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Controllable magnon-induced transparency in a ferromagnetic material via cross- and

self-Kerr effects
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Nonlinear interactions between optical fields and magnetic modes in cavity magnonics constitute
a rich source of various nontrivial effects in optics and quantum information processing. In cav-
ity magnonics, the nonlinear cross-Kerr effect, which shifts the cavity’s central frequency when a
magnetic material is pumped, causes the system to exhibit both Kittle and magnetostatic modes.
Here, we propose a new scheme for the investigation of probe fields transmission profiles in cav-
ity magnonic systems composed of a microwave cavity and a ferromagnetic material (Yttrium iron
garnet sphere). We report single-to-double magnon-induced transparency (MIT) dips and a sharp
magnon-induced absorption (MIA) peak, and demonstrate how nonlinear cross- and self-Kerr in-
teractions can significantly enhance or suppress these phenomena. It is observed that the splitting
of the MIT window occurs when we incorporate magnon-magnon modes coupling, which helps in-
troducing a new degree of freedom to light-matter interaction problems. Moreover, we investigate
the propagation of group delay in the vicinity of transparency and demonstrate how a sharp dip
allows the realization of slow light for a longer period of time. We found that both the cavity-Kittle
and magnon-magnon modes coupling parameters influence the propagation of group delay, which
demonstrates how subluminal-to-superluminal (and vice versa) propagation phenomena may occur
and transform. These findings could pave the way for future research into nonlinear effects with
novel applications in cavity magnonics devices, which might be exploited for several applications
such as quantum computing devices and quantum memories.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the last few years, cavity magnonics has increas-
ingly demonstrated significant advantages in fundamen-
tal and applied research [1–4], and it is anticipated to be
a vital part of hybrid quantum systems [5] and quantum
network nodes [6]. The most common physical realiza-
tion of a cavity magnonic system is a microwave cavity
and ferromagnetic material, such as a yttrium iron garnet
(YIG) sphere, which has drawn extensive research and
experienced amazing performance in recent decades. The
principal reason is that YIGs have relatively high spin
densities (∼ 4.22×1027m−3) and low damping rates (∼ 1
MHz), which are necessary for generating strong cou-
pling [7, 8] between the microwave cavity photon mode
and the YIG’s magnon mode, which enables quantum
information transfer. So far, insights from experimental
and theoretical research based on cavity magnonics have
revealed a number of phenomena, including magnon dark
modes [9], magnon-induced transparency (MIT) [10], en-
tanglement which is resource of quantum technologies in-
cluding quantum computing [11, 12], quantum teleporta-
tion [13] and quantum metrology [14, 15], non-Hermitian
physics [16–18] and nonclassical states [19–21].

In hybrid quantum systems, light-matter interaction
is induced by nonlinearities such as self-Kerr [21, 22]
and cross-Kerr [23] effects in cavity magnonic systems,
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radiation pressure interactions in optomechanical sys-
tems [24, 25], magnetostrictive interactions in cavity
magnomechanical systems [26], and other systems in-
volving parametric amplifiers [27, 28]. These nonlinear
interactions are weak and challenging to detect in cer-
tain systems, but they can become strong enough to be
the dominant factor in others. The cross-Kerr effect, for
example, is one of the complex nonlinear interactions be-
tween fields and waves that can occur in superconducting
circuits [29, 30], natural ions [31] and atoms [32, 33]. The
cross-Kerr effect is a nonlinear change in the frequency of
a resonator as a function of the number of excitations in
another mode that engage the resonator. Another non-
linear effect arising from magnetocrystalline anisotropy
in a YIG sample is self-Kerr nonlinearity [21, 22], which
is typically weak [34] but can be amplified by driving the
corresponding spin-wave modes with a drive field. Thus,
having an understanding of these nonlinear interactions
is not only of fundamental significance, but also useful
in a number of different applications. For example, the
cross-Kerr effect can be used to construct quantum logic
gates [35, 36], perform quantum non-demolition measure-
ments [37, 38] and to generate entangled photons [39].
Motivated by new advancements in hybrid magnome-

chanical systems, we construct a cavity magnonics sys-
tem composed of a ferromagnetic material that supports
both Kittle and magnetostatic (MS) modes. The goal is
to investigate the consequences of nonlinear cross- and
self-Kerr interaction on the MIT (MIA) phenomenon
caused by destructive (constructive) interference of opti-
cal fields inside the cavity, where the magnon Kerr effect
is caused by magnetocrystalline anisotropy in the YIG
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sphere. We observe a single-MIT window due to cavity
field interaction with the Kittle mode, which then split
into two windows when the Kittle mode interacts with
the MS mode, which incorporated another degree of free-
dom. We explore the self-Kerr effect of both spin modes,
specifically the Kittle and MS modes, and notice that the
self-Kerr effect of the Kittle mode is responsible for the
asymmetric behavior of the MIA profile, whereas the self-
Kerr effect of the MS mode splits the single-MIT window
into two. Furthermore, the slow and fast light effects are
examined in the vicinity of two MIT windows for various
control parameter values, namely the cavity-Kittle mode
and cross-Kerr coupling parameter. We report both slow
and fast light effects in a single setup, which is an advan-
tage of the proposed scheme over previous work that only
demonstrated slow [40–42] or fast [43] light propagation.
The article is arranged as follows. In Sec. II, we present

a theoretical model of a general cavity magnonic sys-
tem consisting a YIG sphere and introduce the effective
Hamiltonian for the proposed system. To investigate the
dynamics of the system, the quantum Langevin equations
are derived then used to deduce a mathematical formula
for the outgoing probe field is obtained by employing
the standard input-output method. In Sec. III, numeri-
cal results are provided to illustrate the realization and
control of single-to-double MIT windows profiles, inves-
tigate the impact of cross- and self-Kerr effects on the
MIT phenomenon, and to demonstrate a mechanism for
the switching from slow to fast light. Finally, we end our
work with conclusions in Sec. IV.

II. MODEL AND EQUATION OF MOTION

We consider the cavity magnonic system illustrated in
Fig. 1. The ferromagnetic material (YIG sphere) is po-
sitioned within a microcavity which contains dispersive
spin waves in which the spatially uniform Kittle mode
interacts strongly with cavity photons. As compared to
the Kittle mode, the MS mode with a finite wave num-
ber has a distinct frequency that can be used to execute
selective excitation through driving field wavelength and
cavity mode selection [21]. After using the dipole and
rotating wave approximations, the effective Hamiltonian
of the proposed cavity magnonic system can be written
as

Ĥeff =∆aâ
†â+∆bb̂

†b̂+∆cĉ
†ĉ+ Xbb̂

†b̂b̂†b̂+ Xcĉ
†ĉĉ†ĉ

+Gab

(

â†b̂+ âb̂†
)

+ gbcb̂
†b̂ĉ†ĉ+ iΩb

(

b̂† − b̂
)

+ iΩc

(

ĉ† − ĉ
)

+ iEp
(

â†e−i∆pt − âei∆pt
)

,
(1)

where ~ = 1. The first three terms in Eq. (1) describe
the free Hamiltonian of the cavity, the Kittle and the MS

modes, respectively; here, â†(â), b̂†(b̂) and ĉ†(ĉ) are their
creation (annihilation) operators, and ∆a,b,c = ωa,b,c−ωd

define the corresponding detunings. Here, Xb and Xc are
the self-Kerr coefficients of the Kittle and MS modes, re-

spectively, while Gab represents the coupling strength be-
tween the cavity mode and the Kittle mode. On the other
hand, the quantity gbc captures the magnon-magnon
mode, also known as cross-Kerr coefficient parameter.
We exclude the coupling between the cavity mode and
the MS mode because, on a micrometer-scale YIG sphere,
the spin moment of the Kittel mode contributes more to
the dipole than that of the MS mode [44]. The last three
terms denote driving field interactions with the Kittle
and MS modes, with Rabi frequencies Ωb and Ωc, respec-
tively, and prob field interaction with the cavity mode,
with field strength of Ep and detuning ∆p = ωp − ωd.
To investigate the dynamics of the proposed system,

we deploy the Heisenberg-Langevin approach [45] in or-
der to derive the following system of operator coupled
differential equations, the well-known quantum Langevin
equations (QLEs):

dâ

dt
=− (κa + i∆a) â− iGabb̂+ Epe−i∆pt +

√
2κaâ

in,

db̂

dt
=− (γb + i∆b) b̂− iGabâ+Ωb − igbcb̂ĉ

†ĉ− 2iXbb̂
†b̂b̂

+
√

2γbb̂
in,

dĉ

dt
=− (γc + i∆c) ĉ− 2iXcĉ

†ĉĉ− igbcĉb̂
†b̂+Ωc +

√

2γcĉ
in,

(2)
where κa, γb and γc represent the damping rates of the
dissipation processes associated with modes a, b, and c,
respectively. Following the standard quantum Langevin

approach, noise operators âin, b̂in and ĉin for the cav-
ity, the Kittle and MS modes, respectively, are intro-
duced; these are input operators obeying certain generic
properties, such as having zero-mean fluctuations with
statistics adhering to correlation functions of the follow-
ing type [46]:

〈

âin (t)â†in (t
′)
〉

=δ (t− t′) ,
〈

âin (t)â†in (t
′)
〉

=δ (t− t′) ,
〈

â†in(t)âin (t
′)
〉

=0,

〈

ô†in(t)ôin (t
′)
〉

=nthδ (t− t′) ,
〈

ôin(t)ô
†
in (t

′)
〉

=(nth + 1) δ (t− t′) ,

(3)

where o := {b, c}, kB is the Boltzmann constant, and
T the thermodynamic bath’s temperature. In particu-
lar, nth = [exp (~ωm/kBT )− 1]

−1
is the average thermal

photon number.
Since the microwave drive field interacts strongly with

the microcavity, a beam-splitter-like type of interaction,
which couples magnons with the optomechanical system,
will result in modal field behaviour characterized by large
amplitudes in both the magnon and cavity fields cases.
In other words, we have | 〈a〉 | ≫ 1, | 〈b〉 | ≫ 1, and
| 〈c〉 | ≫ 1. Therefore, we can apply the standard lin-
earization approach [45] to Eq. (2) by expanding each op-



3

FIG. 1: (a) Sketch of a cavity magnonics system consisting of a YIG sphere mounted on a copper cavity and placed in a bias
magnetic field polarized along the z direction. Here, ωd is the driving field frequency. The Kittle and magnetostatic (MS)
modes are the two spin-wave modes of the YIG sphere. (b) Schematic diagram showing the coupling of cavity mode with Kittle
and MS mode, where gab, gac, gbc are the coupling parameters. Xb and Xc are the Kittle and MS modes self-Kerr coefficients,
while κa, γb, γc represent the dissipation rates associated with cavity, Kittle and MS modes, respectively.

erator as Ô = 〈O〉 + δO, where O := {a, b, c}. Here, the
small operator δO captures the first-order (linear) per-
turbation process, which quantifies how near the system
is to the thermodynamic steady state after interaction
with the external drive field. Such decomposition tac-
itly assumes that all higher-order fluctuations processes
may be neglected. Building on the linearization scheme
described above, a new set of simplified differential equa-
tions can be obtained from Eq.(2) written as follows:

d〈a〉
dt

=− (κa + i∆a) 〈a〉 − iGab〈b〉+ Epe−i∆pt,

d〈b〉
dt

=− (γb + i∆b) 〈b〉 − iGab〈a〉 − igbc|〈c〉|2〈b〉

− 2iXb|〈b〉|2〈b〉+Ωb,

d〈c〉
dt

=− (γc + i∆c) 〈c〉 − 2iXc|〈c〉|2〈c〉 − igbc|〈b〉|2〈c〉+Ωc.

(4)
The steady-state solutions as, bs, cs of the linearized sys-
tem (4) may now be expressed as

as =
−iGabbs

(κa + i∆a)
, bs =

−iGabas +Ωb

(γb + i∆′
b)

, cs =
Ωc

(γc + i∆′
c)
,

(5)
where

∆′
b :=∆b + 2iXb|〈b〉|2 + gbc|〈c〉|2,

∆′
c :=∆c + 2iXc|〈c〉|2 + gbc|〈b〉|2,

(6)

are the effective magnon-mode drive field detunings. On

the other hand, the quantum fluctuations δa, δb, δc them-
selves obey the following reduced QLEs:

δȧ =− (κa − i∆a)δa− iGabδb+ Epe−i∆pt,

δḃ =− (γb − i∆′
b)δb − iX ′

bδ
†
b − iGabδa+Ωb − iGbc(δc

† + δc),

δċ =− (γc − i∆′
c)δc− iX ′

cδc
† − iGbc(δb

† + δb) + Ωc,
(7)

where X ′
b := 2Xb〈b〉2 and X ′

c := 2Xc〈c〉2 are the effective
self-Kerr coefficients, while Gbc = 〈b〉〈c〉 represents the
effective magnon-magnon coupling strength. In addition,
we also introduce

∆′
b =∆b + 2X ′

b +Gbc〈c〉2,

∆′
c =∆c + 2X ′

c +Gbc〈b〉2,
(8)

which are the effective magnon-mode drive field detun-
ings of the Kittle and MS modes, respectively. In order
to solve the differential equation system (7), we make use
of the following ansatz [47, 48]:

δa = a−e
−i∆pt + a+e

i∆pt,

δb = b−e
−i∆pt + b+e

i∆pt,

δc = c−e
−i∆pt + c+e

i∆pt,

(9)

where a±, b± and c± are the fluctuation operators of the
cavity, Kittle and MS modes, respectively. After substi-
tuting Eq. (9) into Eq. (7), performing some manipula-
tions, we arrive at the following relation for a−:

a− =
M
N , (10)
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where

M =α1Ep
[

(1−X ′2
b α2α

∗
2 +G2

abα
∗
1(1− iX ′

bα2)α
∗
2)(−1 + X ′2

c α3α
∗
3) +G2

bc{iα∗
2 + α2(−i + 2X ′

bα
∗
2)}

+ {−iα3 + α∗
3(i + 2X ′

cα3)}] ,

N =
[

G2
bc(−iα2 + iα∗

2 + 2X ′
bα2α

∗
2)(iα

∗
3 − iα3 + 2X ′

cα3α
∗
3) +G4

abα1α
∗
1α2α

∗
2(−1 + X 2

c α3α
∗
3)

−(−1 + X 2
b α2α

∗
2)(−1 + X 2

c α3α
∗
3) +G2

ab(−α1α2 − α∗
1α

∗
2 +G2

bcα
∗
3(−α1 + α∗

1)α2α
∗
2

+(X 2
c α1α2α

∗
3 + X 2

c α
∗
1α

∗
2α

∗
3 +G2

bc(1 + 2iXcα
∗
3)(α1 − α∗

1)α2α
∗
2)α3)

]

.

Here, we have

α1 :=1/ (κa + i(∆a − δ)) ,

α2 :=1/ (γb + i(∆′
b − δ)) ,

α3 :=1/ (γc + i(∆′
c − δ)) .

Next, in order to study the characteristics spectra of
the probe field, we deploy the standard input-output re-
lation method [45, 49]. That is, the cavity input field
Ein (t) and the output field Eout(t) are related to each
other via

Eout (t) + Ein (t) = 2κaa(t), (11)

which might be put into the form

Eout (t) + Epe−i∆pt + El = 2κa

(

a−e
−i∆pt + a+e

i∆pt
)

,
(12)

where

Eout (t) = E+
out e

−i∆pt+ E−
out e

i∆pt. (13)

By solving Eqs. (12) and (13), we obtain

E−
out + 1 =

2κaa−
Ep

:= ET. (14)

The above relation can be obtained with the help of the
homodyne technique [45]. Here, ET has real and imagi-
nary parts given by

up =
2κa

(

a− + a∗−
)

Ep
, (15)

and

vp =
2κa

(

a− − a∗−
)

Ep
, (16)

respectively. The real part up defines absorption, while
the imaginary part vp characterizes the dispersion profile
of the probe field. Similarly, we we may write the phase
dispersion of the outgoing probe field as

Φt (∆p) = arg [ET (∆p)] , (17)

which can cause transmission group delay in the vicinity
of a narrow transparency window. In this way, the trans-
mission group delay could be estimated with the help of
the formula

τg =
dΦt (∆p)

d∆p

=
d {arg [ET (∆p)]}

d∆p

. (18)

Depending on the sign of τg one may determine the tem-
poral delay profile genre, with positive and negative signs
corresponding to slow and fast light propagation, respec-
tively.
After presenting the theoretical model of the proposed

cavity megnonic system, including its dynamical equa-
tions of motion, and a linearized reduced version of these
equations (linearized the QLEs), we move next to a pre-
sentation of our key findings corroborated by various dis-
cussions of the system.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we present the main findings obtained
by our model of the proposed cavity magnonic system
composed of a YIG sphere placed inside the microcav-
ity. For performing the numerical calculations, we have
opted for a choice of the relevant empirical parameters
based on recent experimental works [16, 44]. All param-
eters are normalized with respect to ω = 2π× 18.6 MHz.
The remaining parameters are κa = 0.78ω, γb = 0.13ω,
γc = 0.25ω, ∆a = 0.53ω, ∆′

b = −0.07ω, ∆′
c = −0.27ω,

Gab = 2.15ω, Gbc = 0.53ω, Xb = 0.07ω and Xc = 0.16ω.
In what follows, we provide results pertinent to observa-
tion of MIT and the associated dynamics of group delay
obtained by properly adjusting the values of the relevant
experimentally-accessible control parameters.

A. Magnon-induced transparency/Absorption
(MIT/MIA): Effect of coupling strengths

Here, we examine the absorption and dispersive prop-
erties of an outgoing probe field capable of exhibiting
the MIT/MIA phenomenon. The properties of the out-
going probe field are obtained by calculating 15 and 16,
where the real and imaginary components represent the
probe field’s absorption and dispersion, respectively. Fig-
ure (2) displays the absorption up and dispersion vp
profiles of the outgoing probe field displayed as func-
tions of normalized optical detuning ∆p/ω, where the
absorption and dispersion profiles are represented by red-
solid and blue-dashed curves, respectively. These results
have been obtained under different choices of the cavity-
Kittle mode coupling strength Gab and magnon-magnon
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FIG. 2: The absorption up and dispersion vp of the probe field displayed versus normalized optical detuning ∆p/ω: (a)
Gab = Gbc = 0, (b) Gab = 2.1ω, Gbc = 0, (c) Gab = 0, Gbc = 0.5ω and (d) Gab = 2.1ω, Gbc = 0.5ω. The remaining parameters
are the same as in Sec. III.

mode coupling strength Gbc parameters (cross-Kerr co-
efficient). First, we consider the scenario where both
coupling strengths are zero, i.e., Gab = Gbc = 0, as il-
lustrated in Fig. 2(a). In this instance, the probe field
has been totally absorbed while a single MIA peak is ob-
served. Indeed, from a basic physical viewpoint, when
there is no interaction between the cavity mode and any
magnon mode, there is no quantum interference between
the fields and hence the applied probe field is completely
absorbed. In the second scenario, i.e., forGab = 2.1ω and
Gbc = 0, the cavity mode is coupled with only the Kittle
mode while the latter is no longer coupled with the MS
mode. In such case we observe a single-MIT window, see
Fig. 2(b). The MIT window is formed as a result of de-
structive interference between the interacting fields, with
a transparency width that can be enhanced by increasing
the amplitude of Gab. Next, we analyze a different sce-
nario in which the cavity-Kittle modes coupling strength
is set equal to zero (Gab = 0), but while the cross-Kerr
coefficient is maintained at the nonzero value Gbc = 0.5ω.
Again, as in the previous case of Fig. 2(a), we observe a
single MIA peak while the MIT window is found to have
vanished, see Fig. 2(c). This is expected since in the
absence of a cavity field, field interference phenomena
cannot take place and hence MIT windows are not forth-
coming. Furthermore, as shown in Fig. 2(d), for nonzero
values of both coupling strengths, namely Gab = 2.1ω
and Gbc = 0.5ω, we report a double-MIT window and a
sharp MIA peak profile. In other words, the MIT single
window depicted in Fig. 2(b) is split into double-window
profile by exploiting the extra degree of freedom added to
the system. Moreover, the corresponding dispersion pro-
file is illustrated by the blue dashed curves in Fig. 2(a-d).
It illustrates how within a regime dominated by quantum

interference, the coupling strength changes the dispersive
behavior from anomalous to normal. Next, we investigate
how the coupling strength of the cavity-Kittle modes im-
pacts the profile of the MIT windows. Since prior re-
sults showed that the coupling constant Gab induces a
single-MIT window in the absence of a cross-Kerr coeffi-
cient (see Fig. 2(b)), which then splits into a two-window
profile if the cross-Kerr coefficient is also considered, see
Fig. 2(d).

Figure 3 depicts the absorption and dispersion profiles
of the outgoing probe field plotted as a function of op-
tical detuning for various values of cavity-Kittle mode
coupling strength. For Gab = 2.08ω we observe a double-
MIT profile whose two windows are separated by a high
MIA peak realized with δ < ω, see Fig. 3(a). Moreover,
by increasing the magnitude of the cavity-Kittle modes
coupling strength one can further reduce the amplitude
of the middle MIA peak without affecting the magnitudes
of other two MIA symmetric peaks, see the example given
in Fig. 3(b-d). This suggests that increasing the cavity-
Kittle modes interaction strength reduces the magnitude
of the MIA peak, with the ability to reach a threshold
after which any further increase in this control parame-
ter may transform the double-MIT windows into single
window. Since we have previously demonstrated that
in the presence of a cross-Kerr coefficient we a double-
MIT windows profile can be obtained, it therefore follows
that under the condition Gab ≫ Gbc the effect of cross-
Kerr coefficient is suppressed and hence we may obtain
a single-MIT window profile. (Note that the dispersion
profile in the Figure is represented in each panel by a
blue dashed line with a small kink-like peak at δ ≈ 0,
which is not visible due to scaling.)

Furthermore, we analyze the effect of the cross-Kerr co-
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FIG. 3: The absorption up and dispersion vp of the probe field versus normalized optical detuning ∆p/ω: (a) Gab = 2.08ω, (b)
Gab = 2.10ω, (c) Gab = 2.12ω and (d) Gab = 2.14ω. The remaining parameters are as in Fig. 2.

FIG. 4: The absorption up and dispersion vp of the probe field versus normalized optical detuning ∆p/ω: (a) Gbc = 0.45ω, (b)
Gbc = 0.48ω, (c) Gbc = 0.51ω and (d) Gbc = 0.54ω. The remaining parameters are as in Fig. 2.

efficient on the outgoing probe field. Figure 4 displays the
absorption up and dispersion vp spectra of the probe field
computed as a function of the optical detuning parameter
∆p/ω. In this case, we obtained results for various cross-
Kerr coefficient Gbc values under constant cavity-Kittle
mode coupling strength Gab = 2.15ω. Recall that in the
earlier results we have already demonstrated that in the
absence of cross-Kerr coefficient, a single-MIT window
(see Fig. 2(b)) can be observed, which then splits into
double-MIT windows for nonzero value of cross-Kerr co-
efficient, as shown in Fig. 2(d). Here, we provide addi-
tional analysis of the process of the change in the probe

field properties caused by increasing the cross-Kerr co-
efficient value. The results obtained by our model show
that as the value of the cross-Kerr coefficient Gbc is in-
creased, the double-MIT profile windows and the MIA
profile peaks become more visible and sharply distin-
guishable, see Fig. 4. Thus, we highlight the potential
of utilizing proper values for the cross-Kerr coefficients
in order to achieve the double-MIT profile phenomenon
as noted above. In addition, the corresponding results
of the dispersion profile of the outgoing probe field are
shown in each panel of Fig. 4.

To recap the results of this subsection, the absorption
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FIG. 5: The absorption up profile of the probe field versus
normalized optical detuning ∆p/ω for: Xb = 0 (red-solid
curve), Xb = 0.08ω (blue dotted curve), and Xb = 0.16ω
(green dashed curve). The inset shows the more broader view
of the absorption profile of the outgoing probe field. The
additional parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

and dispersion spectra of the probe field were illustrated,
and the single-to-double MIT windows and MIA profile
were found to be realizable by proper tuning of relevant
control parameters, specifically the cavity-Kittle modes
and cross-Kerr coefficients. We observed that for a large
value of the cavity-Kittle modes coupling constant, the
cross-Kerr effects are suppressed, and the double-MIT
window profile is switched to a single-MIT window pro-
file, after which the effect of self-Kerr coefficients on the
MIT windows and MIA peaks were investigated.

B. Magnon-induced transparency/Absorption
(MIT/MIA): Effect of self-Kerr coefficients

In this subsection, we investigate the impact of the
self-Kerr coefficient on the MIT and MIA phenomena.
Figure 5 depicts the absorption profile up of the outgo-
ing probe field plotted as a function of normalized op-
tical detuning ∆p/ω for different values of self-Kerr co-
efficient of Kittle mode Xb = ∆p/ω (red-solid curve),
Xb = 0.08ω (blue-dotted curve) and Xb = 0.16ω (green-
dashed curve), while the self-Kerr coefficient of the MS
mode remains fixed, i.e., Xc = 0.16ω. For Xb = 0, we
observe the profile of double-MIT windows separated by
high MIA peak. The MIA peaks show the asymmetric
behaviour. A further increase in the self-Kerr coefficient
of the Kittle mode can reduce the amplitude of the MIA
peak that separate the double-MIT windows while also
causing an enhancement of the asymmetric behaviour of
the other two MIA peaks. The inset in Figure 5 dis-
plays the enhanced estimation of the MIA profile of the
probe field against the various values of the self-Kerr co-
efficient of the Kittle mode. Therefore, in this case the
self-Kerr coefficient of Kittle mode can only influence the
asymmetric behavior of the MIA profile of the outgoing
probe field with no impact on the amplitude of the MIT

FIG. 6: The absorption up profile of the probe field versus
normalized optical detuning ∆p/ω for: Xc = 0 (red-solid
curve), Xc = 0.14ω (blue dotted curve), and Xc = 0.16ω
(green dashed curve). The inset depicts the broader view of
the absorption profile of the probe field. The remaining pa-
rameters are as in Fig. 2.

windows.

Next, we investigate how changing the self-Kerr coef-
ficient of the MS mode can modify the MIT and MIA
peaks profile. Fig. 6 depicts the absorption profile up of
the outgoing probe field plotted as a function of normal-
ized optical detuning ∆p/ω for different values of the self-
Kerr coefficient of the MS mode. The result are shown
for Xc = 0 (red-solid curve), Xc = 0.14ω (blue-dotted
curve) and Xc = 0.16ω (green-dashed curve), whereas
the self-Kerr coefficient of the Kittle mode is kept fixed
at Xb = 0.07ω. The results illustrate that the absorption
profile of the outgoing probe field displays a wider single-
MIT window in the absence of self-Kerr coefficient of MS
modes, i.e., Xc = 0. However, when by increasing the
value of Xc, each single-MIT profile windows split into
a double window. Further increase in this control pa-
rameter may result in a more enhanced visibility of the
double-MIT windows profile, a behavior illustrated in the
inset of in Fig. 6. Thus, the self-Kerr coefficient of the
MS mode provides a new degree of freedom capable of
splitting single-MIT window profiles into double window
profiles.

To summarize, in this subsection, we examined the im-
pact of the self-Kerr coefficients of both spin modes on
the MIT and MIA spectra, where it was demonstrated
that the self-Kerr coefficient of the Kittle mode is capable
of modifying the asymmetric behavior of the MIA pro-
file, whereas the self-Kerr coefficient of the MS mode is
responsible for splitting the single-MIT into two distinct
windows. Thus, investigating the impact of self-Kerr co-
efficients of the Kittle and MS modes on the MIT win-
dows profile is significant for the correct interpretation
of interference phenomena in cavity magnonics. In the
following subsection, we explore the propagation of the
group delay of the outgoing probe field, which exhibits
slow and fast light phenomena.
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FIG. 7: Group delay τg versus normalized optical detuning
∆p/ω for: (a) Gab = 1.88ω (red-solid curve), Gab = 2.04ω
(blue-dotted curve) and Gab = 2.15ω (green-dashed curve),
and (b) Gbc = 0.43ω (red-solid curve), Gbc = 0.48ω (blue-
dotted curve) and Gbc = 0.53ω (green-dashed curve), where
Gab and Gbc are the coupling constants corresponding to
cavity-Kittle modes and magnon-magnon modes. The re-
gion τg < 0 enclosed by circle signifies the fast light regime,
whereas the two pointed peaks represent the slow light sce-
nario. The remaining parameters are the same as in Fig. 2.

C. Dynamics of slow and fast light

The phenomenon of slow and fast light has been ob-
served in atomic vapors and solid-state materials us-
ing a number of techniques. Controlling the group ve-
locity of light pulses such that to cause very slow or
very fast propagation is one prominent application of
these approaches [50, 51]. For instance, processes of EIT
in atomic vapors or Bose-Einstein condensate were em-
ployed in slow light studies [52, 53]. Hau et al. pre-
sented an experimental demonstration of EIT in an ul-
tracold sodium atom gas, where optical pulses move at
a speed 20 million times slower than the speed of light
in a vacuum. Aside from slow light, fast light was re-
ported in atomic cesium gas and a silicon microphotonic
device [54]. Afterwards, Safavi-Naeini et al. demon-
strated the ability of designed photon-phonon interac-
tions to control the velocity of light while also exhibit-
ing EIT and programmable optical delays in a nanoscale
optomechanical crystal [55]. Therefore, it is of natural
interest to investigate whether there is a viable physi-
cal configuration capable of switching from slow to fast
light or vice versa. In the following, we present a cavity
magnonics system wherein we investigate the propaga-
tion of group delay and address the switching from slow
to fast light within a single configuration.

The results for slow and fast light were obtained by us-
ing the mathematical expression for group delay Eq. 18.
Fig. 7 illustrates the propagation of group delay τg plot-
ted as a function of normalized optical detuning ∆p/ω
for different values of: (a) Gab = {1.88ω, 2.04ω, 2.15ω}
and (b) Gbc = {0.43ω, 0.48ω, 0.53ω}, where Gab and
Gbc denote the cavity-Kittle modes coupling strength
and cross-Kerr coefficient, respectively. Here, we demon-
strated the results of the group delay in the region where
the double-MIT window profiles exist. As can be seen
from Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, both MIT windows dips occur
on the left of the optical detuning, i.e., ∆p/ω < 0, be-
cause we employ off-detuning values of the effective de-
tuning values of Kittle and MS modes, i.e., ∆′

b = −0.07ω,
∆′

c = −0.27ω. Initially, we present the results of the
group delay versus optical detuning for various values of
the cavity-Kittle modes coupling constantGab, see Fig. 7.
The results also show that increasing the cavity-Kittle
modes coupling constant reduces the amplitude of the
dip at ∆p ≈ 2.6ω. Because the group delay value at this
point is negative, this corresponds to fast light. These
findings are in line with the prior results given in Fig. 3,
where the cavity-Kittle modes coupling constant lowered
the MIA profile of the probe field and had an effect on
the amplitude of MIT windows. Physically, the group
delay is negative, indicating slow light during the MIT
windows caused by destructive interference of fields and
vice versa. To further investigate the impact of cross-
Kerr effect on the propagation of group delay, Fig. 7(b)
shows the propagation of group delay vs. optical de-
tuning for different values of cross-Kerr coefficients Gbc.
The results are shown in the range of optical detuning
where the two MIT windows exist, as demonstrated in
Fig. 4. The group delay has two distinct peaks that rep-
resent slow light dynamics, however the dip enclosed by
a dashed circle represents fast light dynamics (because
we noticed in previous results (see Fig. 4) that increasing
the value of cross-Kerr coefficient changes the MIA pro-
file of the probe field), hence illustrating the slow and fast
light effects in the two MIT windows profiles. Therefore,
the proposed scheme suggests a mechanism for switching
from slow to fast light in a single configuration.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We investigated various optomechanical nonlinear ef-
fects involving cross- and self-Kerr interactions in a
cavity magnonic system composed of a microcavity
and a ferromagnetic material (yttrium iron garnet
sphere) that exhibits both Kittle and magnetostatic
modes. Based on our analytical and numerical results,
we observed magnon-induced transparency (MIT) and
magnon-induced absorption (MIA) caused by quantum
interference of optical fields inside a cavity. The im-
pact of coupling parameters such as cavity-Kittle modes
and magnon-magnon modes (cross-Kerr effect) is inves-
tigated. In addition, we explained how to properly ad-
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just these parameters in order to achieve single-to-double
MIT windows. Furthermore, it was established that the
self-Kerr effect of both Kittle and magnetostatic (MS)
modes can alter the MIT and MIA phenomena, with
the self-Kerr effect of Kittle mode causing asymmetric
MIA behavior and the self-Kerr effect of MS mode split-
ting the single-MIT window into two distinct windows.
The propagation of group delay was investigated in the
vicinity of MIT windows. It was observed that increas-
ing the cross-Kerr effect can help maintain slow light for
a longer period of time. Our theoretical model could
provide a new platform for studying nonlinear effects in
cavity magnonics, which have applications in quantum

memory [56], quantum entanglement [19], and quantum
information processing.
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