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There has been a recent upsurge of interest in the quantum properties of magnons for quantum
information processing. An important issue is to examine the stability of quantum states of magnons
against various relaxation and dephasing channels. Since the interaction of magnons in magnetic
systems may fall in the ultra-strong and even deep-strong coupling regimes, the relaxation process
of magnon states is quite different from the more common quantum optical systems. Here we
study the relaxation and dephasing of magnons based on the Lindblad formalism and derive a
generalized master equation that describes the quantum dynamics of magnons. Employing this
master equation, we identify two distinct dissipation channels for squeezed magnons, i.e., the local
dissipation and collective dissipation, which play a role for both ferromagnets and antiferromagnets.
The local dissipation is caused by the independent exchange of angular momentum between the
magnonic system and the environment, while the collective dissipation is dressed by the parametric
interactions of magnons and it enhances the quantumness and thermal stability of squeezed magnons.
Further, we show how this formalism can be applied to study the pure dephasing of magnons caused
by four-magnon scattering and magnon-phonon interactions. Our results provide the theoretical
tools to study the decoherence of magnons within a full quantum-mechanical framework and further
benefit the use of quantum states of magnons for information processing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnons are the collective excitation of ordered mag-
nets and they can carry information for data storage
and processing. Because of the low dissipation rate and
long spin diffusion length of magnons in magnetic insula-
tors, the information coded in magnons can, in principle,
weaken Joule heating problems and thus it is a desir-
able candidate for durable information processing1. As
bosonic particles, magnons share considerable similarities
with photons and the quantum states of magnons such as
single-magnon state2,3, squeezed states4–8, Schrödinger
cat states9,10 and quantum many-body states11 have al-
ready been proposed in magnonic systems for informa-
tion processing. The emerging field, dubbed “quantum
magnonics”11, has started to attract significant interest
due to its potential to push the traditional studies of
magnonics to the quantum limit, and for its convenient
docking with mature solid-state quantum platforms, such
as cavity photons, mechanical oscillators, superconduct-
ing qubits and single-spin qubits.

To achieve desirable information processing using hy-
brid magnonic systems, a crucial objective is to maintain
the coherence of magnons for a longer time. The decoher-
ence in a magnetic system may come from the coupling
of magnons with conduction electrons, lattice vibrations
or phonons, impurities and magnon-magnon scattering
process. The standard approach to characterize the dis-
sipation of magnons in the past century is to introduce
a phenomenological parameter called the Gilbert damp-
ing in the classical magnetization dynamics12,13. The
linewidth of the magnetic resonance under external mi-

crowave driving is proportional to the Gilbert damping.
By analyzing the frequency and temperature dependence
of the linewidth, one may extract the various contribu-
tions to the damping14–17. In the framework of quantum
optics, one usually introduces a decay rate of the pho-
ton mode, together with a stochastic field acting on the
photon in the Heisenberg-Langevin equation, according
to the fluctuation-dissipation theorem18. However, dif-
ferent from photons, magnons in the magnets are natu-
rally coupled with each other through either anisotropy
or exchange interactions19. The coupling strength can
easily reach ultra-strong and even deep-strong coupling
regimes11. For example, in a two-sublattice antiferro-
magnet (AFM), the coupling of sublattice magnons is on
the order of exchange interaction, which is as strong as
the on-site frequency of the magnons. One has to con-
sistently include the interactions among magnons to get
a reasonable prediction of both the dynamic and equilib-
rium properties of the magnonic systems, especially the
decoherence time of magnons. It has been known that the
strong interactions inside a hybrid quantum optical sys-
tem can cause additional dissipation channels and modify
the dynamic equations20–23. For magnonic systems, how
the strong interaction among magnons influences the re-
laxation processes channels, especially its influence on
the robustness of the quantum properties of magnons,
has not been examined so far.

On the other hand, up till now, most of the studies on
the magnon decoherence only account for relaxation pro-
cess, while how pure dephasing without relaxation pro-
cess almost gains no attention. If one intends to use quan-
tum states of magnons for quantum information process-
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ing, the pure dephasing channel should be treated equal
footing as the relaxation channel and be addressed prop-
erly, resembling the situation in more conventional qubit
systems24–27.

In this article, we study the relaxation and dephasing
of magnons in both ferromagnets and antiferromagnets
based on the Lindblad formalism. We derive a general-
ized master equation for the dynamics of magnons under
the Born-Markov approximation. In particular, we iden-
tify the interaction induced collective relaxation channels
of magnons. This channel could not only enhance the
entanglement of magnons, but also makes the quantum
correlations of magnons more stable against thermal fluc-
tuations, which is very different from the local dissipation
that will destroy the quantumness of the systems. Sec-
ond, we show that the antiferromagnetic magnons are
subject to a decoherence-free evolution in ideal condi-
tions when they are subject to a common bath. The
comparison with the relaxation process within classical
equation of motion is discussed in detail. Further, we
show how our theoretical formalism can recover the de-
phaisng channels of magnons through four-magnon inter-
action and magnon-phonon coupling.

Our work is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we present
the generalized formalism to consider the magnon re-
laxation caused by their interaction with the environ-
ment. In Sec. III, we apply the general formalism to
study the stability of the single-mode squeezed state in
an anisotropic ferromagnet. Then we introduce the two-
mode squeezed magnons28,29 in a two-sublattice AFM
and their relaxation channel subject to both two sepa-
rate and one common bath and show how decoherence-
free evolution of magnons can be realized in Sec. IV.
The classical-quantum analogue of the dissipation chan-
nels is also discussed in detail. In Sec. V, we apply
the generalized master equation to address the dephas-
ing of magnons caused by magnon-magnon interaction
and magnon-phonon scattering. In Sec. VI, we come to
the discussions and conclusions. Unless stated otherwise,
the reduced Planck constant ~ is set to one.

II. MASTER EQUATION APPROACH

Let us consider a magnonic system described by the
Hamiltonian ĤFM, which is expressed in terms of the
magnon creation (â†) and annihilation (â) operators in
general. To study the decoherence of the magnon state
against thermal fluctuation, we model the environment as

a collection of harmonic oscillators, i.e., ĤR =
∑
i ωiĉ

†
i ĉi,

with commutation relations [ĉi, ĉ
†
j ] = δij . The interaction

of magnons with the bath is through the coherent trans-

fer between magnons and bath, Ĥint =
∑
i gi(âĉ

†
i + â†ĉi).

Note that the bath modes in the environment may in-
clude phonons, electron-hole pairs, or impurities. Here
we do not specify them and only assume a phenomeno-
logical coupling coefficient gi for simplicity. A more de-
tailed consideration of the various baths will not influence

the essential physics presented below. It will, however,
determine the temperature and frequency dependence of
the coupling coefficients30–32. With these assumptions,
the total Hamiltonian of the system reads

ĤT = ĤFM + ĤR + Ĥint. (1)

Since the total system is Hermitian, its dynamic evo-
lution should follow the master equation ∂ρ̂T (t)/∂t =

i[ρ̂T (t), ĤT], where ρ̂T is the density matrix of the total
system. To eliminate the non-interacting terms in the
total Hamiltonian ĤT, we transfer to the interaction pic-
ture and trace out the degree of freedoms for the bath to
derive the evolution of the ferromagnetic magnons as

dρ̃(t)

dt
= −

∫ t

0

dt′trR

[
H̃int(t), [H̃int(t

′), ρ̃T (t′)]
]
, (2)

where ρ̃(t) ≡ trRρ̃T(t). Here all the operators in the in-
teraction picture are labeled with an overhead tilde. Un-
der the Born-Markov approximation, the master equa-
tion (2) can be reduced to33–36

dρ̃(t)

dt
= −

∫ t

0

dt′trR

[
H̃int(t), [H̃int(t

′), ρ̃(t)⊗ ρ̃R(0)]
]
,

(3)
where ρ̃R(0) is the initial density matrix of the bath and
is assumed to be independent of time due to its large de-
grees of freedoms. Now the state of magnons ρ̃(t) does
not explicitly depend on its history ρ̃(t′) (t′ < t). Fol-
lowing the standard notations to rewrite the interaction
in the form Ĥint =

∑
i ŝi ⊗ Γ̂i

36, where ŝi and Γ̂i are re-
spectively the operators acting in the spaces of magnonic
system and bath, the master equation (3) can be finally
written as

dρ̃(t)

dt
= −

∑
i,j

[s̃i(t)s̃j(t
′)ρ̃(t)− s̃j(t′)ρ̃(t)s̃i(t)]〈Γ̃i(t)Γ̃j(t′)〉

−
∑
i,j

[ρ̃(t)s̃j(t
′)s̃i(t)− s̃i(t)ρ̃(t)s̃j(t

′)]〈Γ̃j(t′)Γ̃i(t)〉.

(4)
This equation is very general and has been widely used to
study the dynamic behavior of open quantum system in
quantum optics33–36. Below we shall study the relaxation
of both the single-mode and two-mode squeezed magnons
and pure dephasing of magnons based on this master
equation37.

III. SINGLE-MODE SQUEEZED MAGNON

Let us consider a biaxial ferromagnet described by the
Hamiltonian

ĤFM = −J
∑
〈ij〉

Ŝi·Ŝj−
∑
j

[
Kz(Ŝ

z
j )2 −Kx(Ŝxj )2 +HŜzj

]
,

(5)
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where Ŝi is the spin operator on the ith site with spin
number S, J > 0 is the ferromagnetic exchange inter-
action between neighboring spins, Kz > 0 and Kx > 0
are respectively the easy-axis and hard-axis anisotropies,
and H is an external field along the z−axis. The clas-
sical ground state of the system is 〈Si〉 = Sez. To con-
sider the magnon excitation above this ground state, we
perform Holstein-Primakoff (HP) transformation of the

spin operators38, i.e., Ŝiz = S − â†â, Ŝ+
i =

√
2S − â†ââ,

Ŝ−i = â†
√

2S − â†â, and substitute them into (5) to de-
rive the effective Hamiltonian of magnon excitations up
to the quadratic order as

ĤFM = ωaâ
†â+ gaa(â†â† + ââ), (6)

where ωa = 2KzS + KxS + H, gaa = KxS/2. Here we
considered uniform precession mode of spins such that
magnon operator â is spatial independent and the ex-
change coefficient J does not appear in the Hamiltonian.

Nevertheless, the formalism presented below is straight-
forward to be generalized to study the evolution of the
magnon modes with non-zero wavevectors.

The ground state of the magnonic system described
by Hamiltonian (6) is a single-mode squeezed state
|GS〉 = exp(r/2(ââ − â†â†))|0〉 with squeezing parame-
ter r = arctanh(2gaa/ωa)/2 > 0 and magnon occupation
〈â†â〉 = sinh2 r. The uncertainties of the total spin com-

ponents Ŝx =
∑
i Ŝ

x
i and Ŝy =

∑
i Ŝ

y
i in this ground state

are respectively, ∆Sx ≡
√
〈Ŝ2
x〉 − 〈Ŝx〉2 = e−r

√
NS/2

and ∆Sy ≡
√
〈Ŝ2

y〉 − 〈Ŝy〉2 = er
√
NS/2. It is clear that

the noise of Ŝx is squeezed below the symmetric limit at
the sacrifice of uncertainty increase in the Ŝy component.
The Heisenberg uncertainty relation is still maintained.

Now we are ready to apply the general formalism to
study the quantum decoherence of squeezed magnons.
The magnon and bath operators in this special case re-
spectively read

s̃1(t) =

[
ωr − ωa

2ωr
â− gaa

ωr
â†
]
eiωrt +

[
ωr + ωa

2ωr
â+

gaa
ωr

â†
]
e−iωrt, Γ̃1(t) =

∑
i

κiĉ
†
ie
iωrt, (7a)

s̃2(t) =

[
ωr − ωa

2ωr
â† − gaa

ωr
â

]
e−iωrt +

[
ωr + ωa

2ωr
â† +

gaa
ωr

â†
]
eiωrt, Γ̃2(t) =

∑
i

κiĉie
−iωrt, (7b)

where ωr =
√
ω2
a − 4g2

aa is the resonance frequency of the
magnetic system. By substituting all these variables into
the master equation (4), simplifying the integrals using

bath correlations at equilibrium conditions, and finally
transferring it back to the original Schrödinger picture,
we have

dρ̂

dt
= i[ρ̂, ĤFM] + κ(nth + 1) [ηωωLaa + ηωg(Laa† + La†a) + ηggLa†a† ] [ρ̂]

+κnth [ηωωLa†a† + ηωg(Laa† + La†a) + ηggLaa] [ρ̂],
(8)

where LAB [ρ̂] = 2Âρ̂B̂† − ρ̂Â†B̂ − Â†B̂ρ̂ is the gener-
alized Lindblad operator, and nth = (eωr/kBT − 1)−1 is
the Bose-Einstein distribution function with T being the
bath temperature, κ is the effective relaxation rate de-
fined as κ ≡ g(ωr)D(ωr), where D(ωr) is the total den-
sity states of bath modes at the resonance frequency ωr.

The three distinguishable relaxation coefficients
ηωω, ηωg, ηgg are respectively defined as

ηωω =
(ωr + ωa)2

4ω2
r

, ηωg =
gaa(ωr + ωa)

2ω2
r

, ηgg =
g2
aa

ω2
r

. (9)

Here ηωω is the leading-order relaxation rate, and ηωg
and ηgg can respectively be viewed as the first and sec-
ond order corrections of the dissipation channels caused
by the squeezing interactions. Their dependencies on the

hard-axis anisotropy of the system gaa (or equivalently
Kx) are shown in Fig. 1(a). As the anisotropy parame-
ter gaa increases, both ηωg and ηgg becomes comparable
with the leading-order terms ηωω and thus they can not
be neglected any longer. Note that we can derive the
dynamic equation (8) alternatively, by first transferring
to the diagonal basis of Hamiltonian (6) through a Bogli-
ubov transformation, deriving the master equation in this
basis and then transfer back to the original basis. Equa-
tion (8) is a powerful result that allows us to study the
quantum dynamics of squeezed magnons starting from
any initial state, as well as the equilibrium properties of
the squeezed magnons.

An intuitive picture to understand these corrections of
dissipation channels is illustrated in Fig. 1(b). Without
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

symmetric limit

η

η ηωω gg

ωg

FIG. 1. (a) Local (ηωω) and collective (ηωg, ηgg) relaxation co-
efficients as a function of the anisotropy strength gaa. H = 1.0
T, Kz = 0. (b) Schematic picture of the three types of re-
laxation process. (c) Magnon occupation and uncertainty of

Ŝx as a function of anisotropy at zero temperature (nth = 0).
The subscript label L means only the local dissipation ηωω

is included, while G means both local and collective dissipa-
tion channels are taken into account. The expected value of
the uncertainty in the ground state is plotted as black dashed
lines. (d) Uncertainty of Ŝx as a function of thermal occupa-
tion nth. gaa/H = 1.0. The horizontal dashed line represents
the symmetric limit. Above the horizontal line, both the un-
certainties of Ŝx and Ŝy are larger than the symmetric limit,

even though the uncertainty of Ŝx is still smaller than Ŝy.

squeezing (gaa = 0, ηωω = 1, ηωg = ηgg = 0), magnons
can only directly relax to the ground state at zero tem-
perature. The resulting master equation is reduced to
the form

dρ̂

dt
= i[ρ̂, ĤFM] + κ(nth + 1)Laa[ρ̂] + κnthLa†a† [ρ̂]. (10)

With squeezing, the magnons may first be excited to
higher energy levels (gaaâ

†â†) and then relax, which gives
the first-order correction (ηωg). Further, the magnons on
energy level |n〉 may be excited to |n+2〉 and fall back to
|n〉 and then relax, this correspond to the second-order
correction (ηgg). These higher-order processes involve
the simultaneous excitation/annihilation of two or more
magnons, hence we refer to them as collective relaxation
channels.

To study how the collective relaxation channel influ-
ences the quantumness of the system, we simulate the
quantum master equation (8) and show the uncertainty of
the Sx component as a function of anisotropy in Fig. 1(c).

Here the uncertainty is defined as ∆x =
√

2/NS∆Sx.
As the anisotropy parameter gaa increases, the general-
ized master equation recovers a steady state with much
stronger squeezing (∆x,G, red solid line) than the result
by only including the local dissipations (∆x,L, red dashed
lines). By zooming in the steady state, we found it is ex-

actly the ground state of the system |GS〉, and thus they

share the same magnon occupation and squeezing of Ŝx
(∆x,th, black dashed lines). As a comparison, the system
cannot relax to ground state if only the local dissipation
is considered (∆x,L, red dashed lines). Therefore, strictly
speaking, the generalized master equation is essential to
recover the correct equilibrium properties of the interact-
ing magnon system.

Figure 1(d) shows the influence of temperature on the
magnon squeezing. Firstly, as the temperature increases,
the uncertainty ∆x,G gradually increases above the sym-
metric limit. The critical value of the temperature is
around 2 K for nth = 0.46 and ωr/2π = 48.5 GHz. This
behavior clearly shows that magnon squeezing is a low
temperature quantum phenomenon. It is different from
the elliptical trajectory of spin precession under the influ-
ence of anisotropy, which always exists in anisotropic sys-
tems regardless of temperature39. Secondly, when only
the local dissipation channel is taken into account, the
squeezing will die at nth = 0.27 smaller than the value of
0.46 when both local and collective dissipation channels
are taken into account. This comparison suggests that
the collective relaxation channel can increase the ther-
mal stability of the quantumness of magnons.

IV. TWO-MODE SQUEEZED MAGNON

Now we study the relaxation of two-mode squeezed
magnons. Two-sublattice AFM hosts two types of
magnons excited on each sublattice and it provides a
natural platform to study the quantum correlations of
magnons. The ground-state properties of the system
guarantees that the generation of magnons in one sublat-
tice is always accompanied by the generation of another
magnon in the other sublattice, i.e., the interaction of the
sublattice magnons is parametric-type11. Therefore, they
naturally form a two-mode squeezed state7,28,29,39. Fur-
thermore, the sublattice magnons are coupled through
exchange interaction, which is comparable with the on-
site frequencies of magnons and thus reaches the deep-
strong coupling regime. We will see how such a strong
interaction influences the relaxation channel of the sys-
tem.

We consider a two-sublattice AFM described by the
Hamiltonian

ĤAFM = J
∑
j,δ

Ŝj · Ŝj+δ−Kz

∑
j

(Ŝzj )2−
∑
j

H · Ŝj , (11)

where J > 0 is the antiferromagnetic exchange cou-
pling between neighboring spins, Kz > 0 is the easy-axis
anisotropy. Given the external field applied along the
z−axis (H = Hez), the classical ground state of the sys-
tems when the field H is below the spin-flop transition is
a Néel state, i.e., 〈Ŝ2l〉 = Sez, 〈Ŝ2l+1〉 = −Sez. Then we
can follow the standard HP transformation to quantize
the magnon excitation above this ground state as

ĤAFM = ωaâ
†â+ ωbb̂

†b̂+ gab(â
†b̂† + âb̂), (12)
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where ωa,b = Hex +Han±H, Hex = 2ZJS2, Han = 2KzS
with Z being the coordination number, gab = Hex is the
coupling of magnon modes excited on the two sublattices.
Again, we focus on the uniform precession mode. The
ground-state entanglement of magnons taking the con-
tribution of finite wavevectors into account can be found
in Refs.40–42

To describe the interaction of magnons with the en-
vironment, we have to clarify whether the two types of
magnons are subject to two separate bath or one common
bath. Both cases contain local and collective dissipation
channels, but they will result in very different relaxation
process as we shall discuss below.

A. Two separate bath

When each sublattice magnon is coupled to their own
bath, the total Hamiltonian of the hybrid system reads
ĤT = ĤAFM + ĤR + Ĥint, where

ĤR =
∑
i

ω
(c)
i ĉ†i ĉi +

∑
i

ω
(d)
i d̂†i d̂i, (13a)

Ĥint = gi
∑
i

(âĉ†i + â†ĉi) + gi
∑
i

(b̂d̂†i + b̂†d̂i). (13b)

Since the two baths are independent, the bath operators
should commute with each other, i.e.,

[ĉi, d̂j ] = [ĉ†i , d̂
†
j ] = [ĉi, d̂

†
j ] = [ĉ†i , d̂j ] = 0. (14)

In the interaction picture, we have

s̃1(t) =

[
ωr + ωa

2ωr
â† +

gab
2ωr

b̂

]
eiωrt +

[
ωr − ωa

2ωr
â† − gab

ωr
b̂

]
e−iωrt, Γ̃1(t) =

∑
i

κiĉ
†
ie
iωrt, (15a)

s̃2(t) =

[
ωr + ωa

2ωr
â+

gab
2ωr

b̂†
]
e−iωrt +

[
ωr − ωa

2ωr
â− gab

ωr
b̂†
]
eiωrt, Γ̃2(t) =

∑
i

κiĉie
−iωrt, (15b)

s̃3(t) =

[
ωr + ωa

2ωr
b̂† +

gab
2ωr

â

]
eiωrt +

[
ωr − ωa

2ωr
b̂† − gab

ωr
â

]
e−iωrt, Γ̃3(t) =

∑
i

κid̂
†
ie
iωrt, (15c)

s̃4(t) =

[
ωr + ωa

2ωr
b̂+

gab
2ωr

â†
]
e−iωrt +

[
ωr − ωa

2ωr
b̂− gab

ωr
â†
]
eiωrt, Γ̃4(t) =

∑
i

κid̂ie
−iωrt, (15d)

where we disregard the applied magnetic field for sim-
plicity, such that ωa = ωb, and the antiferromagnetic
resonance frequency ωr =

√
ω2
a − g2

ab. By employ-
ing the commutators (14), the cross correlation terms

〈Γ̃i(t)Γ̃j(t′)〉 (i = 1, 2, j = 3, 4) vanish. By substituting
(15) into the generalized master equation (4), utilizing
the bath correlations to simplify the integrals, and fi-

nally transferring it back to the Schrödinger picture, we
derive

dρ̂

dt
= i[ρ̂, ĤAFM] + L(0)[ρ̂], (16)

where the Liouville operator L(0)[ρ̂] reads

L(0)[ρ̂] = (nth + 1)κ [ηωωLaa[ρ̂] + ηωg(Lab† [ρ̂] + Lb†a[ρ̂]) + ηggLb†b† [ρ̂]]

+nthκ [ηωωLa†a† [ρ̂] + ηωg(Lba† [ρ̂] + La†b)[ρ̂] + ηggLbb[ρ̂]]

+(nth + 1)κ [ηωωLbb[ρ̂] + ηωg(Lba† [ρ̂] + La†b[ρ̂]) + ηggLa†a† [ρ̂]]

+nthκ [ηωωLb†b† [ρ̂] + ηωg(Lab† [ρ̂] + Lb†a)[ρ̂] + ηggLaa[ρ̂]] ,

(17)

where the relaxation rate has the same definition as that
of Eq. (8). Here the relaxation coefficients are slightly
different from the single-mode case, i.e.,

ηωω =
(ωr + ωa)2

4ω2
r

, ηωg =
gab(ωr + ωa)

4ω2
r

, ηgg =
g2
ab

4ω2
r

.

(18)

The dependence of these relaxation coefficients on the
coupling strength of two magnons (gab) is shown in Fig.
2(a). For a crystalline AFM, the exchange field usually
dominates the anisotropy (Hex � Han), i.e., gab/ωa is
close to 1, then the three relaxation coefficients are com-
parable in strength and all of them should be taken into
account. For a synthetic AFM and van der Waals bilay-



6

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

η

η

ηgg

gab
ωg

ωω

FIG. 2. (a) Local (ηωω) and collective (ηωg, ηgg) dissipation
coefficients as a function of the anisotropy. H = 0, Han = 1 T.
(b) Schematic picture of the three dissipation processes. (c)
Magnon occupation and entanglement of sublattice magnons
as a function of anisotropy at zero temperature (nth = 0). The
subscript label L means only the local dissipation is included
while G means both local and nonlocal dissipation channels
are taken into account. The expected value of the magnon-
magnon entanglement in the ground state is plotted as black
dashed lines. (d) Entanglement of the sublattice magnons as
a function of thermal occupation. gab/ωa = 0.8, κ = 0.02.

ered magnet, the two types of magnons excited on each
layer are coupled through the Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-
Yosida (RKKY) or van der Waals interaction, which is
tunable over a large scale by layer distance and electric
field43,44. Then the collective relaxation channels ηωg
and ηgg may not play a significant role in the regime
Hex � Han (gab/ωa ∼ 0). The intuitive picture to un-
derstand the local and collective dissipation channels is
plotted in Fig. 2(b). Instead of single-mode squeezing
as shown in Fig. 1(b), now the two-mode squeezing will
launch the collective dissipation channels after simulta-
neously exciting two magnons.

Equipped with the generalized master equation (16),
we study the collective dissipation channel’s influence on
the steady state of the system. We first simulate the
steady magnon occupation and entanglement of sublat-
tice magnons as a function of the magnon-magnon cou-

pling and show the results in Fig. 2(c). Here the entan-
glement of sublattice magnons En is quantified as the log-
arithmic negativity of the joint density matrix11. In the
ground state, EN = r (black dashed line in Fig. 2(c)),
where r is nothing but the squeezing parameter of the
two-mode squeezed state. At zero temperature, the sys-
tem will gradually evolve toward this ground state, when
all the dissipation channels are included (red solid line).
This is physically expected. If only the local relaxation
channels are considered, however, the system will end up
in a different steady states with lower entanglement (red
dashed lines), similar to the relaxation of single-mode
squeezed state as discussed in Sec. III. The collective dis-
sipation channel becomes more pronounced for stronger
exchange coupling, which is typically valid for a crys-
talline antiferromagnet. Through this comparison, it is
clear that the inclusion of the collective dissipation chan-
nel is indispensable to recover the physical steady state
of the system.

When thermal fluctuations are taken into account, the
entanglement of sublattice magnons decreases and is sub-
ject to a sudden death at a critical temperature (around
8 K for ωr = 1 THz), as shown in Fig. 2(d). Here, the
collective dissipation channel makes the magnon-magnon
entanglement survive at a even higher temperature (red
solid line) and thus increases the thermal stability of the
entanglement. This also resembles the behavior of single-
mode squeezed state.

B. One common bath

Now we proceed to consider the case in which the
two types of magnons share one bath. One common
bath implies that the bath operators of the second bath
are the same as the first one in Eq. (4), i.e., Γ̃3(t) =

Γ̃1(t), Γ̃4(t) = Γ̃2(t) and thus the cross correlations terms

〈Γ̃1(t)Γ̃4(t′)〉 and 〈Γ̃2(t)Γ̃3(t′)〉 will not vanish any longer
and they will add additional dissipation channels to the
system. Following similar procedures as Sec. IV A, we
obtain

dρ̂

dt
= i[ρ̂, ĤAFM] + L(0)[ρ̂] + L(1)[ρ̂], (19)

where the Liouville operator L(0)[ρ̂] takes the same form
as Eq. (17), while L(1)[ρ̂] is purely caused by the intro-
duction of the common bath and it reads

L(1)[ρ̂] = κ(nth + 1) [ηωω(Lab + Lba)[ρ̂] + ηωg(Laa† + La†a + Lbb† + Lb†b)[ρ̂] + ηgg(Lb†a† + La†b†)[ρ̂]]

+ κnth [ηωω(Lb†a† + La†b†)[ρ̂] + ηωg(Laa† + La†a + Lbb† + Lb†b)[ρ̂] + ηgg(Lab + Lba)[ρ̂]] .
(20)

When the coupling between the two magnons is zero, i.e., gab = 0, the master equation (19) is reduced to the form
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dρ̂

dt
= i[ρ̂, ĤAFM] + κ(nth + 1)(Laa + Lbb + Lab + Lba)[ρ̂] + κnth(La†a† + Lb†b† + La†b† + Lb†a†)[ρ̂]. (21)

This master equation describes the evolution of any non-
interacting boson system, and is not limited to magnonic
system. It is also straightforward to extend it to the
multi-mode case, by noticing the symmetry of boson
modes distribution in the Liouville operator. As a com-
parison, the evolution of two qubits coupled to a common
bath has been more widely discussed, because it supports
decoherence free evolution45–48 and is useful for quantum
computing without error correction. We will show that
this is also true for both non-interacting and interacting

magnons.

Let us first analyze how a physical observable evolves
under the master equation (19). Note that the master
equation (19) is linear in the density matrix and it can
be formally written as, dρ̂/dt = Lρ̂, which has a formal
solution ρ̂(t) = eLtρ̂(0). By defining an adjoint Liou-

ville operator as tr(ÂL(B̂)) = tr(L†(Â)B̂), we derive the
equation of motion for the ensemble average of any op-
erator Â as d〈Â〉/dt = 〈L†(Â)〉, or, equivalently

d〈Â〉
dt

= −i〈[Â, ĤAFM]〉+D(0)[ρ̂] +D(1)[ρ̂], (22)

where D(0)[ρ̂] and D(1)[ρ̂] is converted from the Lindblad

operators in (17) and (20) following the rule, DAB(Ô) =

〈2B̂†ÔÂ− Â†B̂Ô − ÔÂ†B̂〉. Based on this equation, we

derive the evolution of magnon operators â and b̂ as

d〈â〉
dt

= −i [ωa − i(ηωω − ηgg)κ] 〈â〉 − igab〈b̂†〉 − (ηωω − ηgg)κ〈b̂〉, (23a)

d〈b̂〉
dt

= −i [ωb − i(ηωω − ηωω)κ] 〈b̂〉 − igab〈â†〉 − (ηωω − ηωω)κ〈â〉. (23b)

There are two more equations on the evolution of 〈â†〉
and 〈b̂†〉, which are obtained by taking the Hermitian
conjugate on both sides of Eqs. (23). By solving this

set of equations, we can derive the coherence of magnon
mode as

|〈â(t)〉| = 1

2ωr

∣∣∣∣∣∣ igab

[
〈â†(0) + b̂†(0)〉e−2(ηωω−ηgg)κt − 〈â†(0)− b̂†(0)〉) sin(ωrt)

]
−
[
〈â(0) + b̂(0)〉e−2(ηωω−ηgg)κt + 〈â(0)− b̂(0)〉

] [
ωr cos(ωrt)− i

√
ω2
r + g2

ab sin(ωrt)
] ∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (24)

Since ηωω > ηgg as shown in Fig. 2(a), |〈a(t)〉| will always decay on the time scale of τqm = 1/[(ηωω−ηgg)κ].
After a sufficiently long time, we have

|〈â(t)〉| = 1

2ωr

∣∣∣∣igab [〈â†(0)− b̂†(0)〉 sin(ωrt)
]

+ 〈â(0)− b̂(0)〉
[
ωr cos(ωrt)− i

√
ω2
r + g2

ab sin(ωrt)

]∣∣∣∣ . (25)

In the non-interacting case, gab = Hex = 0, |〈â(t)〉| =

|â(0) − b̂(0)|. This result implies that, given an initial

coherent state reading |ψ0〉 = |β〉 ⊗ | − β〉 (β > 0 for ex-
ample), the magnons will stay in this state without any
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 3. Magnon occupation 〈a†a〉G, magnon-magnon entan-
glement EnG and first-order coherence of a−type magnon

g
(1)
a,G as a function of time at zero temperature. |ψ0〉 =
|β〉 ⊗ | − β〉, β = 0.8. (a) Decoherence free evolution when
the sublattice magnons are decoupled but share one common
bath. κ1 = 0.04, κ2 = 0, gab = 0. (b) Oscillatory behav-
ior of the magnon coherence when the sublattice magnons
are strongly coupled and share one common bath. κ1 =
0.04, κ2 = 0, gab = 0.2ωa. (c) Decoherence of the magnons
when the sublattice magnons are decoupled but share a hy-
brid bath. κ2 = 0.04, κ1 = 0.004, gab = 0. (d) Decoherence
of the magnons when the sublattice magnons are coupled and
share a hybrid bath. Now a steady entanglement of sublattice
magnons survives resulted from the squeezed ground state of
the system. κ2 = 0.04, κ1 = 0.004, gab = 0.2ωa

49.

decoherence (|〈a(t)〉| = β). Hence, this is a decoherence
free evolution. In the limit with gab = Hex � Han, we ob-
tain ωr � gab, |〈a(t)〉| = β| cos(ωrt)|, implying that the
coherence will keep oscillating with the period of 2π/ωr.
In the intermediate regime, we have

|〈â(t)〉| = β/
√

2
√

(1 + ζ2) + (1− ζ2) cos 2ωrt, (26)

where ζ =
√

1 + (gab/ωr)2 − gab/ωr. Now |〈a(t)〉| will

oscillate around the expectation value 2
√

2βK(1 − ζ2)
with K(x) being the complete elliptic integral of the first
kind.

To verify these analytical predictions, we simulate the
dynamics of the system by numerically solving the master
equation (19) and show the results in Fig. 3(a) and (b).
Here we numerically evaluate both the magnon occupa-
tion 〈â†â〉 and first-order coherence function of magnons

as, g
(1)
a = |â†(t)â(0)|. Clearly, in the absence of magnon

coupling (gab = 0), there is a decoherence free evolution,
while the decoherence oscillates in time when the cou-
pling of two magnon modes is included (gab 6= 0).

C. Classical-quantum correspondence

We have shown the relaxation behavior of antifer-
romagnetic magnons within the framework of quan-
tum master equation approach. This formalism allows
us to study the quantum properties of magnons, for
exmaple, magnon squeezing and entanglement. In mod-
ern spintronics, a widely used approach is to study the
magnon excitation and propagation based on the classi-
cal Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation12,13. In this
classical formalism, the relaxation of magnons is mod-
elled by a phenomenological parameter called Gilbert
damping. In this section, we compare the relaxation
rate in the quantum equation of motion with that in the
classical equation of motion, and show that the models
of two separate baths and one common bath each cap-
ture part of the relaxation process, while a hybrid bath
model seems more proper to fully describe the magnon
relaxation. Even with this correspondence, we empha-
size that the quantum formalism is essential to study the
quantum properties, such as entanglement, of magnons.
These cannot be addressed using the classical formalism.
Classical equation of motion.— The dissipation chan-

nel via one common bath enhances the magnon lifetime.
This is consistent with the classical relaxation of spins,
by introducing the intersublattice damping. To make
this point clear, let us recall the LLG equations of a two-
sublattice AFM50

∂Sj
∂t

= −Sj×Hj+Sj×
[
α
∂Sj
∂t

+
αc
2

(
∂Sj−1

∂t
+
∂Sj+1

∂t

)]
,

(27)
where Hj = −δHAFM/δSj is the effective field acting
on the spin of j−th site. Here Sj is a classical vector
with magnitude S, instead of the quantum operator in
the quantum model. The first and second terms on the
right-hand-side of Eq. (27) describe the spin precessing
and relaxation toward the equilibrium axis, respectively.
The coefficients α and αc are two phenomenological pa-
rameters that characterize the strength of dissipation,
and they are usually termed as Gilbert damping and in-
tersublattice damping50,51. Recently, Equation (27) was
reproduced using a Caldeira-Leggett approach when the
two subsystems have both shared and separate baths52.

In the classical picture, the lowest-energy magnon ex-
citation can be viewed as the uniform precession of spins
around the Néel-type ground state, i.e., S2j = Sez +
δSa(t), S2j+1 = −Sez +δSb(t). By substituting the trial
solutions into Eq. (27) and keeping only the linear terms
in the small perturbations δSa,b, we obtain

i
∂

∂t

(
δS+

a

δS+
b

)
= Heff

(
δS+

a

δS+
b

)
, (28)

where δS+
a,b = δSxa,b + iδSya,b are classical fields, cor-

responding to the spin rising operators in the quan-
tum framework, and Heff is the effective Hamiltonian of
magnon excitation that takes the form
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Heff =

(
−ωa + i(αcgab − αωa) −gab + i(αcωa − αgab)
gab + i(αcωa − αgab) ωa + i(αcgab − αωa)

)
. (29)

Here we have assumed α, αc � 1 to safely neglect the
higher-order terms of damping. The Hamiltonian (29) is
non-Hermitian for the existence of damping in the dy-
namic equations, but PT antisymmetric (APT ). To
prove this statement, we introduce the parity and time
reversal operators as follows

P̂ = σ̂x, T̂ = ÎK̂, (30)

where σ̂x is Pauli matrix which exchanges the position
of two types of magnons (a ↔ b), Î is identify opera-

tor and K̂ is complex conjugate. One can readily prove
{P̂T̂ ,Heff} = 0 such that the system is PT antisymmet-
ric. Now two phases can be classified according to the
eigenvalues (ω±) of Heff . If both eigenvalues are purely
imaginary, the APT symmetry is unbroken, which is de-
noted as APT exact phase. Otherwise, the APT sym-
metry is broken.

Specifically, the eigenvalues of the system can be ob-
tained by solving the secular equation det(ωI−Heff) = 0
as

ω± = −i(αωa − αcgab)± ωr. (31)

Now the phase boundary separating the APT exact and
and APT broken phase is αc = αωa/gab. In the APT
exact phase, Im(ω±) > 0, then the linearized fluctua-
tions will grow exponentially and diverge, which indi-
cates that the Néel-type ground state is not stable any
longer. Here we will always focus our discussions on the
APT broken phase. In this regime, the magnon lifetime
is τcl = 1/(αωa − αcgab), corresponding to the magnon
relaxation time τqm = 1/[(ηωω − ηgg)γ] in the quantum
formalism.

Classical vs quantum.— Now let us go a step further
to connect the classical and quantum relaxation process.
By comparing the classical equation of motion (28) with
the quantum equation (23) obtained from the one bath
model, we find the correspondence

αωa ↔ ηωωκ, αcgab ↔ ηggκ. (32)

Note that ηωω > ηgg as shown in Fig. 2(a), implying
αωa > αcgab, hence the stability of the Néel-type ground
state is always guaranteed. On the other hand, if we
compare the classical equation of motion (28) with the
quantum equation obtained from the two-bath model, we
find the correspondence

αωa ↔ ηωωκ, αcgab ↔ 0. (33)

Now we are in a position to discuss which quantum
model is more proper to describe the magnon relaxation
in an AFM. If the intersublattice damping of a material
is zero, within the master equation approach, it seems

that we can readily choose the two bath model, which
means that the sublattice magnons respectively dissipate
angular momentum into their own bath and the spin in-
formation emitted by one sublattice magnon will quickly
lose in the bath and cannot influence the precession of the
other magnon. This may be true for the recent 2D bilay-
ered van der Waals magnets, where the observed magnon
linewidth does not support the prediction of intersublat-
tice damping44, and synthetic AFMs. On the other hand,
if the intersublattice damping of a material is not zero, for
example in the metallic AFMs, XMn (X = Pt,Pd, Ir,Fe)
as confirmed by first-principles calculations53,54, the one
bath model must be taken into account. One immediate
question is whether the one bath model is sufficient to
describe such an AFM.

The answer is no, which can be justified by reductio
ad absurdum. If the two sublattice magnons perfectly
share one bath, then the coherent precession of spins will
persist forever as discussed in the last section. This may
be the case if one can artificially engineer the bath per-
fectly, but is apparently not true in a natural AFM ac-
cording to the second law of thermodynamics. Combing
all these discussions, it seems more reasonable to use a
hybrid bath model to completely describe the magnon
dissipation. Here the spins on the two sublattices each
have an independent channel to relax, for example, by
coupling to the phonons and impurities, while they also
share a common bath, for example, the conduction elec-
trons could bridge the dissipation of the two sublattices,
as justified by the first-principle calculations53 and ana-
lytical treatment of magnon-electron scattering55. Tak-
ing all these into account, the master equation reads

dρ̂

dt
= i[ρ̂, ĤAFM] +

[
L(0,2B) + L(0,1B) + L(1,1B)

]
[ρ̂],

(34)
where L(0,2B) and L(0,1B) have identical form as Eq. (17),
while L(1,1B) has the form Eq. (20).

Following the same procedures to derive Eq. (23), we
find the correspondence principle,

αωa ↔ ηωω(κ2 + κ1), αcgab ↔ ηggκ1, (35)

where κ2 and κ1 are respectively the coupling strength
of the spins to the two-separate bath and one common
bath. Now the perfect decoherence-free evolution pre-
dicted in the model of one common bath vanishes52 and
|〈a(t)〉| will decay to zero with a time scale of τ−1 =
(ηωω − ηgg)κ2. The strength of κ2 directly determines
the decoherence time of the system, which corresponds
to the intrinsic damping stated in Ref.50.

Typical evolutions of particle number and coherence
of the hybrid model are shown in Fig. 3(c) and (d).
Now the coherence of an initial product state gradually
decreases to zero, regardless of the strength of coupling



10

between sublattice magnons (gab). The particle number
evolves to zero (a finite value) without (with) the sub-
lattice coupling. The finite sublattice coupling also gen-
erates a steady entanglement between the magnons, as
expected. This is different from the oscillating behavior
of entanglement shown in Fig. 3(b).

V. PURE DEPHASING OF MAGNONS

Besides the relaxation of magnons as discussed in Sec.
III and IV, pure dephasing of magnons without energy
relaxation is another important channel that can cause
decoherence of the magnons. In our recent work37,
we have explicitly demonstrated that both four-magnon
scattering and magnon-phonon scattering contribute to
the pure dephasing of magnons, and the dephasing rate
depends on the exchange coefficient, magnetoelastic cou-
pling strength, external field and temperature. In this
section, we provide a detailed derivation of the mas-
ter equation accounting for pure dephasing, following a
methodology similar to our considerations above.

A. Four-magnon scattering

We consider an isotropic Heisenberg magnet subject to
an external magnetic field, which is described by Eq. (5)
with Kx = Kz = 0. Employing the HP transformation of
the spin operators and retaining up to the fourth-order
terms of magnon-magnon interaction, we derive the ef-
fective Hamiltonian of magnon excitations as37,

ĤFM =
∑
k

ωkâ
†
kâk +

∑
k,k′,q

C(k,k′,q)â†k+qâ
†
k′−qâk′ âk,

(36)
where ωk = ZJSd2k2 +H is the magnon dispersion rela-
tion with d the lattice constant, C(k,k′,q) is the interac-
tion strength of magnons that depends on the exchange
coefficients and structure factor of the system. Different
from the consideration in Sec. III and IV, now both uni-
form (k = 0) and nonuniform (k 6= 0) precession modes
as well as their interaction are taken into account. This is
essential to discuss the dephasing of magnons caused by
exchange interaction. As we go further, we simplify the
triple sum on the right-hand-side of Eq. (36) by focus-
ing on the dynamics of a particular magnon mode with
wavevector k0 (for example, the ferromagnetic resonance
mode). Then we reduce the four-magnon interaction in
(36) and rewrite the Hamiltonian as

ĤFM = ωrâ
†â+

∑
k6=k0

ωkâ
†
kâk + â†â

∑
k6=k0

g(k)â†kâk, (37)

where we have defined â ≡ âk0
, ωr = ωk0

, g(k) =
C(k0,k,q = 0) to make the notation simple and consis-
tent with our notations in discussing magnon relaxation.

Following the discussion in Ref.37, we shall treat all
the magnon modes (k 6= k0) as bath degrees of free-
dom and trace them out to derive the dynamics of the
magnon mode k0. This treatment readily allows us to ap-
ply our generalized master equation approach presented
in Sec. II to study this problem. Recalling the general-
ized master equation (4), we immediately have the corre-

spondence s̃ = â†â and Γ̃ =
∑

k g(k)â†kâk. However, we
cannot apply this correspondence directly, because the
derivation of Eq. (4) requires the mean average of the

bath operator being equal to zero, i.e., 〈Γ̃〉 = 0, which is
not true here. To fulfill this requirement, we reformulate
the Hamiltonian (37) as

ĤFM = ω
′

râ
†â+

∑
k6=k0

ωkâ
†
kâk+â†â

∑
k6=k0

g(k)(â†kâk−〈â
†
kâk〉),

(38)

where ω
′

r = ωr +
∑
k g(k)〈â†kâk〉 is the modified eigen-

frequency of the system. Now the new bath operator

Γ̃ =
∑

k6=k0
g(k)(â†kâk − 〈â

†
kâk〉) has zero mean and we

can substitute it back into Eq. (4) and derive the master
equation describing the evolution of mode k0 as

dρ̂

dt
= i[ρ̂, Ĥs] + κdpLn̂n̂(ρ̂), (39)

where ρ̂ is the density matrix describing the mode k0,
Ĥs = ω

′

râ
†â, Ln̂n̂(ρ) ≡ 2n̂ρ̂n̂†−n̂†n̂ρ−ρ̂n̂†n̂ with n̂ = â†â.

The parameter κdp is a coefficient that characterizes the
strength of dephasing

κdp =

∫ ∞
0

|D(ω)g(ω)|2nth[nth + 1]dω. (40)

Note that the modified frequency in the continuum limit
reads

ω
′

r = ωr +

∫ ∞
0

g(ω)D(ω)nthdω. (41)

At low temperature, this only gives a small correction
to the eigenfrequency, hence it can be safely disregarded,
i.e., ω

′

r ≈ ωr. Here the strength of the dephasing rate
κdp can be comparable to relaxatoin rate of magnons in
magnetic insulators and thus has to be considered when
manipulating the quantum states of magnons in magnetic
insulators at low temperature. An extensive discussion
of the dephasing rate κdp can be found in Ref.37.

B. Magnon-phonon scattering

Besides the four-magnon scattering process, the
magnon-phonon scattering can also result in the dephas-
ing of magnons. Here we consider a one dimensional
spin chain along the z−axis as an example. The effec-
tive Hamiltonian describing the interaction of magnons
and phonons32 is Ĥint =

∑
j bzz(Ŝ

z
j )2ε̂zz, where the
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strain tensor ε̂zz = ∂zuz with the atom displacement

uz =
∑
k(2ρωkV )−1/2(b̂k + b̂†k)eikz. Here bzz is the mag-

netoelastic coupling coefficient, ρ is the mass density of

the magnet, V is the volume, and b̂k (b̂†k) is the annihila-
tion (creation) operator of phonon mode with wavevec-
tor k. The phonon follows the linear dispersion relation
ωk = c|k| with c being the speed of sound. By substitut-

ing the HP transformation of magnons (Szj = S − â†j âj)
and the quantized phonon mode into Ĥint, the interaction
Hamiltonian can be quantized as

Ĥint =
∑
j

g(ωk)â†â
[
b̂ke

ikRj − b̂†ke
−ikRj

]
, (42)

where we have transformed to a discrete space (z → Rj)
and g(ωk) = −2iSbzzk/

√
2ρωkV is the coupling coef-

ficient of magnons and phonons, which depends on the
phonon frequency. Compared with the relaxation process
discussed in Sec. III, now the magnon density instead of
magnon creation/annihilation operator is coupled to the
bath. We will soon see this will result in pure dephasing
of magnons without relaxation.

After a Fourier transform of magnon operator âj =

1/
√
N
∑
k âke

ikRj , we simplify the interaction Hamilto-
nian (42) as

Ĥint = â†â
∑
k

g(ωk)(b̂k − b̂†k), (43)

where â ≡ âk0
is the mode of interest. Here we re-

lease the condition of momentum conservation, which
may be caused by defects, disorders, grain boundaries or
other fluctutations which allows violation of momentum
conservation30,31. Now the system and bath operators
read

s = â†â,Γ =
∑
k

g(ωk)(b̂k − b̂†k). (44)

In the interaction picture, they are rewritten as

s̃ = â†â, Γ̃ =
∑
k

g(ωk)
(
b̂ke

iωkt − b̂†ke
−iωkt

)
. (45)

By substituting s̃ and Γ̃ into the generalized master equa-
tion (4), we end up with a similar form of dynamic equa-
tion as Eq. (39), but with the dephasing coefficient

κdp =
8(Sbzz)

2kBT

ρd2c3
. (46)

Again, the magnitude of κdp can become comparable to
the relaxation rate of magnons and a detailed discussion
was reported in Ref.37.

VI. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have presented a master equation
approach to address the relaxation and dephasing of

magnons in both ferromagnetis and antiferromagnets.
Employing this approach, we identified both local and
collective dissipation channels of magnons and demon-
strated that reduction of noise in spin components below
the symmetric limit is a low temperature phenomenon,
which makes it different from the classical precession of
spins in an elliptical trajectory. We compared the pre-
diction of magnon relaxation between the quantum for-
malism and classical dynamic equations. To make them
consistent, we have to consider a hybrid bath model,
where the magnons on each sublattice of an AFM have
their own dissipation channel and also share a common
channel mediated by conduction electrons or phonons for
example. Up till now, we restricted most of our discus-
sions to the relaxation of uniform precession modes and
did not specify the physical origin of the bath explicitly.
It would be meaningful to further consider relaxation of
magnon modes by rigorously considering the magnon-
electron in magnetic metals and magnon-phonon inter-
actions in both metals and insulators. This will help to
quantify the temperature and frequency dependence of
the relaxation rate κ in the master equation.

Besides the master equation approach developed here,
the Heisenberg-Langevin equation is another known ap-
proach to address the relaxation of quantum states18,
which has already been utilized to deal with the re-
laxation of magnons in hybrid magnet-cavity system11.
However, the collective dissipation channel through the
interaction of magnons is usually not taken into account
in this approach. As shown in Sec. III and IV, this collec-
tive relaxation channel may be essential to calibrate the
squeezing and entanglement of magnons. In the future,
it merits further research to study how the interaction
of magnons influences the Langevin noise and compare
the results presented here with that of the Heisenberg-
Langevin equation.
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