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Magnon blockade (MB) serves as an efficient mechanism for generating a single magnon, which holds sig-
nificance in quantum information processing. In this work, we propose a scheme to realize magnon blockade
effects in a hybrid system consisting of a YIG micromagnet and a skyrmion. Through numerical simulations,
we explore the behavior of the second-order correlation function g(2)(0) under various parameter regimes and
examine the influence of the ambient thermal noise on the magnon blockade effects. The results indicate that
the behavior of the second-order correlation function for the magnon mode critically depends on the skyrmion
qubit-magnon coupling strength and the drive detuning. By tuning the drive field, the system effectively sup-
presses multi-magnon state and yields a high-purity single-magnon state, exhibiting pronounced antibunching
and magnon blockade effects. This scheme provides a feasible and versatile new all-magnetic platform for
achieving high-purity single-magnon sources.

I. INTRODUCTION

Hybrid quantum systems leverage the advantages of differ-
ent quantum subsystems and play a significant role in fields
such as quantum information processing, quantum network-
ing, and quantum sensing [1–4]. With high spin density, broad
frequency tunability, long lifetime, and enhanced coherence
times, magnons excited within YIG materials have emerged
as promising candidates for quantum information carriers [5–
14]. The unique properties of magnons have facilitated the
development of various hybrid magnonic systems, including
cavity optomagnonic systems [15–17], cavity magnonic sys-
tems [18] and qubit-magnon systems [19–21]. In these plat-
forms, magnon modes can couple effectively with quantum
information carriers such as phonon modes, microwave pho-
tons, optical photons, and superconducting qubits [22–30].
A variety of nontrivial quantum phenomena have been ob-
served within these configurations, underscoring the potential
of hybrid magnonic systems as powerful platforms for prob-
ing and controlling complex quantum interactions [25, 29–
57].Recently, coupled skyrmion qubit - magnon systems have
emerged as a compelling area of research [58, 59].

Skyrmions, as magnetic nanostructures with particle-like
characteristics, display emerging magnetic effects [60–63].
Their most notable attribute is their topological protection
[64, 65], which enables skyrmions to withstand external dis-
turbances. This topological protection allows for state ma-
nipulation with ultra-low currents, along with the modula-
tion of electric and magnetic fields [58, 66–68], facilitat-
ing logical transitions within a richly anharmonic operational
regime and making them robust information carriers [60, 69].
Consequently, skyrmions hold significant promise for appli-
cations in spintronics and quantum computing [70–80]. Ex-
perimentally, skyrmions can be generated in centrosymmet-
ric crystals, such as Gd2PdSi3 [81]. In frustrated magnets,
skyrmions exhibit internal degrees of freedom related to he-
licity [81–86]. By quantizing collective helicity coordinates,
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two types of qubits can be constructed [66], and with co-
herence times on the order of microseconds, skyrmion qubits
are well-suited for quantum state manipulation. Furthermore,
nonvolatile readout methodologies provide a robust means for
reliable qubit state measurement. In magnon-skyrmion qubit
systems, tunable coherent and dissipative coupling between
magnon modes in a YIG micromagnet and the quantized he-
licity degree of freedom of skyrmions has been achieved [58].
This robust all-magnetic coupling mechanism acts as a media-
tor to enable long-range coherent interactions with skyrmions,
thereby realizing the scalability of skyrmion qubits and pro-
viding a promising all-magnetic alternative platform for ex-
ploring quantum effects.

In recent years, magnon blockade (MB) has attracted spe-
cial attention as a purely quantum effect [25, 29, 30, 43–
50, 56]. The MB effect was first introduced in the context
of a hybrid ferromagnet-superconductor quantum system in
2019 [29]. The standard indicator for verifying a stable single-
magnon state is g(2)(0) → 0 [87–89]. Analogous to pho-
ton blockade [51–55, 90, 91] and phonon blockade [92, 93],
magnon blockade enables the preparation of single-magnon
states, offering the possibility of quantum control at the single-
magnon level.

In this paper, we aim to generate a stable and high-fidelity
single-magnon state by optimizing the MB effect, where a
YIG micromagnet are coupled to a resonant skyrmion qubit
via strong interaction [58]. The focus of this work is to sys-
tematically investigate the steady-state statistical properties of
magnons in a skyrmion qubit-magnon coupled system. By nu-
merically solving the quantum master equation for the sys-
tems density matrix [29, 94], we analyze the second-order
correlation function g(2)(0), which characterizes the magnon
excitation statistics. Our results reveal that g(2)(0) can reach
the order of 10−6, indicating a strong the MB effect. This ef-
fect can be optimized within a specific range of system pa-
rameters. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the MB effect is
highly sensitive to the coupling strength between the skyrmion
qubit and magnon, as well as to the detuning of the drive field.
We also discuss in detail the impact of thermal noise from the
systems environment on the MB effect. Beyond its fundamen-
tal scientific significance, the exploration of the MB effect is
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the hybrid magnon-Skyrmion
system.The magnon is probed by an external microwave field Ωm,
while the skyrmion is driven by a microwave field Ωs. The magnon
mode interacts with the skyrmion mode through a coupling strength
gms. The dissipative processes for both the magnon and skyrmion
modes are represented by the damping rates κm and κs, respectively.
Long-lasting spin wave modes are induced by the application of a
uniform bias magnetic field Bm. Here, we concentrate on the Kittel
mode, characterized by the coherent precession of all spins in the
micromagnet, with spins maintaining identical phase and amplitude.

crucial for the study of magnons at the quantum level, and it
opens up avenues for designing single-magnon emitters. Thus,
Our findings provide a theoretical foundation for achieving
single-magnon quantum control within an all-magnetic plat-
form [95].

II. MODEL AND HAMILTONIAN

The physical system considered in our study is a hybrid
quantum structure [as illustrated in Fig. 1], which integrates
two collective excitation modes: the magnon mode within a
ferromagnetic YIG micromagnet and a skyrmion mode po-
sitioned beneath it. The strong coupling between them de-
pends on their spatial configuration. Specifically, the vertical
distance from the skyrmion to the surface and center of the
YIG sphere directly affects the skyrmion qubit-magnon cou-
pling strength, allowing for precise control over the coupling
range [58]. Within the YIG sphere, spin wave modes with long
coherence times can be induced through the application of a
uniform bias magnetic fieldBm [58, 96, 97]. The magnon rep-
resents spin waves in magnetic materials, which are collective
excitations of spin ensembles, while the skyrmion is a topo-
logical excitation in magnetic materials, typically manifested
as rotations or twists in the spin structure. The coupling be-
tween the magnon and the skyrmion can be understood as the
interaction between the collective spin wave oscillation of the
magnon and the localized spin motion within the skyrmion’s

topological structure. The free Hamiltonian associated with
the magnon mode can be expressed as Ĥm = ωmm̂

†m̂ (we
set ℏ = 1), where m̂† and m̂ represent the creation and an-
nihilation operators of the magnon mode, respectively, and
ωm = γeBm denotes the mode’s resonance frequency, with
γe being the gyromagnetic ratio [58]. By quantizing the col-
lective coordinates, the skyrmion can be treated as a qubit that
can be controlled and manipulated. the energy levels of the Ŝz

skyrmion qubit are anharmonic, the effective Hamiltonian of
the Ŝz qubit within the subspace {|0⟩, |1⟩} is given by ĤSz

=
K0

2 σ̂z − Ez

2 σ̂x [58, 66, 98, 99]. The interaction Hamiltonian
is given by Ĥint =

g̃ms

2 (m̂+ m̂†)σ̂x +
gms

2 (m̂+ m̂†)σ̂z[58],
where g̃ms represents the coupling strength along the X and
Y axes, and gms represents the coupling strength along the Z
axis.

To achieve and dynamically control magnon blockade, we
introduce a microwave drive applied to the skyrmion qubit
with a driving frequency ωs. The corresponding Hamiltonian
is given by Hs = Ωs cos(ωst)σ̂z[58]. Additionally, to ob-
serve the magnon blockade effect, a weak probe field is in-
troduced into the system, with its Hamiltonian described as
Hd = Ωd(m̂

†e−iωdt + m̂eiωdt) [29, 100], where ωd and Ωd

are the probe field’s frequency and strength, respectively. The
total Hamiltonian of the driven skyrmion qubit-magnon hy-
brid quantum system, therefore, is given by

Ĥtotal =wmm̂
†m̂+

K0

2
σ̂z −

Ez

2
σ̂x

+
g̃ms

2
(m̂+ m̂†)σ̂x +

gms

2
(m̂+ m̂†)σ̂z

+Ωs cos(ωst)σ̂z +Ωd(m̂
†e−iωdt + m̂eiωdt).

(1)

When the skyrmion qubit operates near the degeneracy
point, its Hamiltonian ĤSz

can be expressed in terms of the
eigenstates |ψ2⟩ =

√
2
2 |1⟩−

√
2
2 |0⟩ and |ψ1⟩ =

√
2
2 |1⟩+

√
2
2 |0⟩.

In the subspace spanned by {|ψ2⟩, |ψ1⟩}, the Pauli opera-
tors are defined as σ̃z = |ψ2⟩⟨ψ2| − |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1| and σ̃x =
|ψ2⟩⟨ψ1| + |ψ1⟩⟨ψ2|, the coupling term g̃ms does not induce
transitions between energy levels; instead, it causes a minor
shift in the energy levels of the skyrmion qubit. This shift is
on the order of megahertz (g̃ms ≈ 50.1 MHz), which is con-
siderably smaller than the gigahertz-scale resonant frequen-
cies of the hybrid system (Ez ≈ ωm ≈ 9.8 GHz), therefore,
this term can be neglected [58, 99]. Using the rotating-wave
approximation (RWA) and considering the time-evolution op-
erator in the rotating frame, U = e−i(Wsσ̃zt

2 +wdtm̂
†m̂), the

hybrid quantum system Hamiltonian can be simplified. Thus,
the effective Hamiltonian can be written as

Heff =∆mm̂
†m̂+

∆s

2
σ̃z +

gms

2
(m̂σ̃+ + m̂†σ̃−)

+
Ωs

2
(σ̃+ + σ̃−) + Ωd(m̂

† + m̂),

(2)

where ∆m ≡ ωm −ωd (∆s ≡ Ez −ωs) represents the detun-
ing between the magnon mode and the probe field frequency,
while ∆s represents the detuning between the skyrmion qubit
frequency and the driving frequency. The approximate con-



3

ditions are ωd ≈ ωs, ωd ≫ gms, and ωs ≫ Ωs, with
∆ = ∆s = ∆m.

III. MAGNON BLOCKADE AND THE STEADY-STATE
EQUAL-TIME SECOND-ORDER CORRELATION

FUNCTION

A. the analytical expression for the steady-state equal-time
second-order correlation function

In the weak-driving regime, where Ωd,Ωs ≪ km, ks, and
the effects of quantum jumps on short time scales are ne-
glected, the wave function of the composite system can be
approximated within the framework of an analytical model
[29, 30, 45–47, 50, 91, 101, 102]. Under this approximation,
the system’s dynamics can be effectively described by the
master equation (Eq. (9)), which, in turn, is approximated by a
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. The non-Hermitian Hamiltonian
governing the system is given by

Ĥnon = Ĥeff − i
km
2
m†m −iks

2
σ̃+σ̃− (3)

thus, the Hilbert space of the composite system can be trun-
cated to a subspace corresponding to a few excitations, and
the system’s evolution can be effectively approximated by a
pure state, as described below

|ψ⟩ = Cg0|g0⟩+Cg1|g1⟩+Ce0|e0⟩+Ce1|e1⟩+Cg2|g2⟩ (4)

where Cms (ms = g0, g1, e0, e1, g2) are the probability
amplitudes for the states |ms⟩, and |g(e), n⟩ represents the
ground (excited) state of the Skyrmion qubit and the Fock
state of the magnon mode, respectively.

Based on the Schrödinger equation i d
dt |ψ(t) = Ĥnon|ψ(t)⟩,

the dynamical evolution of the coefficients Cms can be de-
rived from the equations. The corresponding dynamical equa-
tions can then be written as

iĊg,0 =
Ωs

2
Ce,0 +ΩdCg,1 (5a)

iĊe,0 = (∆s − i
ks
2
)Ce,0 +

gms

2
Cg,1 +

Ωs

2
Cg,0 (5b)

iĊg,1 = (∆m − i
km
2

)Cg,1 +
gms

2
Ce,0 +ΩdCg,0 (5c)

iĊe,1 = (∆m +∆s − i
km
2

− i
ks
2
)Ce,1 +

√
2

2
gmsCg,2

+
Ωs

2
Cg,1 +ΩdCe,0 (5d)

iĊg,2 = (∆m − i
km
2

)Cg,2 +
√
2ΩdCg,1 +

√
2

2
gmsCe,1

(5e)

then its steady-state solution can be obtained from

0 =
Ωs

2
Ce,0 +ΩdCg,1, (6a)

0 = (∆s − i
ks
2
)Ce,0 +

gms

2
Cg,1 +

Ωs

2
Cg,0, (6b)

0 = (∆m − i
km
2

)Cg,1 +
gms

2
Ce,0 +ΩdCg,0, (6c)

0 = (∆m +∆s − i
km
2

− i
ks
2
)Ce,1 +

√
2

2
gmsCg,2

+
Ωs

2
Cg,1 +ΩdCe,0, (6d)

0 = (∆m − i
km
2

)Cg,2 +
√
2ΩdCg,1 +

√
2

2
gmsCe,1. (6e)

In the weak-driving regime, where Ωd,Ωs ≪ km, ks, the fol-
lowing relationships hold: |Cg,0| ≫ |Cg,1|, |Cg,2|, |Ce,0| ≫
|Cg,3|, |Ce,1|, |Ce,2|. By applying perturbation theory, we ne-
glect the higher-order terms that contribute minimally in the
equation of motion for the lower-order variables. We can de-
rive the steady-state solutions for the probability amplitudes

Cg,0 ≈ 1 (7a)

Ce,0 =
−2Ωdgms + 2∆̃mΩs

−4∆̃m∆̃s + g2ms

(7b)

Cg,1 =
4∆̃sΩd − Ωsgms

−4∆̃m∆̃s + g2ms

(7c)

Ce,1 =
−ΩsDA− 2AΩdE + 8∆̃sΩdgms − 2g2msΩdΩs

(−4∆̃m∆̃s + g2ms)(2AB − g2ms)
(7d)

Cg,2 =
−2

√
2BC +ΩsDgms + 2ΩdEgms

(−4∆̃m∆̃s + g2ms)(2
√
2AB −

√
2g2ms)

(7e)

where ∆̃m = ∆ − ikm

2 , ∆̃s = ∆ − iks

2 , A =

2
(
∆− ikm

2

)
, B =

(
2∆− ikm

2 − iks

2

)
, C = 4

√
2∆̃sΩ

2
d −√

2gmsΩdΩs, D = 4∆̃sΩd − Ωsgms, E = −2Ωdgms +
2∆̃mΩs.

With the steady-state amplitudes in Eqs. (7c) and (7e), the
function g(2) can then be expressed by

g(2)(0) ≈ 2 |Cg2|2

|Cg1|4
=

2 |η1|2 · |χ|2

|η2|2 |D|4
(8)

in which η1 = −2
√
2BC + ΩsDgms + 2ΩdEgms, η2 =

2
√
2AB −

√
2g2ms, χ = −4∆̃m∆̃s + g2ms.

B. Numerical Simulation of the Second-Order Correlation
Function

Considering the damping effects induced by the system-
bath coupling, the dissipative dynamics of the hybrid
skyrmion qubit-magnon system, with a focus on the magnon
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mode, can be described by the master equation [94]

∂ρ

∂t
=− i[Heff, ρ] +

κm
2

(nth + 1)Lm[ρ]

+
κm
2
nthL′

m[ρ] +
κs
2
Lσ̃[ρ],

(9)

here, κs and κm represent the decay rates of the skyrmion
qubit and the magnon mode, respectively. The Pauli operators
are defined as σ̃+ = |ψ2⟩⟨ψ1| and σ̃− = |ψ1⟩⟨ψ2|, where
|ψ1⟩ and |ψ2⟩ are the eigenstates of the skyrmion qubit. For
simplicity, we assume κs = κm, where ρ is the system density
matrix. The Lindblad superoperators are defined as follows

Lm[ρ] = 2mρm† −m†mρ− ρm†m, (10)
Lσ̃[ρ] = 2σ̃−ρσ̃+ − σ̃+σ̃−ρ− ρσ̃+σ̃−. (11)

The phenomenon of magnon blockade can be quantified us-
ing the second-order correlation function, given by [103]

g(2)(0) =
Tr(ρm†m†mm)

[Tr(ρm†m)]2
=

⟨m†m†mm⟩
⟨m†m⟩2

. (12)

The second-order correlation function g(2)(0) can be numeri-
cally obtained by solving the master equation given in Eq. (9)
using Monte Carlo wave function simulation[104], alongside
the effective Hamiltonian Heff from Eq. (2). If g(2)(0) > 1,
this indicates that the steady-state magnon number distribu-
tion follows super-Poissonian statistics, exhibiting magnon
bunching. Conversely, if 0 < g(2)(0) < 1, the magnon num-
ber distribution satisfies sub-Poissonian statistics, known as
magnon antibunching [87–89]. Specifically, when g(2)(0) →
0, magnon blockade occurs. In our scheme, the second-order
correlation function can be as low as g(2)(0) → 10−6, which
is a strong indication of magnon blockade [29, 100, 105].
Therefore, our study provides theoretical support for the gen-
eration of a single-photon source, which is significant for in-
vestigating fundamental aspects of quantum magnons and for
potential applications in magnon-based quantum simulation
and hybrid quantum devices [13, 58, 106].

In our simulation, we examine how the equal-time second-
order correlation function depends on various system parame-
ters, such as the driving detuning, the effective qubit-magnon
coupling strength, the dissipation rates of the magnon mode
and the skyrmion-qubit, and the thermal magnon occupation
number, decay rate.

In Fig. 2(a), the steady-state second-order correlation func-
tion log10 g

(2)(0) varies with the drive detuning ∆/γ and
the coupling strength gms/γ between the magnon and the
skyrmion-qubit. The color gradient from deep purple to yel-
low represents the transition of g(2)(0) from strong quantum
correlations to classical correlations. Near the white dashed
lines, the drive detuning is approximately half of the cou-
pling strength, i.e., ∆/γ ≈ ± 1

2gms/γ, at which point g(2)(0)
reaches its minimum, indicating significant antibunching and
a pronounced magnon blockade effect in the system. The
relationship between the second-order correlation function
g(2)(0) and the control field strength Ωs/γ, as well as the
probe field strength Ωd/γ, is shown in Fig. 2(b). As Ωs/γ and

FIG. 2. The variation of the steady-state equal-time second-order cor-
relation function log10 g

(2)(0) is plotted varies with (a) as a func-
tion of the driving detuning ∆/γ and the skyrmion qubit-magnon
coupling strength gms/γ, and (b) as a function of the control field
strength Ωs/γ and the probe field strength Ωd/γ. To maintain con-
sistency throughout the paper, all frequencies are scaled using γ =
2π × 1 MHz. In (a), Ωs/γ = 0.06 and Ωd/γ = 0.01, while in (b),
∆/γ = 10 and gms/γ = 19.6. The other system parameters are
κm/γ = κq/γ = 1, and nth = 0.

Ωd/γ increase, g(2)(0) exhibits significant changes. Notably,
g(2)(0) reaches its minimum near the white dashed lines, sug-
gesting the possibility of achieving magnon blockade by ap-
propriately tuning the external driving fields.

It is essential to clearly state that the detection field and the
driving field are indispensable for enhancing magnon block-
ade. In Fig. 3, we explore the optimal connection between
the coupling strength gms, the optimal driving field strength
Ωs, and the dissipation rate κ. In Fig. 3(a), at high coupling
strength gms and low dissipation rate κ, log10 g(2)(0) re-
mains at a low value (deep purple), with a magnitude less
than 10−8, indicating a strong antibunching effect. We fixed
a strong coupling strength gms/γ = 19.6 and optimized the
g(2)(0) function by adjusting the parameter space of Ωs and
κ, as shown in Fig. 3(b). Our goal is to identify the opti-
mal driving strength and dissipation range under this cou-
pling strength. When Ωs/γ approaches 0.06, log10 g(2)(0)
shows a clear low-value region (deep purple band), particu-
larly in the range of κ/γ from 0 to 0.6, indicating that at this
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FIG. 3. The steady-state log10 g
(2)(0) is plotted as a function of (a)

the coupling strength gms and (b) the control field strength Ωs/γ, as
well as the dissipation rate κ, under the condition ∆/γ ≈ 1

2
gms/γ.

In (a), Ωs/γ = 0.06 and Ωd/γ = 0.01, while in (b) gms/γ = 19.6,
and nth = 0.

driving field strength, the second-order correlation function
reaches its minimum, and the magnon blockade effect is most
pronounced. Interestingly, there exists a well-defined optimal
driving field strength, detection field strength, and a specific
dissipation range to maximize the magnon blockade effect.

Next, we observe that the second-order correlation function
g(2)(0) exhibits a strong dependence on the driving detuning,
with clearer results presented in Fig. 4. The optimal dissipa-
tion region k is selected with k/γ = 0.15. Specifically, we
plot the second-order correlation function g(2)(0) as a func-
tion of the driving detuning ∆/γ. The variation of g(2)(0) with
detuning ∆/γ for different magnon driving field strengths
(Ωd/γ = 0.004, 0.01, 0.012) is shown in Fig. 4(a), where
the skyrmion driving field is kept constant at Ωs/γ = 0.06.
As expected, a strong antibunching effect is observed around
∆/γ ≈ 10, indicating a pronounced magnon blockade effect.
In this range, the antibunching effect is sensitive to modula-
tion of the probe and driving fields. However, it is also ob-
served that the antibunching effect around ∆/γ ≈ −10 is less
sensitive to such modulation. When Ωd/γ = 0.01, the system
displays the strongest antibunching effect, with g(2)(0) ap-
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108
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) (0
)

(a)

d/  = 0.004
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100

103

106

109

g
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s/  = 0.001

s/  = 0.050

s/  = 0.090

FIG. 4. The equal-time second-order correlation function g(2)(0) is
shown as a function of the normalized detuning ∆/γ. As illustrated
in (a), for the magnon drive field strengths Ωd/γ = 0.004, 0.01, and
0.012, the Skyrmion drive field Ωs/γ is kept constant at 0.06. In (b),
for the skyrmion drive field strengths Ωs/γ = 0.001, 0.05, and 0.09,
the magnon drive field Ωd/γ is fixed at 0.01. The coupling strength
between the magnon and skyrmion modes is gms/γ = 19.6. The
other system parameters are κm/γ = κq/γ = 0.15, and nth = 0.

proaching 10−6. In Fig. 4(b), the dependence of g(2)(0) on the
skyrmion driving field strengths (Ωs/γ = 0.001, 0.05, 0.09)
is shown, while the magnon driving field remains fixed at
Ωd/γ = 0.05. Similar to the magnon driving fields, the
strongest antibunching effect is observed at Ωs/γ = 0.05,
where g(2)(0) approaches 10−5, indicating optimal suppres-
sion of paired magnon excitations.

In Fig. 5, the relationships among Ωd, gms, Ωs, and κ are
more clearly demonstrated. It shows that the system exhibits
the strongest antibunching effect around Ωs/γ ≈ 0.06 and
Ωd/γ ≈ 0.01. A lower decay rate (κ/γ = 0.15) helps the
system maintain a stronger antibunching effect, as indicated
by the lower value of g(2)(0). As the decay rate increases, the
antibunching effect weakens, but even at higher dissipation,
log10 g

(2)(0) still reaches a good magnitude.
Finally considering a bosonic environment at nonzero tem-

perature, we can analyze the impact of ambient thermal noise
on the magnon blockade. Fig. 6 illustrates the significant de-
pendence of the second-order correlation function g(2)(0) on
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FIG. 5. The dependence of the second-order correlation function
g(2)(0) on both the skyrmion driving field Ωs/γ and the magnon
driving field Ωd/γ. In (a), g(2)(0) is plotted as a function of Ωs/γ
for detuning values κ/γ = 0.15, κ/γ = 0.3, and κ/γ = 0.45,
Ωd/γ = 0.01. In (b), the behavior of g(2)(0) is depicted as a func-
tion of Ωd/γ under the same detuning conditions, Ωs/γ = 0.06,
while the other parameters are the same as those in Fig. 4.

the coupling strength gms/γ, exhibiting different behaviors
under various thermal magnon occupation numbers nth. By
numerically solving the master equation, we plotted the vari-
ation of g(2)(0) as a function of the qubit-magnon coupling
strength gms/γ for different thermal magnon occupation num-
bers n = (0, 10−8, 10−7). With gms = 19.6, the results
show that the thermal magnon number significantly affects the
magnon blockade effect. When nth = 0 (red solid line), the
second-order correlation function reaches its minimum value,
around 10−6, near gms/γ ≈ 20, indicating that the system
is in a strong blockade regime, where magnon excitations
are significantly suppressed. For nth = 10−8, nth = 10−7,
and nth = 10−6 (green dashed line, blue dashed line, and
purple dashed line, respectively), the magnon blockade ef-
fect is disrupted as the thermal magnon occupation number
increases. Although antibunching behavior can still be ob-
served near gms/γ ≈ 20, the minimum value increases com-
pared to the zero thermal occupation case, indicating that
the presence of thermal magnons weakens the blockade ef-
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10 8

10 6

10 4

10 2

100

102

104

106
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FIG. 6. The equal-time second-order correlation function g(2)(0) is
plotted as a function of the effective skyrmion qubit-magnon cou-
pling strength gks/γ under different thermal noise occupation num-
bers nth = (0, 10−7, 10−8). The parameters used in this calculation
are (∆,Ωs,Ωd)/γ = (10, 0.06, 0.01), while the other parameters
are the same as those in Fig. 4.

fect. Thus, for a more pronounced observation of the magnon
blockade, the YIG material must be cooled to low temper-
atures. The thermal magnon occupation number is given by

nth =
[
exp

(
ℏωm

kBT

)
− 1

]−1

, where ωm = 9.8 GHz. At tem-
peratures of 4.06mK, 4.64mK, the corresponding thermal oc-
cupation numbers are 10−8, 10−7, respectively. This figure
demonstrates that adjusting both the thermal magnon occupa-
tion number nth and the coupling strength effectively controls
the magnon blockade effect, influencing multi-particle exci-
tations in the magnon mode, which is crucial for the design
of quantum information processing and quantum control sys-
tems.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

In the skyrmion-qubit system, information is stored in the
quantum degree of helicity, and the logical states can be con-
trolled by electric and magnetic fields, as reflected in K0 and
Ez , respectively[66].

For the case discussed above, where Ez ≈ 9.8GHz and
K0 ≈ 0, the computed g(2)(0) as a function of detuning,
derived from numerical simulations under various driving
strengths, demonstrates excellent agreement with the corre-
sponding analytical predictions. This concordance substanti-
ates the validity of the approximations employed in the theo-
retical framework. Furthermore, the absence of instability ef-
fects arising from small dissipation provides additional con-
firmation of the robustness of the adopted approximation.

In addition, for the scenario where Ez ≈ 0 and K0 ≈
9.8GHz, the system is configured to exclusively drive the
magnon mode, while the external driving on the skyrmion
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FIG. 7. The variation of the steady-state equal-time second-order cor-
relation function log10 g

(2)(0) is shown as a function of the driv-
ing detuning ∆/γ and the skyrmion qubit-magnon coupling strength
gms/γ. The probe field strength of the magnons is fixed at Ωd/γ =
0.01, while other system parameters are set to κm/γ = κq/γ = 1.

qubit is removed. The skyrmion is instead modulated via ex-
ternal magnetic and electric fields, with the modulation ex-
plicitly affecting the parameters K0 and Ez . The Hamiltonian
is written as

Ĥ ′
total =wmm̂

†m̂+
K0

2
σ̂z +

g̃ms

2
(m̂+ m̂†)σ̂x

+
gms

2
(m̂+ m̂†)σ̂z +Ωd(m̂

†e−iωdt + m̂eiωdt).

(13)
The coupling term g̃ms induces transitions between energy

levels, with the coupling strength ranging from 50.1 MHz
to 200 MHz, whereas the coupling term gms causes a small
shift in the energy levels of the skyrmion qubit, with the shift
ranging from 19.6 MHz to 36 MHz [58]. This shift is signif-
icantly smaller than the resonance frequencies of the hybrid
system (K0 ≈ ωm ≈ 9.8GHz), and therefore, this term can
be neglected. By employing the rotating-wave approximation
(RWA), the Hamiltonian of the hybrid quantum system can be
simplified. The effective Hamiltonian can then be written as

Ĥ ′
eff =∆mm̂

†m̂+
∆s

2
σ̃z +

gms

2
(m̂σ̃+ + m̂†σ̃−)

+ Ωd(m̂
† + m̂),

(14)

where ∆m ≡ ωm−ωd (∆s ≡ K0−ωd) represents the detun-
ing between the magnon mode and the driving field frequency,
while ∆s represents the detuning between the skyrmion qubit
frequency and the driving frequency. Simultaneously, ∆ =
∆s = ∆m. The master equationis expressed as follows[94]

∂ρ

∂t
=− i[Heff, ρ] +

κm
2

Lm[ρ] +
κs
2
Lσ[ρ], (15)

the dissipator is defined as the Lindblad superoperators
L[ρ] = 2oρo† − o†oρ − ρo†o, with o = m̂, σ− indicating,
respectively.

FIG. 8. The steady-state log10 g
(2)(0) is presented as a function of

(a) the skyrmion-qubit coupling strength gms and (b) the control field
strength Ωs/γ, along with the dissipation rate κ, under the condition
∆/γ ≈ 1

2
gms/γ. In panel (a), Ωd/γ = 0.01 is set, while in panel

(b), gms/γ = 50.1 is chosen, while the other parameters are the
same as those in Fig. 7.

The Fig. 7 shows the variation of the steady-state equal-
time second-order correlation function log10 g

(2)(0) as a func-
tion of the driving detuning ∆/γ and the skyrmion qubit-
magnon coupling strength gms/γ. It can also be observed
that under the optimal conditions where ∆/γ ≈ ± 1

2gms/γ,
log10 g

(2)(0) reaches -2, indicating the occurrence of a strong
magnon blockade effect. This results in a symmetric relation-
ship, which differs slightly from the case where two drives are
applied simultaneously.

In the analysis of Fig. 8(a), we investigate the effects of
the dissipation rate k and the Skyrmion qubit-magnon cou-
pling strength gms on the system’s behavior. The results show
that, for higher coupling strengths and lower dissipation rates
k, the logarithmic value of the second-order correlation func-
tion log10 g

(2)(0) remains at a relatively low value (around
-5), consistent with the two driving influences acting on the
system. In Fig. 8(b), we further examine the impact of the
driving strength Ωd on the system. When the dissipation
rate k is fixed, small variations in the driving strength (e.g.,
0.001 ≤ Ωd ≤ 0.01) do not significantly affect the sys-
tem, and the logarithmic value of the second-order correla-
tion function log10 g

(2)(0) remains stable. However, when
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the driving strength undergoes a large variation, the system
exhibits pronounced fluctuations, and the second-order cor-
relation function shows significant changes, with a marked
enhancement of the magnon blockade effect. Notably, even
when no external drive is applied to the Skyrmion qubit, the
application of a drive solely to the magnons effectively in-
duces a magnon blockade effect.

V. CONCLUSION

We propose a scheme to realize a controlled magnon block-
ade effect in a hybrid skyrmion-magnon system. By numeri-
cally solving the quantum master equation describing the sys-
tem’s Hamiltonian, we found the statistical properties of the
magnon mode, particularly observing a pronounced magnon
blockade effect through the second-order correlation func-
tion g(2)(0). We consider two scenarios: one where both the
magnon and the skyrmion are driven, with Ez ≈ 9.8GHz and
K0 ≈ 0, and another where only the magnon is driven, with
Ez ≈ 0 and K0 ≈ 9.8GHz.

In the first scenario, where both the magnon and skyrmion
are driven and the skyrmion is modulated by a magnetic field,
we can effectively control g(2)(0) by adjusting the coupling
strength gms and the driving fields Ωs or Ωd, leading to the
observation of quantum antibunching phenomena. The model
supports the realization of magnon blockade across a wide

range of coupling strengths and external driving fields. The
coupling strength between the skyrmion qubit and the magnon
mode is directly influenced by the vertical distance between
the skyrmion and the surface and center of the YIG sphere,
with a maximum coupling strength of up to 40 MHz [58].
Under these conditions, when the thermal magnon occupa-
tion number is nth = 0, the second-order correlation function
g(2)(0) can be reduced to the order of 10−7.

In the second scenario, where only the magnon is driven
and the skyrmion is modulated by a magnetic field, the cou-
pling strength gms can reach up to 200 MHz [58]. By appro-
priately tuning the coupling strength gms and the driving field
Ωd, the magnon blockade effect is also observed. Further anal-
ysis of the system’s dissipation, driving fields shows that, un-
der suitable parameter settings, the magnon blockade effect is
still observed, with g(2)(0) reaching approximately 10−2. We
believe that with further optimization and experimental vali-
dation, this scheme will provide a theoretical foundation for
the potential application of single-magnon emitters.
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