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Quantum computing, quantum communication and quantum networks rely on hybrid quantum
systems operating in different frequency ranges. For instance, the superconducting qubits work in
the gigahertz range, while the optical photons used in communication are in the range of hundreds of
terahertz. Due to the large frequency mismatch, achieving the direct coupling and information ex-
change between different information carriers is generally difficult. Accordingly, a quantum interface
is demanded, which serves as a bridge to establish information linkage between different quantum
systems operating at distinct frequencies. Recently, the magnon mode in ferromagnetic spin sys-
tems has received significant attention. While the inherent weak optomagnonic coupling strength
restricts the microwave-to-optical photon conversion efficiency using magnons, the versatility of the
magnon modes, together with their readily achievable strong coupling with other quantum systems,
endow them with many distinct advantages. Here, we realize the magnon-based microwave-light
interface by adopting an optical cavity with adjustable free spectrum range and different kinds of
magnetostatic modes in two microwave cavity configurations. By optimizing the parameters, an in-
ternal conversion efficiency of 1.28× 10−7 is achieved. We analyze the impact of various parameters
on the microwave-to-optics conversion. The study provides useful guidance and insights to further
enhancing the microwave-to-optics conversion efficiency using magnons.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum interfaces and transducers [1–3], which re-
alize the coherent transformation of quantum informa-
tion between different quantum systems, are necessary
for building quantum networks [4, 5]. Different quantum
systems function within specific frequency ranges. Su-
perconducting qubit devices operating in the microwave
frequency range are a promising platform for quantum
information processing [6, 7]. Optical photons are more
suited for long-distance quantum communication com-
pared to microwave photons since they experience mini-
mal loss and advanced technologies have been developed
for detecting single optical photons [8–10]. As a result,
quantum interface and transducer schemes that facilitate
conversion between microwave and optical photons by
the aid of other systems are gaining increasing atten-
tion [11–27].

In recent years, the optomagnonic microwave-to-optics
transducer manifested as the magnon-induced light scat-
tering has attracted much attention [28–30] owing to its
unique advantages. For instance, it allows the magnon
mode frequency to be tuned in a wide range and exhibits
abundant nonlinear effects in ferrites [31–36], which en-
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rich the studies of the field. The ideal host for the
magnon modes is the yttrium iron garnet (YIG) crystal,
which is a ferrimagnetic material with a high density of
spins [37]. The high spin density makes the magnon mode
easily achieve strong coupling with other physical degrees
of freedom. The investigation of the magnon modes has
predominantly resided within the classical realm for a
lengthy time [35, 38], mainly focusing on the understand-
ing and manipulation of the dynamics of spin waves with
a large number of magnons excited. However, the uti-
lization of the macroscopic spin ensemble as a quantum
interface is predicated upon its ability to exhibit quantum
states [39, 40]. Fortunately, this has now been actualized.
The demonstrations of strong coupling between the su-
perconducting qubit and YIG sphere [41, 42], magnon
number states [43], quantum superposition states of a
single magnon and the vacuum [44], and the Bell entan-
gled state [45] in the YIG-superconducting qubit hybrid
system have served as a catalyst for the advancement of
quantum magnonics.

For the realization of a magnon-based quantum in-
terface in practice, it is vital to strengthen the opto-
magnonic coupling strength, which is known to be pro-
portional to the square root of the optical photon num-
ber (gmb ∝

√
Nb) [46, 47]. The experiments have pro-

gressed from the single scattering event scheme [48] to the
scattering enhancement approach using an optical cav-
ity, where the high-Q cavity greatly increases the num-
ber of times the photons are scattered by magnons be-
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the experimental setup. The 1550 nm laser field, modulated by the electro-optical modulator (EOM),
is separated by a beam splitter (BS) into the pump light and idler light. The pump light is focused on the YIG sample through
lens f1. The polarization of the pump light can be initialized to any angle by the half-wave plate and polarizer. The fast-
speed photodetector 1 (PD1) receives the reflected pump field from the optical cavity mirror. The Pound-Drever-Hall (PDH)
system controls the EOM, the PD1 and the piezoelectric ceramic transducer (PZT) to lock the optical cavity on the pump
light frequency. The output field from the optical cavity is separated into two paths with perpendicular polarizations by the
polarization beam splitter (PBS), which enter the power monitor (PM) and the fast-speed photodetector 2 (PD2), respectively.
Each beam contains half of the pump light and the converted sideband. The beat signal demodulated by the PD2 is loaded
to the vector network analyzer (VNA) after being amplified by the microwave amplifier (AP). The VNA injects microwaves
through port 1 into the microwave cavity to excite magnons. (b) The Brillouin scattering selection rule dependent on the
polarization of the pump light. The optical cavity has two sets of spectra slightly staggered by about 160 MHz (TE and TM).
The pump photon can convert to an optical anti-Stokes (Stokes) sideband photon by absorbing (creating) a magnon.

fore they leak out of the cavity. The latter approach has
been realized using, e.g., optical whispering gallery mode
(WGM) cavities [20, 29, 49], ridge waveguide cavities [21],
and Fabry-Pérot (FP) nano-cavities [50, 51]. These cav-
ity architectures can efficiently enhance the mode over-
lap between the optical cavity mode and the magnon
mode. The microwave-optical transduction efficiency can
be optimized by leveraging the triple-resonance condi-
tion, where the magnon frequency is tuned to match the
free spectral range (FSR) of the optical cavity. Using
these optical cavity configurations, the current highest
conversion efficiency of the microwave-to-optics interface
based on magnon modes has reached ∼ 1 × 10−8 [21].
However, adjusting the FSR of the optical cavity over a
broad range was technically challenging in these previous
schemes. In this manner, the advantage of the quantum
interface based on the magnon mode, i.e., the tunability
of the magnon mode frequency, is actually limited. For
a non-adjustable optical cavity with the triple-resonance
condition satisfied, the frequency of the magnon mode
can only be adjusted to a specific value. Hence, to make
full use of the advantages of the magnon modes it is
preferable to adopt an optical cavity that has a variable
FSR in such a magnon-based microwave-optics interface.
On the other hand, there exist multiple magnetostatic

modes with non-zero wave vectors in addition to the most
commonly studied spin uniform-precession mode, i.e., the
Kittel mode, in the YIG samples. Previous studies have
not addressed whether these magnetostatic modes have
superior effects in the microwave-optics conversion.

In this study, an optical cavity that can work at dif-
ferent FSRs is employed. By changing the FSR of the
optical cavity and the frequencies of the magnetostatic
modes at the same time, the triple-resonance condition
and the optimal conditions for the conversion can be eas-
ily achieved. By using a YIG flake sample with dimen-
sions of 3 × 3 × 0.5 mm3, we make use of its ability to
sustain several standing spin wave modes, including mag-
netostatic surface waves (MSSWs) and backward volume
magnetostatic waves (BVMSWs). Our investigation re-
veals that the MSSWs demonstrate higher conversion ef-
ficiency. We accordingly achieve an internal conversion
efficiency of 1.28× 10−7, accompanied with a conversion
bandwidth of 24 MHz and an adjustable bandwidth of
300 MHz. Nevertheless, we find that the coupling be-
tween magnons and optical photons remains the primary
obstacle in improving the conversion efficiency, as indi-
cated by our theoretical analysis. Therefore, This finding
offers a path to further enhance the conversion efficiency
by reducing the mode volume of the optical cavity.
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II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Experimental setup and theoretical model

The schematic of the experimental setup is illustrated
in Fig. 1(a). The microwave-optomagnonic system con-
tains a microwave cavity, a YIG flake sample, and an
optical FP cavity. We employ two kinds of microwave
cavities in the experiment, which are respectively a 3D
microwave cavity and a 2D split-ring resonator (SRR).
The details of the 3D cavity are given in the main text
and those of the SRR are presented in Appendix A. The
3D cavity is made of the oxygen-free copper with inner di-
mensions of 28×56×6 mm3 and the eigenfrequency of the
TE101 mode is 5.99 GHz. The YIG flake sample, which
is a single crystal grown along the ⟨111⟩ axis, has been
coated with anti-reflective optical coatings to minimize
the optical loss. The YIG sample is positioned at the
antinode of the magnetic field of the cavity TE101 mode,
and a static magnetic field H0 is uniformly applied to the
whole sample.

As shown in Fig. 1(a), the light field passes through
the microwave cavity and the YIG sample via the holes
on the walls of the microwave cavity. The optical cavity
is formed by two axially movable optical mirrors. The
port 1 of the vector network analyzer (VNA) is connected
to the microwave cavity to excite the magnon modes in
the YIG sample and the port 2 is used to receive the beat
signal of the pump light and the optical sidebands scat-
tered by magnons, which include both the Stokes and
anti-Stokes sidebands. The 1550 nm laser field is sep-
arated by the beam splitter (BS) into two paths: the
pump field, also known as the carrier field, and the re-
flected field (R1). The pump field is loaded to the optical
cavity and R1 is put on standby. The second reflected
light field (R2) originates from the pump field that is re-
flected by the optical cavity mirror. It is employed to
stabilize the optical cavity at the frequency of the pump
field using the Pound-Drever-Hall (PDH) control system.
The details of the PDH control system are provided in
Appendix A.

After passing through the optical cavity, the optical
beam, which comprises the residual pump field and the
scattered optical sideband with an orthogonal polariza-
tion, encounters a half-wave plate and is subsequently
separated by the polarization beam splitter (PBS). Then,
the separated beams are respectively loaded to the power
meter (PM) and the fast photodetector (PD2). Each
beam contains an equal portion of the residual pump
field and the sideband signal. The beat signal generated
by the pump field and the sideband at PD2 is amplified
by the microwave amplifier before being transferred to
the VNA. Meanwhile, the PM monitors the output light
power in time. One can confirm that the polarizations of
the optical sideband and the pump field are perpendicu-
lar to each other by two facts: (i) there is no beat signal
at the PD2 without the PBS, and (ii) the beat signal ap-
pears with a periodicity of π/4 by rotating the half-wave

plate before the PBS.
To achieve a stronger sideband signal, it is essential to

ensure that the optical cavity operates in a state of both
mode matching and impedance matching, and satisfies
the triple-resonance condition. These requirements can
be attained by the following methods. To begin with, the
incident laser field is adjusted to match the fundamental
Gaussian mode of the optical cavity by tuning the lens
f1. Furthermore, impedance matching often necessitates
that the reflectivity of the incident mirror be lower than
that of the output mirror, which are respectively 99%
and 99.5% in our configuration. This is done to achieve
a balance between the external coupling strength and the
overall attenuation rate of the optical cavity. The outer
surfaces of the optical mirrors and the flake sample are
covered with an antireflection layer that has a reflectance
of less than 0.1%. Moreover, the triple-resonance condi-
tion can be achieved by adjusting the magnon frequency
such that the scattered sideband photons and the pump
field are both in resonance with the optical cavity.
The schematic of the optical cavity modes are illus-

trated in Fig. 1(b). Due to the birefringence effect of
the YIG material, there are two distinguishable sets of
optical resonant eigenmodes, which are represented by
the red and blue dashed Lorentz curves. These modes
have a frequency difference of around 160 MHz and are
polarized perpendicularly. The FSR of the optical cavity
can be adjusted by changing the cavity length. The pa-
rameters of the optical cavity are as follows: the external
coupling strength κb/2π = 6.56 MHz, the intrinsic dissi-
pation rate γb/2π = 25.14 MHz, finesse F = 173.3, and
the quality factor Q = 6.09× 106.
When the pump light interacts with the magnon mode,

Brillouin light scattering takes place, producing two side-
bands in the output field of the optical cavity, i.e., the
lower and upper sidebands in Fig. 1(b), corresponding to
the Stokes and anti-Stokes processes, respectively. The
total Hamiltonian of the system in the frame rotating at
the pump frequency ωp is given by (see Appendix B):

H/ℏ =ωaa
†a+ ωmm†m+∆bb

†b+ gma

(
ma† +m†a

)
+ gmb

(
mb† +m†b

)
+ gmb

(
mb+m†b†

)
,

(1)

where a (a†), m (m†), and b (b†) are the annihilation (cre-
ation) operators of the microwave cavity mode, magnon
mode, and scattered optical sideband mode, respectively.
ωi, i = a,m, b, are the corresponding resonance frequen-
cies of the modes. ∆b = ωb − ωp, and gma (gmb) is the
coupling strength between the magnon mode and the mi-
crowave (optical) cavity. Note that gmb is the effective
optomagnonic coupling strength enhanced by the strong
pump light. The Stokes process corresponds to a pump
photon converting to a lower-frequency sideband photon
of frequency ωp − ωm (∆b = −ωm) and simultaneously
creating a magnon of frequency ωm. In contrast, the anti-
Stokes process involves the concurrent annihilation of a
pump photon and a magnon, producing a sideband pho-
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FIG. 2. (a) Two main kinds of magnetostatic modes in the in-plane magnetized YIG flake: Bulk modes (BVMSWs) and surface
modes (MSSWs) labeled by mode number (n1, n2). (b) Microwave reflection spectra of the cavity magnonic system versus bias
magnetic field. The anti-crossings indicate the strong coupling between the magnetostatic modes and the microwave cavity.
The corresponding coupling strengths are listed in (d). The dispersions of the MSSWs (green dash lines) and BVMSWs (red
dash lines) are plotted by using Eqs. (3a) and (3b), respectively. (c) The S21 mapping corresponds to the beat signal of the
pump field and the converted sideband, which is demodulated by the PD2 and measured by the VNA. The brightest spot
corresponds to the optical cavity enhanced microwave-to-optics conversion, where the triple-resonance condition is satisfied.
The corresponding FSR of the optical cavity is 5.923 GHz and the incident optical power is 9.3 dBm. (e), (f) The photon-
number conversion efficiency of the MSSWs and BVMSWs at various FSRs.

ton of frequency ωp + ωm (∆b = ωm). The polarization
of the incident pump light affects the relative intensity
of the above two processes. As illustrated in Fig. 1(b),
the scattering probability of the Stokes process is much
higher when the pump light is polarized in the transverse
magnetic (TM) direction, which is parallel to the exter-
nal magnetic field. In this case, the anti-Stokes process
is strongly suppressed, exhibiting a suppression ratio of
25 dB in our experiment. In contrast, the anti-Stokes
scattering becomes dominant when the pump light is
in transverse electric (TE) polarization. This scattering
selection rule has also been observed in other systems
[50, 52]. We can now define the conversion efficiency
in the microwave-magnon-light conversion process intro-
duced above. The photon-number conversion efficiency
is defined as the ratio of the number of converted opti-
cal photons from the output field of the optical cavity to
that of the microwave photons from the input field of the
microwave cavity. The conversion efficiency ηas (ηs) in
the anti-Stokes (Stokes) process is given by

ηas(s) =

∣∣∣∣ gmagmb
√
κaκb

χ−1
a χ−1

b χ−1
m + g2maχ

−1
b ± g2mbχ

−1
a

∣∣∣∣2 , (2)

where χi (i = a,m, b) are the susceptibilities of the mi-
crowave cavity, magnon mode, and optical cavity, respec-

tively, of which the expressions are provided in Appendix
B. κa(b) is the external coupling rate of the microwave
(optical) cavity. The anti-Stokes and Stokes conversion
efficiencies are essentially equivalent for a moderate cou-
pling strength gmb and become obviously different when
gmb is strong. This point is further expanded in Ap-
pendix B.

B. Microwave-optical photon conversion in the 3D
microwave cavity configuration

In the finite-size YIG flake, magnetostatic modes are
characterized as distinct standing wave modes based on
the spin wave vector and spatial distribution. When us-
ing an in-plane magnetized YIG flake, as depicted in
Fig. 2(a), the parallel and vertical components of the spin
wave vector are defined as k∥ = n1π/l1 and k⊥ = n2π/l2,
respectively [35, 53], where n1 and n2 are positive in-
tegers, l1 and l2 are the side lengths of the sample.
Correspondingly, a mode number pair of (n1, n2) can
specifically define a spin wave mode in the finite-size
flake sample. In the experiment, we focus on two main
types of magnonic standing wave modes: Magnetostatic
surface waves (MSSWs) with mode number (1,n2) and
backward volume magnetostatic waves (BVMSWs) with
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(b) Microwave reflection spectra of the cavity magnonic system versus the bias magnetic field for the increased external coupling
of the microwave cavity. (c) The microwave-to-optical photon conversion spectra. The FSR of the optical cavity is adjusted to
5.717 GHz. (d) The photon-number conversion efficiency at various FSRs. The optimal conversion spot is about 400 MHz away
from the cavity mode and the tunable bandwidth is around 400 MHz. (e) Reflection (microwave-to-optics conversion efficiency)
spectrum extracted from (b) [(c)] at the magnetic field corresponding to the vertical line I (II). (f) Reflection (conversion
efficiency) spectrum extracted from (b) [(c)] at the fixed microwave frequency indicated by the horizontal line III (IV)

.

mode number (n1,1). The MSSWs are primarily located
near the surface of the flake, while the BVMSWs get
their name because their distribution extends through-
out the bulk of the flake. Additionally, the phase and
group velocities of the BVMSWs within the flake pro-
ceed in opposite directions [37]. The dispersion relations
of the MSSWs and BVMSWs are as follows:

ω2
S = ω0 (ω0 + ωM) +

ω2
M

4

[
1− e−2kd

]
, (3a)

ω2
B = ω0

[
ω0 + ωM

(
1− e−kd

kd

)]
, (3b)

where ω0=−γµ0H0, ωM=−γµ0HM, HM is the satura-
tion magnetization of the YIG, k is the spin wave vec-
tor, and d is the thickness of the flake sample. γ/2π ≈
28 GHz/T is the gyromagnetic ratio and µ0 is the vac-
uum permeability. In Fig. 2(b), the MSSWs and BVM-
SWs are represented by the green and red dashed lines,
respectively. These lines are plotted using Eq. (3). The
strong interaction between the microwave cavity mode
and magnetostatic mode is evident in the repulsion of
energy levels. The coupling strengths are depicted in
Fig. 2(d).

Following that, the optical pump is turned on and the
FSR of the optical cavity is set to 5.923 GHz. The conver-

sion of microwave to optical photons is measured by grad-
ually changing the probe frequency and magnon mode
frequency, as shown in Fig. 2(c). The contour plot illus-
trates the efficacy of converting microwave to light waves
in various regions. It has been observed that cavity-
magnon polaritons, not the pure magnon modes, serve as
the medium of conversion. Enhanced conversion occurs
in luminous regions where the triple-resonance condition
is satisfied.

We further tune the FSR of the optical cavity to make
the cavity-enhanced conversion occur at various polariton
frequencies. The microwave-optical photon conversion
efficiencies via the MSSW modes and BVMSW modes
are calculated using Eq. (2) and the results are shown
in Fig. 2(e) and Fig. 2(f), respectively. The results in-
dicate that there is no significant difference in the max-
imum conversion efficiency (9.31 × 10−10) between the
MSSW modes and BVMSW modes in the 3D microwave
cavity configuration. However, spin wave modes that
have a stronger interaction with the microwave cavity
exhibit wider conversion bandwidths. For instance, the
BVMSW1 has an effective conversion range of up to 200
MHz.

We then push the microwave input-output pin deeper
into the microwave cavity, resulting in an increased ex-
ternal coupling rate of the microwave cavity mode. The



6

microwave reflection and conversion mappings with re-
spect to the bias magnetic field are shown in Fig. 3(b)-
3(c). The increased external coupling rate straightens the
dispersion of polaritons. With an increased external cou-
pling rate, which yields a higher pump efficiency, more
microwave photons can enter the microwave cavity (for a
fixed pump field) to interact with the magnons. Con-
sequently, we achieve enhanced conversion efficiencies,
which are also evaluated at various FSR values, as illus-
trated in Fig. 3(d). The typical bandwidth exceeds 400
MHz, and the optimal conversion point is significantly
distant from the microwave cavity resonance frequency.
As shown in Fig. 3(e)-3(f), the MSSWs family exhibits
both higher conversion efficiency and greater mode reso-
lution compared to the BVMSWs family. This is because
the BVMSWs have a larger mode volume, which is more
easily affected by the inhomogeneity of the microwave
field. It is evident that the advantage of the MSSWs
may persist even in a planar cavity with a higher level of
non-uniformity of the electromagnetic field, as illustrated
in the following section.

C. Microwave-optical photon conversion in the
planar microwave cavity configuration

To further improve the conversion efficiency, we employ
a split-ring resonator (SRR) cavity to interact with the
YIG sample, as illustrated in Fig. 4(a). The planar cavity
configuration exhibits a higher degree of localization of
the electromagnetic field, leading to a stronger coupling
between microwaves and magnons. The measurement
setup remains the same as in Fig. 1(a). The resonance
frequency of the SRR cavity is specifically set to 4.6 GHz.
The reflection spectra versus the microwave frequency
measured at different bias magnetic fields are displayed
in Fig. 4(b). In comparison to the 3D cavity, the planar
device excites a number of higher-order magnetostatic
modes, particularly the bulk modes (BVMSWs). This
is due to the increased inhomogeneity of the microwave
magnetic field in the planar device. In the measurement
of the microwave-optics conversion, we first set the FSR
of the optical cavity to 5.45 GHz. We then proceed to de-
tect both the Stokes and anti-Stokes sidebands, as shown
in Fig. 4(c). The suppression ratio of the enhanced Stokes
sideband to the suppressed anti-Stokes sideband reaches
25 dB. We regularly modify the FSR to explore the rela-
tion between the conversion efficiency and the FSR, and
find that the frequency at which the conversion efficiency
is highest is far from the resonance frequency of the mi-
crowave cavity, with the discrepancy of about 800 MHz as
indicated in Fig. 4(d). Accordingly, we attain a photon-
number conversion efficiency of η = 1.75 × 10−8 for the
MSSW1 in the measurement, which has surpassed the
previous record (1.08 × 10−8) [21]. The corresponding
internal conversion efficiency is 1.28× 10−7. Meanwhile,
it can be observed that surface spin wave modes con-
tribute to a higher conversion efficiency. Furthermore, in

accordance with the 3 dB concept, the adjustable range
of the microwave-optical conversion bandwidth surpasses
300 MHz. The conversion bandwidth for each individual
magnetostatic mode is approximately 24 MHz, as shown
in Fig. 4(e).

III. CONCLUSION

Achieving high-efficiency conversion of microwaves to
optical signals is essential for the successful implemen-
tation of quantum interfaces. The magnonic system has
emerged as a potential platform for this goal, thanks to
its versatile adaptability and capacity to interact with
diverse quantum systems. Nevertheless, the low conver-
sion efficiency of the magnonic system is attributed to
the weak optomagnonic coupling strength. To address
this issue, the present work employs two kinds of mi-
crowave cavities and an adjustable high-Q optical cavity
to enhance the microwave-magnon-light conversion effi-
ciency. By adjusting the microwave input-output pin of
the 3D cavity or using a planar cavity, the conversion
efficiency is prominently improved, at the price of stim-
ulating more higher-order bulk modes. By achieving the
triple-resonance condition, we attain a highest photon-
number conversion efficiency of 1.75× 10−8, correspond-
ing to an internal conversion efficiency of 1.28 × 10−7.
The conversion process operates within a typical single-
mode bandwidth of 24 MHz, and the conversion band-
width could be adjusted up to 300 MHz. In addition,
we find that the MSSW modes exhibit higher conversion
efficiency compared to the BVMSW modes, mostly due
to their higher mode density. The current design suf-
fers from the small overlap between the YIG sample and
the optical cavity, which limits the conversion efficiency.
A remarkable improvement would be achieved by signif-
icantly reducing the mode volume of the optical cavity.
Our present work opens an avenue towards further en-
hancing and facilitating the microwave-to-optical photon
conversion based on optomagnonic systems.

APPENDIX A: Experimental details

Light source and detection devices
The laser field is generated by the NKT Koheras BASIK
E15 1550 nm fiber laser. The laser power is adjusted
from 12 mW to 40 mW, but remains from 2 mW to
8 mW when reaching the optical cavity due to the
loss caused by the BS and EOM (Thorlab LNP6119).
The biased detector PD1 (Thorlab DET10N2) is used
for the PDH system. The detector PD2 is a fiber
fast-speed detector (NEW Focus 818-BB-35F) with
responsivity 0.68 A/W at 1550 nm, which generates the
beat signal between the sidebands and the laser source
field. The beat (microwave) signal is amplified by the
low-noise amplifier (Mini-Circuits 2x60-83LN) for 39.5
dB. The power monitor used is Thorlab PM103 S122C.
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FIG. 4. (a) A planar cavity made of a split-ring resonator on the printed circuit board couples with the magnon modes of the
YIG sample placed near the ring center. (b) Microwave reflection spectra of the cavity magnonic system. (c) The microwave-to-
optical photon conversion spectra. The Stokes (anti-Stokes) sidebands are enhanced (suppressed) for the TM polarized pump
light, cf. Fig.1(b). (d) The conversion efficiencies associated with the Stokes sidebands versus the FSR of the optical cavity. (e)
The Lorentz function is used to fit the conversion bandwidths of the magnetostatic modes, with full width at half maximum
about 24 MHz.

The microwave signals are analyzed by vector network
analyzer (Keysight ENA5071C).

Design of the YIG sample and optical cavity

The YIG slice of 3 × 3 × 0.5 mm3 is cut from bulk
materials growth along the ⟨111⟩ crystal axis. The loss
coefficient of the coated YIG sample is about 5485 ppm.
The intrinsic optical cavity loss coefficient is about 4500
ppm, which is mainly induced by the mirror loss and
imperfect mode matching. To reduce the optical loss,
the inner surfaces of the cavity mirrors are coated with
high-reflection films: Specifically, the left one has a
reflection of RL = 99% and the right one is RR = 99.5%.
In addition, both sides of the YIG sample and the
outer surfaces of the cavity mirrors are coated with the
anti-reflection dielectric films (R < 0.1%) to reduce the
scattering loss. In this case, the external coupling and
intrinsic dissipation of the optical cavity with sample are
κb/2π = 6.56 MHz and γb/2π = 25.14 MHz, respectively.

Design of the planar microwave cavity

The planar split-ring cavity is fabricated using the
Rogers RO4003C board, which consists of two layers
of 35 µm thick copper sandwiched by a 0.8 mm di-
electric. The split-ring resonator is side-coupled to the
transmission line, as shown in Fig. 5(a). The device is

processed by a circuit board engraving machine (LPKF
ProtoMat S104). The colorbar shows the distribution
of the microwave magnetic field at the cavity resonance
frequency. The YIG slice (grey area) is placed near the
center of the ring. The mode density of the planar cavity
is higher compared with the 3D cavity. The resonance
frequency and the dissipation rates are obtained by
fitting the transmission spectrum, which is shown in
Fig. 5(b).

PDH locking cavity system

The PDH (Pound-Drever-Hall) system [54] is used for
locking cavity resonance or stabilizing the laser fre-
quency. It can lock the optical cavity on the pump light
frequency, in spite of the presence of the low-frequency
mechanical vibration and frequency fluctuation of the
pump light. The PDH is essentially a negative feed-
back system. In our case, it works in the following way:
The power of the light reflected by the cavity mirror is
monitored and maintained at the minimum value, corre-
sponding to the cavity resonance, by providing feedback
voltage to the PZT to change the optical cavity length in
real time.
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FIG. 5. (a) The parameters of the planar cavity and the distribution of the microwave magnetic field at the cavity resonance
frequency. The YIG flake is placed near the center of the split-ring resonator. (b) The resonance frequency and dissipation
rates of the planar cavity are obtained by fitting its microwave reflection spectrum.

APPENDIX B: Theory and numerical analysis

The system under consideration comprises a microwave
cavity mode, a magnon mode, and two optical modes, as
modeled in Fig. 6. The total Hamiltonian of the system
is given by

H = H0 +HI . (B1)

The first term is the free Hamiltonian of the system, i.e.

H0/ℏ = ωaa
†a+ ωmm†m+ ωbb

†b+ ωpp
†p, (B2)

where a (a†), m (m†), b (b†), p (p†) are the annihilation
(creation) operators of the microwave cavity mode, the
magnon mode, the converted optical sideband mode, and
the optical pump mode, respectively. ωi, i = a,m, b, p,
are the corresponding resonance frequencies. The second
term describes the interactions among the four modes,
which is given by

HI/ℏ = gma

(
ma† +m†a

)
+ g′mb

(
m+m†) (pb† + p†b

)
,

(B3)
where gma is the coherent coupling strength between
the magnon mode and the microwave cavity mode.
g′mb represents the single-photon optomagnonic coupling
strength. Since the pump light is intense, it can be
treated classically by replacing the operators with com-
plex numbers, i.e., p = β, p† = β∗. For simplicity, we
choose the phase reference, such that β is real and posi-
tive, i.e., β∗ = β. Then, the interaction Hamiltonian HI

leads to a simplified linear form and can be decomposed
into the ones for describing, respectively, the anti-Stokes
and Stokes processes, which are

Has
I /ℏ = gmb

(
mb† +m†b

)
, (B4a)

Hs
I /ℏ = gmb

(
mb+m†b†

)
, (B4b)

where gmb = g′mbβ is the pump-enhanced effective opto-
magnonic coupling strength. In what follows, we discuss
the anti-Stokes and Stokes processes separately.

In the frame rotating at the pump frequency ωp, we
obtain the following Langevin equations of the system
for the anti-Stokes process:

ȧ = −iωaa− κa + γa
2

a− igmam+
√
κaai (B5a)

ṁ = −iωmm− γm
2

m− igmaa− igmbb (B5b)

ḃ = −i∆bb−
κb + γb

2
b− igmbm+

√
κbbi (B5c)

where ∆b = ωb−ωp, κa (κb) is the external coupling rate
of the microwave (optical) cavity, γa (γb) is the intrinsic
dissipation rate of the microwave (optical) cavity, and
γm is the dissipation rate of the magnon mode. The
corresponding Langevin equations for the Stokes process
are given by

ȧ = −iωaa− κa + γa
2

a− igmam+
√
κaai (B6a)

ṁ = −iωmm− γm
2

m− igmaa− igmbb
† (B6b)

ḃ† = i∆bb
† − κb + γb

2
b† + igmbm+

√
κbbi

† (B6c)

Taking the Fourier transform and solving the above two
sets of equations in the frequency domain, we obtain the
steady-state solutions of the system, which are

a = χa [−igmam+
√
κaai] , (B7a)

m = χm [−igmaa− igmbb] , (B7b)

b = χb [−igmbm+
√
κbbi] , (B7c)

for the anti-Stokes process, and

a = χa [−igmam+
√
κaai] , (B8a)

m = χm

[
−igmaa− igmbb

†] , (B8b)

b† = χb

[
igmbm+

√
κbb

†
i

]
, (B8c)
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FIG. 6. The diagram of the microwave-to-optics conversion. The microwave cavity is coherently coupled with the magnon
mode with the coupling strength gma, and the magnon mode is also coupled with the optical cavity with the coupling strength
gmb. The external coupling rate of the microwave (optical) cavity is κa (κb). The intrinsic dissipation rates of the three modes
are γa,m,b, and ai,o (bi,o) denote the input and output fields of the microwave (optical) cavity.

for the Stokes process. The susceptibilities χi are defined
as

χa =

[
−i (ω − ωa) +

γa + κa

2

]−1

, (B9a)

χm =
[
−i (ω − ωm) +

γm
2

]−1

, (B9b)

χb =

[
−i (ω − ωm) +

γb + κb

2

]−1

. (B9c)

Note that the expression of the susceptibility χb is pro-
vided when the triple-resonance condition is satisfied, i.e.,
∆b = ωm for the anti-Stokes process and ∆b = −ωm for
the Stokes process.

By fully solving Eqs. (B7) and (B8), and utilizing the

input-output relations bo =
√
κbb−bi and b†o =

√
κbb

†−b†i ,
we can obtain the output field of the optical cavity, which
allows us to define the microwave-to-optics conversion
efficiency in the anti-Stokes or Stokes process, i.e.,

ηas =

∣∣∣∣boai
∣∣∣∣2

=

∣∣∣∣ gmagmb
√
κaκb

χ−1
a χ−1

b χ−1
m + g2maχ

−1
b + g2mbχ

−1
a

∣∣∣∣2 , (B10a)

ηs =

∣∣∣∣b†oai
∣∣∣∣2

=

∣∣∣∣ −gmagmb
√
κaκb

χ−1
a χ−1

b χ−1
m + g2maχ

−1
b − g2mbχ

−1
a

∣∣∣∣2 . (B10b)

It can be seen that the conversion efficiencies ηas and
ηs in the two processes are nearly identical for a small
optomagnonic coupling strength gmb. We further define
the internal conversion efficiency ηint by factoring out the

coupling losses from the total conversion efficiency, i.e.,
ηint = ηas(s)/(ξaξb), where ξi = κi/(κi + γi) for i = a, b.
We plot the conversion efficiency, calculated using

Eq. (B10), versus the external coupling rate κa in
Fig. 7(a) and the optomagnonic coupling strength gmb

in Fig. 7(b). It shows that the conversion efficiency in-
creases to a saturation point and then decreases as the
external coupling increases. For a relatively weak cou-
pling gmb, as in our experiment and others, the conver-
sion efficiencies ηas and ηs are almost identical, as shown
in the inset of Fig. 7(b). However, the difference be-
tween them becomes significant when the optomagnonic
coupling gmb increases to the MHz level. This is be-
cause the anti-Stokes process absorbs magnons, resulting
in the decrease of the magnon excitation number, which
in turn restricts the increase of the anti-Stokes scattering
probability and the conversion efficiency. In contrast, the
Stokes process creates magnons, which can significantly
enhance the Stokes scattering probability and thus the
conversion efficiency.
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