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Abstract

We present an extension of the well-known micromagnetic package
Mumax3 to simulate magnon-polaritons in realistic magnetic materials
and nanostructures. Mumax3-cQED leverages the full GPU-accelerated
capabilities of Mumax3 to model standard spin-spin interactions and the
coupling of magnetic moments to external space- and time-dependent
magnetic fields, with the additional unique feature of including the coupling
to a cavity. We validate the code against results obtained from the Dicke
model in both the paramagnetic and the superradiant phases. We show that
hybrid magnon-light states can be calculated, as well as the non-equilibrium
dynamics and their approach to equilibrium. In addition, we demonstrate
the potential of Mumax3-cQED to reproduce experimental results and
design magnon-cavity experiments, including three-dimensional and coplanar
waveguide resonators. The code is fully available and will be useful
for designing experiments involving microscopic saturated ferromagnets as
well as systems featuring spin textures such as domain walls, vortices, or
skyrmions.
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1. Introduction

Cavity quantum electrodynamics (cQED) deals with the light-matter
interactions in the regime where the discrete nature of light is relevant [1].
This has important potential applications in the fields of quantum computing,
communication, sensing and metrology [2]. On the other hand, cQED
allows testing fundamental predictions of quantum mechanics, e.g., enhanced
spontaneous emission [3]; shifts of the energy levels [4] and Rabi oscillations [5];
or superradiance [6]. In the so-called strong coupling regime, light-matter
hybrid states, known as polaritons, can be resolved experimentally [7].

Many different polaritons have been observed including (artificial)
spins and collective matter excitations such as phonons, plasmons or
magnons, i.e. quanta of spin waves in ferromagnets. Magnons and their
interactions are a hot topic of research due to their potential in developing
quantum devices [8,9,10,11], including optical-to-microwave transducers [12,13,14],
dark matter axion detectors [15,16], and quantum memories [17,18]. Beyond
these practical applications, magnons feature unique properties such as
their extremely small wavelength (even at microwave frequencies [19]), their
gyrotropic dynamics (which naturally break time-reversal symmetry [20,21]),
and their potential to create non-Hermitian systems (enabling the
observation of exceptional points [22,23] and level attraction [24,25]). Most of
these phenomena are based on the combination of magnons and cavity
photons, making it particularly important to understand, build and control
magnon-polaritons.
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Figure 1: a: Spin-wave modes in saturated ferromagnets. All spins precede at unison in
the homogeneous Kittel mode while the amplitude of spin precession varies along the
ferromagnet in magnetostatic higher-k modes. The latter can be excited using non-
homogeneous microwave magnetic fields. b: Ground states of different spin textures.

There are different theoretical methods [26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35] that
provide good estimations of the magnon-photon coupling strength in
saturated ferromagnets, where the homogeneous (Kittel, k = 0) or high-
k (magnetostatic) modes can be excited (see Fig. 1a). However, this
is only true under the assumption that the magnetic susceptibility of the
ferromagnet can be calculated. In other words, a precise knowledge of
the demagnetizing factors is needed. Unfortunately, the latter can be
calculated exactly only for ellipsoids of revolution. In contrast, the ground
state of real ferromagnets is typically non homogeneous, as it results
from the competition between a number of energies including Zeeman,
exchange, dipolar and magnetocrystalline anisotropies. Non-homogeneous
demagnetizing fields typically yield the excitation of high-k modes. Under
certain conditions, these contributions can even yield magnetic textures [36],
as summarized in Fig. 1b. For example: domain walls separating regions
with different magnetization direction; curls of the magnetization referred
as vortices; and magnetic skyrmions, i.e., topologically protected defects
stabilized in materials featuring asymmetric exchange interactions. The
dynamic evolution of these objects cannot be calculated analytically and
micromagnetic computation is typically needed [37]. Numerical codes such
as OOMMF or Mumax3 are widely used due to the many applications of
magnetic textures in spintronics [38,36].
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a
Rectangular Cylindrical Re-entrant

b
Distributed Lumped-element Split-ring

Figure 2: a: Different implementations of metallic three-dimensional electromagnetic
cavities. b: Cpw resonator configurations, usually fabricated out of superconductors. In
all panels, one magnetic mode is represented by red arrows.

To make things even more complicated, electromagnetic cavities come
in a number of ways, starting from the early implementations using Fabry-
Perot mirrors [39], up to solid-state cavity implementations (see Fig. 2a).
Experiments on cavity magnonics benefit from the use of (quasi)homogeneous
microwave field configurations in three dimensional cavities that only couple
to the Kittel mode in magnetic spheres [40]. By increasing the size of
the sample, the ultra-strong coupling regime has been observed, while
also coupling to higher order magnetostatic modes due to in-homogeneities
in the microwave field across the volume of the sphere [41,42]. Tuneable
cylindrical cavities have been used to observe anti-resonant modes that yield
coherent (level-repulsion) or dissipative (level-attraction) magnon-photon
couplings [43]. Using multiple excitation ports, microwave fields with definite
polarization can be produced. This allows for selective coupling to Kittel
modes with fixed gyration set by the external field [26], or tuning between
the regimes of coherent and dissipative coupling [44]. Re-entrant cavities
with multiple number of posts are very appealing since they allow to focus
the microwave magnetic mode into small regions to achieve ultra-strong
couplings [32]. Moreover, combining different posts it is possible to obtain
highly non-homogeneous microwave configurations that couple selectively
to precise magnetostatic modes [45,46,47,34]. Moving from three dimensions
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to planar cavities is also of extreme relevance to build on-chip quantum
devices (see Fig. 2b). Starting from the first experimental observation of
strong magnon-photon coupling [48] to recent experiments even reaching the
ultra-strong [49] or approaching the deep-strong [50] coupling regimes. Other
interesting on-chip circuits include split-ring resonators [51,52] or cross-line
microwave circuits [21]. In general coplanar waveguide (cpw) cavities produce
strongly focused magnetic fields exhibiting pronounced non-homogeneities
across the volume of nano-patterned magnets [27,53,54].

Understanding the magnon-photon interactions in
highly non-homogeneous ferromagnets and cavities is, therefore, of enormous
technological and conceptual interest [19,55,56,12,57,58,59,60,61,62]. This issue has
been addressed in Refs. 27 and 33 by combining electromagnetic and
micromagnetic simulations. Here, we develop an alternative and user-
friendly method to simulate the dynamics of magnon-polaritons of any
type. To this end, we have modified the open-source micromagnetic code
Mumax3 [63], harnessing its full potential for the simulation of magnetic
systems. This includes several possible contributions to anisotropy such
as shape, magnetocrystalline, or Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction, and
the possibility to introduce space- and time- dependent properties of
ferromagnets. The new version is named Mumax3-cQED and is freely
available on GitHub. Magnon-photon interaction is included through an
effective retarded field that reflects the spatial- and time-dependence of the
zero point magnetic field fluctuations created by the cavity. The latter can
be simulated using other softwares (such as COMSOL or 3D-MLSI [64]) and
plugged into Mumax3-cQED. Along this paper we derive the new equation
of motion and show its implementation into Mumax3. As a benchmark, we
use Mumax3-cQED to reproduce results from the Dicke model, a toy model
that describes spin-photon coupling and can be solved analytically. Finally,
we present a number of simulations that highlight the potential of Mumax3-
cQED to reproduce experiments in which magnetic field or magnetization
inhomogeneities play a fundamental role.
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2. Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation for a magnet coupled to a
cavity

2.1. The LLG equation in Mumax3
Mumax3 computes the evolution of the reduced magnetization mi (a unit

vector) by numerically solving the LLG equation

ṁi ≡
∂mi

∂t
= −γ

1

1 + α2
(mi ×Beff(ri) + αmi × (mi ×Beff(ri))) , (1)

with γ > 0 the gyromagnetic ratio, α a dimensionless damping parameter and
Beff the effective field. Mumax3 performs a finite-difference discretization
of space, dividing the ferromagnet into orthorombic cells and associating
a reduced magnetization vector, mi, to the center of each cell. In
Mumax3, the effective field can have the following contributions: external,
Bext, demagnetization, Bdemag, exchange, Bexch, Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya,
Bdm, magneto-crystalline anisotropy, Banis and thermal, Btherm

[63]. In the
following, we will show that the effect of the cavity can be incorporated as
an aditional contribution to Beff : the cavity field, Bcav.

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (1) represents the precession
of a spin around the effective magnetic field, Beff , within a classical and
mean-field approximation. This equation corresponds to the large spin limit
of the Heisenberg equation for the spin operator, expressed as

˙̂
Si =

i

ℏ
[Ĥ, Ŝi] , (2)

where the spin operators satisfy

[Ŝα
i , Ŝ

β
i ] = iℏϵαβγŜγ

i , (3)

with ϵαβγ denoting the Levi-Civita symbol. Beware of the abuse of notation
by using i both as the imaginary unit and cell index in Eq. (2) and
hereinafter. In Eq. (2), Ĥ is the total Hamiltonian that accounts for all
interactions and fields through Beff . Within the mean-field treatment it is
simply Ĥ = γ

∑
i Ŝi·Beff(ri). In the large spin limit, the spin operator can be

approximated as a classical vector, Si = ⟨Ŝi⟩, with a magnitude of ℏSi. The
magnetic dipole moment is defined as µi = −γSi, and the magnetization as
M i = µi/Vc, where Vc is the cell volume. The reduced magnetization is then
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mi = M i/Ms,i, with the saturation magnetization given by Ms,i = ℏγSi/Vc.
Consequently, the equation of motion for the magnetization is

ṁi = −γmi ×Beff(ri) , (4)

consistent with the first term on the right-hand side of (1). The second term
is the so-called phenomenological Gilbert damping. It induces a decay of the
magnetization vector toward the precession axis determined by Beff .

We will focus on the modification of the first term by the cavity, and, once
we establish how Beff is modified there, we will include this modification also
in the Beff that appears on the second term, à la Gilbert.

2.2. Introducing the effect of the cavity
We will consider a single mode cavity, in that case the Hamiltonian is [65,66]

Ĥ = γ
∑
i

Ŝi ·Beff(ri) + γ
∑
i

Ŝi ·Brms(ri)
(
â+ â†

)
+ ℏωcâ

†â . (5)

Here the spins are subject to both an effective field, Beff , and the average
cavity magnetic field Brms

(
â+ â†

)
, with â, â† the bosonic annihilation and

creation operators obeying cannonical commutation relations [â, â†] = 1 and
ωc the cavity frequency. The corresponding Heisenberg equations of motion
are

˙̂
Si = −γŜi ×Beff(ri)− γ

(
Ŝi ×Brms(ri)

) (
â+ â†

)
, (6)

˙̂a = −iωcâ− i
γ

ℏ
∑
i

Ŝi ·Brms(ri) . (7)

Hamiltonian (5) is essentially the Dicke model (See Sec. 4). Its equations
of motion [Eqs. (6) and (7)] are fully quantum (within the mean-field
approximation for spin-spin interactions). Consequently, the light-matter
interaction generates spin-photon correlations. However, in the large S limit,
which is the focus here, these correlations can be disregarded [67], consistent
with the classical limit assumed for the spin dynamics in the LLG equation.
Armed with this information, if we take expected values in Eqs. (6) and (7),
we can simplify

⟨
(
Ŝi ×Brms(ri)

) (
â+ â†

)
⟩ → ⟨Ŝi⟩ ×Brms(ri)⟨â+ â†⟩ , (8)
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and arrive to classical equations of motion for the expected values of the spin
and cavity degrees of freedom. This corresponds to a zeroth-order mean-
field decoupling of light and matter that is exact if the initial states of the
evolution are uncorrelated. The same mean-field decoupling at the level of
the equations of motion but carried out to first order can be used to compute
two-point correlators in cavity QED materials [68,69]. Defining α = ⟨â⟩ and
α∗ = ⟨â†⟩ we can write the equations of motion as

Ṡi = −γSi ×B′
eff(ri) , (9)

α̇ = −iωcα− i
γ

ℏ
∑
i

Si ·Brms(ri) , (10)

with B′
eff(ri) = Beff(ri) + Brms(ri)(α + α∗). As explained in Sec. 2.1,

Equation (9) is the LLG equation with a modified effective field that depends
on two additional cavity degrees of freedom. The system dynamics could
be obtained by explicitly solving Eqs. (9) and (10). However, our goal
is to incorporate the effect of the cavity while using the existing Mumax3
infraestructure, which is designed to handle only the magnetization degrees
of freedom. For that reason, we will first integrate out the cavity by solving
the associated equations of motion, to arrive to an effective description that
depends only on the magnetization. This yields (See Appendix A for details)

ṁi = −γmi ×B′
eff(ri) , (11)

with B′
eff(ri) = Beff(ri) +Bcav(ri) and

Bcav(ri) = Brms(ri)Γ(t) , (12)

where

Γ(t) = 2e−κtℜ
(
α0e

−iωct
)

− 2Vc

ℏ

∫ t

0

dτeκ(τ−t) sin(ωc(τ − t))
∑
i

Ms,imi(τ) ·Brms(ri) .
(13)

With this, the effect of the cavity can be incorporated in Mumax3 as a new
contribution to the effective field: Beff → B′

eff = Beff+Bcav. This new cavity
field, Bcav (12), is the average magnetic field of the cavity, Brms, times a
memory factor, Γ. In turn, the differential equation that is the LLG equation
has become an integro-differential equation (IDE) by the appearance of the
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memory term Γ(t), which depends on the full magnetization history. We
can understand this as the mathematical reflection of the fact that we have
eliminated the cavity from our dynamical description and, as a consequence,
a cavity-mediated retarded interaction between the spins appears. Much
like dissipation is introduced phenomenologically in the LLG equation with
the Gilbert term, we have introduced dissipation in the cavity by promoting
ωc → ωc − iκ in Eq. (7). This corresponds to local dissipation at the level of
a Linblad master equation for the cavity.

Despite having eliminated α and α∗ as dynamical variables, one might be
interested in their values. For instance, |α|2 = ⟨a†a⟩ is the number of photons
in the cavity. These can be computed a posteriori from the magnetization,
m(t), obtained from a Mumax3-cQED simulation. They are given by (See
Appendix A for details)

α = α0e
−κte−iωct + i

Vc

ℏ

∫ t

0

dτeκ(τ−t)eiωc(τ−t)
∑
i

Ms,imi(τ) ·Brms(ri) , (14)

3. From Mumax3 to Mumax3-cQED

3.1. Adapting the memory term for efficient computation
In this section we explain how we have implemented the cavity

contribution to the effective field, Bcav (12), into Mumax3-cQED without
making any modification to the existing ordinary differential equation
(ODE) integrator in Mumax3. First, it is convenient to decouple the time
dependence on t, the current time, and τ , the past time, in the integral of
Eq. (13), such that

Γ(t) = 2e−κtℜ
(
α0e

−iωct
)
− 2Vc

ℏ
e−κt (cos(ωct)S(t)− sin(ωct)C(t)) , (15)

with

S(t) =

∫ t

0

dτeκτ sin(ωcτ)
∑
i

Ms,imi(τ) ·Brms(ri) , (16)

C(t) =

∫ t

0

dτeκτ cos(ωcτ)
∑
i

Ms,imi(τ) ·Brms(ri) . (17)

Note that here the integrands no longer depend on the current time, t. So
far we have dealt with time as a continuous variable, but in Mumax3, time is
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discretized. Expressing S(t) and C(t) in terms of discrete time, t → tn = n∆t
yields

Sn = S(tn) = Sn−1 + eκtn sin(ωctn)
∑
i

Ms,imi(tn) ·Brms(ri)∆t , (18)

Cn = C(tn) = Cn−1 + eκtn cos(ωctn)
∑
i

Ms,imi(tn) ·Brms(ri)∆t . (19)

with S0 = C0 = 0. This recursive definition is the key to efficiently
implementing Bcav within Mumax3. By storing Sn and Cn as persistent
variables across consecutive calls to the integrator we avoid storing the full
history of magnetizations, saving memory, and avoid resumming the full
history at each time step, optimizing run speed.

Finally, to avoid handling complex variables in Mumax3 we express the
term ℜ (α0e

−iωct) in terms of the real and imaginary parts of α0, which yields

Γ(tn) = e−κtn cos(ωctn)

(
x0 −

2Vc

ℏ
Sn

)
− e−κtn sin(ωctn)

(
p0 −

2Vc

ℏ
Cn

)
,

(20)
with x0 = α0 + α∗

0 = 2ℜ(α) and p0 = α0 − α∗
0 = −2ℑ(α).

3.2. Workflow in Mumax3-cQED
Mumax3-cQED has been implemented as a fork of Mumax34. The source

code, including detailed installation intructions for UNIX and Windows
systems, is hosted in a Git repository5. A summary of the source code
changes implemented in Mumax3-cQED is provided in Appendix B. The
new Mumax3-cQED source code has been tested in Windows 10 with go 1.9
and CUDA 10.2 and in Debian 12 Bookworm with go 1.9 and CUDA 12.0.
In both cases a GPU NVIDIA RTX A4000 has been used.

After installation, Mumax3-cQED follows a script-based workflow
inherited from Mumax3. Mumax3-cQED accepts an input script that defines
the parameters and initial conditions of the micromagnetic simulation and
returns output data representing the results of the simulation. We have
introduced a new set of built-in instructions for the scripting language that
extend the existing API of Mumax3:

4https://github.com/mumax/3
5https://github.com/Mumax3-cQED/mumax3-cqed
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• B_rms (type vector): Zero-point magnetic field (vacuum field) of the
cavity (See Eq. (5)). This is a three-component vector, it can take
a single homogeneous value or it can take spatially-dependent values
loaded from an OVF file (units T).

• Wc (type float64): Resonant frequency of the cavity (See Eq. (5))
(units rad · s-1).

• Kappa (type float64): Cavity dissipation rate (See Eq. (13)) (units
rad · s-1).

• X0 (type float64): Initial value of x0 = 2ℜ(α) (See Eq. (20)) (default
value 0).

• P0 (type float64): Initial value of p0 = −2ℑ(α) (See Eq. (20)) (default
value 0).

• HBAR (type float64): Reduced Planck constant (default value
1.05457182e−34 J · s).

• ResetMemoryTerm() (type func): Function to reset the memory term Γ
(See Eq. (20)). Resetting the memory term amounts to establishing
the current state of the simulation as corresponding to the initial time,
t = 0, at which the cavity and the magnet couple. This allows to chain
different simulations in the same script.

• CavityFeatureStatus (type int): Read-only variable to check whether
the cavity feature is active or not, it can be invoked from the print as
print(CavityFeatureStatus). It offers a sanity check, it returns 1 if
B_rms has been set (cavity enabled) and 0 otherwise (cavity disabled).

In Appendix C we discuss how the cavity Brms can be computed with
other software and in Appendix D we provide an example script showing how
it can be loaded into Mumax3-cQED and used in a simulation. In addition to
these variables that set the cavity parameters, we have also introduced some
control instructions to provide the user with detailed information about the
simulation:

• ShowSimulationSummary (type boolean): Whether to show a summary
of the simulation after calling the run() function in the script. The
summary is printed to the console and to the log file (default value
true).
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• PrintScriptExecutionTime() (type func): Function to time the script
execution or a portion of it, depending on the value of StartCheckPoint.
It prints the start and end times and their difference to the console and
to the log file.

• StartCheckPoint (type date): Variable to set the start time for the
timing of the script execution. In principle, it must be set to
StartCheckPoint = now() anywhere in the code to time the script
execution from that point onwards (default value now() called at the
beginning of the script execution).

4. Benchmark

Our testbed will be the Dicke model. Although originally conceived to
describe electric dipoles coupled to a cavity [70], it can also be applied to
magnetic dipoles, i.e. spins [65]. We choose the Dicke model for several
reasons. First, it can be implemented in Mumax3-cQED using one single
cell, i.e., it does not benefit from the GPU-reliant parallelization. Therefore,
its evolution can also be numerically simulated in Python (or any other
programming language) with reasonable CPU runtimes. This is done by
simply integrating the joint LLG equation and equations of motion for the
cavity degrees of freedom associated to Eqs. (9) and (10) with the default
integrators included in Python’s Scipy. This unsophisticated implementation
in Python provides the transparency that the highly optimized Mumax3 code
lacks. It also allows us to check to what degree the implicit integration (with
the magnetization as sole degree of freedom) that we implement in Mumax3-
cQED is equivalent to an explicit integration of the original equations of
motion. Second, the Dicke model can be solved exactly at equilibrium [6,71],
providing values of observables, like the magnetization, to which we can
expect the dynamics to converge at large times. It also gives the frequencies
of the polaritons that constitute the normal modes of this hybrid system [72],
which can be compared with the Fourier spectrum of the time evolution
obtained with Mumax3.

The ground-state sector of the Dicke Hamiltonian is described by [73]

Ĥ = ωzŜz + ℏωcâ
†â+ λ

√
2

S
(â+ â†)Ŝx (21)

with Ŝα spin S operators obeying [Ŝα, Ŝβ] = iℏϵαβγŜγ. These spin S operators
are typically understood as maximum total spin operators of an underlying
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system of N spin 1/2 particles, with S = N/2. Here, ωz is the bare-spin
energy splitting, ωc is the cavity frequency and λ is the collective light-matter
coupling. By comparing Eq. (21) with Eq. (5) we see that we can implement
the Dicke model in Mumax3-cQED by identifying

Beff = Bext =

(
0, 0,

ωz

γ

)
, (22)

Brms =

(√
2

S

λ

γ
, 0, 0

)
. (23)

This corresponds to a single cell, i.e. a single magnetization vector, under
the effect of an external field and the cavity field: Beff = Bext +Bcav.

The Dicke model can be solved exactly at equilibrium in the
thermodynamic limit, S,N → ∞. At zero temperature the magnetization
along x is [71,74]

mx =

{
0 if λ < λc ,

±
√
1− µ2 if λ > λc ,

(24)

with mx = ⟨Sx⟩/(ℏS), µ = (λc/λ)
2 and λc =

√
ωcωz/2. The model exhibits

a phase transition between a normal paramagnetic phase with mx = 0 and
a superradiant ferromagnetic phase with mx ̸= 0. The symmetry between
the positive and negative values of mx is spontaneously broken at the phase
transition. The Dicke model can be cast to a two-oscillator model with
a Holstein-Primakov transformation of the spin operators. The resulting
quadratic model can be solved exactly in each phase to yield the frequencies
of the normal modes of the system, the polaritons [72]

2Ω2
± =

ω2
z + ω2

c ±
√
(ω2

z − ω2
c )

2 + 16λ2ωzωc if λ < λc ,

ω2
z/µ

2 + ω2
c ±

√
(ω2

z/µ
2 + ω2

c )
2 + 4ω2

zω
2
c if λ > λc ,

(25)

Equations (24) and (25) provide reference values to benchmark the simulation
of the Dicke model with Mumax3-cQED.

Fig. 3(a) shows an example of a time evolution of mx computed with
Mumax3-cQED within the normal paramagnetic phase, λ < λc. It matches
the evolution computed with Python. The magnetization converges to zero
at large times, consistent with the equilibrium value [Cf. Eq. (24)]. Figs.
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Figure 3: Time evolution of the Dicke model in the normal paramagnetic phase, λ < λc,
for ωz = ωc. a: Magnetization as a function of time, for small and large times. b and c:
Fourier spectra of the magnetization for zero (b) and non-zero (c) coupling. The vertical
black lines mark the frequencies of the polaritons computed analytically.

3(b) and (c) show the Fourier transform of two time evolutions, like the one
shown in Fig. 3(a). The Fourier spectra present peaks at the polaritonic
frequencies of the Dicke model, at ω = ωz = ωc for λ = 0 and at ω = Ω±
(25) for non-zero λ.

The dynamics within the superradiant ferromagnetic phase serve to
explicitly demonstrate the numerical differences between the IDE integration
in Mumax3-cQED and the ODE approach in our custom Python code. In the
broken-symmetry phase, the two possible equilibrium solutions, ±

√
1− µ2

(24), act as attractors or fixed points of the system. Consequently, even
minor differences may lead the system to converge to different attractors.
However, this divergence has no physical consequences. As shown in Figure
4, numerical variations result in the system reaching distinct attractors, but
both solutions converge to the correct equilibrium values. This consistency
emphasizes that dissipation is introduced in a thermodynamically consistent
manner.

We have conducted tests analogous to the ones presented in Figs. 3 and 4
in the full range of values of ωc, ωz and λ with similar results. The differences
between the Mumax3-cQED and Python evolutions grow progresively with
increasing coupling λ and are only noticeable well into the ultra-strong
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Figure 4: Time evolution of the Dicke model in the superradiant ferromagnetic phase,
λ/λc = 1.4, for ωz = ωc. a: Magnetization as a function of time. The horizontal black
lines mark the possible equilibrium values of the magnetization computed analytically. b:
Corresponding Fourier spectra of the magnetization. The vertical black lines mark the
frequencies of the polaritons computed analytically.

coupling regime, as shown in Fig. 4. In any case, Mumax3-cQED always
produces one of the correct equilibrium values for the different observables
and Fourier spectra peaked at the correct polaritonic frequencies. We take
this as confirmation that Mumax3-cQED works as intended. It correctly
captures the hybridization of light and spins, even in non-trivial ordered
phases and ultra-strong coupling regimes and it enables the study of non-
equilibrium dynamics in magnonic QED.

5. Ferromagnetic materials in a cavity

We finally show the potential of Mumax3-cQED applied to two relevant
non-analytical problems. The first focuses on a saturated ferromagnet
coupled to a realistic resonator which generates strongly non-homogeneous
magnetic field modes. In the second example, we will calculate the response
of a spin texture interacting with cavity photons.

5.1. Effects of the parity of the magnetic mode
We first consider a three-dimensional cavity with a "re-entrant" element,

i.e., a metallic post or rod that extends into the cavity from one side. This
element modifies the electromagnetic field distribution, concentrating the
magnetic field near the bottom part of the post. On the other hand, an
antinode of the electric field is created at the gap, between the post and the
top of the cavity [75]. Using two posts results in two non-degenerate modes
with anti-parallel and parallel currents. These currents produce even and
odd field distributions between the two posts, referred to as bright and dark
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parallel (a: bright mode) or parallel (b: dark mode). Resulting magnetic field lines are
represented by black arrows. Spatial distribution of Brms for the bright (c) and dark (d)
modes with the YIG sphere position highlighted in dashed orange. e: Response of the
YIG sphere (inset: region of coupling to the dark mode. Dashed yellow lines highlight the
frequencies of the bright and dark modes.

modes, respectively (see Fig. 5a and b). Here, we will reproduce the results
obtained by Goryachev et al. [34] using an yttrium iron garnet (YIG) sphere
(radius of 0.4 mm) located between the two posts of a re-entrant cavity
(internal radius of 5 mm, height 1.4 mm, post radius of 0.4 mm, post gap of
73 µm, and distance between the posts 1.5 mm) with dark and bright modes
at frequencies f↑↓ = 20.8 GHz and f↑↑ = 13.2 GHz, respectively.

To obtain reasonable simulation times we scale down the whole system by
a factor of 800 resulting into a YIG sphere with radius 500 nm (≫ λex ∼ 14
nm, the exchange length of YIG). As demonstrated in Refs. 27 and 33,
the coupling strength is g ∝ Brms

√
Vm, with Vm the volume of the magnet.

Therefore, to compensate the reduced volume of the system, and yield a
coupling g equivalent to the experiment, we also need to scale up Brms by
a factor of ∼ (800)3/2. The spatial-dependence of Brms(ri) created by the
bright and dark modes are simulated in COMSOL as described in Appendix
C. For the bright mode, two anti-parallel currents yield an even, quasi
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homogeneous distribution of zero-point magnetic field fluctuations (see Fig.
5c). For the dark mode, two parallel identical currents result in an odd,
highly non-homogeneous distribution (see Fig. 5d).

Polariton dynamics are then calculated using Mumax3-cQED (see
Appendix D) and shown in Fig. 5e. Due to symmetry reasons, the bright
mode can excite and couples strongly to the Kittel mode in the YIG sphere,
yielding a coupling energy of g↑↓/2π ∼ 1 GHz, as reported by Goryachev
et al. On the other hand, the odd-symmetric dark mode couples very
weakly to the Kittel precession, leading to a much weaker g↑↑/2π ∼ 30
MHz. We note that the excitation of additional (experimentally visible)
magnetostatic modes cannot be reproduced. These modes are neither visible
in simulations performed with the unmodified Mumax3, probably due to the
strong reduction of the sphere radius (factor of 800).

In its current state, Mumax3-cQED considers a single-mode cavity field.
However, our simulations demonstrate that results for multimode cavities
can also be reproduced by simulating each mode individually. This is true
as long as the cavity frequencies are well-separated, at least as much as
the coupling strength. In any case, extending Mumax3-cQED to handle
multimode cavities is straightforward and will be included in future releases.

5.2. Spin textures
Finally, we will simulate magnon-polariton dynamics in magnetic

vortices. Spin textures such as domain walls, vortices and skirmions
are topological solitons that can be created, annihilated and displaced
with minimal distortion, offering attractive possibilities for classical and
quantum information processing [36]. Quantum states encoded in spin
textures can be initialized, entangled and read out using superconducting or
magnonic cavities [55,57,56,59,60]. Vortices are also appealing for implementing
nanoscopic cavities, with the postential to readout individual spins [19] or
to mediate strong interactions between spin qubits and superconducting
microcircuits [33]. Magnetic vortices are easily stabilized in mesoscopic
magntetic thin-film discs with lateral sizes between a few 100 nm up to
several µm [76,77]. Minimization of the magnetostatic energy yields an in-
plane spiral distribution of spins with an out-of-plane vortex core (see Fig.
1b). Cylindrical symmetry yields a number of magnetostatic (azimuthal
and radial) modes whereas the central soliton-like vortex exhibits a peculiar
translation mode [78]. This is the distinctive mode in which the vortex core
gyrates around its equilibrium position. The sense of gyration is determined
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Figure 6: a: Py disc located at the magnetic antinode of a cpw distributed resonator
of width w. The non-homogeneous distribution of zero-point field fluctuations at the disc
position (yz plane, dashed rectangles) is shown for different values of w (from top to
bottom, 0.1, 0.5, 1 and 2 µm). b: Response of the Py disc vs. frequency for different
values of w (in µm). Decreasing w allows going from the weak to the strong coupling
regime.

solely by the vortex’s polarity, while the frequency is determined by the
radius-to-thickness ratio. The experimental observation of strong coupling
between cavity photons and the gyrotropic mode in magnetic vortices is still
awaiting.

We chose a Py disc of radius 400 nm and thickness 150 nm in which a
magnetic vortex is naturally stabilized resulting in a gyrotropic frequency
of f = 1.4 GHz. The disc is coupled to the magnetic antinode of a cpw
resonator, with central conductor cross-section of thickness 50 nm and width
w. The corresponding distribution of Brms(ri) is calculated as described in
Appendix C and shown in the inset of Fig. 6a. Decreasing w has the effect of
reducing the mode volume of the cavity. Consequently, the intensity of Brms

increases for the smallest linewidth of the central transmission line (upper
panel in Fig. 6a). Fig. 6b shows the response of the Py disc in frequency
domain calculated using Mumax3-cQED (see Appendix D). Decreasing w
allows reaching the strong vortex-photon regime as demonstrated by the
opening of an anti-crossing for the minimum w = 100 nm, yielding a splitting
of 2g/2π = 15 MHz.
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6. Conclusions

Mumax3-cQED is an open-source micromagnetic package derived from
Mumax3. Besides modeling standard spin-spin interactions (e.g., dipolar,
exchange, Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya etc) and coupling of magnetic moments
to external magnetic fields, Mumax3-cQED incorporates the interaction of
spins with cavity photons. This unique feature allows addressing magnon-
light interactions across all coupling regimes, i.e., weak, strong, and even the
ultra-strong coupling regimes, combined with the GPU-accelerated potential
of Mumax3. Dissipation is also included, allowing for the study of non-
equilibrium dynamics and the approach to equilibrium. The code has been
verified by applying it to the case of a macrospin coupled to a cavity.
This example is well-described by the Dicke model, which can be solved
numerically and analytically. Furthermore, the software has been able to
reproduce the results of the Dicke model even in the superradiant regime.
Finally, we have demonstrated the potential of Mumax3-cQED applied to
various relevant examples in the field of cavity magnonics. First, a re-entrant
two-post cavity where we observed the selective coupling of the Kittel mode
to even or odd field distributions. Finally, we analyzed the dynamics of a
magnetic vortex, a highly non-homogeneous texture, in the regime ranging
from weak to strong coupling.

Mumax3-cQED can now be used by the scientific community to design
magnon-cavity experiments under two conditions: that the dynamics of
the ferromagnet can be reliably reproduced with Mumax3, and that the
spatial distribution of magnetic fields created by the cavity can be simulated
(using another software). Mumax3-cQED allows increasing the power of
simulations in cavity magnonics to the next level. With this code, it
will be possible to study the influence of the cavity design on magnon-
photon couplings and bring spin textures into play. The latter include
domain walls [55], vortices [19,12,62] and skyrmions [56,57,59,60,61], attractive for
applications in quantum devices and quantum sensing.

7. Software availability

The software used in this paper is called Mumax3-cQED and is available
at https://github.com/Mumax3-cQED/mumax3-cqed
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Appendix A. Solving the equation of motion of the bosonic
degrees of freedom

We use a change of variables to a “rotating frame”: ᾱ = αeiωct, S̄ = Seiωct.
Using these rotating variables, Eq. (7) becomes

˙̄α = −i
γ

ℏ
∑
i

S̄iBrms(ri) , (A.1)

which is solved by

ᾱ = α0 − i
γ

ℏ

∫ t

0

dτ
∑
i

S̄i(τ) ·Brms(ri) . (A.2)

Here, α0 = ᾱ0 = α(t = 0). Reversing the change of variable yields

α = α0e
−iωct − i

γ

ℏ

∫ t

0

dτeiωc(τ−t)
∑
i

Si(τ) ·Brms(ri) . (A.3)

Now, by noting that S∗
i = Si, summing α + α∗ yields

α(t) + α∗(t) = 2ℜ
(
α0e

−iωct
)
+

2γ

ℏ

∫ t

0

dτ sin(ωc(τ − t))
∑
i

Si(τ) ·Brms(ri) ,

(A.4)
with α0 = α(t = 0) the initial condition of α. Substituting Eq. (A.4) into
Eq. (6) yields Ṡi = −γSi × B′

eff(ri), with B′
eff(ri) = Beff(ri) + Bcav(ri),

Bcav(ri) = Brms(ri)Γ(t) and

Γ(t) = 2ℜ
(
α0e

−iωct
)
+

2γ

ℏ

∫ t

0

dτ sin(ωc(τ − t))
∑
i

Si(τ) ·Brms(ri) . (A.5)

We introduce dissipation in the cavity by promoting ωc → ωc − iκ in Eq.
(7). This corresponds to local dissipation at the level of a Linblad master
equation for the cavity. As a result, Eq. (A.5) becomes

Γ(t) = 2e−κtℜ
(
α0e

−iωct
)
+
2γ

ℏ

∫ t

0

dτeκ(τ−t) sin(ωc(τ − t))
∑
i

Si(τ) ·Brms(ri) .

(A.6)
Finally, we can express Γ(t) in terms of the reduced magnetization, which is
Mumax3’s natural variable, to yield Eq. (13).
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Appendix B. Source code changes introduced in Mumax3-cQED

The core implementation of the cavity effect in Mumax3-cQED is
contained in the file cuda/cavity.go. This file implements the cavity field
described in Secs. 2 and 3.1. To interface cuda/cavity.go with the rest of
Mumax3, several other files have been created or modified:

- cuda/cavity.go: File to compute the cavity field, bridge between GPU
and CPU (new file).

- engine/cavity.go: File to add the cavity field to the effective field (new
file).

- engine/effectivefield.go: File to compute the effective field (modified
file).

- engine/run.go: File to handle the software execution (modified file).

- cmd/mumax3/main.go: Starting file (modified file).

- engine/util_extension.go: Utility extension file (new file).

- cuda/Makefile: UNIX script to compile CUDA files (modified file).

- cuda/make.ps1 : Windows script to compile CUDA files (new file).

- cuda/realclean.ps1 : Windows script to clean compilation files for
CUDA (new file).

Besides the implementation of the cavity field, we also include a new function
to log a summary of the input script along with some execution data in
util_extension.go. We also include some Windows script files: make.ps1 and
realclean.ps1.

Appendix C. Simulations of Brms(ri)

The spatial distribution of zero-point field fluctuations created by the
resonator at the sample’s position is calculated numerically. This is typically
done by assuming a constant zero-point current irms that creates Brms(ri)
at the field anti-node. Notice that irms is also assumed to be constant in
time since time-dependence is given by the photon operators â and â† in the
Hamiltonian of Eq. 5.
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In the case of the three-dimensional re-entrant cavity, we use COMSOL.
The magnitude of Brms is chosen so to reproduce the results by Goryachev et
al. [34]. For the bright mode (f↑↓ = 20.8 GHz), we set two antiparallel equal
currents of irms = 785 nA and calculate the resulting spatial distribution of
Brms(ri) (see Fig. 5c). We recall that the latter will be larger than the
actual field produced by the cavity by a factor of (800)3/2. This accounts for
the fact that the sphere’s radius in the simulation is 800 times smaller than
in the experiment. Inserting the resulting Brms(ri) into mumax3-cQED (as
explained below) we obtain a peak splitting at resonance equal to 2g↑↓/2π ∼ 2
GHz. For the dark mode, we scale down the intensity of zero-point current
fluctuations by a factor proportional to the resonance frequency f↑↑ = 13.2
GHz. This results into two parallel equal currents of irms = 498 nA that yield
the spatial distribution of Brms(ri) shown in Fig. 5d.

In the case of the superconducting cpw resonator, we use the
software 3D-MLSI. This code solves the London equations to calculate the
space-dependent distribution of magnetic fields created by the resulting
supercurrents [64]. One can estimate the zero-point current at the field
antinode from the mode frequency ω0 and the impedance of the circuit Z0

using the formula derived in Ref. 79:

irms = ω0

√
ℏπ
4Z0

, (C.1)

We use ω0/2π = 1.4 GHz and Z0 = 50 Ω yielding irms = 11.3 nA. This
produces zero-point field fluctuations that strongly depend on the line-width
of the central transmission line w as shown in the inset of Fig. 6a.

Once the spatial distribution of Brms(ri) is obtained, we convert it to
OVF format (brmsfile.ovf) and pass it to the script.

Appendix D. Micromagnetic simulations with Mumax3-cQED

Simulations presented here are based on two materials widely used in
cavity magnonics. YIG is a ferrimagnet famous for its record low Gilbert
damping parameter α ∼ 10−3−10−5 [80]. We set the saturation magnetization
to Msat = 0.14× 106 A/m, the exchange stiffness A = 0.37× 10−11 J/m and
α = 10−4. On the other hand, Permalloy yields shorter spin wave lifetime
but has the advantage of being easy to evaporate on different substrates. In
the simulations we set Msat = 0.86 × 106 A/m, A = 1.3 × 10−11 J/m and
α = 1× 10−2.
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The action of the cavity is contained in the previously calculated
distribution of Brms(ri) given in the file brmsfile.ovf. On the other hand,
to calculate the polariton dynamics we apply a space- and time-dependent
excitation magnetic field. A drawback of the current implementation of
Mumax3-cQED is that one cannot excite the system by driving the cavity,
since the latter is eliminated as a dynamical degree of freedom. This prevents
us from directly computing the cavity transmission. To mitigate this effect,
we drive the ferromagnet with an excitation field that mimics the one created
by the cavity. For this purpose, we use the same OVF file (brmsfile.ovf)
multiplied by a proportionality factor that accounts for the intensity of the
excitation magnetic field (much larger than the zero-point field fluctuations).
Finally, we multiply it by the time-dependent function sinc(ωcutofft). This is
equivalent to exciting all spin-waves at frequencies below ωcutoff .

As an example, we provide here the script used to obtain the data
presented in Fig. 6b:

1 Nx := 128
2 Ny := 128
3 Nz := 32
4 sizeX := 800e-9
5 sizeY := 800e-9
6 sizeZ := 150e-9
7 SetGridSize(Nx , Ny, Nz)
8 SetCellSize(sizeX/Nx, sizeY/Ny , sizeZ/Nz)
9 SetGeom(Cylinder (800e-09, 150e-09))

10

11 Msat = 0.860e6
12 Aex = 1.3e-11
13 alpha = 1e-2
14 Temp = 0
15

16 m = Vortex(1, 1)
17 B_ext = vector (0.0, 0.0, 0.0)
18 relax()
19

20 X0 = 0
21 P0 = 0
22 Wc = 1.39E9 * 2 * pi
23 Kappa = 1e-3 * 1.39E9 * 2 * pi
24

25 B_rms = vector(0, 0, 0)
26 B_rms.Add(LoadFile("brmsfile.ovf"))
27
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28 amp := 1e6
29 w_cutoff := 10e9 * 2 * pi
30 simutime := 0.5e-6
31

32 B_ext.Add(LoadFile("brmsfile.ovf"), amp*sin(t*w_cutoff)/(t*
w_cutoff))

33 run(simutime)

The broadband dynamic response of the ferromagnet is finally obtained by
calculating the numerical Fourier transform of the resulting time-dependent
spatially-averaged magnetization along the relevant direction (x or y in the
previous example).
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