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Realizing precise control over multiquanta emission is crucial for quantum information processing,
especially when integrated with advanced techniques of manipulating quantum states. Here, by
spinning the resonator to induce the Sagnac effect, we can obtain nonreciprocal photon-phonon and
photon-magnon super-Rabi oscillations under conditions of optically driving resonance transitions.
Opening dissipative channels for such super-Rabi oscillations enables the realization of directional
bundle emissions of entangled photon-phonon pairs and photon-magnon pairs by transferring pure
multiquanta state to bundled multiquanta outside of the system. This nonreciprocal emission is
a flexible switch that can be controlled with precision, and simultaneous emissions of different
entangled pairs (such as photon-phonon or photon-magnon pairs) can even emerge but in opposite
directions by driving the resonator from different directions. This ability to flexibly manipulate
the system allows us to achieve directional entangled multiquanta emitters, and has also potential
applications for building hybrid quantum networks and on-chip quantum communications.

Nonreciprocity plays a key role in various devices
such as isolators and circulators[1-3]. Nonreciprocal
devices, allowing the flow of signal from one side but
not the other, have important applications for the re-
alizations of noise-free information processing and am-
plifiers [4-10], one-way communications[11, 12], unidi-
rectional invisibility [13, 14], and directional lasing [15-
18]. Many nonreciprocal devices have been achieved
based on magnetic biasing [19, 20], nonlinear optics [21-
24], atomic gases [25, 26], optomechanical resonators [27—
33], spinning resonators [7], non-Hermitian optics [35-37],
and acoustic materials [38—-42]. However, previous works
have mainly focused on classical regimes rather than
quantum regimes. Recently, many nonreciprocal quan-
tum phenomena have been predicted, including single-
photon insolation and circulation [43-47], one-way flow
of thermal noise [48], and nonreciprocal quantum block-
ade [49-54] and quantum entanglement [55-57].

Multiquanta physics is an increasing popular research
line in the field of quanta state manipulation, with impor-
tant applications in many fields such as quantum metrol-
ogy and lithography [58, 59], biodetection [60-62], and
lasing engineering [63]. Current methods generating mul-
tiquanta states mainly rely on post-selection [64], Ryd-
berg atoms [65-69], and waveguide/cavity/circuit quan-
tum electrodynamics (QED) systems [70-91]. In partic-
ular, the continuous generation of multiquanta state has
been proposed under atom-driven systems [80-83, 87-93],
where the unit of emission is replaced by a bundle of
strongly correlated n quanta. This multiquanta bundle
emission means that the quantum emitter releases en-

ergy in the group of n quanta, which is different from the
lasing [15-18] that releases energy in the form of single-
quanta emission and investigates the amplification of
phonons or magnons. This bundle emission is a powerful
source for achieving Heisenberg-limited quantum metrol-
ogy [94, 95]. However, as far, the realization of bundle
emission has not reach exquisite controllability such as
strong nonreciprocity. Previously suggested bundle emis-
sions were all reciprocal, and overcoming this limitation
to achieve controllable directional bundle emission has re-
mained challenging. Exquisite controllability for bundle
emission is highly desirable and may have an important
role in the design of directional multiquanta emitters.

Here, we propose an experimentally feasible scheme
to achieve switchable nonreciprocal bundle emissions
of quantum entangled pairs in a setup consisting of a
strongly driven atom coupled to an optically pumped
opto-magnetic resonator. Spinning the resonator intro-
duces a frequency split in the countercirculating modes
via the Sagnac effect [7]. The Jaynes-Cummings (JC)
interaction combined with linear interaction in the res-
onator can jointly induce the resonant excitation of the
dressed atom together with a single photon and a single
phonon (or magnon), when the resonator is driven in a
chosen direction. The combination of resonator spinning
and optically driven resonance transition leads to photon-
phonon (or photon-magnon) super-Rabi oscillations [96]
that occur in one direction but not in the other. Com-
bined with system dissipations, this super-Rabi oscilla-
tion can transfer the pure multiquanta state to bundles
of two strongly correlated quanta of completely different
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FIG. 1. (a,b) Schematic of the model. Fixing the resonator

spinning along the counterclockwise direction, the photon-
phonon (photon-magnon) pairs arise by driving the resonator
from the (a) left (LD) or (b) right (RD). (c-d) Excitation
spectra S, (€) [0 = a,b, m correspond to photon, phonon, and
magnon modes] versus Agyq/e for (¢) LD and (d) RD, where
Aoa/wb = —3.1, wm/wb = 1.05, |AF|/wb = 0.025, )\ag/wb =
0.3, Xap/wp = Aam/wp = 0.022, & /wp = 0.8, v/wp = 0.001, and
k/wy, = 0.005. (e) Photon-phonon and (f) photon-magnon
transitions in the Mollow ladder from |+) to |—), where the
states |000—)2 and |110); (]1014)1) are degenerate in (e) [(f)].
After a subsequent emission, the system goes back to the state
|000+)o.

natures outside of the system, achieving nonreciprocal
bundle emission of quantum pairs.

Accompanied by this emission, the hybrid system also
enables the occurrence of photon-phonon (or photon-
magnon) bipartite entanglement and photon-phonon-
atom (or photon-magnon-atom) tripartite entanglement.
Thus, our proposal continuously generates nonrecipro-
cal entangled photon-phonon (or photon-magnon) pairs.
Additionally, entangled photon-phonon and photon-
magnon pairs can be emitted simultaneously in oppo-
site directions when the resonator is driven from dif-
ferent directions. These directional hybrid quantum ef-
fects, unattainable in purely optical or reciprocal sys-
tems, offer new resources for one-way quantum commu-
nications, such as directionally transferring quantum in-
formation with quantum entangled pairs in future quan-
tum networks [97-100]. This unidirectional flow can pre-
vent backscattering in quantum processing, as transmis-
sion signals are strictly directed along a predefined path-
way [101, 102]. Tt also offers potential application for
nonreciprocal quantum metrology, e.g., utilizing nonre-
ciprocality to eliminate the interference typically caused
by back-reflections, and applying quantum entangled
states to enhance quantum sensing, overcoming the stan-
dard quantum limit and approaching the Heisenberg

limit [103-105].

Model and hybrid super-Rabi oscillations.—We con-
sider theoretically a hybrid system, with a coherently
driven two-level atom coupled to a spinning yttrium iron
garnet (YIG) microresonator with coupling strength A,
as shown in Fig.1(a). The optical modes in the mi-
crocavity can be modulated by the mechanical breath-
ing mode [5] and magnetization procession [6], when an
optical pump with frequency wy drives at the optical
modes. The resonator spins at an angular velocity §2,
causing the resonance frequencies of the countercirculat-
ing optical modes to undergo an opposite Fizeau shift,
ie., Wy = W + Ap, with Ap = £rn,w,Q[1 — 1/n2 —
(A/ny)(dny./dN)]/c. Here w, is the frequency of the op-
tical modes of a stationary resonator, r is the resonator
radius, n, is the refractive index of the material, and A
(c) is the wavelength (speed) of light in vacuum. The
dispersion term (A/n,)(dn,./d)) characterizes the rela-
tivistic origin of the Sagnac effect and is typically small,
and Ap > 0 and Ar < 0 correspond to driving the res-
onator from the left and right, respectively. In the frame
rotating at wy, the system effective Hamiltonian derived
by a standard linearization procedure is (h = 1) [108]

H=(Apg+Ar)a'a+ wpb™d + wpmim + Ayqoto
+ )\ab(aJr + a)(bT +b) + Aam(al + a)(mJr +m)
+ Ao (a0’ +alo) + (0" + ), (1)

where a (b, m) is the annihilation operator of the opti-
cal (mechanical, magnon) mode, o = |g){e| is the low-
ering operator of the atom, A,q (Ayq) is the laser de-
tuning with respect to the optical mode (atom), with
Aga = Agg — Agg. Moreover, wy (wy,) is the frequency
of the mechanical (magnon) mode, Ay (Agrm) is the ef-
fective linear coupling strength that is proportional to
the classical cavity amplitude, and £ is the effective driv-
ing strength. Strong driving on the atom can dress the
atomic levels, forming a Mollow ladder of manifolds.
As shown in Figs. 1(e,f), each manifold includes many
dressed states |ngnpn,=x), where n,(ny, n,,) represents
the photon (phonon, magnon) number. This is different
from the well-known Mollow ladder in the single atom
and cavity QED systems [80-83, 109-115]. The dressed
states of the atom |+) = c+|g) £ cx|e) have correspond-
ing eigenvalues Ejyy = A,q/2 + /A2, +4€2/2, where
cx = V2/[A] )+ 46 £ Npar/AZ, + 422 [108].

First, when the spinning resonator is driven from the
left, and the total energy of a single clockwise photon and
a single magnon matches with the transition between the
|4+) and |—), ie., (Auqg + |AF|) + wm — VAZ, + 462 =~
0[108], the photon-magnon resonance transition from the
state |000+) to the photon-magnon state [101—) can be
induced by combining the JC interaction and linear opto-
magnetic interaction. This is verified by the super-Rabi
oscillation [000+) <+ [101—) shown in Fig.2(a). In con-
trast, when the spinning resonator is driven from the
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FIG. 2. (a—c) The population dynamics of the system state
at the photon-phonon (photon-magnon) bundle resonances.
(d—g) A quantum trajectory during photon-magnon emission
in the same regime as in (a), but in the presence of dissipation.
Panels (a), (b), and (c) correspond to the blue, pink, and or-
ange areas in Figs. 1(c,d), and Poynyn,i = [{(Ransnml|1h(t))]?
(na,np,nm = 0,1 and I =+, —,e/g).

right, there is no transition to multiquata states due to
detuning [108], as shown in the inset of Fig.2(a). This
nonreciprocal generation of photon-magnon states is also
shown by the excitation spectra in Figs. 1(c,d). The blue
area in Fig.1(c) corresponds to the excitation of the
photon-magnon state, but this excitation in the same
parameter regime cannot be seen in Fig. 1(d). Second,
by varying the driving frequency detuning at the pink
area of Fig.1(d), the transition from |000+) to |110—)
can be induced by the combination of JC interaction
and linear optomechnical interaction. Figure2(b) shows
that photon-phonon super-Rabi oscillations occur when
driving the resonator from the right but not from the
left. Lastly, when the detuning is varied at the or-
ange areas of Figs. 1(c,d), the photon-phonon resonance
transition can be induced when the resonator is driven
from the left, while the photon-magnon resonance tran-
sition can also be induced when the resonator is driven
from the right [108]. Figure 2(c) shows the nonreciprocal
photon-phonon and photon-magnon super-Rabi oscilla-
tions. Note that the occurrence of super-Rabi oscillations
is a crucial step for multiquanta emissions.

Nonreciprocal emission of entangled photon-phonon
and photon-magnon pairs—System dissipations need to
be considered here for triggering quantum emission. The
dynamical behavior of the dissipative system can be de-
scribed by a quantum master equation

dp .
D——ill g+ Y wLllp Ll (2)
o=a,b,m
where L[o]p = (20po’ — pofo — ofop)/2 is a Lindblad
term, v is the atomic decay rate, and « is the decay rate
of photon (phonon, magnon). System dissipations enable
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FIG. 3. Cross correlation gi go,(O) and bundle correlation
(2)

9o .o (0) versus k/wy, when driving the resonator from the (a-
c)yleft and (d-f) right. Panels (a,d), (b,e), and (f,g) corre-
spond to the resonance regimes indicated in blue, pink, and
orange areas of Figs. 1(c,d). The shaded areas correspond to
the regime of gfib(()) > 1 (gﬁzm(O) > 1) and géiib(O) <1
(gf&m (0) < 1). Other system parameters are the same as in
Figs. 1(c,d).

the above photon-phonon (photon-magnon) states to be
the bundles of strongly correlated single photons and
phonons (magnons) outside of the system. In Figs. 2(d-
g), we depict a brief quantum trajectory to demonstrate
the bundle emissions by calculating the populations of
states using a quantum Monte Carlo method. Initially,
the system is mainly in a superposition state of the vac-
uum state and photon-magnon state. Triggered by dis-
sipation, a quantum collapse is likely to occur into the
photon-magnon state, resulting in the emission of a sin-
gle magnon and leaving the system in the single-photon
state. Subsequently, a single cavity photon is emitted
within a very short temporal window, completing the
photon-magnon bundle emission. Consequently, the sys-
tem emits two strongly correlated single photon and sin-
gle magnon, leaving it in a vacuum state. Note that there
is randomness in the emission sequence of the photon and
magnon. Following a direct photon emission from the
atom decay, a photon-magnon state is again prepared for
the next bundle emission. In the subsequent cycle, the
system undergoes the same cascade emission of pair of
photon-magnon, each accompanied by a single photon
emission that is at another frequency and does not dis-
rupt the bundle. The processes of the photon-phonon
and photon-magnon bundle emissions are similar.

The strong correlation between the single photon and
single phonon (magnons) in a bundle can be determined

by the correlation gfo)o,(O) = (0T00'T0")/({oT0){0'T0'))
[116-118], as shown in Fig. 3. However, the correlations
between bundles themselves here need to be quantified

by the generalized second-order correlation of the bun-



dle [80]

2
gé,c))o’ (7_) =
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where 7 is time-delay. Figures 3(a,c,e,f) show the evo-
lution of photon-phonon (photon-magnon) bundle from
antibunching, through coherence, to bunching. However,
as shown in the shaded areas in Figs.3 (a,d) [Figs.3
(b,e)], the photon-magnon (photon-phonon) pairs only
occur when the resonator is driven in one direction, due
to the absence of the excitation of multiquanta states for
driving in the other; i.e., there is a nonreciprocal gen-
eration of antibunched photon-magnon (photon-phonon)
pairs. In Figs.3 (c,f), we present that in this parameter
regime shown by the orange areas of Figs. 1(c,d), the non-
reciprocal emissions of antibunched photon-phonon and
photon-magnon pairs simultaneously emerge in opposite
directions when driving the resonator from different di-
rections. The strongly antibunched bundles actually cor-
respond to single photon-phonon (photon-magnon) pairs
with géizb(O) <1 (gfgm(O) < 1), analogous to single

photon with gfga(()) < 1. Moreover, it is also possible

to realize nonreciprocal emissions of entangled photon-
phonon and photon-magnon pairs in our proposal, since
the system involves multiple degrees of freedom of com-
pletely different nature.

To verify the above emitted quantum pairs are en-
tangled, we calculate the entanglement between different
particles [119-124] based on quantum Fisher information
(QFT) and covariance. For an arbitrary separable quan-
tum states of IV particles, the QFI F and covariance
Var(A4;), satisfy [1, 2]

N N
Fq [psep7 Z Aj] < 4zvar(Aj)psep = By, (4)
J

j=1 j=1

where A; is a local observable for the jth particle. The
violation of Eq. (4) for any choice of A; is a sufficient cri-
terion for entanglement. To find the optimal local opera-
tor, we write A; = c¢; - A;, where A = (A;l), A;Q), )T

and ¢; = (cg-l),cf), ...) are the set of operators for the
jth particle and corresponding coefficients. The full oper-
ator is then A(c) = c¢- A, with the combined vectors ¢ =
(c1,¢2,...,cy) and the operators A = [Aq,..., An]|T.
In our model, we select A; = (U;”,J;’,aj)T for the
atom and A; = (xj,pj,xg,p?,(:cjpj + pjz;)/2)T for
the mode o, where = o + of and p = —i(o —
o")[2]. The QFI and covariance can be written as
Folp, A(e)] = CQ;,“CT and Zjvzl Var(c; - Aj) = cI‘;)“cT,
respectively [3].  Here, Qf has elements (Q;j‘);"f”/ =
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FIG. 4. (a-b) The Quantities D*™ and D™ character-
izing the photon-phonon-atom (photon-magnon-atom) entan-
glement and photon-phonon (photon-magnon) entanglement
versus r/wp. The shaded areas correspond to the antibundle
bundle regime as shown in Figs. 3(c,f). System parameters
are the same as in Figs. 3(c,f).

(r ;)4)’]7}7"/ = 0. The optimal ¢ can be found by calculat-
ing the optimal eigenvalue and corresponding eigenstate
of the matrix QP'A — F;‘ [108].

A photon-phonon separable quantum state and a
photon-phonon-atom fully separable quantum state can
be given by pay = 32, prpk @ pf and pave = 3 Pk ®
p¥ @pk (p; is the reduced density operator), respectively.
If the quantity Wi = Fg[pay, A(c)] — Bi(pab) > 0, the
photon and phonon modes are entangled. Similarly, if
Wb = Folpabe, A(c)] — Bi(pabe) > 0, there is entan-
glement between the atom, photon mode, and phonon
mode [2, 108]. Here it is only necessary to replace mode
b with mode m to characterize the entanglement be-
tween the magnon mode and others. Corresponded to
the parameter regime in Figs.3 (c,f), in Fig.4 we show
the quantities D‘llb(m) = max{0, Wlab(m)} and D?b(m)g =
maX{O,Wlab(m)g} versus k/wp. Comparing Fig. 3(c,f)
and Fig. 4, it is clear that there is the photon-phonon bi-
partite entanglement with D¢* > 0 and photon-phonon-
atom tripartite entanglement with D$*? > 0 in the
antibunched bundle regime when driving the resonator
from the left, while there is the photon-magnon bipar-
tite entanglement with D{™ > 0 and photon-magnon-
atom tripartite entanglement with D{™? > 0 in the anti-
bunched bundle regime when driving the resonator from
the right. This confirms that nonreciprocal generation of
antibunched photon-phonon (photon-magnon) entangled
pairs can be achieved simultaneously but in opposite di-
rections when we drive the resonator from different direc-
tions. The proposed hybrid system could serve as a non-
reciprocal quantum emitter of entangled photon-phonon
(photon-magnon) pairs.

Ezperimental feasibility and conclusions.—QOur pro-
posal could be implemented in a hybrid setup[5, 6],
where a coherently driven two-level atom (e.g., rubid-
ium or cesium atom) is coupled to a spinning YIG mi-
crosphere fixed on a rotating platform[7]. The micro-
sphere supports two countercirculating optical whisper-
ing gallery modes (WGMs), which are strongly driven
by the input light through a high-index prism [5]. The



WGMs can be modulated by the mechanical breath-
ing mode [5] and magnetization procession [6] when the
input light pumps at the WGM. The microsphere res-
onator can also be replaced with the toroidal or bot-
tle microresonator [8]. The atom is cooled and trapped
near the microresonator using the magneto-optical trap
and optical dipole trap [9-16]. The resonator’s evanes-
cent field, which decays exponentially outside its surface,
interacts with the atom. This interaction strength de-
pends on the resonator’s properties and the distance of
the atom to its surface. Placing the atom closer to the
resonator [11, 15], scaling down the size of the microres-
onator to reduce the mode volume [17, 18], or employing
other physical methods such as quantum squeezing [19-
23] can increase the coupling strength (more details in
the Supplemental Material). Additionally, the phonons
(magnons) counts and other types of statistical process-
ing of photons and phonons (magnons) can be measured
by applying an auxiliary system to convert the mechan-
ical (magnon) signals [24, 25]. The multipartite entan-
glement can be characterized by a class of nonlinear
squeezing parameters [2, 26]. With this special design,
we theoretically predict that the nonreciprocal entangled
photon-phonon pairs and photon-magnon pairs with cor-
responding antibunching gggb = 0.49 and gs‘zm = 0.29
could be achieved (w,/27 = 2 GHz, w,,/27 = 2.1 GHz,
Ayo/27 = —6.2GHz, |Ap|/2n = 50MHz, Ao /21 =
600 MHz, Aup/27 = Ao /27 = 44 MHz, /27 = 1.6 GHz,
~v/2n = 2MHz, and /27 = 16 MHz) [5, 6, 8-18].

In conclusion, we have shown how to achieve and
exquisitely manipulate nonreciprocal bundle emission
of entangled photon-phonon pairs and photon-magnon
pairs. The system enables the simultaneous emission of
entangled photon-phonon and entangled photon-magnon
pairs, but in opposite directions, by driving the res-
onator from different directions. This work establishes
a connection between nonreciprocal physics and multi-
quanta emission, providing a way to manipulate multi-
quanta states using nonreciprocal devices in optics [21—
23], atomic gases [25, 26], and acoustic materials [38—40].
The proposed hybrid system can serve as a directional
quantum emitter of entangled pairs, continuously prepar-
ing entangled sources. This nonreciprocal entangled
source may provides unconventional resources for quan-
tum communication [97-100] and metrology [103-105].
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Supplemental Material for “Nonreciprocal Bundle Emissions of Quantum Entangled Pairs”

In this Supplemental Material, we present the technical details of the effective Hamiltonian and multiquanta reso-
nances discussed in the main text. In Sec.I, we derive the system’s effective Hamiltonian using the standard lineariza-
tion procedure. In Sec.Il, we provide a detailed derivation of multiquanta resonance conditions within the Mollow
regime. In Sec.III, we discuss the entanglement witness based on quantum Fisher information and covariance. In
Sec. IV, we discuss the experimental feasibility of our theoretical model in detail.

I. DERIVATION OF THE EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN VIA THE QUANTUM MASTER EQUATION

The Hamiltonian of the system we consider is

Hy =(wq + Ap)aa 4+ wpb'b + wpmim + weolo + N yala(d" + b) + X, aTa(m' +m) + )N, (a'o + ac?)
+ gd(aTefiwdt + aeiwdt) + fp(afefiwdt + geiwdt), (Sl)

where a (b, m) is the annihilation operator of the optical (mechanical, magnon) mode with corresponding frequency
Wq (Wh, wm), 0 = |g)(e| is the lowering operator of the atom with frequency w,, A is the Fizeau shift, A, (N,
M) s the coupling strength between the optical mode and atom (mechanical mode, magnon mode), &4 (§,) and wy
are the amplitude and frequency of the driving at the optical mode (atom), respectively. In the frame rotating with
frequency wq, Eq. (S1) becomes

H; =(wa — wg + Ap)ata + wpb™d + wpmim + (wo — wyg)olo + N atad +b) + X, ata(m™ +m) + X, (a'o + acT)
+&ala" +a) + (ot + o). (S2)

Taking dissipations into consideration, the dissipative dynamics of the system can be described by the quantum master
equation

. Rq R
= i[Hy, p] + E(Qapaf —a'ap — pa'a) + ?b(prbJr —b'bp — pbTh)
+ %n(?mﬂmT —mimp — pmim) + %(20,00T —olop—polo). (S3)

We shift the optical, phonon, and mechanical modes with their mean values «, 8, and p, i.e., a = a4 da, b = 5+ b,
and m = pu + ém, Eq. (S3) becomes

da
a’ =

Hy, )+ "2 20+ ba)p(a’ + bal) — (0" + dal) (o + da)p — pla” + dal) (o + da)]

L12(8 4 6b)p(8* + 6bT) — (B* + 6b1) (B + 6b)p — p(B* + 6bT)(B + 6b)]

| &

[2(p + dm)p(p* + omT) — (u* + smT) (1 + 6m)p — p(u* + 6m') (1 + 5m)]

+ o+
N\Qw‘g

[20p0" — ofop — poto]
Fa
2

* * Kom * *
(B*3bp — B* pdb — BAbT p + BpobT) + = (w*dmp — ” pm — pdm’p + ppdm!)

Hy, pl + =2 (a*dap — o* pda — ada’ p + apdal)

b

I
\
~.

=

+

|

+ %(25&,0(5(1T —da'dap — pdatéa) + %(261)/)51;[ — 8bT5bp — pdbTob)
+ ’i7m(26m,05mJr — dmTomp — pdmTom) + %(20,0ch —ofop—polo)
= —i[Hy + Ha,p] + %(25&/}(55r —da'bap — pdatéa) + %(251),051;[ — 8bT5bp — pdbTob)

+ %m(%mpdmf — omiomp — pdmiom) + g(%mT —otop—polo), (84)



where the Hamiltonians H; and Hs are, respectively,
Hy =(wa —wa + Ap)|al* +wp|B1 + win|pl* + ANplal* (8" + B) + Mymlal* (0" + 1) + Eala” + a)

+ [(wa = wa + AR)a™ + Xy (B + B) + X0 (1" + 12) + €0 + 50 K]0

+ (W —wa + Ar)a+ Mpa(B8* + B) + A alpw* +p) + & — %ama]éaT
* / 2 i * / 2 i T
+ (W8 + A lal” + 55 Kp)db + (wpf + Aplal” — iﬂnb)éb

+ (W™ + Ny la|® + %u*ﬁm)ém + (W pt + Ny |a? — %/mm)(SmT7 (S5)
and
Hy =[wa —wa + Ap + Ny (B + B) + Ny (0" + p)]6a’6a + wpdbT b + wpndm'ém + (wy — wa)o'o
+ My (adal + a*da)(6bt 4 6b) + N (adal + a*da)(dm' + om) + X, (dac’ + da'a) + X, (ac’ + a*0)
+ N 6atda (bt + 6b) + M., da’sa(dmt + dm) + &, (ot + o). (S6)
Setting Aoy = ALylal, Aam = Ayl Aae = A, and € = X |a| + &, the above equation Eq. (S6) becomes
Hy =[waq — waq + Ap + Ny (B + B) + N,y (0 + p)]da’da + wydb'ob 4 wdmom + (ws — wa)olo
+ Aav(3aT 4 6a) (0T 4 6b) 4 Aam (3aT 4 6a) (dmT + dm) + Moo (Jac™ + dao) + £(0T + o)
+ \opoatda(bt + 0b) + N, datda(dm! + om). (S7)

The steady-state mean values «, 3, and pu satisfy
(wa = wa + Ap)a+Xpa(B" + 8) + Agma(p” + p) + &a — ar =0,
i
Wbﬁ + )\/abla|2 - iﬁﬁlb = 0,

7
Winft + N | — SHRm = 0, (S8)

the system dynamics is then decided by

P i[Ha, p] + %(25GP5GT —da'dap — pdatéa) + %(251),055r — 8bT6bp — pdbTob)

+ %n(ﬁmpémT — omtémp — pdmTém) + %(20’pr —olop—poto). (S9)
Under the condition of strong driving at the optical mode, the higher-order terms X ,éa’da(éb! + 5b) and

Noméatda(émt 4 6m) can be neglected safely because of || > 1 and N,,, N, < Aab, Aam- Then the system Hamil-
tonian Hy can be further simplified as

Heg =[wq — wq 4+ Ap + Ny (B* + B8) + N, (1* + p)]da’da + wydbT6b + wpdmom + (wy — wy)olo
+ Aap(0at + 6a) (61 + 6b) + Ao (9at + 6a) (6mt + 6m) + Aoo (ac’ + dalo) + €0 + o). (S10)
Assuming da — a, 6b — b, and dm — m, the above equation becomes
H =[w, —wq + Ap + Ny (B + B) + Mo (0 + p)]a’a + wpbTd + wpomm + (wy — wa)olo
+ Aap(at +a) (0T +b) + Aam(al + a)(m" +m) + Ao (a0’ + a'o) + £(0T + o)
=[wa = wa + Ap + Ny (8" + B) + Ao (1" + )lata + wpbTd + wpmim
+ [Wo = wa +wa = wa + A (B + B) + N (1" + 18) = Xop (B* + B) = Ny (1" + )]0
+ Aap(a” +a) (0T +b) + Xam (@ + a)(m' +m) + Moo (ac’ + alo) + (0T + 0)
=(Agq + Ap)aTa + wpbTb + wymtm + (Aga + Aga)aTU
+ Aap(a” +a) (O +b) + Ao (@’ 4+ a)(mT 4+ m) + Ao (ac’ +a’o) + £(af + o), (S11)
where Agg = wq — wa + Ny (8% + 8) + AL, (1" + 1) and Ayy = wo — we — Ny (8% + 8) — AL (1" + p).



II. DERIVATION OF MULTIQUANTA RESONANCES CONDITIONS

In the large pumping regime, the strong driving laser can dress the atom, and the system forms new eigenstates
that are a quantum superposition of the bare states {|e), |g)}. The subsystem Hamiltonian for the strongly driven
atom is

H, =(Ayq + Aad)O‘TO’ + §(0T + o), (S12)

with the eigenvalues

Aaa + Aacl + \/(Aaa + Aad)2 + 452

By = 5 (S13)
and corresponding eigenstates
[+) = cilg) +ele),  [=) =c|g) —cyle), (S14)
where
262
“- \/(Aga + Aga)? +4€2 £ (Asq i Aua)\/(Dga + Dga)? + 462 (51%)
and cﬁ_ + ¢ = 1. Together with the photon, phonon, and magnon modes, and ignoring the influences of the JC

interaction and the linear interactions in the optomagnetic system on the energy structure, the eigenvalues of the
system Hamiltonian become

Ao‘a + Aad + \/(Aaa + Aad)2 + 452

> (516)

E|nanbnm:i:> = na(Aad + AF) + NpWp + N Wi +
In the following, we discuss the resonance conditions considered in the main text. For convenience, we always fix the
resonator spinning along the counterclockwise direction. The Fizeau shifts Ap > 0 and Ap < 0 correspond to the
situations of driving the resonator from the left and right, respectively.
First, when the spinning resonator is driven from the left, and the total energy of a single clockwise photon and a
single magnon matches the transition between the states [+) and |—), i.e., Ejgoo4+) = Ej101—), we have

(Aad + |AF|) + W — \/(Aaa + Aad)2 + 452 =0, (817)

and

_ Aga + 452 — (W + |AF|)2

A,
d 2(wm + |AF| — Aga)

(S18)

In other words, these two states |000+) and |101—) are degenerate when the atom is driven at the photon-magnon
resonance. When the spinning resonator is driven from the right, and the total energy of a single counterclockwise
photon and a single magnon matches with the transition between the states |+) and |—), the photon-magnon resonance
condition becomes

2 2 2
Aad — Ao’a + 4§ — (wm — |AF|) ) (Slg)
2(wm — |AF| — Asa)

The above results correspond to the excitation of the photon-magnon state |101—). The parameter conditions are
in agreement with the results shown in the blue area of Fig.1(c) and the orange area of Fig.1(c) in the main text,
respectively.

Second, when the spinning resonator is driven from the left, and the total energy of a single clockwise photon and
a single phonon matches the transition between the states [+) and |—), i.e., Ejgoo4) = Ej110—) (the states |000+) and
|110—) are degenerate), we have

(Aad + |AF|) +wy — \/(Ao'a + Aad)2 + 452 = 07 (820)
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and

A7, +4€% — (wp + |AF|)?
2((4]b+ |AF‘ 7A0a) -
When the spinning resonator is driven from the right, and the total energy of a single counterclockwise photon and

a single phonon matches with the transition between the states |[+) and |—), the photon-phonon resonance condition
becomes

Agg = (S21)

A%, +4€ — (wp — [AF])?
2(wb — |AF‘ — Ada)

The above results correspond to the excitation of the photon-phonon state |[110—). The parameter conditions are
in agreement with those displayed in the orange area of Fig.1(c) and the pink area of Fig.1(d) in the main text,
respectively.

Lastly, because of the system parameters chosen in the main text, the results from the right sides of Eq.(S19)
and Eq.(S21) are the same, as shown in the orange areas of Figs.1(c) and 1(d). This demonstrates that, in this
parameter regime, the photon-phonon state is resonantly excited when the resonator is driven from the left, while the
photon-magnon state is also resonantly excited when the resonator is driven from the right.

Aacl =

(S22)

III. THE OPTIMAL LOCAL OPERATORS IN QUANTUM FISHER INFORMATION

Multipartite entanglement can be characterized based on quantum Fisher information (QFI) and covariance. For
an arbitrary separable quantum states of N particles, the QFI and covariance must satisfy the inequality [S1, S2]

0 Psep; Z A;] < 4ZVar )psep = B (523)

where Aj; is a local observable for the jth particle, and Var(4;), = (A3), — (4;)2. The violation of Eq.(S23)
for any choice of A; is a sufficient criterion for entanglement. However, certain choices of operators A; may be
better suited than others to detect the entanglement of a given state p. The optimal local operator can be given
by a combination of accessible operators A; = " cg-m)Ag-m) = c; - Aj, where A; = (AEI),AE-Z), ..)T and ¢; =

(cg»l), c§»2), ...) are the set of operators for jth particle and corresponding coefficients. The full operator is given by

A(c) = Z;V:1 c;-A; =c-A, with the combined vectors ¢ = (c1,cg,...,cy) and the operators A = [Aq,..., An]. T
detect the multipartite entanglement in our model, we choose the family of accessible operators A; = (O'J ,O’;J, o; )T
for the atom and A; = (arj,pj,xg,pi,(:cjpj + pjz;)/2)T for the mode o (o = {a,b,m}), where z = o + of and
p = —i(o — o)[S2]. Then the optimal local operators can be given by finding the optimal combined vectors c.
According to Eq. (S23), Fg[p, A(c)] —4 Zjvzl Var(c,; - A;) must be nonpositive for arbitrary choices of ¢ whenever p is
separable. To find the optimal ¢, we expand the QFI and covariance in their matrix forms. The QFI can be written
as Fglp, A(c)] = CQP‘ACT [S3], where @' is the QFI matrix with elements

@M =2 (n | AS™ [ Yo | A4S [ §24

§pk+pk, A ) AT ) (529
on the basis of spectral decomposition p = >, pr|tx) (x| [S4]. The covariance can be written as Z;\;l Var(c; - Aj) =
cI‘;flcT, where the covariance matrix F;‘ has elements (F;‘);’;W/ = COV(A;-m),Ayn ))p and (I‘;f‘);”jm/ = 0. Combining
the quantum Fisher matrix Q;f‘ with the covariance matrix I‘ﬁ the separability criterion reads

c(Q) — T <. (S25)

The optimal ¢ can be given by finding the optimal eigenvalue and corresponding eigenstate of the matrix Q;j‘ — F:,“.
Further, we obtain the optimal local operators A; for the entanglement witness.

A photon-phonon separable state can be described as pa, =), pept @ pk (p; is the reduced density operator). The
right-hand side of of Eq. (S23) characterizes the bounds of a given state and local operator A;. In our case, we have

Bi(pap) = 4[Var(Aa)pa + Var(As),, ],
Bg(pab) = 4[Var(Aa + Ab)pab]' (826)
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If the quantity Wi = Fg[pas, A(c)] — 4 > j—ap Var(4;),; = Fglpab, A(c)] — Bi(pap) > 0, the photon-phonon state is
not separable, i.e., there is entanglement between the photon mode and phonon mode. The inequality Fg[pas, A(c)] <
Bs(pap) is a bound valid for all physical states pgp.

A photon-phonon-atom fully separable state can be described as papo = >/ pk/P][fl Y P{f/ ® p’;/. In this case, the
bounds become

Bi(pape) = 4[Var(Aq)pa + Var(Ayp),, + Var(4q),, ],
Bo(pabo) = 4max{Var(A, + Ap),,, + Var(A4y),,, Var(Aq, + As) ., + Var(As),,, Var(Ay + As) ., + Var(4a),.
BS(paba) = 4[Var(Aa + Ap + Aa)paba]- (827)

If Wabe = Folpabe, Ale)] — 4Zj:a’b7a Var(4;),;, = Fglpabs, A(c)] — Bi(pabo) > 0, there is entanglement between
the atom, photon mode, and phonon mode. Furthermore, if W$° = Fg[pape, A(c)] — B2(pabs) > 0, the state is
fully inseparable, i.e., there is a fully inseparable photon-magnon-atom tripartite entanglement [S2]. The inequality
Folpabe; A(e)] < Bs(pabe) is a bound valid for all physical states pqpe. Here it is only necessary to replace mode b
with mode m to characterize the entanglement between the magnon mode and others.

IV.DISCUSSION OF EXPERIMENTAL FEASIBILITY

Regarding experimental implementations, our proposal could be implemented in a hybrid setup [S5, S6], where a
coherently driven two-level atom is coupled to a spinning a spinning yttrium iron garnet (YIG) microsphere fixed on
a rotating platform [S7]. The microsphere supports a mechanical breathing mode and two countercirculating optical
whispering gallery modes (WGMs), with the WGM being strongly driven by the input light [S5]. Access to the
input and output light fields of the microresonator is provided by a tapered optical fiber coupler interfaced with the
resonator. The WGMs are modulated by the mechanical breathing mode when the input light pumps at the WGM.
Moreover, because of the spin-orbit coupling of light, the WGMs have a spin along the z direction. By applying a
magnetic field parallel to the equator to the microsphere and exciting the magnon mode with an antenna coupling to a
microwave field, the WGMs could also be modulated by the dynamic magnetic field via the Faraday effect [S6]. Here,
scaling down the microsphere size to reduce the mode volumes of both magnon and optical fields, or engineering the
microresonator structure such as microrings to increase the overlap between optical and magnon fields, can enhance
the coupling between the optical mode and magnon mode. The effective linear coupling strength between the optical
and magnon (mechanical) mode that is proportional to the classical cavity amplitude can also be adjusting by the
strong driving on the optical mode.

Moreover, the selection of microresonator is not limited to a microsphere and can also be replaced with a toroidal or
bottle microresonator [S8]. The two-level atom of choice can be a cesium atom (e.g., the 659, F =4 — 6P3/5, F' =5
transition in cesium atom) [S9-S11] or rubidium atom (e.g., the 5S4 /5, F' = 3 — 5P;35, F' = 4 transition in rubidium
atom) [S12-S15]. The atom can be coupled with the microresonator by trapping the atom in the vicinity of the
microresonator. However, trapping a single atom in the vicinity of a microresonator is indeed a daunting task
due to several technical and physical complexities. First, precisely positioning and maintaining a single atom near
a microresonator requires extremely high stability and accuracy in spatial control, since the optical fields around
microresonators can vary significantly over nanometer scales. The use of optical tweezers or other trapping methods
to hold a single atom in place involves complex manipulations of light fields. The intensity, phase, and polarization of
these light fields must be precisely controlled to create stable trapping potentials without causing excessive heating or
ionization of the atom. Second, efficient coupling of the atom to the microresonator’s evanescent field requires the atom
to be placed within a fraction of the wavelength of the light used, further complicating the spatial control challenge.
Lastly, atoms must typically be cooled to very low temperatures to reduce thermal motion, which otherwise could lead
to loss of control over the atom’s position relative to the microsphere. Any perturbations from the environment (like
mechanical vibrations, electromagnetic noise, etc.) can displace the atom from its optimal position, making sustained
interaction with the microresonator difficult.

In recent years, several experiments have successfully achieved coupling between individual cesium atoms (or ru-
bidium atoms) and various types of microresonators, including microspheres, microtoroidal resonators, and bottle
microresonators [S9-S15]. Initially, these experiments utilize a magneto-optical trap to trap and cool atomic clouds
in a ‘magneto-optical trap chamber’. Subsequently, the trapping and cooling beams are switched off, allowing the
atoms to fall onto the microresonator, thus facilitating the coupling of the individual atoms with the evanescent field
of the microresonator’s WGMs. Furthermore, the addition of an optical dipole trap—created by the interference of
the incoming laser beam with its reflection from the microresonator surface—is more likely to trap the falling atoms,
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thereby increasing the interaction time between the atom and the microresonator [S15, S16]. Based on the exper-
imental groundwork, our model can also employ the techniques described in these studies to achieve the trapping
of a single atom and its coupling with a microresonator. In our approach, the atom is initially cooled and trapped
within a chamber using a magneto-optical trap, then transported to the vicinity of the microresonator. Here, the
microresonator’s WGM evanescent field, which decays exponentially outside the resonator’s surface, interacts with the
atom [S9-S16]. An optical dipole trap may be introduced to enhance the atom’s trapping and prolong its interaction
time with the microresonator [S15, S16]. The decay rate of the cesium or rubidium atom used in trapping near a mi-
croresonator has linewidth of tens of MHz. The coupling strength between the selected atom and the microresonator
depends on the properties of the microresonator and the distance between the atom and the microresonator’s surface.
Placing the atom closer to the surface of the microresonator [S11, S15], or reducing the size of the microresonator
to reduce the mode volume [S17, S18], can enhance this coupling strength. H.J. Kimble and his collaborators, using
finite element models, have given the atom-microresonator coupling rate can exceed 27 x 700 MHz in microresonator
structure given suitable experimental parameters [S17, S18]. In addition to these microresonator-specific techniques,
the atom-microresonator coupling can also be enhanced by other physical methods. For instance, both theoretical and
experimental evidence suggests that a quantum squeezing method can enhance interactions between quantum systems,
even without precise knowledge of the system parameters [S19-S23]. Additionally, the counting of phonons (magnons)
and other types of statistical processing of photons and phonons (magnons) can be measured by applying an auxiliary
system to convert the mechanical (magnon) signals [S24, S25]. The multipartite entanglement can be characterized
by a class of nonlinear squeezing parameters [S2, S26]. For this special design, we theoretically predicts that the

nonreciprocal entangled photon-phonon pairs and photon-magnon pairs with corresponding antibunching 95,2317 =0.29
and 9(2) = 0.49 could be achieved with the parameters w, = 27 x 2 GHz, w,, = 27 x 2.1 GHz, A,, = —27 x 6.2 GHz,

2,am —

|Ap| = 27 x 50 MHz, A\,, = 27 X 600 MHz, Aoy = Ao = 27 X 44MHz, £ = 27 X 1.6 GHz, v = 27 x 2MHz, and
k = 27 x 16 MHz[S5, $6, S8 S18)].
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