−iωda(a†a+σz)t−iωdc (c†c+m†m)t] to Eq. (A1),

i.e.,

Htotal =U†H ′totalU + iU
∂U†

∂t
=Hom +Hq +Hm +Hd, (A2)

which is just the main Hamiltonian given by Eq. (1) in
the main text.

Below we focus on the subsystem governed by the
Hamiltonian Hom. The corresponding dynamics can be
given by the quantum Langevin equation,

∂a/∂t =− (κa + i∆a)− igaa(b+ b†) +
√

2κaain,

∂c/∂t =− (κc + i∆c) + igcc(b+ b†) +
√

2κccin, (A3)

∂b/∂t =− (κb + iωb)− igaa†a+ igcc
†c+

√
2κbbin,

where κo with o = a, b, c is the decay rate, and oin is the
vacuum input noise. Under the strong driving condition,
i.e., |〈a〉|, |〈c〉| � 1, the above nonlinear equations can
be linearized by writing a→ a+ 〈a〉 and c→ c+ 〈c〉. Ne-
glecting the high-order fluctuation terms, the dynamics
of the fluctuation operators reduces to

∂a/∂t =− (κa + i∆′a)− iGa(b+ b†) +
√

2κaain,

∂c/∂t =− (κc + i∆′c)− iGc(b+ b†) +
√

2κccin,

∂b/∂t =− (κb + iωb)− iGa(a† + a)− iGc(c† + c)

+
√

2κbbin, (A4)

where ∆′a and ∆′c are the effective frequency detuning
defined in Eq. (4), Ga and Gc are enhanced linearized op-
tomechanical coupling strengths. By rewriting Eq. (A4)
as ∂o/∂t = −i[o,Hlin]− κoo+

√
2κooin, we have

Hlin =∆′aa
†a+ ωbb

†b+ ∆′cc
†c

+Ga(a† + a)(b† + b) +Gc(c
† + c)(b† + b), (A5)

which is just the linearized optomechanical Hamiltonian
given by Eq. (4) in the main text.

Appendix B: The effect of the decay rate on the
critical condition in Eq. (23)

In the main text, the effects of the decay rates of the
system on the critical point are not considered. Here, we
focus on these effects by investigating the dynamics of
the subsystem Hamiltonian HS

ac, which can be given by
the quantum Langevin equation,

∂

∂t
R(t) =− i[R,HS

ac]−KRR(t)−
√

2KRRin(t)

=DR(t)−
√

2KRRin(t), (B1)

where R(t) = (as, a
†
s, cs, c

†
s)
T , KR = diag(Ka,Ka,Kc,Kc)

denotes the decay rates of the squeezed two cavities,
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Rin(t) = (as,in, a
†
s,in, cs,in, c

†
s,in)T are the Langevin forces,

and the cofficient matrix

D =

 −Ka − iWa 0 −iG −iG
0 −Ka + iWa iG iG
−iG −iG −Kc − iWc 0
iG iG 0 −Kc + iWc

 .

(B2)
The corresponding cofficient matrix of the Hamiltonian
HS

ac is

D = iD (B3)

The real and imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of D re-
spectively represent the eigenfrequencies and the effective
decay rates of the polariton modes. By including the de-
cay rates, it is difficult to obtain the analytical expression
of the eigenvalues of D. But here we are only interested in
the the effects of the decay rates on the critical condition
in Eq. (23), so we assume Ka = Kc = K for analytically
studying this effect. By solving the characteristic equa-
tion |D − I ∗ Ω| = 0 with Ω the eigenvalues and I the
identity matrix, four specific eigenvalues are given by

Ω
(−)
A =−iK −

√
W2
a +W2

c

2
−
√

(W2
a −W2

c )2 + 16G2WaWc

4
,

Ω
(+)
A =−iK +

√
W2
a +W2

c

2
−
√

(W2
a −W2

c )2 + 16G2WaWc

4
,

Ω
(−)
C =−iK −

√
W2
a +W2

c

2
+

√
(W2

a −W2
c )2 + 16G2WaWc

4
,

Ω
(+)
C =−iK +

√
W2
a +W2

c

2
+

√
(W2

a −W2
c )2 + 16G2WaWc

4
.

(B4)

Obviously, [Ω
(−)
A(C)]

2 = [Ω
(+)
A(C)]

2 = Ω2
A(C) when K = 0,

leading to Ω2
A = 0 at Gcp = 1

2

√
WaWc, which is just

the critical point in the main text without including dis-
sipation. At the ideal critical point Gcp = 1

2

√
WaWc,

Ω
(−)
A = Ω

(+)
A = −iK, Ω

(−)
C = −iK −

√
W2
a +W2

c , and

Ω
(+)
C = −iK+

√
W2
a +W2

c for K 6= 0. This indicates that
the criticality (i.e., Ω2 = 0) in our proposal disappears
at Gcp = 1

2

√
WaWc when the dissipation is included. To

revisit the criticality of the considered system in the pres-

ence of dissipations, we can let Ω
(−)
A = 0, which directly

results in [86]

G′cp =
1

2

√
(W2

a +K2)(W2
c +K2)/WaWc > Gcp. (B5)

This means the critical point in the main text is modified
by the decay rates of two squeezed cavities.

Appendix C: The effect of the decay rate on the
effective spin-magnon coupling strength Geff

To clearly show coupling enhancement at the new crit-
ical point induced by the decay rates of two squeezed

cavities, we diagonalize the cofficient matrix D follow-
ing the transformations in Eq. (19). As the decay rates
of two squeezed cavities are included, the transforma-
tions (19) are non-unitary via replacing Wa and Wc by

W̃a = Wa − iK and W̃c = Wc − iK, respectively, where
Ka = Kc = K is assumed. To be consistent with the main
text, the resonant condition Wa = Wc = W is taken, so
W̃a = W̃c = W̃ = W − iK. With these assumptions,
sin θ = cos θ = 1/

√
2 is required for diagonalization. By

solving Eq. (19), the reversible transformations in the
presence of the decay rates can be expressed as

as =|a+|eiφa,+A+ |a−|eiφa,−A†

+ |c+|eiφc,+C + |c−|eiφc,−C†

cs =− |a+|eiφa,+A− |a−|eiφa,−A†

+ |c+|eiφc,+C + |c−|eiφc,−C†, (C1)

with

|a±| =
|W̃|2 + |ΩA|2 ± 2(KIm[ΩA]−WRe[ΩA])

2|W̃||ΩA|
,

|c±| =
|W̃|2 + |ΩC |2 ± 2(KIm[ΩC]−WRe[ΩC])

2|W̃||ΩC |
, (C2)

where a± = W̃±ΩA√
2W̃ΩA

= |a±| exp(iφa,±) and c± =

W̃±ΩC√
2W̃ΩC

= |c±| exp(iφc,±). Substituting as and cs back

into Eq. (14), the total Hamiltonian of the system be-
comes

H =
1

2
∆qσz + ∆mm

†m+ ΩAA
†A+ ΩCC

†C

+
[
(Gaqe

iφa,+A+Gcqe
iφc,+C)σ+ + H.C.

]
+
[
(Game

iφa,+A+Gcme
iφc,+C)m† + H.C.

]
, (C3)

where Gaq = gqe
ra |a+|, Gcq = gqe

ra |c+|, Gam =
−gmerc |a+|, and Gcm = −gmerc |c+|. Different from
Eq. (26), here the UBP is involved in Eq. (C3). This
is because the couplings between the UBP and both
the spin and magnon vanish around the ideal critical
point Gcp when the deday rates are not included. Be-
low we give an estimation on |a+| and |c+|. When the
decay rates of two squeezed cavities are taken into ac-

count, Ω
(−)
A = Ω

(+)
A = −iK, Ω

(−)
C = −iK −

√
2W, and

Ω
(+)
C = −iK +

√
2W are given at the ideal critical point

Gcp = 1
2

√
WaWc = 1

2W, it is easy to find that

|a+| =
W2

2K
√
W2 +K2

,

|c+| =
(3± 2

√
2)W2

2
√

(W2 +K2)(K + 2W2)
. (C4)

Obviously, both a+ and c+ are determinded by K when
W is fixed. For microwave setup, K is general ∼ MHz,
so K ∼ W in our proposal. Around W/K ∼ 1, we
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FIG. 6: |a+| and |c+| in Eq. (C4) as functions of the ratio of
W/K at the ideal critical point Gcp = 1

2
W when the decay

rates of two squeezed cavities are considered. The superscript
’+ (-)’ of |c+|corresponds to the sign ’+ (-)’ of the second
equation in Eq. (C4). Here Wa = Wc and Ka = Ka = K are
used.

can see that both |a+| and |c+| are small (see curves
in Fig. 6). This means the coupling between the polari-
tons and the spin (magnon) can not be significantly en-
hanced, finally giving rise to weak coupling between the
spin and magnon. In a word, the proposal of coupling en-

hancement is fully washed out around the ideal critical
point Gcp when the decay rates of two squeezed cavities
are included. This is due to the fact that the critical
point is shifted from Gcp to G′cp by the decay rates [see
Eq. (B5)].

At G = G′cp, Ω
(−)
A = 0, Ω

(+)
A = −2iK, Ω

(−)
C =

−
√

2W2 +K2 − iK, and Ω
(+)
C =

√
2W2 +K2 − iK. Ac-

cording to the above discussions, we can see that |a+| and
|c+| can not be greatly enhanced for nonzero eigenvalues.

But when Ω
(−)
A → 0, we can find that |a+| can be greatly

strengthen due to the tiny Ω
(−)
A , which is similar to the

case of the coupling enhancement between the spin and
magnon around the ideal critical point when the decay
rates of two squeezed cavities are not taken into account.
Therefore, Gaq and Gam in Eq. (C3) can be significantly
enhanced by |a+|, resulting in strong coupling between
the spin and magnon via adiabatically eliminating the de-
grees of freedom of the polariton described by the opera-
torA. Note thatGcq andGcm can not be greatly enhanced,
so the indirect coupling between the spin and magnon
can be ignored induced by the polariton described by the
operator C.
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