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The interaction between magnons and mechanical vibrations dynamically modify the properties
of the mechanical oscillator, such as its frequency and decay rate. Known as dynamical backac-
tion, this effect is the basis for many theoretical protocols, such as entanglement generation or
mechanical ground-state cooling. However, dynamical backaction is also detrimental for specific
applications. Here, we demonstrate the implementation of a triple-resonance cavity magnomechan-
ical measurement that fully evades dynamical backaction effects. Through careful engineering, the
magnomechanical scattering rate into the hybrid magnon-photon modes can be precisely matched,
eliminating dynamical backaction damping. Backaction evasion is confirmed via the measurement
of a drive-power-independent mechanical linewidth.

When a mechanically compliant mirror reflects light,
momentum is transferred to the mirror generating a force
known as radiation pressure [1, 2]. Within an optical
resonator, each photon takes many round trips before it
decays due to the finite cavity lifetime, enhancing the
radiation pressure force [3]. This enhancement has en-
abled the dynamical modification of the properties of
a coupled mechanical element [4–6], known as dynami-
cal backaction. Similarly, magnetic excitations in solids
(magnons) [7–9] have been demonstrated to impart a ra-
diation pressure-like force on the mechanical vibrations
of the magnetized material [10–12]. Typically, in such
experiments, a magnetic sphere of yttrium iron garnet
(YIG) [13] is loaded into a microwave cavity, which al-
lows both drive and measurement of magnons [14–23].
The uniform magnetic excitation, called the Kittel mode
[24, 25], couples simultaneously to the microwave cav-
ity mode and to the mechanical vibrations [26–28], see
Fig. 1(a).

When the magnons are driven, dynamical backaction
manifests as a modification in the frequency and de-
cay rates of the vibrations, referred to as the magnon
spring effect and magnomechanical damping, respec-
tively. These phenomena were predicted [29] and subse-
quently demonstrated in a cavity magnomechanical sys-
tem [11]. The experimental realizations of cavity mag-
nomechanical systems and the above-mentioned backac-
tion effects have stimulated many theoretical proposals,
such as the generation of entanglement [30–33], squeezed
states [34–38], and quantum and classical information
processing [39–43]. However, while dynamical backaction
is a powerful tool and an essential part of such proposals,
it is also often undesired.

Notably, dynamical backaction will displace a mechan-
ical vibrational mode from thermal equilibrium with its
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environment [44]. If one wishes to ensure the mechani-
cal mode is in thermal equilibrium with its environment,
dynamical backaction must be avoided. This is critical,
for example, to use cavity magnomechanics as a primary
thermometer [29, 45], or to observe quantum backaction
effects [46–49].

This article reports on the experimental realization of a
cavity magnomechanical measurement free of magnome-
chanical damping, referred to as dynamical backaction
evasion. We use a two-phonon triple resonance condition,
where the frequency difference between the hybrid cavity-
magnon modes is approximately twice the phonon fre-
quency, Fig. 2. By carefully setting the drive frequency,
the magnomechanical scattering rate into the two hybrid
modes formed due to the strong magnon-microwave in-
teraction match, cancelling dynamical backaction effects.
We demonstrate the ability to smoothly tune our sys-
tem from magnomechanical cooling (enhancement of the
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the hybrid magnomechanical system.
(a) Numerical simulation of the bare magnetic field distribu-
tion of the microwave resonance, â, schematic representation
of the uniform Kittel magnon mode, m̂, numerical simula-
tion of the mechanical breathing mode of the YIG sphere, b̂.
(b) Due to strong coupling between the magnon and photon
modes this system can be recast, see main text, in terms of a
single mechanical mode coupled to two independent bosonic
normal modes — the fundamental requirement for the dy-
namical backaction evasion developed here.
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FIG. 2. Schematic of the scattering picture of a cavity mag-
nomechanical system.

A coherent microwave drive tone, tuned between the normal
modes, results in simultaneous Stokes and anti-Stokes

scattering processes. Balancing the rates of these processes,
Γ− and Γ+, results in the evasion of dynamical backaction.
Inset: Measured normal mode spectrum as a function of the
applied magnetic field. The dashed line corresponds to the

spectrum shown in the figure.

decay rate), through complete backaction evasion, to a
regime of magnomechanical amplification (reduction of
the decay rate). In this process, we observe a shift in
the expected magnomechanical decay rate from that pre-
dicted by the linear theory, which we attribute to the
intrinsic Kerr nonlinearity of YIG and coupling of the
phonon mode to weakly driven Walker modes [50, 51].
This work represents a critical milestone towards the im-
plementation of practical quantum correlation thermom-
etry [29] and is expected to lead to the direct observation
of magnon-induced quantum backaction [52, 53].

The dynamical backaction effects in a cavity magnome-
chanical system can be described by a linearized theory
outlined in Ref. [29]. The semi-classical steady state of
the system under the external microwave drive is evalu-
ated, and the dynamics of the fluctuations are described
by a quadratic Hamiltonian. However, it is instructive to
recast such a Hamiltonian in terms of the hybrid magnon-
microwave normal modes, see Fig. 1(b), which is outlined
in the Supplementary Material [54], and given by

Ĥ =− ~∆+Â
†
+Â+ − ~∆−Â

†
−Â− + ~Ωbb̂

†b̂

+ ~g+(Â†+ + Â+)(b̂+ b̂†)

+ ~g−(Â†− + Â−)(b̂+ b̂†).

(1)

Here, b̂ is the annihilation operator for the phonon
mode with frequency Ωb and Â+ and Â− are the an-
nihilation operators for the upper and lower normal
modes, respectively. Furthermore, ∆± = ωd − ω± are
the drive detuning from the normal modes, see Fig. 2.
The parametrically enhanced magnomechanical coupling
rates are g+ = g0mb[〈Â+〉 sin2 θ + 〈Â−〉 sin(2θ)/2] and

g− = g0mb[〈Â−〉 cos2 θ+〈Â+〉 sin(2θ)/2] for the upper and
lower normal modes, respectively, and g0mb is the single-
magnon magnomechanical coupling rate. The mixing
angle describing the normal mode composition in terms
of the magnon and microwave modes is given by θ =
1
2 arctan(−2gam/∆am), which depends on the magnon-
photon coupling rate gam, and the magnon-photon de-
tuning, ∆am = ωa − ωm; where, ωa,m are the cavity and
magnon frequencies, respectively. The cavity frequency
is defined by the cavity design, whereas the magnon fre-
quency can be modified by an external bias magnetic
field [16]. This allows tunability of the frequency split-

ting between the normal modes. Additionally, 〈Â±〉 are
the steady-state amplitudes of the upper and lower nor-
mal modes. Written in this form, the magnomechani-
cal interaction can be understood as a single mechanical
mode simultaneously interacting with two ‘independent’
bosonic modes.

In the resolved sideband limit, i.e. Ωb � κ, γm —
where κ and γm are the decay rates of the microwave cav-
ity and magnon mode, respectively — and in the weak
coupling limit, i.e. g± � κ, γm, the magnomechanical
scattering rates into the upper and lower normal modes
are given by

Γ± =
4|g±|2κ±

4(∆± ± Ωb)2 + κ2±
, (2)

where κ± are the effective decay rates of the hybrid
modes.

As a result of the magnomechanical interaction, the
linewidth of the mechanical oscillator will be modified
from its intrinsic value, Γb [11]. This modification is a
consequence of dynamical backaction, and the total me-
chanical linewidth will be given by Γtot = Γb + Γmag,
where

Γmag ' Γ+ − Γ−. (3)

Therefore, because of the coupling to the two bosonic
modes, it is possible to avoid dynamical backaction effects
by tuning the system such that the scattering rates into
the upper and lower normal modes exactly match, i.e.
Γ+ = Γ−. We should note that such a condition will not
correspond to the evasion of quantum backaction effects
[46, 47, 52, 55–59]). Quantum backaction evasion is of-
ten accomplished using a stroboscopic measurement tech-
nique described in Ref. [56], whereas we perform a con-
tinuous measurement of the mechanical oscillator. The
most straightforward way for evading dynamical backac-
tion in the zero magnon-photon detuning limit (∆am = 0)
is by engineering the normal mode splitting to be twice
the phonon frequency, implying that gam = Ωb — the
two-phonon triple resonance condition — and applying
a coherent drive tone tuned at ∆− = −∆+ = Ωb. In
practice, this can be challenging; however, it is generally
possible to find a detuning condition such that dynami-
cal backaction evasion is possible, as shown in the exper-
iment described below. We present a discussion on why
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FIG. 3. Magnomechanically induced trans-
parency/absorption. (a) Normal mode spectrum detuned
for dynamical backaction evasion, ∆ω/2π = 21.0 MHz and
drive detuning ∆+/2π = −12.02 MHz. Simultaneously
induced magnomechanical transparency and absorption
peaks (red) are visible in the upper and lower normal modes,
respectively. The red dashed line at ωd indicates the location
of the coherent drive tone. Blue dashed lines indicate the
location of the resulting mechanical sidebands. (b) Zoom in
on the MMIA peak of the lower normal mode of the panel
(a). (c) Zoom in on the MMIT peak of the upper normal
mode of the panel (a). Dotted red curves are experimental
data; solid grey curves are numerical fits, for brevity, we have
defined δ± = ωd ± Ωb.

backaction evasion is not possible in a triply-resonant sys-
tem such as Ref. [11] in the Supplementary Material [54].

In our experimental setup gam/2π = 9.34 MHz and
Ωb/2π = 12.45 MHz. Notice that the system parameters
do not fulfill the two-phonon triple resonance condition at
maximal hybridization; therefore, dynamical backaction
evasion can not be accomplished in our setup by driving
with a detuning equal to the phonon frequency. Instead,
to compensate for the mismatch between the magnon-
photon coupling and the phonon frequency, the magnon
mode frequency can be tuned out of resonance from the
microwave cavity, ∆am 6= 0.

The flexibility of the hybrid magnomechanical system
allows us to cope with such a mismatch by tuning the
normal mode splitting. Here, the normal mode split-
ting was tuned to a value such that a drive at a specific
frequency between the normal modes induces dynamical
backaction evasion. Such drive frequency can be esti-
mated by setting Eq. (3) to zero and solving for the drive
frequency. We chose to use a normal mode splitting of
∆ω = ω+−ω− = 2π× 21.0 MHz, see Fig. 3(a); however,
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FIG. 4. Magnomechanical damping rate. Magnomechanical
damping rate as a function of power for several drive detun-
ings. For a drive detuning of ∆+/2π = −12.02 MHz (in red),
there exists no modification of the total mechanical linewidth
and, therefore, no dynamical backaction. The shaded re-
gion deviates from the linear behavior because of the Kerr
nonlinearity of YIG [12, 60]. The drive detunings here are:
∆+/2π = −13.40 MHz (yellow), −12.40 MHz (green), −12.02
MHz (red), −11.67 MHz (blue) and −11.00 MHz (magnet).

this choice was largely arbitrary since all detunings below
a specific value enable backaction evasion. For our exper-
imental realization, the normal mode splitting cutoff was
at approximately ∆ω = 2π × 21.5 MHz.

To probe the dynamical backaction, the mechanical
spectrum was measured using magnomechanically in-
duced transparency/absorption (MMIT/MMIA). MMIT
was first observed by Zhang et al. [10] and is the re-
sult of interference between the weak probe and the up-
converted excitations via the annihilation of a phonon.
Applying the coherent drive tone detuned from the up-
per normal mode, we simultaneously observe MMIT in
the upper normal mode and MMIA in the lower nor-
mal mode, see Fig. 3. We should note that simultaneous
transparency and absorption measurements have previ-
ously been observed in optomechanics using two indepen-
dent drive tones [61], whereas our protocol uses a single
drive tone.

Performing a fit to the transparency/absorption win-
dows, we can extract the total linewidth of the mechani-
cal oscillator, given by the sum of the intrinsic linewidth
and the magnomechanical damping, Γtot = Γb + Γmag.
The intrinsic linewidth can be obtained by varying the
power of the coherent drive and extrapolating to zero
power, as shown in Fig. 4. The intrinsic mechanical
linewidth is Γb/2π = 3745 ± 6 Hz. Varying the drive
detuning, ∆+, it is possible to transition smoothly from
magnomechanical damping to magnomechanical anti-
damping. For a drive detuning of ∆+/2π = −12.02 MHz,
we observe no change in the mechanical linewidth with
changing drive power (see Fig. 4), indicating the com-
plete evasion of dynamical backaction.
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FIG. 5. Magnomechanical damping rate as a function of the
detuning at a constant power of 9.3 mW. Blue solid curve is
given by the linear theory given by Γmag = 2ImΣ[ω]. The red
dashed curve is the shifted linear theory given by Eq. (5). Fits
were performed on all powers simultaneously (not shown),
giving g0mb/2π = 4.56 mHz and α/2π = −1.24 pHz. Error
bars are the statistical error over one hundred independent
experimental runs. The colored data points indicate the data
within the corresponding curve in Fig. 4.

We observe a departure from the linear behavior at
high drive powers (P & 13 mW at the cavity) [62]. This
can be attributed to the Kerr bistability modifying the
phonon frequency, as described by Shen et al. in Ref. [12].
In addition, at higher drive powers, one would expect a
departure due to unavoidable quantum backaction [52].
The shaded region in Fig. 4 indicates the deviation from
linear behavior. The nonlinear behavior is more notice-
able for large drive detunings; at these detunings, the co-
herent drive generates a large steady-state magnon pop-
ulation resulting in a considerable shift of the phonon
frequency [12].

Finally, we compare our results with the linear theory
derived in Ref. [29]. The magnomechanical damping rate
is given by Γmag = 2ImΣ[ω], where Σ[ω] is the mechanical
self-energy that encodes the modification of the mechani-
cal susceptibility due to the magnon-phonon coupling. It
is obtained by solving the linearized equations of motion
describing the coupled dynamics of the system and given
explicitly by [29]

Σ[ω] = i|gmb|2(Ξ[ω]− Ξ∗[−ω]). (4)

Here, gmb = g0mb〈m̂〉 is the cavity-enhanced magnome-
chanical coupling rate, |〈m̂〉|2 is the steady-state magnon
population, and Ξ−1[ω] = χ−1m [ω] + g2amχa[ω]. The
magnon and cavity susceptibilities are given by χm[ω] =
[−i(∆m + ω) + γm/2] and χa[ω] = [−i(∆a + ω) + κ/2],
respectively. In the weak coupling limit, gmb � {κ, γm}
the real and imaginary part of the self-energy describe a
shift in the mechanical frequency and the magnomechan-
ical damping rate, respectively.

For every experimental run, a simultaneous sweep of

the normal mode was fit to extract all parameters regard-
ing the cavity and magnon, leaving only a single fit pa-
rameter, the single-magnon magnomechanical coupling
rate g0mb. As shown in Fig. 5, using the linear theory pre-
dicted from Eq. (4) results in a discrepancy between the
theory and measured data. For all detunings and pow-
ers, the measured magnomechanical damping rate was
smaller than the rate predicted. Furthermore, the differ-
ence between the measured data and the theory increases
approximately linearly with drive power (see Supplemen-
tary Material [54]). We suspect this difference is a result
of two effects: first, the intrinsic Kerr nonlinearity of YIG
results in a modification of the self-energy, and secondly,
we suspect that the phonon mode is coupling to weakly
driven higher-order magnon modes [51].

We add a correction to the magnomechanical damping
rate that phenomenologically models the phonon mode
interacting with weakly driven higher-order magnon
modes [51], such that

Γmag = 2ImΣ[ω] + α|〈m̂〉|2. (5)

The term α|〈m̂〉|2 is proportional to the drive power and
we find good agreement between the measured data and
the modified magnomechanical damping rate. It should
be noted that we perform the fit to all powers simultane-
ously; we only show one power as an example. From the
fit, we extract a single-magnon magnomechanical cou-
pling rate g0mb/2π = 4.56 mHz, which is in excellent
agreement with previous experiments [10, 11], and the
linear correction is given by α/2π = −1.24 pHz.

Cavity magnomechanics has recently seen consider-
able experimental and theoretical attention [30–43], with
experimental observations such as MMIT [10], dynami-
cal backaction [11], and Kerr bistability [12]. Here, we
demonstrate the ability to tune smoothly between mag-
nomechanical damping and antidamping. Moreover, we
eliminate dynamical backaction from our magnomechan-
ical measurement, a feature enabled by the two-phonon
triple resonance magnomechanical system. We also ob-
serve a deviation in the behavior of the magnomechani-
cal decay rate from the previous magnomechanical back-
action theory. We attribute this difference to weakly
driven magnon modes and the intrinsic Kerr nonlinearity
of YIG, which can be taken into account via a power-
dependent correction [51].

Looking forward, the elimination of dynamical backac-
tion could enable, for example, the future observation of
magnon-induced quantum backaction or the implemen-
tation of magnomechanical-based primary thermometry
[29]. Furthermore, the ability to rapidly and accurately
modulate the magnomechanical damping rate provides
the foundation for future experiments exploring, for ex-
ample, macroscopic entanglement swapping [63]. The
large effective mechanical mass of the YIG sphere —
compared to conventional optomechanical experiments
[63, 64] — makes cavity magnomechanics an exciting can-
didate for testing exotic theories, such as gravitational
decoherence in quantum mechanics [65–69].
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I. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The hybrid magnomechanical system used in this work is similar to those reported previously in Ref. [S10–S12].
It consists of three coupled bosonic modes: a microwave electromagnetic field confined within a rectangular copper
cavity, uniform magnetic excitations, and mechanical vibrations, the latter two hosted within a sphere of YIG. To
begin, we can describe the system using these three interacting bosonic modes, as shown in Fig. 1(a), described by

annihilation operators: â for the electromagnetic mode, m̂ for the magnon mode, and b̂ for the phonon mode, with
frequencies ωa, ωm, and Ωb, respectively. The Hamiltonian describing the hybrid magnomechanical system consists of
two main coupling mechanisms: linear magnon-photon coupling [S14–S16] due to inductive coupling, and parametric
magnon-phonon coupling [S27, S28] generated by magnetoelastic effects. In the frame rotating with the drive field,
the Hamiltonian can be written in the form

H =− ~∆aâ
†â− ~∆mm̂

†m̂+ ~Ωbb̂
†b̂+ ~gam(âm̂† + â†m̂) + ~g0mbm̂

†m̂(b̂† + b̂) + i~
√
κeεd(â− â†). (S1)

The cavity and magnon detunings are defined as ∆a = ωd−ωa and ∆m = ωd−ωm, respectively, where ωd is the drive
frequency. The magnon-photon coupling rate is gam, the single-magnon magnomechanical coupling rate is g0mb, the

external coupling rate is κe, and the external drive εd =
√
P/~ωd, where P is the microwave drive power as measured

at the microwave cavity, and ~ is the reduced Planck’s constant.
The linear magnon-microwave interaction results in the formation of normal (or hybrid) modes that are a superpo-

sition of magnons and photons. We label these modes as + and − for the upper and lower (frequency) normal modes,
respectively. The frequency separation between the normal modes is given by

∆ω ≡ ω+ − ω− =
√

4g2am + ∆2
am, (S2)

where ∆am = ωa − ωm is the difference between the magnon and photon frequencies, defined to be zero at maximal
mode hybridization. The flexibility of this system can be seen by considering the fact that the magnon frequency can

FIG. S1. Photograph of the experimental setup, similar to that used in Ref. [S11]. The YIG sphere was mounted on a sapphire
stylus using UV-curing epoxy. A set of permanent neodymium magnets attached to a pure iron yoke provide the bias magnetic
field, a solenoid allows the bias field to be varied dynamically.
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be controlled using an externally applied magnetic field. The frequency of the magnon mode is ωm = γ|B0|, where
γ/2π = 28 GHz/T is the gyromagnetic ratio, and B0 is the externally applied static magnetic field. By varying the
externally applied magnetic field, the magnon-photon detuning can be dynamically modified and thus, the normal
mode splitting can be adjusted. The normal mode spectrum can be straightforwardly measured using a microwave
signal. The inset of Fig. 2 shows the normal mode splitting for this experiment.

Our experimental setup consists of a three-dimensional microwave cavity machined from oxygen-free high-
conductivity copper. The microwave resonator has inner dimensions 37×26×2.5 mm3 and has a resonance frequency
ωa = 7.11 GHz. The intrinsic decay rate of the microwave resonator is κi/2π = 2.91 MHz, and an external coupling
rate κe/2π = 3.17 MHz, resulting in a total linewidth κ/2π = 6.08 MHz. A YIG sphere of 250 µm diameter was
mounted using epoxy to a sapphire stylus and located at the magnetic field maximum of the microwave resonator.
Due to the mounting, we observed that the phonon linewidth was larger than in previous experiments [S10, S11]. The
YIG sphere is positioned between a pair of neodymium magnets to generate a static bias magnetic field; the field can
be tuned using a solenoid wrapped around a pure iron core, as described in Ref. [S11, S16]. The placement of the
magnetic sphere did not take into account any particular relative orientation between the crystalline anisotropy axes
of YIG and the other relevant directions: the external bias field and the magnetic field of the microwave cavity. The
linewidth of the Kittel magnon mode is γm/2π = 2.55 MHz.

II. MAGNOMECHANICAL DAMPING RATE

As described in the main text, the magnomechanical damping rate was simultaneously fit for multiple drive powers.
Here we show the magnomechanical damping rate as a function of drive detuning for multiple drive powers. In
figure S2 the blue curves represent the linear theory Γmag = 2ImΣ[ω], and the red dashed curves are the modified
linear theory given by,

Γmag = 2ImΣ[ω] + α|〈m̂〉|2. (S3)
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FIG. S2. Magnomechanical damping rate as a function of detuning for multiple drive powers within the linear regime. Fits
were performed on all powers simultaneously, giving g0mb/2π = 4.56 mHz and α/2π = −1.24 pHz.
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Here Σ[ω] is the magnomechanical self-energy, |〈m̂〉|2 is the steady-state magnon population, and α is a free fit
parameter. We see a good agreement between the modified linear theory and the measured magnomechanical decay
rate at all powers within the linear regime.

III. HYBRID MAGNON-PHOTON MODES

Starting from the Hamiltonian given by Eq. (S1), we can define a transformation that diagonalizes the Hamiltonian
[S10], given by, (

Â+

Â−

)
=

(
cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

)(
â
m̂

)
, (S4)

where, as defined in the main text,

tan 2θ =
−2gam
ωa − ωm

. (S5)

Written in terms of these newly defined modes, the Hamiltonian given by Eq. (S1) may be written as,

Ĥ =− ~∆+Â
†
+Â+ − ~∆−Â

†
−Â− + ~Ωbb̂

†b̂

+~g0am(b̂+ b̂†)[sin2 θÂ†+Â+ + cos2 θÂ†−Â− + sin θ cos θ(Â†+Â− + Â†−Â+)].
(S6)

Here b̂ is the annihilation operator for the phonon mode, Â+ and Â− are the annihilation operators for the upper
and lower normal modes, respectively. From the Hamiltonian given by Eq. (S6) we can derive the dynamics of a

given operator Ô using the Heisenberg equation −i~ ˙̂O = [Ĥ, Ô]. Ignoring all quantum fluctuations, we find the

semi-classical equations of motion for the expectation values 〈Â+〉, 〈Â−〉 and 〈b̂〉 are given by

〈 ˙̂
A+〉 = (i∆+ − κ+/2)〈Â+〉 − ig0mb(〈Â+〉 sin2 θ + 〈Â−〉 cos θ sin θ)(〈b̂〉+ 〈b̂†〉)−√κ+,eεd,

〈 ˙̂
A−〉 = (i∆− − κ−/2)〈Â−〉 − ig0mb(〈Â−〉 cos2 θ + 〈Â+〉 cos θ sin θ)(〈b̂〉+ 〈b̂†〉) +

√
κ−,eεd,

〈 ˙̂b〉 = (−iΩb − Γb/2)〈b̂〉 − ig0mb

[
|〈Â+〉|2 sin2 θ + |〈Â−〉|2 cos2 θ + 〈Â†+〉〈Â−〉 sin θ cos θ + 〈Â†−〉〈Â+〉 sin θ cos θ

]
.

(S7)

Here, κ+ and κ− are the widths of the upper and lower normal modes, respectively, and we have ignored any quantum

correlations such that, for example, 〈Â†+Â−〉 ≈ 〈Â
†
+〉〈Â−〉. Next, to determine the classical steady-state population

of the upper and lower normal modes, we set 〈 ˙̂
A+〉 = 〈 ˙̂

A−〉 = 0. Solving for the steady-state amplitude and assuming
g0mb � gam, we find,

〈Â+〉 =

√
κe,+εd

i∆+ − κ+/2
,

〈Â−〉 = −
√
κe,−εd

i∆− − κ−/2
.

(S8)

Here, the external coupling rates for the upper and lower normal modes are given by

κe,± =
1± cos 2θ

2
κe. (S9)

The steady-state amplitude for the phonon mode 〈b̂〉 is obtained by plugging the above solutions in (S7).

We can now linearize the Hamiltonian by considering fluctuations about the steady-state values, letting Â± =

〈Â±〉+ δÂ± and b̂ = 〈b̂〉+ δb̂. Neglecting higher-order terms in fluctuations, we find the quadratic Hamiltonian

Ĥ = −~∆+δÂ
†
+δÂ+ − ~∆−δÂ

†
−δÂ− + Ωbδb̂

†δb̂

+ ~g0mb(δb̂+ δb̂†)

[
〈Â+〉(δÂ†+ + δÂ+) sin2 θ + 〈Â−〉(δÂ†+ + δÂ+) sin θ cos θ

]
+ ~g0mb(δb̂+ δb̂†)

[
〈Â−〉(δÂ†− + δÂ−) cos2 θ + 〈Â+〉(δÂ†− + δÂ−) sin θ cos θ

]
.

(S10)
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This can be further simplified by defining two effective coupling rates,

g+ = g0mb[〈Â+〉 sin2 θ + 〈Â−〉 sin(2θ)/2],

g− = g0mb[〈Â−〉 cos2 θ + 〈Â+〉 sin(2θ)/2].
(S11)

Using these definitions, we arrive at the Hamiltonian given in the main text

Ĥ =− ~∆+δÂ
†
+δÂ+ − ~∆−δÂ

†
−δÂ− + ~Ωbb̂

†b̂+ ~g+(δÂ†+ + δÂ+)(δb̂+ δb̂†) + ~g−(δÂ†− + δÂ−)(δb̂+ δb̂†). (S12)

For brevity, we dropped the δ in the Hamiltonian within the main text. Using the above Hamiltonian, we again derive
the dynamics of an operator Ô via the Heisenberg equation. For the normal modes operators and the phonon mode,
the dynamics are given by the set of linear equations:

˙
δÂ+ = (i∆+ − κ+/2)δÂ+ − ig+(δb̂+ δb̂†) + ξ̂+(t),

˙
δÂ− = (i∆− − κ+/2)δÂ− − ig−(δb̂+ δb̂†) + ξ̂−(t),

δ
˙̂
b = (−iΩb − Γb/2)b̂− i(g+δÂ†+ + g∗+δÂ+)

− i(g−δÂ†− + g∗−δÂ−) +
√

Γbξ̂b(t).

(S13)

In the above equations ξ̂i(t) represents the noise terms. We can write Eq. (S13) in the frequency domain by performing

a Fourier transform δÔ[ω] =
∫∞
−∞ dteiωtδÔ(t):

χ−1+ [ω]δÂ+[ω] = −ig+(δb̂[ω] + δb̂†[−ω]) + ξ̂+[ω],

χ−1− [ω]δÂ−[ω] = −ig−(δb̂[ω] + δb̂†[−ω]) + ξ̂−[ω],

χ−1b [ω]δb̂[ω] = −i(g+δÂ†+[−ω] + g∗+δÂ+[ω])

− i(g−δÂ†−[−ω] + g∗−δÂ−[ω]) +
√

Γbξ̂b[ω].

(S14)

Here, χ−1± [ω] = −i(∆±+ω) +κ±/2 is the effective susceptibility of the upper and lower normal modes, and χ−1b [ω] =
[i(Ωb − ω) + Γb/2]. Solving this set of equations, we arrive at:

δb̂[ω][χ−1b [ω] + |g+|2(χ+[ω]− χ∗+[−ω])

− |g−|2(χ−[ω]− χ∗−[−ω])] = Υ.
(S15)

Where Υ represents all noise terms driving the phonon mode. From this equation, we can readily identify the
self-energy as

Σ[ω] = i|g+|2(χ+[ω]− χ∗+[−ω])

+ i|g−|2(χ−[ω]− χ∗−[−ω]).
(S16)

The additional magnomechanical damping is defined as 2ImΣ[ω] [S4, S11]. Ignoring counter-rotating terms, we can
approximate the total magnomechanical damping rate as 2ImΣ[ω] ∼ Γ+ − Γ−, where,

Γ+ ∼
4|g+|2κ+

4(∆+ + Ωb)2 + κ2+
,

Γ− ∼
4|g−|2κ−

4(∆− − Ωb)2 + κ2−
.

(S17)

Therefore, we arrive at the total magnomechanical damping rate defined in the main text, given by

Γmag ' Γ+ − Γ−. (S18)

We should note that this equation is an approximation, and the full expression is derived in Ref. [S29]. However,
based on numerical simulations, the approximate formula agrees well and provides an intuitive description of dynamical
backaction evasion.
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a) b)− + − +

ωd − Ωb ωd ωd + Ωb ωd − Ωb ωd ωd + Ωb

FIG. S3. Triple resonant cavity magnomechanics experiment. (a) When applying a drive tone resonant with the lower-normal
mode, anti-Stokes scattering into the upper-normal mode is resonantly enhanced. Stokes scattering is far off-resonance and
is therefore suppressed. (b) When applying a drive tone resonant with the upper-normal mode, Stokes scattering into the
lower-normal mode is resonantly enhanced. Anti-Stokes scattering is far off-resonance and is therefore suppressed.

Finally, the driving frequency which yields zero dynamical back action is obtained by solving Γ+ = Γ−, which is
given by the following quadratic equation for ωd

(|g+|2κ+ − |g−|2κ−)ω2
d − 2[|g+|2κ+(ω− + Ωb)− |g−|2κ−(ω+ − Ωb)]ωd

+ |g+|2κ+
[
(ω− + Ωb)2 +

κ2−
4

]
− |g−|2κ−

[
(ω+ − Ωb)2 +

κ2+
4

]
= 0.

(S19)

In the case of maximum hybridization, when the microwaves are resonant with the magnons (i.e. ∆am = 0), we have
g+ = g− and κ+ = κ−, and the above equation is linear in ωd with the solution

ωd =
ω+ + ω−

2
. (S20)

In other words, dynamical backaction is avoided by driving at a frequency exactly in the middle of the normal modes.
If |g+|2κ+ 6= |g−|2κ−, the driving frequencies for zero magnomechanical decay are

ωd =
|g+|2κ+(ω− + Ωb)− |g−|2κ−(ω+ − Ωb)

|g+|2κ+ − |g−|2κ−

± 1

|g+|2κ+ − |g−|2κ−

√
|g+|2|g−|2κ+κ−

[
(ω+ − ω− − 2Ωb)

2
+
κ2+ + κ2−

4

]
−
κ2+κ

2
−

4
(|g+|4 + |g−|4).

(S21)

In practice, this frequency is estimated numerically and found experimentally.

IV. SINGLE VERSES TWO-PHONON TRIPLE RESONANCE

Finally, we wish to provide a short description outlining the difference between the two-phonon triple-resonance
condition presented in this work and the tripe-resonance condition described in Ref. [S11]. The main text describes
that the two-phonon triple resonance condition is met when the normal mode splitting equals twice the phonon
frequency, that is, 2Ωb = ∆ω. In comparison, the triple-resonance condition is defined as when the normal mode
splitting matches the phonon frequency, Ωb = ∆ω. The triple-resonance condition allows for the selective enhancement
of the Stokes or anti-Stokes scattering process depending on the drive detuning; see Fig. S3 and Ref. [S11]. However,
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due to the finite cavity linewidth, evading dynamical backaction with a triply-resonant experimental setup is not
possible. The different schemes are set by the frequency difference between the hybrid modes, which depends on the
magnon-microwave coupling rate. The latter is, in turn, set by experimental design, so changing between the two
aforementioned schemes would require a change in the experimental setup.

The inability to evade dynamical backaction can be understood by considering Fig. S3. When the microwave drive
is resonant with the lower normal mode, the anti-Stokes scattering, Γ+, is enhanced since excitations resonantly
scatter into the upper normal mode. In contrast, since the experiment is sideband resolved, the Stokes process, Γ−,
is suppressed. A similar argument can be applied when the drive is tuned on resonance with the upper normal mode.
Now the Stokes scattering process, Γ− is resonantly enhanced while the anti-Stokes process, Γ+ is suppressed. In
order to evade dynamical backaction, the condition described by Eq. (3) must be met, that is, Γ+ = Γ−. Indeed
this condition can be met by tuning the drive frequency between the two normal modes. However, in this detuning
configuration, the red and blue sidebands are well outside the linewidth of the normal modes. Therefore, both
scattering rates are suppressed such that it is not possible to observe the mechanical peak experimentally. The two-
phonon triple resonance condition is required to improve the signal-to-noise ratio of the measurement by ensuring the
mechanical sidebands scatter resonantly into the normal modes.


	Dynamical Backaction Evading Magnomechanics
	Abstract
	 Acknowledgments
	 References
	I Experimental Setup
	II Magnomechanical Damping Rate
	III Hybrid Magnon-Photon Modes
	IV Single verses Two-phonon Triple Resonance


