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The interaction between light and matter in condensed matter excitations and electromagnetic
resonators serves as a rich playground for fundamental research and lies at the core of photonic
and quantum technologies. Herein, we present comprehensive experimental and theoretical studies
of the photon-mediated hybridization of magnons and phonons in the terahertz (THz) range. We
demonstrate the intriguing concept of composite states formed by distinct electric and magnetic
quasiparticles strongly coupled to the same optical cavity modes. Specifically, we explore magnons
excited in a slab of an antiferromagnetic crystal and phonons excited in a distinct specimen of an
insulating material. The crystal slabs form an optical cavity with Fabry-Pérot oscillations in the
THz range. We demonstrate hybridized phonon-magnon polariton modes and their tunability by
adjusting the distance between the slabs, showing that hybridization persists even at separations up
to several millimeters. The experimental results are interpreted using both classical and quantum
electrodynamical models. The quantum description allows us to quantify the degree of hybridization
that is linked to a topological behavior of the electric field phasor, in agreement with the classical
electrodynamics expectations. Importantly, the presented results refer to temperature conditions
and cavities of millimeter size, paving the way for engineering realistic, frequency-tunable THz
devices through the hybridization of electric (phononics) and magnetic (spintronics) elementary
excitations of matter.

In the regime of strong coupling between matter ex-
citations and electromagnetic cavities the energies of
light and matter excitations are periodically exchanged,
resulting in mixed light-matter coupled quasiparticles
known as polaritons [1, 2]. Light-matter coupling was
first reported with single atoms [3], and later with single
excitons bound in quantum dots [1, 4]. The light-matter
coupling strength of N oscillators placed in a cavity is en-
hanced by a factor of

√
N , a phenomenon known as Dicke

cooperativity [5–12]. It allows the achievement of observ-
able couplings of magnetization oscillations despite a tiny
dipolar moment of a single spin. The strong coupling of
microwave cavity modes and magnons was observed as
early as 1962 [13], and since the 2010s it has been inten-
sively studied [14–27], because of the prospect of using
magnon-polaritons in quantum devices [28–31].

Strong light-matter coupling can form hybridized
states of two distant resonators exchanging energy with
the same electromagnetic cavity mode. Such light-bound
composite states were shown for different electric dipole
resonators [12, 32, 33]. The coupling of two ferro-
magnetic magnons mediated by a cavity mode was re-
cently achieved using superconducting circuits [34, 35]
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and nanostripline antennas [36], and was discussed the-
oretically [34, 37–39]. We recently showed that magnons
in distant antiferromagnets can be coupled using Fabry-
Pérot cavity modes [40].

An even more intriguing concept is the possibility of
achieving composite states of two different optically ac-
tive quasiparticles, such as phonons, magnons, collective
excitations such as plasmons, or Landau level excita-
tions, many of which have energies in the THz range.
Such couplings of magnons are commonly observed with
other excitations in the same material, such as acous-
tic phonons [41, 42], optical phonons in a multiferroic
[43] and in layered magnets [44–46], excitons in a layered
semiconductor [47], and electron paramagnetic resonance
[11]. However, photon-mediated coupling of distinct exci-
tations in different materials, was only shown in the weak
regime, i.e. without frequency matching of phonons and
magnons, in a heterostructure of an antiferromagnet and
lithium niobate (LiNbO3) [48].

Here, we demonstrate frequency-matched coupling of
antiferromagnetic magnons and optical phonons hosted
exclusively in two different and distant samples. This
coupling is mediated by cavity modes formed by the sam-
ple slabs themselves. Experiments were performed close
to room temperature and without external fields. These
two sample slabs were placed next to each other at a
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FIG. 1. The measured system comprised NiO crystal placed
on a copper mirror and a slab of CBO. We measured reflec-
tion as a function of the gap d between the slabs and the
temperature T of the NiO crystal. In the top-right corner of
the figure, we show a sample time trace.

well-controlled gap, and the slabs themselves formed the
cavity, that is, the cavity fields penetrated both materi-
als (Fig. 1). We show phonon-magnon-polariton modes,
under frequency matching of magnon, phonon, and cav-
ity mode. Such hybrid modes have magnetic and electric
dipole moments originating from their constituents. We
show that our experimental data can be interpreted with
a model based on classical electrodynamics, and a mi-
croscopic model. The magnon-photon coupling remains
observable when the crystal separation reaches the mil-
limeter range. The separate magnon and phonon modes
are coupled due to the strong coupling of each resonance
to the same mode of a Fabry-Pérot cavity. This research
demonstrates hybrid resonators that could be used in
communication, quantum technologies, or for the detec-
tion of hypothetical axion particles [49, 50], using ma-
terials hosting topological magnons [51, 52] with the ad-
vantage of large resonator volumes and tunable detection
frequency [53].

We used a single crystal of nickel oxide (NiO) 111
cut of thickness hm = 0.26 mm and lateral diameter of
5 mm. The antiferromagnetic resonance in this antifer-
romagnetic material, the α-mode [54], has a frequency
close to 1.0 THz at room temperature. It decreases with
rising temperature, reaching 0.7 THz at about 450 K.
We chose ceramics of CuB2O4 (CBO) [55], as a mate-
rial that hosts a relatively narrow phonon mode at about
0.92 THz, which can be crossed with the magnon in NiO.
The oscillator strength of the phonon in CBO is weak for
an electric dipole excitation, while the oscillator strength
of the magnon in NiO is quite strong for a magnetic
dipole. This allows for comparable light-matter coupling
strengths in both cases, so the electric dipole excitation
does not completely dominate the magnetic dipole exci-
tation. The NiO crystal was fixed on a copper mirror,

the temperature of which was measured with a K-type
thermocouple. Temperature was stabilized with a soft-
ware proportional–integral–derivative controller setting
electric current applied to a stack of Peltier elements be-
neath the copper mirror. The NiO crystal and CBO ce-
ramics were placed on independent kinematic mounts,
allowing for precise parallelism control. The size d of the
gap between the samples was controlled with a motorized
stage that supports the NiO part of the cavity. Thermal
transfer due to convection was small for d >∼ 0.2 mm, and
the phonon frequency does not depend on temperature.
The experimental setup was purged with dry air to min-
imize the effect of atmospheric water absorption with a
few strong lines around 1.0 THz.

We used the THz time-domain spectrometer system
(Toptica). Optical pulses were guided in single-mode
zero-dispersion fibers, and a biased source antenna was
emitting pulses of electromagnetic radiation with spec-
trum power centered around 1.0 THz. The THz beam
was propagated from the source using a quasi-optical
setup with parabolic mirrors. We used a beam splitter
made of Kapton tape, which directs pulses reflected from
the sample to the detector antenna. We used a 200 ps
delay line, which gives a 5 GHz resolution. In the pre-
sented spectra, we extended these time-domain data to
1000 ps with zeros, interpolating the frequency-domain
resolution to 1 GHz. Spectra were collected as a function
of gap d between the crystals for a fixed NiO tempera-
ture T . Then, the temperature was changed with a step
of 1.0 K and spectra were collected again as a function of
the gap d. We Fourier-transform measured time traces
of electric field, which yields complex spectra. This re-
port shows the standard magnitude of obtained spectra,
clearly showing strong coupling and magnons, phonons,
and cavity modes.

However, often omitted, phase carries more informa-
tion of better quality than magnitude. This is mostly
because spectral features in phase are narrower than in
magnitude, and phase jumps at resonances can have pos-
itive or negative signs. In our convention, the reflection
phase Φ drops almost linearly with rising frequency, as
expected in the case of electromagnetic waves propagat-
ing in a non-dispersive infinite medium. We remove this
constant trend by calculating phase differential to fre-
quency dΦ/df , in the unit of rad/GHz. This treatment of
phase spectra reveals rapid phase changes characterizing
resonances, both cavity modes and optically active tran-
sitions in the solid state such as phonons or magnons.
Such phase data do not require any further normaliza-
tion. In our spectra, we observe that the sign of opti-
cal resonances is typically negative, that is, in the direc-
tion of linear change of phase with increasing frequency.
On the other hand, the signs of NiO magnon and CBO
phonon phase jumps are always positive in our conven-
tion (white and red in 3). Such pure matter modes are
barely visible due to either, the low amplitude of the
magnon, or the large width of the phonon. However,
they become much more pronounced when they couple
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FIG. 2. Comparison of the (a) magnitude spectrum with its
(b) phase and (c) phase differential to frequency. The latter
shows typically, much narrower features around resonances.
Also, the phase jump can be positive or negative, whereas
optical and matter resonances always result in a minimum
amplitude of reflection spectra.

with cavity modes. Moreover, we observed that the sign
of polariton modes is also always positive in the strong-
coupling regime. We observed, that the sign of phase
jump is an indicator of the strong coupling, and only
cavity modes with positive phase produce show strong
coupling, as visible in Fig. 3b, where the magnon just
below 1.0 THz shows only weak coupling with FP modes
and cavity sign is negative (blue), while the phonon forms
polaritons modes with FP modes and its sign is positive
(red).

Mode frequencies of the FP cavity are lowering, with
the rising gap d (Fig. 3). When they cross with the CBO
phonon mode at around 0.92 THz, they form two phonon-
polariton modes, about 20 GHz apart. In Fig. 3b phase
jumps of these polariton modes are characterized by pos-
itive jumps (red color). By our convention, cavity modes
have typically negative signs represented with blue colors
(Fig. 3). However, some strong cavity modes may have
positive signs, like the one at around 1.05 THz. Magnon
mode in NiO is only slightly visible near 1.0 THz be-
cause the results were obtained at 300 K. In this case,
the interaction of the magnon with FP cavity modes is
weak, resulting in only small splittings, comparable with
polariton widths.

The magnon frequency in NiO was tuned in the range
of about 0.7–1.0 THz, using its dependence on crystal
temperature in the range of about 300–450 K. When the
magnon frequency passes the frequency of the phonon in
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FIG. 3. Reflection spectra: (a) amplitude and (b) phase
differential to frequency. Spectra are plotted as a function of
the gap d between the slabs.

CBO (0.92 THz), these two matter modes would cross
without any interaction, as visible in Fig. 6g (d = 305
µm). However, when the gap between the slabs is such
that one of the cavity modes has a frequency close to
the CBO phonon, we observe phonon-magnon-polariton
modes as a function of NiO temperature. At a particular
distance of d = 260 µm (Fig. 6d), it is visible that the
magnon mode reaches the phonon frequency at about
T = 360 K. The magnon interacts with the phonon-
polaritons, making them narrower and more separated.
The narrowing is because magnons have a line width
much smaller than that of phonons, thus, owing to hy-
bridization, the resulting phonon-magnon-polaritons are
narrower than pure phonon-polaritons. Phonon-magnon
polaritons are also slightly more split than pure phonon-
polaritons because of magnons’ small additional oscilla-
tor strength. It is also shown in Fig. 4ab, where green
lines were measured for a magnon-phonon matching con-
dition (T = 361 K), while the violet curve shows pure
phonon-polaritons with magnon mode around 0.96 THz.
A small change of the gap d between the slabs compen-
sates for the drift of dielectric constants of both materials
with temperature. In Fig. 4cd, we show pure magnon-
polariton modes around 0.89 THz, and pure phonon
mode around 0.92 THz.

Phase data can also be analyzed with amplitude data,
using phasor plots of the imaginary part of the electric
field as a function of its real part, as in Fig. 4ce. Nor-
mally, the signal circles the origin with rising frequency,
which reflects phase progression. Magnon and phonon
modes are very weakly distinguishable as phase progres-
sion slowdowns and signal amplitude drops related to ab-
sorption. In cavity modes, the circle progresses faster and
closer to the origin. In some cavity modes, the loop be-
comes so tight that it no longer circles the origin, result-
ing in a reversed-phase progression, such as the modes
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FIG. 4. Reflection spectra showing the influence of NiO
magnon on phonon-polaritons. Magnon frequency sweep was
achieved by changing NiO crystal temperature. Magnitude
(a) and phase (b) of reflection spectra. Green lines guide
the eye showing phonon-polaritons, and a violet line indi-
cates the magnon mode. Phasor plots (c,d) in the range of
985-940 GHz for different temperatures, show a double loop
indicating phonon polaritons (green arrows), and a feature
indicating magnon (violet arrow). Phasor plot (e) showing
phonon-magnon polaritons.

around 1.05 THz in Fig. 3b (more details in the Ap-
pendix C). The phasor signature of the strong coupling is
two intertwined loops [56], and neither of them encircles
the origin point. Thus, the phase progression reverses
twice during this signal evolution (green arrows indicate
phonon-polaritons in Fig. 4c). We also demonstrate in
detail the formation of phonon-polaritons phasor signa-
ture in Appendix C, when the magnon mode was spec-
trally distant from the phonon. In Fig. 4c-e, we show
the influence of magnon mode (features indicated by vi-
olet arrows) on phonon polaritons (loops indicated by
green arrows) The loops indicating the strong coupling
are much smaller for phonon-polaritons (green arrows in
Fig. 4cd) than for phonon-magnon-polaritons (Fig. 4e).
This is related to the modes narrowing and deepening,
caused by the hybridization with magnon. In contrast
to Fig. 4cd, in Fig. 4e, the magnon signature cannot be

any more distinguished otherwise than the increase of the
loops, which indicates the hybridization of phonons and
magnons.

Having demonstrated the strong coupling between
magnons, phonons, and Fabry-Pérot resonances exper-
imentally, we now quantitatively investigate the mixing
between them. This mixing is best described within the
framework of a quantum model which treats the system
as coupled quantum harmonic oscillators. This model
has been detailed in the Appendix A. Starting from a
general quantum electrodynamical description the total
Hamiltonian of the tripartite system is derived to be:

H = h̄ωm(a†a + 1/2) + h̄ωLOd
†d + h̄ωαc

†c

+ ih̄Ωp(a− a†)(d + d†) + ih̄Ωm(c− c†)(a + a†), (1)

This Hamiltonian was derived by considering the cou-
pling of the electric field of the FP resonance with the
phonon polarization. In contrast, the magnetic field is
coupled to the magnon magnetization field through a
Zeeman interaction. Here ωm is the frequency of the
Fabry-Pérot resonance, ωLO is the LO optical phonon
frequency of the CBO slab, and ωα is the α−magnon
frequency. The operator a is the bosonic destruction op-
erator for the photon mode and d and c are collective
boson operators describing the phonon and magnon ex-
citations in the two slabs. In the above equation, we have
introduced the phonon-photon coupling rate Ωp and the
magnon-photon coupling rate, Ωm. As shown in Annex
A they are provided by:

h̄Ωp =
1

2
h̄ηp

√
(ω2

LO − ω2
TO)ωm

ωLO
(2)

and

h̄Ωm =
1

2

(
HAx

HE

) 1
4

ηmgµB

√
h̄ωmµ0

2

(
N

VNiO

)
. (3)

We recall the transverse and longitudinal optical
photon frequencies are linked by the relation ωTO =

ωLO

√
ϵ∞
ϵst

, where the dielectric constants have been de-

termined experimentally as described further.
The collective nature of the magnon-light coupling is

obvious from the expression of the coupling constant,
Eq.(3), which is proportional to the square of the spin
density N/VNiO. In NiO, µ0HAx ≈ 0.5 T is the easyplane
anisotropy field at room temperature, µ0HE = 698 T
is the exchange field [54], and spin density N/VNiO =
5.489×1028 m−3. [57, 58] By diagonalizing the Hamilto-
nian (1) through the Hopfield-Bogoliubov procedure we
obtain the dispersion relation for the polariton frequen-
cies and closed expressions for the mixing coefficients
(Appendix A). To match the coupled mode frequencies
with the experimental ones, we have considered the over-
lap factors ηp, ηm as the fitting parameters. In Fig. 5c,
we use effective coefficients ηp = .4, and ηm = 0.6, which
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FIG. 5. Measured phase differential to frequency of reflec-
tion spectra plotted as a function of NiO temperature T , for a
matching mode frequency (a). Predictions of the electromag-
netic model (b). Predictions of interacting mode frequencies,
and magnon, phonon, and photon contents using the micro-
scopic model (Eq. 1) (c). Hopfield coefficients for photon,
magnon, and phonon (d).

better reproduce the frequencies observed in the experi-
mental spectra (Fig. 5a). Calculations based on the mi-
croscopic model show that the middle mode, under the
frequency matching condition fc = fm = fp, is composed
in about 80% of magnon and in 20% of phonon, while it
has a less than 0. 3% photon content. Unequal contents
of the phonon and the magnon in this mode result from
their unequal coupling strengths to a cavity mode. This
property does not change much when tuning the magnon
frequency within about 50% of the phonon-polariton gap.
However, in the experiment (Fig. 5a) this mode has
a small positive amplitude, which is not predicted us-
ing the microscopic model. At the same condition of
frequency matching, two other modes contain approxi-
mately equally 45% of phonon and photon, while only
about 10% of magnon. Modes of larger amplitude and
with more equal contents of phonon and magnon can be
observed when the magnon mode has a frequency close to
either upper or lower phonon-polaritons, that is, in Fig. 5,
|fm−fp| ≈ 12 GHz. Then, two phonon-magnon polariton
modes with a smaller splitting are formed, which both
contain about 40% phonon and magnon and only 20%
photons. Due to a smaller splitting, they are strongly

tunable with magnon frequency in terms of magnon and
phonon content.

The reflection spectra can be modeled using the ex-
pressions for the dielectric and magnetic susceptibilities
of the layers, which were determined using transmission
measurements of each of the layers (Appendix B). This
approach allows a direct comparison of the amplitude
and phase-resolved measurement for the electric field as
obtained by the THz-TDs experiment. The compatibil-
ity of this approach and the quantum description are
commented in the Appendix A. We analytically calcu-
lated reflection from a series of parallel-plane slabs using
a characteristic matrix method for isotropic media [59],
details of which are explained in Ref. 40. We assumed
a Lorentzian shape of both magnon and phonon modes,
and otherwise constant background permittivity in the
range of interest (0.5-1.5 THz). The CBO sample is ce-
ramics, so it is right to assume that it is isotropic. In
the case of the NiO crystal, µ does not contain any off-
diagonal terms, therefore, we can consider it isotropic in
our model. Details of assumed permittivity and perme-
ability are shown in Appendix A.

The predicted reflection phase spectra are shown in
Fig. 6(h-n) as a function of magnon-phonon frequency de-
tuning (fp−fm) for a few different gaps between the mod-
eled slabs. We used a simplified model where cavities are
independent of the detuning (temperature in the experi-
ment). Qualitatively, this model predicts a similar effect
as measured as a function of temperature (Fig. 6(a-g)).
The model predicts that the gap, at which cavity mode
matches phonon frequency, is different from measured
values by 29 µm, which might stem from inaccuracies of
thickness measurement, gap measurement, and dielectric
constant determination. The model correctly predicts a
change in the phase jump sign of polaritons when they
interact strongly with either phonons or magnons. No
magnon-phonon coupling is predicted when none of the
cavity modes matches the phonon mode (Fig. 6gn). In
Fig. 7, we present some predicted spectra, which are cho-
sen for parameters approximately reproducing the exper-
imental spectra presented in Fig. 4de and Fig. 2. Panels
a and b of Fig. 7 show the influence of the magnon on the
phonon-polariton modes, with spectra similar to those in
Fig. 2. The influence of magnon on phonon-polaritons
is visible as a narrowing of the modes and a small in-
crease in the splitting. Panels c and d of Fig. 7 show
magnon-polaritons at about 0.88 THz, away from the
phonon mode at 0.92 THz. Here phonon does not inter-
act, because there is no cavity mode at a close frequency.

In summary, we presented systematic experimental
studies on the interaction of two distinct polariton sys-
tems as a function of temperature and separation dis-
tance. The cooperative interaction of magnons in the
slab of nickel oxide (NiO) and phonons in the distant
slab of CuB2O4 (CBO) is mediated by a cavity mode,
which leads to the formation of phonon-magnon polari-
tons states. The experiments were performed at room
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temperatures, and the separation between the crystals
was in the millimeter range, i.e. showing the poten-
tial of this coupling scheme for applications. We used
the electromagnetic model, which describes the observed
features with realistic assumptions for the parameter val-
ues. Cavity-mediated coupling enables control of antifer-
romagnetic polaritons by modulating the resonator sur-
roundings. It shows the possibility of designing hybrid
resonators operating in the THz range (few meV) that
share properties of their components, such as width, am-
plitude, and dependence on external parameters.

More generally, our results present an even more in-
triguing concept of composite states made of optically
active quasiparticles of distinct nature, which exchange
the same cavity photon in the strong coupling regime.
These excitations could be plasmons in quantum confined
electron gases [60, 61], or intersubband cavity polaritons
that can reach the ultra-strong coupling regime [62]. A
very appealing perspective is realizing such hybridization

with THz meta-atom resonators that can provide strong
confinement for both the electric and magnetic field [63].
Furthermore, the preparation of single magnon states
through coupling with superconductor qubits has been
demonstrated in the GHz range [25]. In principle, it is
possible to realize a similar concept in the THz range by
employing high Tc superconductors [64]. Thus it could
become feasible to transfer quantum non-linearities into
hybrid-magnon-quantum well polariton systems in the
ultra-strong coupling regime at 1 THz, overcoming the in-
trinsic limitations owed to the bosonic character of these
systems. We can also benefit from technologies avail-
able at this frequency range, such as semiconductor op-
toelectronics and THz-time domain to conceive original
quantum optical experiments. This is another venue for
bringing quantum technologies into the THz frequency
range [65, 66], and paving the way towards innovative
tunable THz devices operating at room temperature.
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FIG. 7. The predicted reflection spectra are calculated using
model parameters that roughly reproduce the experimental
data presented in Fig. 4. Magnitude (a) and phase (b) spec-
tra show phonon-polaritons (violet) for the magnon frequency
away from the phonon and phonon-magnon-polaritons (green)
for zero detuning. Magnitude (c) and phase (d) spectra, show-
ing magnon-polaritons around 0.88 THz.
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Appendix A: Quantum model

This Appendix provides an effective quantum model
for the interacting tripartite system (Fig. 8). We have
two objectives: the first one is to provide a quantum
Hamiltonian that is compatible with effective dielectric
and magnetic functions, where the polariton frequencies
derived from the model can be directly compared with
the data. Our second objective is to provide analytical
expressions for the Hopfield mixing coefficients that al-
low evaluating the mixing between magnons and phonons
mediated by the electromagnetic field.

FIG. 8. Schematic of the tripartite system composed of
phonon, magnon, and mediating cavity photon.

1. Full Hamiltonian and photon field

We start with a very general Hamiltonian which de-
scribes photons coupled both to electrically and magnet-
ically active matter:

Ĥ = Ĥphonon + Ĥmagnon

+

∫
V

[
D̂2(r)

2ε∞(z)ε0
+

µ0Ĥ
2(r)

2

]
d3r

−
∫
V

D̂(r)P̂(r)

ε∞(z)ε0
d3r +

∫
V

P̂2(r)

2ε(z)ε0
d3r

−
∫
V

µ0Ĥ(r)M̂(r)d3r (A1)

The light-matter interaction Hamiltonian is expressed
here in the Power-Zienau-Wooley representation of
Quantum Electrodynamics [67]. The first line contains
the Hamiltonians of the phonon and magnon excitations
that will be detailed further. The second line of Eq. (A1)
describes the energy of the electromagnetic field. The
third line describes the light-matter interaction with the
dipolar excitations of interest, which in the present case
are the phonons of the CBO slab. Respectively, the field
P̂(r) is the polarization field of the CBO phonons. In that
case the dielectric function ε∞(z) is a piecewise constant
function that does not contain the phonon contribution
and is expressed as:

ε∞(z) = εCBO
∞ , z ∈ CBO,

= εNiO
∞ , z ∈ NiO

= 1, z ∈ Elsewhere (A2)

The last line of Eq. (A1) describes the light-matter

interaction with the α magnon of NiO [54], with M̂(r) the
corresponding magnetization that is provided explicitly
further.

We will consider the case where the matter systems
interact with an electromagnetic wave that is polarized
along the dielectric layers, along the unit vector ux, and
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propagates in the z-direction. We can then write a gen-
eral expression of the electromagnetic field:

Ĥ(r) = uy

√
h̄ωmε0c2

2SI
h(z)(a + a†) (A3)

D̂(r) = −ux

√
h̄ε0c2

2ωmSI
∂zh(z)i(a− a†) (A4)

I =

∫
h(z)2dz (A5)

Here ωm is the frequency of the photon, c is the speed
of light in vacuum, S is the surface of the system in the
xy plane, and h(z) is a function that describes the so-
lution of Maxwell’s equation for a wave that propagates
in the multilayered medium described by the piecewise
function from Eq. (A2). The quantity I defined in Eq.
(A5) is a normalization coefficient that allows the defini-
tion of the rising and lowering bosonic operators a and
a†. We assume that we can define a finite volume of space
containing the system and that contains the majority of
the electromagnetic energy. The corresponding length
along the z direction will be noted L. This assumption
is questionable for the type of waveguide modes that are
used in the experiment, however, we will see further how
this formalism can still be applied by introducing effec-
tive overlap factors and linking the polariton dispersion
to the effective dielectric and magnetic susceptibilities of
the layers. Finally, in accordance with Maxwell’s equa-
tion the function h(z) must obey the identity:

∫
L

(∂zh(z))2

ε∞(z)
dz =

ω2
m

c2

∫
L

h(z)2dz (A6)

This identity states that the total magnetic energy is
equal to the total electric energy in the system, as ex-
pected for guided modes.

2. Light-phonon coupling in the CBO slab

A very general expression for the phonon Hamiltonian
and polarization is discussed in the Ref[68]. In particu-
lar, it can be shown for the optical phonon the following
results hold, in the long wavelength limit:

Ĥphonon +

∫
V2

P̂2(r)

2ε∞(z)ε0
d3r =

∑
Q,n

h̄ωLOd
†
QndQn (A7)

P̂(r) =∑
Q,n

√
h̄εCBO

∞ ε0(ω2
LO − ω2

TO)

2ωLOV2
neiQr(dQn + d†−Qn) (A8)

The phonon excitations are expanded in a plane-wave
basis of bosonic basis set described by the operators dQn

and d†Qn , where the Q is the propagation wavevector
and n is a unit vector defined as n.Q = 0 which fixes the
polarization of the phonon wave. Here V2 is the volume
of the CBO slab of thickness ∆2, and the two phonon
frequencies satisfy the Lyddane–Sachs–Teller relation:

εCBO
s ω2

TO = εCBO
∞ ω2

LO (A9)

The plane waves are normalized such as:

∫
V2

eiQrd3r = V2δQ0 (A10)

We use Eq.(A8) together with Eq.(A4) to express the
light-matter coupling term, where the integral runs over
the volume of the CBO slab alone:

−
∫
V2

D̂(r)P̂(r)

εCBO
∞ ε0

d3r =

i(a− a†)
h̄c

2
√

εCBO
∞

√
ω2
LO − ω2

TO

ωLOωm

√
1

I∆2
×

∑
Qz

∫
∆2

∂zh(z)eiQzzdz(dQzux
+ d†−Qzux

) (A11)

Here we used the normalization condition Eq. (A10).
We then introduce new bosonic operators for the phonons
which integrate over all wavevectors:

d =
∑
Qz

∫
∆2

∂zh(z)eiQzzdzdQzux
N (A12)

d† =
∑
Qz

∫
∆2

∂zh(z)e−iQzzdzdQzux
N (A13)

N−1 =

√∫
V 2

(∂h(z))2dz (A14)

The normalization factor in the last equation ensures
that the new bosonic operators satisfy [d, d†] = 1. Next,
we use Eq.(A6) to express the integral over the function
(∂h(z))2 that appears above. For that, we make an ap-
proximation that the balance between electric and mag-
netic energy is also satisfied within the CBO slab alone:

∫
∆2

(∂zh(z))2

εCBO
∞

dz ≈ ω2
m

c2

∫
∆2

h(z)2dz (A15)

With that assumption, the light-phonon coupling
Hamiltonian becomes:
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−
∫
V2

D̂(r)P̂(r)

εCBO
∞ ε0

d3r =

ih̄ΩP (a− a†)(d + d†) (A16)

h̄ΩP = ηp
1

2
h̄
√
ω2
LO − ω2

TO

√
ωm

ωLO
(A17)

ηp =

√∫
∆2

h(z)2dz
/∫

L

h(z)2dz (A18)

In the above expression, we introduced a dimensionless
overlap factor 0 < ηp < 1 that quantifies the phonon cou-
pling with the guided waves. Following Ref. [68] we can
further show how we can derive a dielectric susceptibility
for the CBO slab that includes the phonon contribution.
We will come back to this topic in the last section of this
Appendix.

3. Light-magnon coupling in the NiO slab

In order to express the magnetization field in the NiO
slab we use the theoretical description of magnons de-
scribed in the review paper Ref. [54]. In this section, we
will use the notations from that reference. Magnons of
NiO are treated in the framework of easy-plane antifer-
romagnets in the AF phase (section D in Ref. [54]) that
are described by the following Hamiltonian:

Ĥmagnon =
∑
k

[h̄ωαkα
†
kαk + h̄ωβkβ

†
kβk] (A19)

where k is a tri-dimensional excitation vector of the
system, and γ = gµB/h̄ is the gyromagnetic ratio, and
µB is the Bohr magneton. In the long-wavelength limit,
the frequencies of the two magnon modes appearing in
the above Hamiltonian are provided by:

ωα,0 ≈ γ
√

2HEHAx (A20)

ωβ,0 ≈ γ
√

2HEHAz (A21)

Here we introduced the anisotropy fields of NiO which
satisfy:

HE ≫ HAx ≫ HAz (A22)

Consequently, the highest frequency mode is the α
mode which is the one observed around 1 THz in the
experiments described in the main text.

Using the inequalities (A22) as well as the long-
wavelength approximation we can use the results from
Ref. [54] in order to express the total spin along the
y-direction of the α-mode, as well as the corresponding
magnetization vector as a function of the bosonic opera-

tors α†
k and αk:

My(r) = −gµB

2

(HAx

HE

)1/4 N

V1

∑
k

eikr√
N

i(αk − α†
−k)

(A23)
The β mode does not contribute to this expression.

Here we introduced the volume V1 = S∆1 of the NiO
slab. The wavevectors are normalized here with respect
to the number of spins N in the spin sublattice:

∑
i

eikri = Nδk0 (A24)

Using Eq.(A23) together with Eq. (A3) in order to
express the last line in Eq. (A1) we have:

−
∫
V

µ0Ĥ(r)M̂(r)d3r =

ih̄ΩM (c− c†)(a + a†) (A25)

h̄ΩM = ηm
gµB

2

√
h̄ωmµ0N

2V1
(A26)

ηm =

√∫
∆1

h(z)2dz
/∫

L

h(z)2dz (A27)

Similar results have been obtained by Boventer et al.
[69]. In the above expression, we introduced the collective
bosonic operators:

c =
1√

∆1

∫
∆1

h(z)2dz

∑
k

h(z)e−ikzzdzαk (A28)

that were derived in a very analogous manner to the
collective phonon operators from the previous section.
As a consequence, we obtain the expression of the over-
lap coefficient between photons and magnons ηm (Eq.
(A27)) that is defined in a similar manner as the overlap
coefficient ηp (Eq. (A18)) between photons and phonon
in the CBO slab.

4. Hopfield diagonalization

The full light-matter coupling Hamiltonian now be-
comes:

H = h̄ωma†a + h̄ωLOd
†d + h̄ωα0c

†c

+ih̄ΩP (a− a†)(d + d†)

+ih̄ΩM (a + a†)(c− c†) (A29)

This is a bosonic Hamiltonian for three coupled har-
monic oscillators, where photons and magnons are both
coupled to the photon of a frequency ωm. In order to find
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the coupled modes of the system we will use the Hopfield-
Bogoliubov approach [Ref], where we introduce a mixed
polariton bosonic operator:

Π = xa + ya† + md + td† + nc + sc† (A30)

The coupled mode frequencies ω and the boson oper-
ators Π must satisfy the commutator relation [Π,H] =
h̄ωΠ. The latter can be cast in a matrix form:

MV = ωV (A31)

Here VT = (x, y,m, t, n, s) is the vector of Hopfield
coefficients, and the matrix M is provided by:

M =


ωm 0 iΩP −iΩP −iΩM −iΩM

0 −ωm −iΩP iΩP −iΩM −iΩM

−iΩP −iΩP ωLO 0 0 0
−iΩP −iΩP 0 −ωLO 0 0
iΩM −iΩM 0 0 ωα0 0
−iΩM iΩM 0 0 0 −ωα0


(A32)

Furthermore, the eigenvectors must satisfy the normal-
ization condition:

|x|2 − |y|2 + |m|2 − |t|2 + |n|2 − |s|2 = 1 (A33)

which stems from the requirement [Π,Π†] = 1. We
thus can define the coefficients that describe respectively
the photon, phonon, and magnon weight in the polariton
states:

Wphoton = |x|2 − |y|2 (A34)

Wphonon = |m|2 − |t|2 (A35)

Wmagnon = |n|2 − |s|2 (A36)

The matrix problem stated above can be solved numer-
ically, thus providing eigenfrequencies and the Hopfield
coefficients. These results have been illustrated in Fig.
5 of the main text. Actually, thanks to the particular
form of the matrix the equation providing the polariton
frequencies can be provided explicitly. This equation,
which states det|M− ωI| = 0 is obtained to be:

(
ω2
m − ω2 − 4Ω2

Mωα0ωm

ω2
α0 − ω2

)(
ω2
m − ω2 − 4Ω2

PωLOωm

ω2
LO − ω2

)
=

16Ω2
MΩ2

Pωα0ωLOω
2

(ω2
α0 − ω2)(ω2

LO − ω2)
(A37)

This equation is used to fit the experimental data. It
is interesting to consider a case where ωm ≫ ωα0, ωLO.
In that case the first line of the above equation simplifies
to ω4 and we can write an effective coupled equation:

(ω2
α0 − ω2)(ω2

LO − ω2) ≈ 16Ω2
MΩ2

Pωα0ωLOω
2

ω4
m

(A38)

This equation illustrates that the photon mode intro-
duces and effective coupling between the phonon and
magnon excitation.

5. Effective dielectric and magnetic susceptibilities

Let us now discuss how the coupled mode equation
Eq.(A37) leads to effective susceptibilities. First, we con-
sider the case where waves propagate only in the CBO
slab (we can extend the thickness of this slab to infinity),
such as ηp = 1 and Ωm = 0. The coupled wave equation
thus becomes, using Eqs. (A17) and (A37):

ω2
m − ω2 − (ω2

LO − ω2
TO)ω2

m

ω2
LO − ω2

= 0 (A39)

This equation can be recast in the form:

εCBO
∞ ω2

m = ε(ω)ω2 (A40)

where we introduced the dielectric function ε(ω) of the
homogeneous CBO slab provided by:

εCBO
∞
ε(ω)

= 1 +
ω2
LO − ω2

TO

ωLO − ω2
(A41)

This is exactly the dielectric susceptibility for a
medium with an optical phonon. Indeed, by posing ωm =
c|Q|/

√
εCBO
∞ Eq.(A40) becomes the Helmholtz disper-

sion relation for waves propagating in a CBO medium
with a wavector Q [70].

Likewise, we consider an infinite NiO slab, where the
Helmholtz relation becomes:

ω2
m = µ(ω)ω2 (A42)

By setting ΩP = 0 and ηm = 1 in Eq.(A26) from Eq.
(A37) we obtain:

1

µ(ω)
= 1 +

W 2
A

ω2
α0 − ω2

(A43)

W 2
A = ω2

α0

nµ0µBg

2
√

2HE

(A44)

Here we introduced the density of spins n = N/V2.
Clearly, the above expressions establish the magnetic sus-
ceptibility of the NiO material as a function of micro-
scopic quantities.

We know the material susceptibilities from Eqs. (A41)
and (A43) together with the full polariton equation
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Eq.(A37) in order to define effective susceptibilites. The
latter is defined such as Eq.(A37) can be rewritten in the
form:

εCBO
∞ ω2

m = εeff (ω)µeff (ω)ω2 (A45)

After some algebra the following functions are ob-
tained:

1

µeff (ω)
= 1 + η2m

W 2
A

ω2
α0 − ω2

(A46)

1

εeff (ω)
=

1

εCBO
∞

[
1 + η2p

(ω2
LO − ω2

TO)ω2
m

ω2
LO − ω2

]
(A47)

The definition of µeff (ω) is acceptable, as the only
magnetic contribution arises from the NiO layer. How-
ever, the definition of εeff (ω) is problematic, as even
after the removal of the CBO layer by setting ηp = 0
we still have a medium with a dielectric constant εCBO

∞ ,
which ignores the presence of NiO and air dielectric lay-
ers. The following definition solves this problem:

1

εeff (ω)
=

1

ε̄∞

[
1 + η̄2p

(ω2
LO − ω2

TO)ω2
m

ω2
LO − ω2

]
(A48)

1

ε̄∞
= 1 − η2p − η2m +

η2m
ε∞NiO

+
η2p

εCBO
∞

(A49)

η̄2p = η2p
ε̄∞

εCBO
∞

(A50)

It is thus sufficient to use the re-normalized value η̄p for
the overlap factor in the light-phonon coupling constant
defined in Eq.(A17) instead of ηp in order to obtain a
polariton dispersion relation that takes into account all
layers in the system.

Appendix B: Dielectric characterization of samples

We measured transmission through each of our samples
placed on a metal aperture, normalized to transmission
through an empty aperture (Fig. 9). We fitted the results
with a single-layer model and obtained background di-
electric constants of these materials and a resonant form
of permeability in the NiO crystal and phonon response
in the CBO ceramics. In the case of the CBO phonon, we
assumed Lorentzian lineshape; however, this model (Fig.
9bc) does not reproduce perfectly measured transmission
around the resonance (Fig. 9a). This may be caused by
other than the Lorentzian lineshape of the phonon mode
in CBO. The parameters obtained in this way were used
to calculate the predictions of electromagnetic wave re-
flection from structures composed of the CBO, NiO, and
tunable air gap.

Thus, for our calculations, we can assume the isotropic
dielectric constants of NiO and CBO, and ϵair = 1 = µair
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FIG. 9. Transmission spectra of a standalone CBO with
fits (a), under the assumption of a dielectric function with
real (b) and imaginary (c) parts, permeability was assumed
to be 1. Transmission spectra of stand-alone NiO with fitted
transmission (d), under the assumption of permeability with
real (e) and imaginary (f) parts, permittivity was assumed
constant.

for dry air. The details of the calculation methods are
presented in Ref. 40. Here, we take into account the
antiferromagnetic resonance in the permeability in NiO
by writing

µ = 1 +
∆µf2

m

f2
m − f2 − ifgm

, (B1)

where fm is magnon frequency, gm = 8 GHz is its width
and its strength ∆µ = 4.2 × 10−4 as determined in our
transmission results (Fig. 9). The permittivity of NiO
was ϵNio = 11.63 + i0.02. The resonance strength ∆µ
is responsible for the strength of the coupling of magnon
with FP modes. We take the CBO layer as a dielectric
resonator

ϵ = ϵ∞ +
∆ϵf2

p

f2
p − f2 − ifgp

, (B2)

where fp = 0.92 THz is the phonon frequency, gp = 50
GHz is its width, its strength ∆ϵ = 0.021, and ϵ∞ =
5.52 + i0.05, as determined in our transmission results
(Fig. 9). We assume µCBO = 1, neglecting that CBO
is a paramagnet at room temperature [71]. In this elec-
trodynamic model, we take into account the reflection
from the metal mirror as a 4th layer of 100 nm thickness
characterized by very high real and imaginary parts of
its dielectric constant (8 × 108 + i103).

Appendix C: Phase

Here, we show in detail the evolution of a cavity mode
near the transition point between positive and negative
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FIG. 10. Evolution of a cavity mode near transition point
from positive to negative phase jump. (a) amplitude and (b)
phase spectra for different gaps between the slabs. Phasor
plots of typical negative phase jumps encircling the origin (c),
near transition condition (d), and with positive phase jumps
not encircling the origin (e).

phase jump at around f = 1.04 THz and around gap
d = 400 µm. We show in Fig. 10a standard reflection
amplitude. At larger distances of 407 and 398 µm, the
cavity has a typical negative phase jumps sign (Fig. 10b,
in the direction of normal phase change with rising fre-
quency. In Fig. 10c, we present phasor plots for these two
distances, which show that in this case, the signal circles
close to the origin, reflecting the signal’s lower ampli-
tude at the cavity mode. For the case of d = 386 µm,
the transition is visible when cavity amplitude reaches
almost zero and phase jump becomes undefined. Phasor
trajectory for this case (Fig. 10e) passes very close to the
origin. When we further decreased the gap between the
crystals to d = 371 and 356 µm, the mode amplitude
dropped again, but its phase jumps flipped sign to posi-
tive. This can be understood in phasor plot Fig. 10e as
the signal no longer circling around the origin, in a much
smaller loop.

Since the data in Fig. 10 is an extract of the data
presented in Fig. 3, we notice that the condition for the
change of the phase jump sign is related to the frequency
of the cavity mode, since they appear periodically for
each cavity modes, when they are at the same frequency
range of about 1.05 THz. Therefore this effect must be
related to interference conditions, and as shown in Fig.
10 it is not related to topological changes in the electric
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FIG. 11. Evolution of phonon-polariton phasor from weak
to strong coupling. (a) amplitude and (b) phase spectra for
different gaps between the slabs. In the weak coupling regime,
the phasor shows a single loop (c), while in the strong coupling
regime, a topological change of the phasor into a double loop
is observed (d).

field phasor.

The change of mode phase jump also appears near
the polariton formation regions. However, in this case
not only a phase sign change is observed, but also a
topological change in the phasor. In Fig. 11, we show
in detail the evolution of phonon-polariton formation at
T = 300 K, when the magnon is away from the interac-
tion region. Magnitude and phase spectra were collected
for different gaps between the slabs, which tuned the cav-
ity mode frequency. The strongest coupling was observed
at d = 419 µm when the cavity mode reached the phonon
frequency. In Fig. 11c, we show phasors of a weakly inter-
acting cavity mode, which forms a loop around the origin.
The magnon can is represented as a weak deformation of
the loop for higher d. In Fig. 11d, we show that a single
loop is transformed into a double loop when entering the
strong coupling regime, which is a topological change of
the phasor.
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FIG. 12. Expected magnon and phonon content, for two
different gaps, one with cavity mode matching the phonon
mode (a-c) and without matching (d-f). Derivative to magnon
strength (a,d) shows the magnon content of cavity modes, and
derivative to phonon strength (b,e) shows phonon content.
The second derivative shows modes coupled simultaneously
to the magnon and phonon.

Appendix D: Magnon and phonon contents using
electromagnetism

Classical electrodynamics predicts some distant cou-
pling between the resonators, which can be observed in
the reflection or transmission of electromagnetic waves.
Using our classical model, we determined the relative
phonon and magnon contents of polariton modes. We did
that by calculating the reflection amplitude derivatives to
the small magnon strength change ∆µ (1. 0%) and the
phonon strength change ∆ϵ (0.1%). Changes that give
similar amplitude of reflection changes. One sees that
the magnon is visible in derivative to its strength (Fig.
12a) around the diagonal, which is magnon frequency
in our model. Signatures of the magnon in reflection
are either positive or negative, depending on the phase
of its interaction with cavity modes. Phonon is uncov-
ered in around its frequency in derivative to its strength
(Fig. 12b). Here, the shape of the phonon derivative
spectrum is caused by interaction with a tuned cavity

mode, so that enhancing phonon strength increases the
coupling rate, which results in polariton modes more sep-
arated, which is visible as higher reflection (red-yellow)
in between the polaritons and lower amplitude outside
(blue-black). In this phonon derivative one already sees
a trace of magnon interactions, in the form of splittings
of upper and lower phonon-polaritons. In particular, for
fp − fm = 0, the splitting of the polariton modes is
slightly larger, as shown in Fig. 4 and 7, which is an
indication of coupling of a cavity mode coherently with
magnon and phonon.

However, such a coherent coupling is not the only pos-
sibility, the model shows (Fig. 12(d-f)) that even for
modes not matching, there may be conditions in which
they interact with both the magnon and the phonon.
This comes from the fact that the phonon is such a strong
oscillator that it couples even with cavity modes detun-
ing as much as about 50 GHz, or more [48]. In Fig.
12(d-f), one sees magnon-polariton modes that are simul-
taneously coupled to the phonon; however, due to a huge
detuning, the coupling of these modes to the phonon is
weaker. Such modes give larger differential signals, which
is caused by their narrow line width, which in turn origi-
nates from their smaller phonon content than in the case
of modes presented in Fig. 12(a-c). We observed such
modes experimentally in Fig. 6, below 0.9 THz. How-
ever, in the experiment, we cannot determine the phonon
content of these modes, so we cannot show that they are
indeed coupled to the phonon, in another way than in
the theoretical model.

Appendix E: Phonon-magnon coupling at large
distances

Our mechanical systems allowed to control the gap be-
tween the sample slabs in the range of tens of mm with
µm precision. The focal point of the quasi-optical sys-
tems was very elongated because we used a parabolic mir-
ror of a focal length of 101 mm. Therefore, we can widen
the gap between the crystals up to a few mm without
any of the samples leaving the focal point and remaining
with high position accuracy. This allowed us to measure
reflection for the slabs separated by large gaps d, which
were so chosen that for each gap a cavity mode had a
frequency at the phonon frequency fp. The step was 163
µm, which is half a wavelength of fp. This means we
were stepping through subsequent cavity modes so that
for each of these distances, there was a cavity mode at
fp, which created conditions for cavity-mediated phonon-
magnon coupling. With rising distance the cavity volume
Vc increases, but the number of oscillators (phonons and
magnons) remains constant. Since the coupling strength

is proportional to
√
N/Vc, this explains the drop in split-

ting with the rising gap between the slabs. The rising gap
finally leads to a collapse of the splitting, e.i. the transi-
tion from the strong coupling regime (polaritons) to the
weak coupling regime (Purcell effect).
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FIG. 13. Magnitude (a) and phase differential (b) are mea-
sured as a function of the gap between the slabs with a step of
163 µm, which always gives a cavity mode as the phonon fre-
quency. Since the results were obtained for T = 364 K, there
was also the magnon mode at the same frequency, leading to
the formation of phonon-magnon polaritons. The closing of
the polariton gap is visible with increasing distance d, up to
about 4-5 mm.
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