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Dynamic Exchange Coupling between Magnets Mediated by Attenuating Elastic Waves
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Coupling between spatially separated magnets can be mediated by excitations such as photons and phonons,
which can be characterized as coherent coupling and dissipative coupling with real and imaginary coupling rate.
We theoretically predict the existence of dynamic exchange coupling in a closed magneto-elastic system medi-
ated by attenuating elastic waves and whose coupling rate is complex in general, leading to alternating repulsive
or attractive spectrum depending on thickness of the elastic media. The presence of dynamic exchange coupling
and its competition with coherent coupling are numerically verified according to the generalized Hooke’s law in
magneto-elastic systems. The predicted mechanism provides a new strategy to synchronize precessing magnets
as well as other excitations over long distance and pave the way for non-Hermitian engineering of collective

modes in hybrid magnonics, phononics and photonics.

Introduction. Coupling between distant magnets is one of
the research frontiers in the field of spintronics and magnon-
ics [1], by which the information carried by precessing mag-
netization can be efficiently transferred over long distance [2].
At short range, magnets can be coupled to each other via di-
rect coupling such as exchange interaction, Ruderman-Kittel-
Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY) interaction [3] and indirect coupling
via spin-pumping [4]. At longer range, it’s natural to couple
magnets directly via dipolar interaction and indirect coupling
can be mediated by structured waves such as electromagnetic
waves [5] and elastic waves [6] in the presence of magnon-
photon and magnon-phonon coupling.

There are mainly two types of features indicating coupling
between magnets [7, 8]: (i) avoided level crossings induced
by coherent coupling, where two bare Kittel modes of mag-
nets repel to each other (Fig.1(b)) and (ii) attractive levels in-
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Figure 1. (a) Configuration of a closed tri-layer structure composed
of a non-magnetic (NM) insulator sandwiched by two magnets (M).
Two magnets couple with each other via elastic waves under field de-
tuning AH. (b) In the absence of acoustic attenuation, coupling be-
tween two magnets is mediated by standing elastic wave modes and
repulsive spectrum is demonstrated at resonance as a consequence
of coherent coupling. (c) Under same conditions as in (b) but in the
presence of acoustic attenuation, coupling is mediated by attenuating
elastic waves, resulting in attractive spectrum, produced by dynamic
exchange coupling. Bare Kittel modes (dashed lines in orange and
green) are plotted in (b) and (c) for eye guidance.

duced by dissipative coupling or two-tone driving, where the
levels attract to each other and the dynamics are synchronized
(Fig.1(c)). In the past few years, coherent coupling between
magnets have been widely studied in both magnon-photon [9—
13] and magnon-phonon [14-17] systems, while dissipative
coupling (or two-tone driving) hasn’t been reported in cavity
magnonic systems until 2018 [18-21].

In this Letter, we theoretically predict the existence of dy-
namic exchange coupling in a magneto-elastic system medi-
ated by attenuating elastic waves, similar to the one realized
by non-local pumping of spin currents [4] but from different
physical origin. Different from coherent (dissipative) cou-
pling with real (imaginary) coupling rate [7], a distinct conse-
quence of the dynamic exchange coupling predicted here is al-
ternating spectrum with level repulsion and level attraction de-
pending on the thickness of the elastic media. Consequently,
collective modes of distant magnets can be manipulated in
either synchronized or Rabi-like way [5], since phonon de-
cay length (~mm) is usually much larger than spin-diffusion
length in normal metals (~nm) [2, 22].

Phenomenological model. Consider a closed tri-layer sys-
tem of infinite lateral extent, composed of two magnets with
thickness d and saturated magnetization M, sandwiched by
a non-magnetic insulator with thickness L, as shown in
Fig. 1(a). In the presence of magneto-elastic coupling, the
precessing magnets pump phonons into the nonmagnetic in-
sulator and at the same time, absorb phonons pumped from
the other one. Hence the two magnets communicate with each
other via phonon pumping [23] and the dynamics of unit mag-
netization vector m = M /M; is described by a set of coupled
Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equations [4]

Om, L om;
;rtl = —ym, x Hyy+ (o +a)m, x ;;1 —a"'m; x ;;(l;),

where ¢ = 2,1 for « = 1,2, with gyromagnetic ratio -y, in-
trinsic Gilbert damping coefficient «, effective damping coef-
ficient o/ induced by phonon pumping and effective enhance-
ment coefficient o’ due to absorption of phonons. At this
model-level stage, we focus on the regime of strong dissipa-
tion where the phonons reaching the opposite magnet expe-



rience attenuation, resulting into o’ > «” and the dissipa-
tion is significant enough so that standing wave modes can-
not be established. We consider effective field as H; =
[Hy + (—1)*AH/2]x for perpendicular configuration, con-
tributed by static external field Hy and detuning field AH
with dipolar effects and crystalline anisotropy disregarded for
simplicity.

Decomposing the magnetization into a static part and a dy-
namical part, i.e., m, = m! + dm,e™?, and considering
configuration of perpendicular magnetization m? = m? =
(1,0,0), Eq.(1) can be linearized into frequency domain and
reduced to

—wm!, + [wh + iw (e + o)) mY — i wml =0, (2)

with the definition of right-handed precessing mode m!, =
dmy, + i0my and wy = v(Ho + (—1)*AH/2). Equation (2)
can be treated as the equation of motion of two coupled os-
cillators with state vector |¢)) = (m'_,m’ ) governed by the
Hamiltonian
(—wH wh +iw(a+ o) —ia"w
= < —iaw —w—i—wb—&-iw(a—i-a’)) '
0
3)
The diagonal components of Eq.(3) determine bare frequen-
cies of uncoupled Kittel modes while the non-diagonal com-
ponents, which are complex in general, govern the dynamic
exchange coupling between two magnets. It should be noted
that real-valued coherent coupling is absent here since stand-
ing elastic waves are eliminated due to consideration of strong
dissipation.

Phonon absorption is a reverse process of phonon pump-
ing, and the two process will finally be balanced when the
system reaches equilibrium (o = «’) in the absence of
dissipation. However, in the current case, elastic waves are
attenuated during propagation, leading to decrease of trans-
verse momentum current [23] as well as a phase delay. We
consider the effective enhancement coefficient in the form of
o/ = o’exp[—L/A +i2w L/ ], with decay length of phonons
A and wavelength of elastic waves A = 2mc¢/w where c is
the transverse wave velocity. Hence we can define the non-
diagonal terms in Eq.(3) (for perpendicular configuration) as a
complex-valued coupling rate of dynamic exchange coupling

Ji1y = —iwa” = —iwd'exp[-L/A +i2xL/N].  (4)

Neglecting terms leading to local damping (« and &) in di-
agonal components, the eigenstates of Eq.(3) when w = wg =
w, are simplified to be

AH = :l:2Im(J(J_))/'}/7 (5)

indicating two exceptional points whose distance corresponds
to an effective exchange interaction competing with detuning
field. The eigenfrequencies of Eq.(3) when J is purely imagi-
nary (2L = n\g with n a positive integer and \g = 27¢/wp)
are plotted in Fig. 1(c), demonstrating a typical spectrum of
level attraction. On the other hand, when J is purely real
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(2L = (n + 3)Ao), the levels repel to each other with split-
ting spectral distance 2.J(1)/(27), similar to coherent cou-
pling. The dependence of spectrum on distance L between
two magnets is shown in Fig. 2(a). The magnitude of cou-
pling strength J exponentially decays with L due to attenua-
tion of elastic waves, and at the same time, the spectrum alter-
nates between level repulsion and level attraction with period
of A\g/2, as seen in Fig. 2(b). The effect of impedance mis-
match and thickness of magnetic layer d are disregarded in
this minimal model.
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Figure 2. (a) Distance L dependence of theoretical spectrum solved
from Eq.(3) with damping induced by phonon pumping o =
2.5 x 107" and amplified elastic damping 3 = 653. (b) Zoomed
view of yellow box in (a), indicating that the spectrum shows either
repulsive or attractive features depending on L with period of half
wavelength of elastic waves. Red and blue curves corresponds to the
case of L =0.5mm and L =0.5mm+X\o/4 with Ao = oxm/ fo
and fo =3.0024 GHz, which are compared with spectrum of aver-
age phonon excitation (Ju|) extracted from numerical simulation in
(c) and (d).

Generalized Hooke’s law for numerical simulation. In or-
der to verify the validity of the model, we establish a numeri-
cal approach, which is essentially generalized Hooke’s law in
the presence of magneto-elastic coupling. The energy density
of magneto-elastic coupling for cubic system is given by [24]

Une = b1 Z miesi + by Z mim;eij, (6)
i i

where b; and by are magneto-elastic constants and strain
tensor is defined as €;; = (Ou;/0x; + Ou;/0x;) /2 with
lattice displacement vector u = (uy,uy,u,). Here the
unit magnetization vector is expressed in global coordi-
nate as m = (mg,m,,m,) whose static component
my = (sinfycos ¢y, sin by sin ¢g, cos ) with 6y and @
the polar and azimuthal angle. For arbitrary static con-



figuration, expression in global coordinate can be trans-
formed to local coordinate according to (my,m,,m.)’ =
R (0o, ¢o)(m1, ma, ms3)T with R(6y, ¢o) the rotation matrix
[25], so that the decomposition in local coordinate becomes
m ~ my + dmet = (0,0,1) + (mq,mag,0)e™? and
m1, my < 1 according to linear approximation [26]. Effec-
tive dynamic field induced by magneto-elastic coupling can

be derived as

1 OUne

Oh = = M, 9(m)’

(N
which is also expressed in local coordinate dh = (hy, ha,0)
with vacuum permeability p. Along with applied external
field H = Hy + 0He™! with Hy = (0,0, Hy) and 6H =
(Hy, Hs,0), the linear response of magnetization perturbed
by effective field is given by

where ;; is the Polder susceptibility tensor [27] whose com-
ponents are

wm(wo — wa)

= = 9a

X11 = X22 (Wo — iwa)? — w2’ (9a)
— WM

X12 X21 (Wo — iwa)? — w2’ (9b)

with wg = v(Ho &+ AH/2) and wy = yM;. Equation (8) can
be further rewritten as

Msémi = %”(51’;7 + (S}L'j), (10)

by defining X;; = xi;/(oM2), SH = pioM,6H and 6h =
poMdh, so that SH and 6h are in dimension of effective
stress. Plugging Eq.(10) back to Eq.(6), we obtain an explicit
form of energy density Ume (0o, @0, €:5, IH) including backac-
tion of magnetic excitation by strain as well as applied field.

According to theory of linear elasticity [26, 28, 29], the ef-
fective stress can be obtained according to of° = OlUme/0zi;.
Combining Eq.(6,7,10), neglecting high-order terms such
as €2 and X2, and following the convention of Voigt no-
tation that 0; = (Ogz,Oyy; 02z, 0yz, 0z, 0gy) and &; =
(Ezas Eyy» Ezzs 26y2, 2652, 264y ), ONE can obtain the general-
ized Hooke’s law in the presence of magneto-elastic coupling
(see Supplemental Materials (SM) [30]),

me

e _ Olne
i 851-

=Ce; + oy, (11)

where 7 = 0?Une [ (02;0¢ ;) is a second-rank stiffness ten-
sor contributed by magneto-elastic coupling, and o}l is effec-
tive stress induced by external driving field. There is an extra
term a? not shown in Eq.(11), which leads to magnetostriction
induced by static magnetization mg [31] and is eliminated
since it doesn’t contribute to dynamics in frequency domain.
All terms in Eq.(11) are derived explicitly in Supplemental
Materials [30].

With the generalized Hooke’s law, we are able to simulate
the hybrid magneto-elastic system by solving the equation of
motion for elastic waves in frequency domain

pw?u — ifwu + V- G = 0, (12)

with vector of displacement field u(r, ) = u(r)e’?!, where
p and (3 are mass density and elastic damping coefficient for
specific materials. Components of the total stress tensor o
for magnetic materials are o} = o' + Cfje;, with Cfj the
elasticity tensor. For a cubic system, C$}, = CS, = C% =
2+ A, C?12,21 = Cfl?,,sl = 0513,32 = Xand C} = Cg§ =
C&L = i, with \ and p the Léme constants.

The equation of motion Eq.(12) is numerically solved
by COMSOL Multiphysics [32] based on finite-element
method. We simulate the tri-layer structure in Fig. 1(a)
by considering two typical materials, i.e., yttrium iron gar-
net (YIG) for magnets (M) and gadolinium gallium gar-
net (GGG) for nonmagnets (NM), known for high acous-
tic quality and widely used in experiments [15, 17, 33].
For YIG [34], pm =5170kg/m3, iy =7.64 x 1019 J/m3,
Av =1.16 x 101 J/m3, v =2.21 x 10° Hz/(A/m), M, =
1760 0e, a@ =1.3 x 10~* and thickness for both layers
d =200nm. For GGG [35], pnm = 7070kg/m3, punv =
9 x 1019 J/m3, Ay = 1.11 x 101 J/m3. Magneto-elastic
constants by = 2b; =6.96 x 10°J/m?® for YIG [36].
Phonon relaxation rate in GGG is measured as n(f)/(27) =
(144[kHz] + 5.2 x 10~°[1/GHz] f?) [33], and we consider
identical elastic damping coefficient for both YIG and GGG
as fo = 2npnm for simplicity [15], leading to decay length
in GGG A = penm/Bo ~3mm at f =3 GHz with ey =
\/ ,uNM/pNM =3568 m/s.

In the simulation, both of the two magnets are excited
by a right-handed field in_same phase, leading to an ef-
fective stress H; = —iHy =1 x 10*Pa. Spectrum is
produced by sweeping average phonon excitation (|u|) =
(1/V) [ Vuz? + Juy[> + Ju.[>dV with V the volume of
the whole structure. It’s shown in Fig. 2(c) and (d) that the
simulation results agree well with the theoretical prediction
with the fitting parameter o’ =2.5 x 10~%. A rigorous theo-
retical estimation of o will be discussed later.

Dynamic exchange coupling for in-plane configuration. We
further investigate the in-plane configuration where two mag-
nets are both magnetized and detuned in y-z plane with rela-
tive angle 6, as in Fig. 3(a). Simulation is performed by ap-
plying a right-handed field on one of the magnets, keeping the
other one passively excited via dynamic exchange coupling.
Same as in Fig. 2, two cases are studied for L = 0.5 mm (J is
purely imaginary) and L =0.5mm+\q/4 (J is purely real).
As shown in Fig. 3(b) and (c), it’s numerically confirmed that
the dynamic exchange coupling rate for in-plane configuration
shows a cos # dependence and can be expressed as

Jy = Jymg - mg, (13)

which results into an effective detuning AH = £2Im(.J( )/
(red curve in Fig. 3(b) for positive branch) and splitting lev-
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Figure 3. (a) Schematics for in-plane magnetized configuration with
relative angle 6. Angular dependence of simulated spectrum with
central frequency fo =3.0024 GHz for (b) L =0.5 mm with de-
tuning and (c¢) L = 0.5 mm+\o/4 without detuning. Red and blue
curves are plotted according to theoretical prediction Eq.(4) and
Eq.(13) for o/ =2.5 x 10™*. Amplified elastic damping 3 = 68
is considered.

els f = fo &+ J)/(27) (blue curve in Fig. 3(c) for pos-
itive branch), respectively for two cases. This is expected
since a magnet for in-plane configuration pumps transverse
phonons whose polarization is along the equilibrium magne-
tization, namely u‘ || m§ [23], resulting in a coupling rate
~ u' - mj, corresponding to a factor of cosf. It has been
calculated by Streib et al. [23] that phonon pumping is al-
ways less efficient for the in-plane configuration. Generally
speaking, for arbitrary magnetization configuration, the phe-
nomenological parameter o’ (as well as o) in Eq.(1) is di-
agonal element of a second-rank tensor &' whose trace cor-
responds to total Gilbert damping enhancement by phonon
pumping. For the specific case in this work without crystalline
anisotropy, we have the relation tr(a)) = (1/2)tr(ay )
[37], consistent with the theoretical prediction [23], thus lead-
ing to identical magnitude for dynamic exchange coupling
rate |.J()| = |J(1)| for collinear configurations.

Discussion. All calculations above are assuming amplified
elastic damping coefficient 3 = 6, leading to phonon decay
length A ~ 0.5 mm, comparable to the thickness of GGG, so
that dynamic exchange coupling dominates. In reality, GGG
is an excellent conductor of phononic currents with A ~ 2 mm
(for 8 = By and f =5GHz) [15, 17], much larger than the

thickness adopted in experiments, so that only coherent cou-
pling has been reported in literatures so far. Based on the un-
derstanding above, we predict that it’s possible to observe dy-
namic exchange coupling using existing experimental setups
[15, 17, 38] by simply increasing thickness of GGG spacer.
Figure 4 shows simulation results for perpendicular configu-
ration with L =5 mm and realistic elastic damping 5 = (.
In this case, coherent coupling is no longer negligible, whose
strength is denoted as €2, which determines splitting magni-
tude of repulsive levels and has been calculated analytically
[15, 30, 33, 39]. Theoretical strength of dynamic exchange
coupling can be calculated according to Eq.(4) with o/ de-
rived analytically in [23, 30]. Both coupling strength are ex-
tracted from simulation (red and blue circles) and compared
with theoretical curves in Fig. 4(a). We find that (i) Even for
non-magnetic spacer with high acoustic quality, it’s possible
to observe dominant dynamic exchange coupling, with crite-
ria that Q/(v/2n) < 1 [40], corresponding to weak (coherent)
coupling regime [41], as indicated in Fig. 4(b). Above the
threshold (2.3 GHz in this case), the system moves to strong
coupling regime and coherent coupling dominates. Around
the transition region, both features of level attraction and level
repulsion are present [30]. Therefore, it’s indicated that dy-
namic exchange coupling and coherent coupling are a set of
competing mechanism from same physical origin, i.e., elas-
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Figure 4. (a) Frequency dependence of coherent coupling strength
Q (blue) and magnitude of dynamic exchange coupling strength |.J|
when 2L = n (red). Original elastic damping 5 = 3o of GGG with
thickness L =5 mm is considered. Circles are extracted from simu-
lation and curves are plotted according to theoretical calculation. (b)
Frequency dependence of relative strength between the coherent cou-
pling rate and phonon relaxation rate ©/(/2n), separating the weak
coupling regime (Q/(v/21) < 1) where dynamic exchange coupling
dominates and strong coupling regime (2/(1/21) > 1) where coher-
ent coupling dominates.



tic waves mediation, but approaching from different dissipa-
tion limit. (ii) Simulated strength for both coherent coupling
and dynamic exchange coupling are larger than the theoreti-
cal ones. This is consistent with experimental measurements
[33], because inhomogeneous contributions are disregarded in
theoretical model but preserved in simulation.

It has been revealed that the dynamic exchange coupling
mediated by attenuating elastic waves is closely related to dis-
sipative coupling in cavity magnonic systems [5, 7, 42]. Al-
though dissipation is needed to wipe out coherent coupling,
the dynamic exchange coupling is distinct from dissipative
coupling, and is more conceptually close to two-tone driv-
ing [20], where the phase delay is realized by the propaga-
tion of elastic waves rather than an extra circuit element. On
the other hand, the tri-layer structure in this model can be
treated as a phononic cavity, and the results can be qualita-
tively reproduced by an effective three-oscillator model (two
Kittel modes of magnets mediated by one standing elastic
wave mode with strong dissipation) [43]. However, the three-
oscillator model cannot capture the microscopic mechanism
of the complex-valued coupling rate. Although the phononic
cavity is closed, the attenuation of elastic waves plays as an
open channel which dissipates energy to an auxiliary reser-
voir, putting intrinsic dissipation [44] and open environment
[45] on equal footing to realize level attraction.

Conclusion. We demonstrate an example of realizing dy-
namic exchange coupling mediated by attenuating elastic
waves in a closed phononic cavity, which provides a new
strategy to synchronize dynamics of magnets over long dis-
tance. A phenomenological model is proposed to reveal the
wave nature of the coupling mechanism and is verified by nu-
merical simulations. The proposed mechanism also offers a
new way to engineer complex coupling strength between mag-
nets. Along with chiral coupling between magnons and sur-
face acoustic waves [46—48] and manipulation of local gain
and loss [49], one is armed with a full non-Hermitian tool-
box to study macroscopic spin chain with peculiar dispersions
and Weyl criticality [50], which is promising for straintronic
applications [51]. Although demonstrated in magneto-elastic
system, the concept can be generalized to other coupled sys-
tems such as cavity magnonics [5], optomechanics [52] and
hybrid quantum systems where propagating electromagnetic
waves can be attenuated in materials with dielectric loss, so
that multiple objects such as magnets, resonators and qubits
can be either synchronized or desynchronized with attracted
or repelled energy levels.
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I. GENERALIZED HOOKE’S LAW IN THE PRESENCE OF MAGNETO-ELASTIC COUPLING

The numerical approach applied in the main text is a new method to perform simulation in hybrid magnon-phonon systems,
whose concept is to treat the dynamics and linear response of magnetic system as an effective elastic stiffness tensor. Armed
with this method and with the help of finite-element method, one is able to simulate phononic excitations in the presence of
magnets in arbitrary shapes and positioned in arbitrary configurations.

A. Effective field induced by magneto-elastic coupling

We first define the vector of magnetization as M = Mym, with M the saturated magnetization and the uniform magnetic
order m = (mg,my, m;). In solids, the elastic degree of freedom is captured by the strain tensor, which is defined as ¢;; =

% (g;‘; + g%i) with u = {uy, uy, u,} the lattice displacement away from its equilibrium position. The energy density in the

presence of magneto-elastic coupling for cubic system is given by [1]

Unme = by me% + by Z MM €4
; i (S1)
= blmiam + blmiayy + blmgszz + 2bomamyeny + 2bomam ey, + 2bamym,ey.,

where b; and b, are phenomenological coefficients for specific materials.
The transformation between global coordinate (z, y, 2) to local coordinate (1, 2, 3) is given by [2]

My cos By cos g —sin ¢y sin gy cos ¢y my
my | = | cosfpsingy cos¢g sinbysin¢g mo |, (S82)
m, — sin 0y 0 cos by ms

with 6y and ¢ the polar and azimuthal angle with respect to equilibrium magnetization, which is expressed in spherical coordi-
nate as mg = (sin 0y cos ¢y, sin Oy sin ¢y, cos fp). In local coordinate with m = (m1, ms, m3), the dynamics of magnetization
is affected by the effective field, which is given by

1 OUpe
oM a(dm)7

Sh = (S3)

where dh = (hq, ha, h3) also in local coordinate.
Assuming that the magnetization is perturbed around its equilibrium, the magnetization can be decomposed into two parts
with mg ~ |mgy| = 1 and

) 0 ma )
m~mg+dme“t = 0]+ | ma | et (84)
1 0

Combining Eq.(S1), Eq.(S2) and Eq.(S3) and neglecting high-order terms, we obtain effective field (dynamic part) induced
by magneto-elastic coupling in transverse direction [2]

poMshy = — 2b1£4, sin g cos Oy cos? g + 2b1e .. sin By cos By — 2b1 €4y sin 8y cos Oy sin? ¢

— 4bae sy sin by cos Oy sin ¢g cos gy — 2bae . cos 20 cos ¢ — 2bae,,, cos 20 sin ¢, (S5a)
poMsho = — bieyy sin 0 sin 2¢g + bi€,4 sin g sin 2¢g

— 2boe 4y sin b cos 2¢g + 2bae s, cos O sin ¢g — 2baey,, cos by cos ¢o. (S5b)

There is no dynamics in longitudinal direction since h3 = 0 under linear approximation.

B. Linear response of magnetization under elastic perturbation

In this part, we will derive the response of magnet under the perturbation of lattice deformation due to magneto-elastic
coupling, which is characterized by the Polder susceptibility tensor.



Start from the time-dependent Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation without torque terms

oM oM
= M X Hep + M x

ot M (56)

where 7 is gyromagnetic ratio and « is Gilbert damping coefficient. We consider the simplest case where only external field
presents with H.y = H. Assuming that the magnetic moment m is perturbed around its equilibrium magnetization M with
certain angular frequency w, it can be decomposed as M = Mymg + Mdme™?, with ém = (my, ms,0) and my = (0,0, 1)
in local coordinate. The effective field can be decomposed in the same way as H = Hg + dHe™?, with Hy = (0,0, Hy)
and 6H = (Hy, H»,0). Plugging back to Eq.(S6) and eliminating static components and common factor ¢**, we obtain the
linearized LLG equation

iwom = —yMy x 0H — védm x Hy 4 iwamg X dm, (S7)
which can be rearranged as
(gl) _ % (wo 7.2'(,;}0[ iw' > <m1> 7 (SS)
2 WM —w Wy — W mo

with the definition wg = vHy and wy = vM;. Eq.(S8) can be further rearranged in the form
Mom = xdH, (S9)
with x the Polder susceptibility tensor [3] whose components are

wm(wp — iwa)

(S10a)

X11=X22=( 3

wo — wa)? —w

—eem (S10b)

X12 = —X21 = ( 3+

wo — wa)? —w

With the susceptibility tensor Eq.(S10), we are able to describe the response of magnetization under external perturbation.
However, the perturbation is not restricted to external microwave fields, which can be induced by strain in the form of effective
field as we have already derived in Eq.(S3). Hence we can rewrite Eq.(S9) as

mi\ _ 1 (xi xi2\ (Hi+M
mo M, \x21 X22/) \Hz+ h2
_ gn gm Iil +E1

X21 X22) \Hg + ha

where H ; are external (dynamical) fields and hq o are effective fields (Eq.(S3)) induced by strain in the presence of magneto-

(S11)

elastic coupling. In the second line, we perform the transformation that Y = x/(uoM2), SH = 1o M6H and 6h = 10 Mdh,
so that §H and 6h are effective stress, and  is the susceptibility tensor relating effective stress and dimensionless magnetization
excitation. Plugging Eq.(S11) back to Eq.(S1), we obtain an explicit form of energy density in terms of static magnetization
o, ¢o and strain €;;, which includes the backaction of magnetization excitation in the presence of dynamic strain. Since the
strain g, is spatially dependent, the magnetization excitation is inhomogeneous even though the static magnetization is uniform,
leading to larger strength for coherent coupling and dynamic exchange coupling when compared to simplified theoretical model.



C. Effective stiffness tensor in the presence of magneto-elastic coupling

According to theory of elasticity [2, 4], the magneto-elastic energy density can be expressed with Einstein summation con-
vention as

1
Une = 5 OBz, (S12)

with 775, the fourth-rank stiffness tensor (or elasticity tensor) contributed from magneto-elastic coupling. We can further obtain
the corresponding stress tensor

e _ Olhme _
K 86”

= (! ﬁclekl, (313)

which is essentially the generalized Hooke’s law. Due to their inherent symmetries, the number of degrees of freedom can be

further reduced, so that , — G and 07, 7% — 03, 7. Here we follow the convention of Voigt notation by defining

’L]k 7] ’ 7]

01 Ozx €1 Exx
g9 Oyy 1S} Eyy
o3 Ozz €3 €2z
g; = o , &= = 2 . (S 14)
4 Oyz €4 Eyz
05 Oxz €5 25xz
(X Ozy £6 2513,/

Now we move on to calculate all six components of the stress vector o["® according to 0" = OlUpe/Oe; with combination
of effective fields induced by magneto-elastic coupling Eq.(S3) and magnetization response under the effective fields as well
external fields Eq.(S11). By neglecting high-order terms such as ~ £2 and ~ X2, we obtain

UJC"L‘
[bl sin” 8 cos” ¢ + 2by H, sin 6y ()?12 c0s B cos” o — Xa2 Sin ¢o COS qﬁo) + 2b1 H sin 6y cos @0 (X11 cos bp cos ¢o — X21 sin ¢0)]

+ €20 [—2b% sin 6o (ng sin O sin (2¢0) — 2X12 sin(26p) sin ¢o cos® @0 — 2X21 sin(26p) sin ¢ cos® o + 4X11 sin O cos? 0o cos? ¢0)]

—|— Eyy [— *bl sm 00 4)’222 Sil’l 90 sin2 (2¢)0) —|— %12 sin(290) sin(4¢0) —+ )’221 Sil’l(an) sin(4q§0) —+ 4%11 sin 90 COS2 90 sin2 (2(]50)):|

+ ez [— 4b7 sin® 0 cos 0o cos ¢o ((X12 + Xo1) sin ¢o — 2X11 cos b cos ol

+ &y [bl sin 0y ( 2b2X12 (sin2 o sin ¢ sin(2¢o) + cos” bo (cos ¢po + Cos(3¢o))) — 8baX11 cos g cos(26p) sin ¢o cos> ¢y
+8baX22 cos 0o sin ¢o cos® do + baXa1 (4 cos(260) sin® ¢o cos o — 4 cos? 0 cos® ®0))]

4+ ean [b1 sin 09 (—8b2>~(11 cos 0 cos(260o) cos® do + 2b2x12(3 cos(2600) + 1) sin ¢o cos? o + 2b2x21(3 cos(2600) + 1) sin ¢o cos’ do
—8b2X22 cos 0o sin® ¢o cos ¢o) |

+ €ay [b1 sin o (2b2X22 sin fo sin(4¢o) + 2b2X12 sin(260) (1 — 2 cos(2¢0)) cos® ¢ + 2baX21 sin(200) (1 — 2 cos(2¢0)) cos” po

—16b2X11 sin Op cos? 0o sin ¢o cos® ¢0)] ,
(S15)



me
Oyy

[b1 sin2 6o sin2 ¢o + by ﬁl sin Og (2%11 cos o SiIl2 b0 + %21 Sin(2¢o)) + blﬁz sin Og (2%12 cos By sin2 ¢0 =+ %22 Sin(2¢o)):|
+ €xx [ —bisin 90 4)~<22 sin B sin® (2¢0) + X12 sin(26p) sin(4¢o) + X21 sin(26o) sin(4eo) + 4x11 sin bo cos? O sin? (2¢0))]

+eyy [— 2b7 sin 6o (X22 sin 0o sin®(2¢0) + 4¥11 sin 0o cos” fo sin’ o + 2X12 sin(26o) sin® o cos go + 2X21 sin(260) sin’ po cos $0)]
+Ezz [2b1 sin 0 sin(260) sin ¢o (2X11 cos O sin o + (X12 + X21) cos ¢o)]
+ ey [bl sin 6y ( 8b2X 22 cos by sin ¢ cos ¢0 — 8bz2X11 cos O cos(26p) sin (;30 — 2baX12(3cos(26p) + 1) sin Po oS po
—2baX21(3 cos(260) + 1) sin® ¢p cos $0)]
+ €42 [b1sin g (b2X21 (4 cos® o sin® o — 4 cos(2600) sin o cos® o) + baX12 (4sin® O sin ¢ cos” go + 2 cos” 0o (sin o — sin(3¢)))
—8baX11 cos B cos(26p) sin? ¢o cos o + 8ba X2z cos bp sin” ¢o cos (;50)]
+ €xy [bl sin Op (—2b2§22 sin 6 sin(4¢o) — 16b2X11 sin Oy cos? 0 sin® o cos po — 2ba2 12 sin(26p) sin? @o(2 cos(2¢9) + 1)

—2ba Y21 8in(260) sin® ¢o (2 cos(2¢0) + 1))] ,
(S16)

me __
Ozz =

[bl COS2 90 — 2()1]?[15('11 sin (90 COS 00 — 2b1 ﬁ2y12 sin 90 COS 90]

+ Eaz [2()1 sin” 6 cos Ao (4X11 cos b cos® ¢o — (Y12 + Xo1) si in(2¢0))]

+ Eyy [21)1 sin? 0y cos Oy (4X11 cos o sin® ¢o + (X12 + Xo1) si n(2¢0))]

+ ez [—

+ €y [b1 cos Oy (8b2X11 sin Oy cos(260) sin ¢o + 4baX12 sin O cos g cos po + 4ba Y21 sin g cos Oy cos ¢ )]
+ €42 [b1 cos B (8b2X11 sin g cos(260) cos g — 4ba )12 sin g cos Og sin ¢o — 4baX21 sin g cos b sin ¢o)]
+ €ay [b1 cosbo (8baX11 sin? 0 cos 0 sin(2¢0 ) + 4baX12 sin® O cos(2¢0) + 4ba 21 sin® Oy cos(2¢0))]

8b1X11 sin 00 cos 00}

(S17)

me __
Oyz =

[bQ sin 0o cos O sin o + ba Hy (Y21 cos B cos ¢o + X11 cos(200) sin ¢o) + ba Ha (Xa2 cos By cos o + X12 cos(260) sin gbo)]

+ Eax [bl b (%11 sin(46y) sin ¢o (f cos? ¢0) — sin 6y (ilz (sin2 0o sin ¢o sin(2¢0) + cos? 6 (cos ¢po + cos(3¢o)))
—4%22 cos 0o sin ¢o cos” o + Y21 (2 cos® B cos® do — 2 cos(260) sin® ¢o cos ¢o))) ]
+ €4y [—b1bz sin ¢o (X11 sin(46o) sin? ¢o + sin 6 cos ¢ (4X22 cos B cos o + X12(3 cos(260) + 1) sin do + X21(3 cos(260) + 1) sin ¢)) |
+ €22 [blb (Xu sin(46o) sin ¢o + 2 (Y12 + X21) sin 6o cos? 0y cos gbo)]
+ &yz [b2 (—4baXa22 cos® B cos® ¢o — 4baX11 cos® (260) sin® Go — 4baXa1 cos By cos(26o) sin ¢ cos go — 2b2X12 cos B cos(200) sin(2¢o) )]
+ a2 [b2 (—2b2X12 cos(260) cos o cos(2¢0) + baXa1(— cos b — cos(360)) cos(2¢0) + 4baX22 cos? 6 sin ¢o cos ¢o
—2baX11 cos”(260) sm(2¢o))]
+ Eay [bg (2b2§212 sin g sin ¢g (sin2 0o cos(2¢0) — cos> 00(2cos(2¢0) + 1)) — 2ba Y21 sin g sin ¢o (2 cos? p cos? ¢o + cos(260) cos(2qz$0))

—2baX11 8in(460) sin® ¢o cos ¢o — 2b2 22 sin(260) cos do cos(2¢0))]
(S18)



me

sz -
[bg sin Op cos By cos ¢o + bgfll (X11 cos(260) cos g — X21 cos o sin ¢o) + bgﬁg (X12 cos(200) cos ¢po — X22 cos O sin qﬁo)]

+ xx [b1b2 cos go (sin O sin ¢o (Y12(3 cos(260) + 1) cos ¢o + X21(3 cos(260) + 1) cos do — 4X22 cos o sin ¢o) — X11 sin(46y) cos> 60)]
+ &4y [brba (Y22 8in(260) sin(2¢0) sin ¢o + 2X21 sin o sin ¢o (cos? 0o sin® ¢o — cos(2600) cos® o) + Y12 sin Oo (cos” o (sin go — sin(3¢o))
+ sin® 0 sin(2¢0 ) cos $0) + X11sin(460) sin? ¢ (— cos ®0))]
+ 2 [biba (Y11 5in(460) cos ¢o — 2 (Y12 + X21) sin 0o cos” 0 sin ¢o) |
+ £y2 [b2 (—2b2X12 cos(260) cos O cos(2¢0) + baXa21(— cos fo — cos(360)) cos(2¢0) + 4baXa2 cos” O sin ¢o cos do
—2baX11 0052(200) sin(2¢0))]
+ €22 [ba (—4baX11 cos®(260) cos” o — 4ba X2 cos” By sin® ¢o + baX12(cos B + cos(360)) sin(20) + baX21(cos By + cos(360)) sin(2¢0))]
+ ey [bg (2b2>€12 sin 6 cos ¢g (cos2 Bo(1 — 2cos(2¢0)) + sin? 6 cos(2¢o)) — 2baX21 sin Oy cos ¢o (005(290) cos(2¢o) — 2 cos? 0 sin? ¢0)

—2baX11 8in(460) sin ¢ cos” ¢o + 2b2 Y22 sin(2600) sin ¢o cos(2¢0))]
(S19)

me

Ogy =

[bg sin? 0 sin o cos ¢o + bzﬁl sin 6g (X11 cos O sin(2¢0) + X21 cos(2¢0)) + bzﬁg sin fg (X12 cos O sin(2¢0) + X22 cos(2¢0))]

+ Ezz [72b1b2 sin” 0 cos do (ilg cos 0 cos(3¢0) + X21 cos Oy cos(3¢o) + 4X11 cos? 0o sin do cos? b0 + X22(sin ¢o — sin(3¢g)))]

+ £yy [—b1b2 sin b (Y22 sin 0o sin(4¢o) + 811 sin o cos® o sin® ¢ cos go + Y12 sin(260) sin? o (2 cos(2¢0) + 1)
+Xa21 5in(2600) sin® ¢o (2 cos(2¢0) + 1))]

+ €22 [brba sin By (811 sin b cos® o sin o cos do + (Y12 + Y1) sin(260) cos(2¢0))]

+ €y [bg sin 6o (—462%22 cos 0 cos ¢o cos(2¢0) — 2baX12 sin ¢o (cos2 00(2cos(2¢0) + 1) — sin? 0o cos(?gf)o))
—2baX21 sin ¢ (2 cos? 0o cos® ¢ + cos(20) cos(2¢0)) — 8baX11 cos B cos(26o) sin? ¢ cos ®0)]

+ €02 [b2 sin 6o (2b2X12 cos ¢o (cos” O (1 — 2 cos(2¢0)) + sin® Oy cos(2¢0)) — 2b2X21 cos do (cos(2600) cos(2¢0) — 2 cos” fo sin® ¢o )
—8bax11 cos Oy cos(26p) sin ¢ cos> @0 + 4ba Y22 cos g sin ¢o cos(2¢0))]

=+ Exy [bz sin 90 (—b2)~(12 sin(290) Sin(4¢0) — b2)~(21 sin(290) Sin(4¢0) — 4b2)~(11 sin 90 COS2 90 sin2 (Q(Z)o) — 4625522 sin (90 COS2 (2(}50))} .
(S20)

The reduced Hooke’s law Eq.(S13) says
o = O, (s21)

and we can obtain the all 36 components of the second-rank stiffness tensor C7° induced by magneto-elastic coupling by
combining Eq.(S15) to Eq.(520):



O = — 2b7 sin 6o (X22 sin 6 sin®(2¢0) — 2X12 sin(260) sin ¢ cos® ¢

—2X21 sin(26o) sin ¢o cos® do + 4X11 sin by cos? O cos? (;30) , (S22-1)
me 1 . ~ . . ~ . . ~ . . ~ . .
Cls =— ib% sin G (—4)(22 sin 0 sm2(2¢>o) + X128in(20o) sin(4¢o) + X21 sin(260o) sin(4¢o) + 411 sin bo cos? 6y 51n2(2¢0)) ,
(822-2)
Cls = — 4b7 sin® 0 cos B cos ¢o ((X12 + Xa1) sin ¢o — 2X11 cos b cos ¢o) (S22-3)
Cls = %bl sin 0 (—2b2X12 (sin2 6o sin ¢ sin(2¢0) + cos Bg(cos ¢o + cos(3¢0))) — 8b2x11 cos b cos(26p) sin ¢o cos® ¢y
+8b3 Y22 cos B sin ¢o cos® o + baXo1 (4 cos(260) sin? ¢o cos o — 4 cos” g cos” ®0)) (S22-4)

Cls = %bl sin 6o (—8b2)211 cos 6 cos(26p) cos” ¢o + 2baX12(3 cos(2600) + 1) sin ¢ cos® ¢o + 2baXa1 (3cos(260) + 1) sin ¢ cos” ¢
—8ba Y22 cos O sin® ¢ cos ) (S22-5)

Cre = %bl sin 0o (2b2z22 sin 0o sin(4éo) + 2b2x12 5in(2600) (1 — 2 cos(2¢0)) cos” ¢o + 2b2¥21 5in(2600) (1 — 2 cos(2¢0)) cos” o

—16b2¥11 sin 0 cos” 0o sin ¢o cos® ¢o) | (522-6)
1 ~ . . ~ . . ~ . . ~ . .
Cénf = — Qb% sin 00 (—4X22 Sin 90 51112(2(;50) + X12 sm(200) sm(4¢0) + X21 3111(200) Sln(4¢o) + 4X11 Sin 90 COS2 00 Sll’l2(2¢0)) y
(S22-7)
O3 = — 2b2sin by (izg sin 6o sin2(2¢o) + 4X11 sin 6y cos? B sin ¢ + 2X12 sin(26o) sin® ¢ cos ¢ho + 2X21 sin(26o) sin® ¢ cos ¢0) ,
(S22-8)
C5s = 2b7 sin by sin(26o) sin ¢o (2X11 cos bp sin go + (X12 + X21) €os ¢o) , (522-9)
1 ~ . ~ . ~ .
Co = Ebl sin fg (—8b2x22 cos o sin ¢g cos? o — 8baX11 cos b cos(26,) sin® do — 2b2x12(3 cos(260p) + 1) sin? Po oS ¢o
—2baX21 (3 cos(260) + 1) sin” ¢ cos ®0) (S22-10)

Chs = %bl sin 0o (b2X21 (4 cos® Oo sin® o — 4 cos(200) sin ¢o cos” ¢o) + b2X12 (4sin” O sin o cos® o + 2 cos® o (sin go — sin(3¢0)))
—8b2X11 cos O cos(200) sin® ¢o cos o + 8baXa2 cos O sin” ¢o cos qbo) , (S22-11)

Céng = %bl sin 90 (—21)2%22 sin 00 Sin(4¢o) — 161)2%11 sin 90 COS2 90 sin3 (;50 COS ¢0 — 2b2%12 sin(290) SiIl2 gbo (2 COS(2¢)0) + 1)

—2b2X21 sin(26) sin” ¢ (2 cos(2¢0) + 1)) , (S22-12)
C3¥ = 2b7 sin® 0 cos o (4X11 cos 0o cos® do — (X12 + X21) sin(2¢0)) (522-13)
C55 = 2bj sin® 0 cos Oy (4%11 cos fo sin® Go + (Y12 + X21) sin(260)) , (522-14)
O35 = — 8bTx11 sin® O cos® b, (S22-15)
angf = %bl cos by (8b2%11 sin Og COS(290) sin (150 + 4b2%12 sin Og cos Og cos (bo —+ 4b2)z21 sin @ cos Og cos ¢0) s (S22-16)
Css = %bl cos 6o (8b2X11 sin Oy cos(26p) cos o — 4baX12 sin bp cos O sin po — 4b2X21 sin O cos O sin ¢o) , (S22-17)
Csg = %bl cos 6o (8b2X11 sin® B cos B sin(2¢0) + 4baX 12 sin” O cos(2¢0) + 4baXa1 sin” Oy cos(2¢0)) , (S22-18)
CiY = biba (Y11 sin(460) sin ¢o (— cos” o) — sin 6o (X12 (sin® 0o sin ¢o sin(2¢0) + cos? Oo(cos do + cos(3¢o)))
—4Xa22 cos 0g sin ¢o cos” do + Y21 (2 cos” O cos® o — 2 cos(260) sin® B cos ¢o))) (S22-19)
Ci5 = — bibasin ¢o (X11 sin(46o) sin” ¢o + sin 0o cos o (4X22 cos o cos ¢o + X12(3 cos(200) + 1) sin o + X21(3 cos(260) + 1) sin o)) ,
(S522-20)
CZ‘; =b1bs (%11 sin(490) sin ¢o + 2 (%12 + 5('21) sin 6y cos? 0o cos (}30) s (S22-21)
Cly = %bg (—4baX22 cos® B cos® o — 4baX11 cos® (200) sin® o — 4ba Y21 cos B cos(26p) sin ¢o cos po — 2baX12 cos B cos(260) sin(2¢0)) ,
(S22-22)
Cps = %bg (—2b2X12 cos(260) cos bo cos(2¢0) + baX21(— cosbo — cos(3600)) cos(2¢0) + 4baX22 cos? B sin ¢ cos ¢o
—2b3X11 cos” (20o) sin(2¢0)) (822-23)

6 = %bg (2b2X12 sin 0o sin ¢o (sin Oo cos(2¢0) — cos” 0o (2 cos(2¢0) + 1)) — 2b2Xz21 sin O sin ¢o (2 cos® O cos” go + cos(260) cos(2¢0))



—2bax11 sin(460) sin? o cos po — 2ba )22 sin(26p) cos do cos(2qz$0)) , (S22-24)
C37 = b1ba cos ¢ (sin 0o sin ¢o (X12(3 cos(260) + 1) cos ¢ + X21(3 cos(200) + 1) cos o — 4 )22 cos bp sin ¢o) — X11 sin(46o) cos? gzﬁo) ,
(522-25)
Cgs = b1bs (%22 sin(26q) sin(2¢o ) sin ¢ + 2X21 sin O sin ¢ (0052 0o sin? ¢po — cos(26o) cos> QSO) + X128in 6y (0082 0o (sin ¢ — sin(3¢o))
+sin? 6o sin(2¢o) cos gbo) —+ X11 sin(46o) sin? ¢o(— cos ¢0)) , (S22-26)
Ts = b1by ()~<11 sin(46p) cos ¢o — 2 (X12 + X21) sin b cos? B sin ¢0) , (S22-27)

Cay = %bg (—2b2)212 cos(26p) cos Oy cos(2¢0) + baX21(— cos By — cos(36p)) cos(2¢0) + 4ba Y22 cos? O sin @0 cos Po
—2b3X11 cos” (20o) sin(2¢0)) (S22-28)

e = %bg (—4b2>211 cos2(200) cos? Po — 4baXa2 cos? B sin> @0 + bax12(cos By + cos(360)) sin(2¢0) + baX21(cos by + cos(360)) sin(2¢o)) ,
(522-29)

o = %bg (2b2)212 sin g cos ¢o (0052 6o(1 — 2cos(2¢0)) + sin? 6, cos(2¢o)) — 2boX21 sin Oy cos ¢o (cos(290) cos(2¢0) — 2 cos? 0 sin’ ¢0)

—2boX11 sin(46p) sin ¢ cos® do + 2ba a2 sin(260p) sin ¢o cos(2¢0)) , (S22-30)
Cgt = — 2b1bsy sin? 0 cos do (%12 cos 0 cos(3¢0) + X21 cos Oy cos(3¢o) + 4X11 cos? O sin do cos? b0 + X22(sin ¢o — sin(3¢o))) ,
(S22-31)
Cg5 = — bibasin O (X22 sin 0o sin(4¢o) + 811 sin 6o cos” o sin® o cos o + X12 sin(2600) sin® o (2 cos(2¢0) + 1)
+Xa1 5in(200) sin® ¢o (2 cos(260) + 1)) , (522-32)
Ces = biby siny (8X11 sin g cos? B sin ¢ cos ¢o + (X12 + Xa1) sin(200) cos(2¢0)) , (S22-33)

Cegs = %b2 (72b25212 cos(260) cos b cos(2¢0) + bax21(— cos By — cos(36p)) cos(2¢0) + 4baX22 cos? B sin b0 €cos Po
—2baX11 cos®(200) sin(2¢0)) (S22-34)

Cgs = %b2 sin 6o (2b2§(“12 cos ¢o (0052 0o(1 — 2cos(2¢0)) + sin? 6, cos(2qz$0)) — 2b2Y21 COS Po (cos(290) cos(2¢0) — 2 cos? 6 sin? ¢0)

—8b2x11 cos Oy cos(26p) sin o cos? b0 + 4ba 22 cos O sin o cos(2gz$o)) , (S22-35)

ng = %bz sin 00 (—bgi(vm sin(290) sin(4qz50) — bgi(vgl Sin(290) sin(4¢0) — 4b25('11 sin 00 COS2 90 Sin2(2¢)o) — 4b25€22 sin 90 COSZ(Q(bo)) .
(S22-36)
Due to symmetry, the stiffness tensor C;‘}e should be symmetric [5, 6] since C’;‘;e = %‘:‘;e = 59;%{";3 , and g;iz’g‘;j = g;%"gi.

However, the effective tensor Cf;e derived above Eq.(S22) is asymmetric, e.g., for certain components i # j, CZ‘.‘J‘»"’ #* C}‘;e. The
reason is that we have kept only first-order terms during the derivation.

The effective stiffness tensor Eq.(S22) can be seemed as a correction induced by magneto-elastic coupling. In order to have
a complete description on the elastic property of the magnetic material, we need to combine the original elastic stiffness tensor
arising from elastic energy. The total effective stiffness tensor is expressed as

MAEX A A 000 me cme cme Cme Cme Cme
N R AN e e e e e e
XA utra000]|, |cmoom oom ocmoome e
tot _ el me _ H 31 Y32 L33 g U5 L
Co=CTCT= 0 00 0 poo|T|om cmoom omoome cne| 62
0 0 0 o0po| |cm cm cm cm cme cme
0 0 0 00 o1 gz Cgs Cgi Cgs Ceo

with A and p the Lame constants for the magnetic material. For non-magnetic materials, only the elastic stiffness tensor C’fjl is
considered.

From Eq.(S15) to Eq.(S20), there are stress terms which have no dependence on strain €;; and cannot be included into the
effective stiffness tensor Eq.(S22). These extra stress terms are from different physical origin. One set is constant stress,

00 = by sin? 6 cos? ¢y, (S24-1)
o0, = by sin® Oy sin® ¢o, (S24-2)
02 = by cos? O, (S24-3)
agz = by sin 6y cos O sin ¢, (S24-4)



a9 by sin 0 cos Oy cos ¢g, (824-5)

xTrz
02, = bz sin® 0y sin ¢y cos ¢y, (S24-6)
which can be interpreted as magnetostriction, i.e., static lattice deformation in the presence of static magnetization, consistent
with [7]. Static magnetostriction is disregarded in numerical simulation since it doesn’t contribute to dynamics in frequency
domain. In reality, static deformation induced by magnetostriction may affect local crystalline anisotropy of the magnetic
orders, which can be included as effective fields and doesn’t affect the conclusion of this work.
Another set of effective stress arises from direct excitation by external fields,

ol = 2b, Ho sin 0o (212 cos 0y cos? g — Yoo sin ¢g cos ¢0) + 2by H, sin 0o cos ¢g (X11 cos g cos g — Xa1 singg), (S25-1)
U;Iy = blﬁl sin 9() (2%11 COS 9() sin2 ¢() + 5221 sin(2¢50)) + blﬁg sin 9() (2%12 COS 90 Sil’l2 ¢0 + 5222 sin(2¢50)) s (525-2)
O'?Z = — 2b1 ﬁl%ll sin 90 COS 9() — 2b1.ﬁ25€12 sin 0(] COS 9()7 (525-3)
O’SZ = bgﬁl (%21 cos by cos (250 + )711 COS(QHO) sin ¢0) + bgﬁg (%22 cos g cos ¢ + %12 COS(290) sin ¢0) R (S25-4)
O';.IZ = bgﬁl (in COS(290) COS gbo — %21 COS 90 sin ¢0) —+ bgﬁg (%12 COS(290) COS gbo — %22 COS 90 sin ¢0) y (525-5)
O’;Iy = by Hy sin 0 (X11 cos 0 sin(2¢0) 4 Xa1 cos(260)) + ba Hy sin By (Y12 cos 0o sin(26¢0) + X2 cos(2¢0)) , (525-6)

which depends on magnitude and chirality of external field (dynamical component) H 1 and H 2, which are complex in general.
Combining and Eq.(S25) and Eq.(S15-S20), we obtain Eq.(11) in the main text, which is generalized Hooke’s law in the presence
of magneto-elastic coupling as well as external microwave driving and the total stress is

ol = ijl + Ci¥ej + ofl, (for magnets) (526-1)
ot = C’fjl.sj. (for non-magnets) (526-2)

3

The stress terms in Eq.(S26) (in Voigt notation) can be transformed into matrix notation

01 0Og O5 Ogzx Ozy Ozxz
o= |06 02 04| = | Ouy Oyy Oy= |, (827)
05 04 O3 Oxz Oyz Ozz

and plugged into the equation of motion for elastic waves (Eq.(12) in the main text), which is solved numerically. It should
be noticed that the generalized Hooke’s law derived above is essentially a correction of the elastic stiffness tensor in frequency
domain, which characterizes leading-order dynamic response to external perturbation and is different from the complete stiffness
tensor obtained from linear magneto-elastic approximations reported in earlier literature [5].

II. THEORETICAL STRENGTH OF COHERENT COUPLING AND DYNAMIC EXCHANGE COUPLING

Theoretical strength of coherent coupling and dynamic exchange coupling have been plotted in Fig.4 in the main text and are
compared with numerical simulation.

Strength of coherent coupling between magnons and phonons is calculated according to overlap integral between the standing
elastic waves and the Kittle mode confined in the magnetic layer [8—10]. Hence the coherent coupling between two magnets
mediated by standing elastic waves at resonance can be expressed as

/ 2y wd
Q=+VNbyy| ————(1— — S28
2 wpomMLd ( €08 CM> ’ (528)

with N = 2 for two identical magnets, where only homogeneous Kittel mode is considered. By considering contribution from
high-order inhomogeneous spin-wave modes, the coupling strength will get closer with the one extracted from simulation as
well as measured in experiment [10].

Strength of dynamic exchange coupling is defined as Eq.(4) in the main text, where the effective Gilbert damping coefficient
o’ is induced by phonon pumping and has been analytically derived in [11]. For a magnet with magnetization along X attached
on an infinite phonon sink, there is an effective field

b
Hme = 2

=T Re(v)%, (S29)
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and an effective Gilbert damping

__ b
Ome = opod Im(v), (S30)

with the dimensionless quantity

by 2 [cos (kmd) — 1] — ip;”M"iz;M sin (kmd) 3D
v wdpyiem  sin (kud) + M2 cos (kud) '

The effective field Eq.(S29) induces a frequency shift yHe/(27) ~1MHz on the Kittel mode and such frequency shift
is observed in the simulation. The effective Gilbert damping is exactly what we define in the main text o' = e, Whose
theoretical values are smaller than the simulated ones as shown in Fig.4(a) in the main text. There are two possible reasons: (i)
The theoretical value is calculated with the assumption of an infinite phonon sink. However, the structure considered in this work
is finite and reflection is inevitable even though large acoustic dissipation is assumed. (ii) The phonon absorption process is not
purely reverse of phonon pumping so that o’ is in general smaller than the theoretical evaluation, leading to overestimation of .
(iii) Similar to the coherent coupling, contribution from inhomogeneous spin-wave excitations is not included in the theoretical
model while preserved in the numerical simulation.

Theoretical strength of both type of coupling are plotted in a wider frequency range in Fig. S1, with consideration of original
elastic damping 8 = [y = 2nppnm. Three specific cases are demonstrated: (i) Thickness L = 0.5 mm, which is a typical
thickness performed in experiments [8, 12], (ii) Thickness L = 5 mm, the same as the one in Fig.(4) in the main text but with a
wider frequency range, and (iii) Thickness L = 10 mm, much larger than the phonon decay length A ~2 mm.

For case (i), strong coupling regime (white) covers a typical range of microwave measurement in laboratory, so that coherent
coupling dominates and that’s the reason why level attraction induced by dynamic exchange coupling has not been reported yet.
For case (ii), strong coupling regime shrinks with increasing thickness. It’s possible to observe level attraction in weak coupling
regime, but the dynamic exchange coupling drops to almost zero at high frequencies, so only data in low-frequency regime are
shown in Fig.(4) of the main text. For case (iii), the thickness is much larger than the phonon decay length, hence the elastic
waves attenuates severely before reaching to another magnet, leading to almost zero strength for the dynamic exchange coupling
in all frequency range.

(3)3 L = 0.5mm (b)3 L = 5mm (main text) (0)3 L =10mm
S 25 =) (theory) S 25 =) (theory) | ;\\ 25 [—a (theory) ]
2 2 ——|J| (theory) \E, 9 ——|.J| (theory) % 9 |=|J] (theory)
S 15 15 515
= = =
S = ! s
=05 =05 \ o~ =050 |~
e 0 DN - e 0 = 0 /\
0.94 13.48 25 35 2.31 9.64 15 25 35 3.31 7.66 15 25 35
fo (GHz) fo (GHz) fo (GH2)
), ©), 0,
S 2} ) <2
= = =
g | \_/\ - é | \ g | ZA\
0 0 0
0.94 13.48 25 35 2.31 9.64 15 25 35 3.31 7.66 15 25 35
fo (GHz) fo (GHz) fo (GHz)

Figure S1. Frequency dependence of coherent coupling strength Q (blue) and magnitude of dynamic exchange coupling strength |J|, and
the relative strength between the coherent coupling rate and phonon relaxation rate £2/(1/2n). Original elastic damping 8 = By of GGG is
considered with thickness (a)(d) L =0.5mm, (b)(e) L =5mm and (c)(f) L =10 mm. Weak (strong) coupling regime is indicated in red
(white).
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III. SPECTRUM TRANSITION FROM STRONG COUPLING REGIME TOWARDS WEAK COUPLING REGIME

In the main text (Fig.2), the case of perpendicular magnetization with L = 0.5 mm and amplified elastic damping 5 = 60,
is demonstrated. In this section, we show the other four cases with elastic damping ranging from 5 = [y (original damping
measured in experiments) to S = 103y, as shown in Fig. S2.

When 8 = [y (Fig. S2(a,e)), the spectrum shows typical bright-mode splitting induced by coherent coupling, consistent with
experimental observation [12], in which case €2/(1/27) ~ 3 > 1 corresponding to strong coupling regime, so that the model for
dynamic exchange coupling is invalid. The case 3 = 43, (Fig. S2(b,)) is intermediate, where €2/(1/27) ~ 1 and features from
both coherent coupling and dynamic exchange coupling are mixed. Although the theoretical curves do not agree with simulation
well, the model successfully predict the position of exceptional points which evolves from shrinking central phonon modes. For
the remaining two cases 3 = 75y (Fig. S2(c,g)) and 8 = 105, (Fig. S2(d,h)), the system moves to weak coupling regime and
the proposed model is valid and agrees well with simulation.

(a) B =y, L=0.5mm (b) B =140y, L =0.5mm (C) B =70, L=0.5mm (d) B =108y, L = 0.5 mm
3.004 \ simulation / 3.004 simulation 3.004 simulation 3.004 simulation
\ theory y theory theory theory
ﬂ," &
/ w 7
~ 3.003 \ ~ 3.003 ~ 3.003 ~ 3.003
joui 5 3 = o] o}
2 e e e
Z 3.002 - 3.002 - 3.002 2 3.002
/ A &
3.001 / s\ 3.001 3.001 3.001
-0.1 0 0.1 -0.1 0 0.1 -0.1 0 0.1 -0.1 0 0.1
AH (mT) AH (mT) AH (mT) AH (mT)

(e) B = o, L =0.5mm+\g/4 (f) B =48y, L = 0.5mm+X/4 (g) B="TBy, L =0.5mm+\/4 (h) 3 =108y, L = 0.5mm+X/4

3.004 simulation 3.004 simulation simulation simulation
L theory 4 theory theory theory

3.004 3.004

__3.003 __3.003 __3.003 __3.003
N N N N
<) <) Z <) 10
* 3.002 * 3.002 * 3.002 * 3.002
5
3.001 ¥ ™ 3001 3.001 3.001
0
-0.1 0 0.1 0.1 0 0.1 0.1 0 0.1
AH (mT) AH (mT) AH (mT)

Figure S2. Phonon excitation spectrum for L = 0.5 mm (a-d) and L = 0.5 mm+X\o /4 (e-h) with different elastic damping. Theoretical curves
for o' =2.5 x 10~ are plotted for comparison.
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