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Achieving all-to-all coherent networks is critical for the advancement of large-scale coherent com-
puting and communication protocols. By exploiting the resonant dipole-dipole interaction between
distant spin ensembles coupled to a one-dimensional coplanar waveguide (CPW) terminated by a
mirror, we successfully demonstrate an on-demand all-to-all selective coherent network between four
spin ensembles. Furthermore, by repositioning the spin ensembles along the CPW, we achieve col-
lective coupling, and demonstrate coherent energy exchange between multiple spin ensembles in the
time domain. These results strongly indicate the potential of this device as a medium-scale all-to-all
network structure, which is poised to advance the exploration of many-body physics and enhance
coherent information processing capabilities.

Introduction.—Studies of spin ensembles have high-
lighted their potential applications in coherent infor-
mation processing across both classical and quantum
regimes [1, 2], primarily due to their favorable inter-
actions with electromagnetic fields. Recently, cavity
magnonics [3] has emerged as a pivotal area for exploring
coherent interaction between cavity modes and magnon
modes in spin ensembles [4–11], facilitating applica-
tions such as information transduction [12, 13], mem-
ory [14, 15], nonreciprocity [16, 17], bistability [18–20],
exceptional points [21, 22], and entanglement [23, 24].
Additionally, interaction between magnons and super-
conducting artificial atoms mediated via cavities has at-
tracted significant attention [25–28]. Beyond the inter-
action with single modes within a cavity, the interplay
between spin ensembles and a continuum of modes in
waveguides has resulted in numerous intriguing physi-
cal phenomena [29–34], including indirect magnon-cavity
mode interactions [29], giant spin ensemble physics [30],
and microwave interference due to the coupling between
a spin ensemble and its mirror image [34].

One area in the development of scalable coherent in-
formation processing and communication protocols that
presents a significant challenge is achieving all-to-all
coherent networks through remote coupling. Various
schemes to facilitate long-distance coupling have been in-
vestigated, including central bus resonators [35–37], ad-
justable couplers [38], waveguide mirrors [39–41], hybrid
magnonic circuits [42], giant atoms and molecules [30,
43–45], light-mediated interactions [46–51], microwave
quantum state routers [52], gain-driven cavities [53], and
critical phenomena [54]. However, these strategies often
encounter considerable obstacles such as fabrication diffi-
culties [35–41], stability concerns [47], loss issues [49, 50],
and bandwidth limitations [52, 53] that hinder their ef-
fective implementation. Notably, research on employing

spin ensembles to establish all-to-all coherent networks
with long-range interactions remains limited. Address-
ing this gap is one possible avenue for developing robust
and versatile coherent networks capable of supporting ad-
vanced coherent information processing applications.

In this Letter, we demonstrate how selective all-to-
all interaction between spin ensembles can be realized.
We utilize yttrium iron garnet (YIG, Y3Fe5O12) spheres
as spin ensembles due to their high spin density of
2.1 × 1022µB cm−3 (µB : Bohr magneton) [55, 56] and
low damping rate [4, 5]. Our experiments are conducted
at room temperature. Upon application of an external
magnetic field, the collective excitation mode of the spin
ensemble, commonly referred to as the magnon mode,
can interact with propagating photons in a coplanar
waveguide (CPW), resulting in a resonant dip observable
through spectroscopic measurement. This magnon mode
can be conceptualized as a harmonic oscillator character-
ized by sufficiently large excitation at room temperature.
When the spin ensemble is uniformly magnetized, the fre-
quency of the magnon mode is directly proportional to
the magnitude of the applied magnetic field [4, 5]. In this
study, we focus on a specific excitation, the Kittel mode
(KM), also known as the uniform ferromagnetic reso-
nance (FMR) mode, which behaves akin to a large mag-
netic dipole moment [4, 5], facilitating strong magnon-
photon interactions. This characteristic provides an ideal
platform for exploring resonant dipole-dipole interaction
(RDDI) between spin ensembles, mediated by traveling
microwave photons.

In this study, RDDI is constructed between distant
spin ensembles via a continuum of microwaves confined in
a one-dimensional CPW shorted to a mirror [see Fig. 1].
Thereby, this setup [40, 57–64] eliminates the need for
direct contact or additional physical mediators, and en-
ables interactions over significant physical distances. By
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Figure 1. Sketch of the system. (a) Two spin ensembles
positioned in front of a mirror interact via a continuum of
microwaves (curves in different colors) in one dimension. (b)
The experimental configuration consists of a 44 cm long CPW,
with its left end shorted to ground, acting as a magnetic antin-
ode mirror. Four YIG spheres (black spheres; an enlarged
photograph of one YIG sphere is shown as an inset) are strate-
gically placed along the CPW, with their Kittel mode (KM)
transition frequencies independently tunable via correspond-
ing local magnetic fields (H⃗i, i = 1, 2, 3, 4), which are set by
an applied current I. The black dashed sinusoidal curve indi-
cates that at a specific transition frequency, all YIG spheres
are positioned at the magnetic nodes of the microwave, ex-
cept for the one at the mirror, which consistently resides at
the magnetic antinode. The dashed red box shows the part of
the system sketched in more detail in panel (a). The down-
scaling and scalability of this device are discussed in Sec. S9
of the Supplementary Material [65].

leveraging this interaction, we successfully demonstrate
an all-to-all coherent network with selective interactions
through strategic design of the spatial one-dimensional
arrangement and the tunability of the resonance fre-
quencies of the YIG spheres. In contrast to other ap-
proaches [35, 37, 38, 52], our device operates at room tem-
perature, mitigates fabrication challenges and crosstalk
issues, and presents additional advantages of flexibility
and straightforward extensibility for large-scale networks.
Furthermore, by repositioning the YIG spheres on the
CPW, we realize collective coupling and demonstrate
coherent energy exchange following resonant excitation.
Additionally, we validate the relationship between the
strength of the RDDI and the number of YIG spheres
located at the nodes.

System and model.—Our experimental setup, shown
in Fig. 1(b), comprises four YIG spheres, each with a
diameter of 1.2 mm, positioned on top of a 44 cm long
CPW, with the left end shorted to ground, effectively
acting as a magnetic antinode mirror. The KM transi-
tion frequency ωm of each YIG sphere is independently
tunable by the local magnetic field (H⃗i, i = 1, 2, 3, 4) per-
pendicular to the CPW and the YIG’s crystal axis ⟨110⟩,

controlled by the applied current I and a permanent local
magnet. Figure S1 in the Supplementary Material [65] il-
lustrates the measurement apparatus for both frequency-
and time-domain experiments.
In the presence of the mirror, when a YIG sphere is

positioned at the node of the standing wave formed by
incident and reflected waves at its resonance frequency,
it is considered completely decoupled from the field [66].
However, RDDI between two YIG spheres can in this
situation still be induced by the continuum of propa-
gating microwave modes. Theoretically, when two YIG
spheres resonate at ωr, their interaction strength is given
by [Eq. (S11) [40, 41, 65]]

∆ij =
κij

2

[

sin
(ωr

v
(xi + xj)

)

+ sin
(ωr

v
|xi − xj |

)]

, (1)

where xi denotes the distance of YIG sphere i from the
mirror located at x = 0, κij ≡

√

κi(ωr)κj(ωr) with
κi(ωr) the bare radiative damping rate of YIG sphere
i into an open waveguide at the KM frequency ωm = ωr,
and v is the velocity of microwaves propagating in the
CPW. According to Eq. (1), when YIG sphere i is at
an antinode (ωrxi/v = niπ, ni = 0, 1, 2, . . .) and YIG
sphere j is at a node (ωrxj/v = njπ + π

2 , nj = 0, 1, 2, . . .,
nj ≥ ni), the interaction reaches its maximum, given
by ∆ij = κij . This interaction leads an avoided level
crossing between the two YIG spheres, and the reflection
spectrum is anticipated to exhibit two resonance modes
with a frequency splitting of 2∆. Compared to the sce-
nario in which the YIG spheres are placed on an open
CPW, the presence of the mirror in our setup enhances
the interaction and circumvents the challenge posed by
the linewidths of the two resonance modes obscuring the
interaction [40, 41]. In addition, this mirror technique en-
ables on-demand magnon-magnon interactions and com-
plete suppression of both coherent [Eq. (1)] and dissipa-
tive interactions [Eq. (S10)] (see Sec. S2 [65]). The fur-
ther detailed advantages of this mirror-terminated waveg-
uide system are summarized in Table S4 [65].
Results and discussion.—To establish an all-to-all se-

lective network, we position four YIG spheres on the
CPW at equal intervals of 10 cm, designated sequen-
tially as A, B, C, and D, as shown in Fig. 2(a). We
begin by characterizing each YIG sphere through reflec-
tion spectroscopy. From the results, we derive the KM
frequency ωm, the radiative damping rate κr, the over-
all damping rate Γ, the non-radiative decay rate α, and
the propagation velocity of microwaves within the CPW
(v ≈ 1.86 × 108 m/s). All extracted and calculated pa-
rameters are detailed in Table S1 [65].
We then focus on the YIG pair A&B, while ensuring

that the other YIG spheres are significantly detuned. The
YIG sphere A is consistently positioned at the antinode
of the microwave field within the CPW, as it is located
at the reflecting mirror. Tuning ωm of YIG B enables
continuous adjustment of ωmxB/v, where xB = 10 cm.
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Figure 2. All-to-all selective interaction between distant YIG-sphere pairs. (a) Schematic diagram of the setup. Four YIG
spheres are placed equidistantly in front of a mirror along the CPW, with a spacing of 10 cm between them, labeled sequentially
as A, B, C, and D. Green dashed curves with arrows below the YIG spheres indicate the interacting pairs. The blue text
denotes the coherent interaction ∆/2π between corresponding YIG spheres, while the red text represents the designed resonance
frequency ωr/2π. (b)–(g) Amplitude reflection coefficient |r| for a weak probe as a function of the probe frequency ωp and the
current I controlling the KM frequency of one YIG sphere in a pair. The six panels correspond to the pairs A&B, A&C, A&D,
B&C, B&D, and C&D, respectively. In each panel, the KM frequency of the YIG sphere at the node is fixed (highlighted in
red font), while the KM frequency of the other YIG sphere is tuned through resonance with this frequency. Each panel shows
a clear avoided level crossing, demonstrating interactions between the selected pairs of YIG spheres. (h) Line cuts of the data
[dashed lines in panels (b)–(g)] at the point where the corresponding selected YIG pair is on resonance. Here, δp = ωp − ωr is
the detuning between the probe and resonance frequencies. The simulation results corresponding to panels (b)–(h) are shown
in Fig. S2 [65].

With the KM frequency of YIG B fixed at 2.325GHz,
such that ωmxB/v = 2.5π, placing it at a node of the
resonant mode, we bias the KM of YIG A close to this
value and tune it across this region. The resulting re-
flection spectrum is presented in Fig. 2(b), where the
resonance observed along the diagonal corresponds to
YIG A. The resonance of YIG B is hidden from detec-
tion due to its position at the node. However, the pres-
ence of an anticrossing indicates that when the two YIG
spheres are on resonance, they exhibit coherent coupling
characterized by the interaction strength ∆, which must
arise from the microwave continuum in the CPW, as the
two YIG spheres are spatially separated by a large dis-
tance. Through the line cut on resonance [red dashed
line in Fig. 2(b)], shown in the red curve in Fig. 2(h), the
coupling strength is found to be ∆/2π ≈ 1.94 MHz.

We conduct the same experiment for the five other pos-
sible pairs among the four YIG spheres: A&C, A&D,
B&C, B&D, and C&D. The corresponding results are
shown in Fig. 2(c)–(g), with their resonance line cuts
summarized in Fig. 2(h). From these results, we extract
the corresponding resonance frequencies and coherent in-

teractions given in Fig. 2(a). Notably, in the configura-
tions A&B, A&C, A&D, and C&D, the YIG sphere posi-
tioned closer to the mirror is consistently at an antinode,
while the other is at a node. In contrast, in the cases B&C
and B&D, although the YIG sphere further from the mir-
ror remains at a node, YIG B is not at an antinode; the
values of ωmxB/v are 2.25π and 2.166π, respectively, for
the corresponding resonance frequencies.

We make several observations here. (1) When the
YIG sphere distant from the mirror is at a node and
the YIG sphere close to the mirror is not at an antin-
ode, coherent interaction can still occur. (2) Different
pairs of YIG spheres exhibit different coupling strengths,
which correlate with their bare radiative damping rates
according to Eq. (1) (see Table S2 [65]). The strongest
coupling strength we measured was ∆/2π ≈ 6.77 MHz
and the weakest was ∆/2π ≈ 1.94 MHz, with an aver-
age strength of ∆/2π ≈ 3.52 MHz. (3) In this setup, by
fixing the selected pair to a strategically designed fre-
quency and ensuring that all other YIG spheres are far
detuned, we have successfully established an all-to-all co-
herent network with selective interactions between dis-
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Figure 3. Time-resolved energy oscillations between YIG sphere A and joint spin ensemble. (a) Sketch of the setup. Four
YIG spheres are positioned in front of a mirror along the CPW, with distances from the mirror set at xA = 0, xB = 10 cm,
xC = 22 cm, and xD = 30 cm. The black dashed sinusoidal curve indicates that when ωp/2π = 2.325 GHz, YIG A is at an
antinode, while B, C, and D are at nodes. (b) Time evolution of the system for configurations with two (blue), three (green),
and four (red) YIG spheres, each tuned on resonance at ωr/2π = 2.325 GHz, following the termination of a long (∼ 1 µs)
resonant rectangular microwave pulse. The time traces correspond to line cuts of more extensive data [dashed lines in panel (c)
and Fig. S5(a)–(b) [65]]. To enhance visibility of the oscillations, |Vout| is converted to reflected power in dBm. We observe that
the oscillation period decreases with an increasing number of YIG spheres. The corresponding simulation results are shown
in Fig. S5(f) [65]. (c) Time evolution of the reflected signal |Vout| for the configuration involving four YIG spheres. The plot
consists of two distinct regions: from 0 to 1 µs, during which the pulse is applied, and the remaining duration when the pulse
is off. Shortly after the pulse is activated and deactivated, energy oscillations can be observed. When the pulse is applied for a
long time, the system reaches a steady state, revealing mode splitting, consistent with the frequency-domain measurement in
Fig. S3(b) [65]. The corresponding time-domain simulation results are shown in Fig. S5(e) [65]. (d) Based on the oscillation

periods in panel (b), ∆ as a function of the number of YIG spheres located at the nodes (N − 1). Here, ∆(0) is the coherent
interaction for the case of two YIG spheres (A-D). The agreement between the experimental data and the prediction (

√
N − 1)

is good.

tant YIG pairs. A more detailed demonstration is shown
in Fig. S4 [65].

We proceed to couple multiple YIG spheres together
to investigate the dependence of coupling strength on
the number of YIG spheres and to demonstrate coher-
ent energy exchange between them. In our previous ex-
periment, at the resonance frequency of 2.325GHz, YIG
spheres B and D were positioned at nodes, while YIG A
was consistently located at a mirror antinode. To facili-
tate our analysis, we relocate YIG C 2 cm further away
from the mirror than its original position, ensuring that
when ωr/2π = 2.325 GHz, YIG spheres B, C, and D all
reside at nodes, as depicted in Fig. 3(a). Consequently,
we can treat these three spheres together as a ‘joint spin
ensemble’ [red dashed box in Fig. 3(a)] to explore the
coupling dynamics between them and YIG A.

Initially, in the case of two YIG spheres, we focus
on the YIG pair A&D, which are the most distantly
spaced. We fix both YIG spheres at 2.325GHz and
then apply a long (∼ 1 µs) microwave square pulse while
sweeping the carrier frequency around this value. The
reflected signal |Vout|, which indicates the stored field
in YIG A, is recorded using a digitizer (see the setup
in Fig. S1 [65]). After the excitation resonant pulse
ends, we observe the coherent energy exchange between

the two YIG spheres, as illustrated by the blue trace
in Fig. 3(b). Due to the inherent lifetime limitation of
the YIG spheres, only one oscillation is observed with a
period of T (0) ≈ 220 ns, resulting in a calculated coupling
strength of ∆(0)/2π = 1/2T (0) ≈ 2.27 MHz, consistent
with the frequency-domain measurement in Fig. 2(d).

For three YIG spheres, we select the configuration com-
prising YIGs A, C, and D. During resonance, we observe
two oscillations with a period of T (1) ≈ 157 ns, as shown
by the green trace in Fig. 3(b), leading to a coupling
strength of ∆(1)/2π = 1/2T (1) ≈ 3.18 MHz.

For the case of four YIG spheres, a 2D plot of |Vout| as
a function of ωp and evolution time is shown in Fig. 3(c).
This plot reveals oscillatory energy transfer between YIG
A and the joint spin ensemble consisting of YIG spheres
B, C, and D for a brief duration following the initiation
and cessation of the pulse. Additionally, we observe that
when the pulse is applied for a long time (much longer
than the lifetime of the magnon, which is on the order
of tens of nanoseconds [5, 34]), the system evolves into
a steady state characterized by two split modes (indi-
cated by red arrows in the brown region). The red trace
in Fig. 3(b) indicates two post-pulse oscillations, with
T (2) ≈ 131 ns and ∆(2)/2π = 1/2T (2) ≈ 3.82 MHz.

Further experimental details regarding time-domain
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measurements of two and three YIG spheres, as well as
frequency-domain measurements involving three and four
YIG spheres, along with the corresponding simulation re-
sults, are provided in Figs. S3, S5, and Table S3 [65].
Finally, we calculate the normalized coupling strengths
(∆(i)/∆(0), i = 0, 1, 2), as shown in Fig. 3(d). Our re-
sults indicate a proportional relationship ∆(i)/∆(0) ∝√

N − 1, where N (N − 1) is the number of YIG spheres
(at nodes). This finding substantiates the scaling law
presented in Ref. [41].

Summary and outlook.—We have demonstrated reso-
nant dipole-dipole interaction between distant spin en-
sembles coupled to a one-dimensional CPW with a mir-
ror. Our experimental findings indicate that when a spin
ensemble is positioned at the node of the standing wave
created by incident and reflected waves at its resonance
frequency, it can significantly interact with another res-
onant spin ensemble, despite being effectively decoupled
from the CPW. Leveraging this effect, we constructed
an all-to-all coherent network comprising four detach-
able and flexibly controllable spin ensembles, achieved
through strategic design of their interensemble spacing
and corresponding resonance frequencies. We demon-
strated coherent energy exchange through time-domain
measurements, highlighting the substantial potential of
magnons for information exchange within the network.
We further demonstrate the ability to rapidly (∼200 ns)
decouple two YIG spheres on demand (Fig. S6) [65]. This
device serves as a prototype demonstration of a modu-
lar structure for an all-to-all connected network, which
holds great promise for advancing our understanding of
many-body physics and enhancing coherent information
processing capabilities. Furthermore, as the underlying
principle relies entirely on linear interactions, this cir-
cuit architecture can be readily extended to the quantum
regime at millikelvin temperatures [40].
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S1. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

Figure S1 illustrates the experimental setup used for both frequency- and time-domain measurements. A vector
network analyzer (VNA), employed for reflection spectroscopy, is connected in parallel with the time-domain setup,
which consists of an arbitrary waveform generator (AWG), a radio-frequency (RF) source, and a digitizer. A coherent
microwave square pulse is generated by the RF source, modulated in-phase and quadrature (IQ) by the AWG, and
then transmitted into the system via an attenuator, a splitter, and a circulator. The probe power used on the yttrium
iron garnet (YIG) spheres is approximately −30 dBm to ensure that excitation of the Kittel mode (KM) remains
within the linear regime. After interacting with the system, the reflected microwaves are down-converted by a mixer
using a signal generated by a local oscillator (LO), and the encoded system information is recorded by the digitizer.
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Figure S1. Experimental setup for both frequency- and time-domain measurements. The device under test (DUT) here is
four YIG spheres placed on the coplanar waveguide (CPW) shorted to ground, see Fig. 1(b) in the main text. The CPW is
fabricated on a 14 × 440 mm

2 RO4003C board, with a center conductor width of 1.5mm, a gap of 0.4mm between the center
conductor and the two ground planes, and a characteristic impedance of Z0 ≈ 50 Ω.

S2. DIPOLE-DIPOLE INTERACTION

In this section, we summarize the derivation of the resonant dipole-dipole interaction (RDDI) in a system consisting
of an array of N YIG spheres coupled to a one-dimensional (1D) coplanar waveguide (CPW), which is terminated at
one end by an antinode mirror [S1, S2]. All YIG spheres are positioned in front of the mirror, and their locations can
be adjusted to enable all-to-all connectivity. The total Hamiltonian of the system is given by [S3, S4]

H = Hm + Hb + V, (S1)

where Hm and Hb represent the magnonic and field energies, respectively, and are expressed as

Hm = ℏ

∑

i

ωmi
a†

i ai, (S2)

Hb = ℏ

∫ ∞

0

dω ωb†
ωbω. (S3)

Here, the operator a†
i (ai) denotes the creation (annihilation) operator of a magnon with energy ℏωmi

for the ith YIG,
and b†

ω (bω) creates (annihilates) a waveguide photon of frequency ω.

The interaction between the YIG spheres and the waveguide is described by

V = ℏ

∑

i

∫ ∞

0

dω gi(ω) cos(kωxi)a
†
i bω + H.c., (S4)

where xi is the position of the ith YIG sphere. The position-dependent coupling strength gi(ω) cos(kωxi) reflects the
boundary condition imposed by the antinode at x = 0. The wavenumber is given by kω = ω/v, with v denoting the
speed of light, and H.c. denotes the Hermitian conjugate.
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The equations of motion of the photonic and magnonic annihilation operators are

dbω

dt
= −iωbω − i

∑

i

gi(ω) cos(kωxi)ai, (S5)

dai

dt
= −iωmi

ai − i

∫ ∞

0

dω gi(ω) cos(kωxi)bω. (S6)

By integrating Eq. (S5) and applying the Born–Markov approximation [S5], we obtain

bω(t) = bω(0)e−iωt −
∑

i

gi(ω) cos(kωxi)

(ω − ωmi
) − iϵ

ai, (S7)

where a small positive quantity ϵ ensures convergence of the integral. Substituting Eq. (S7) into Eq. (S6), we obtain

dai

dt
= −iωmi

ai − i
√

κi(mi) cos(kixi)bin(t) −
∑

j

F (xi, xj)aj , (S8)

where bin(t) represents the photonic input field [S6], and ki = ωmi
/v is the wavenumber corresponding to the ith YIG

sphere. The function F (xi, xj) captures the collective interaction between YIG spheres; it is given by

F (xi, xj) =

∫ ∞

0

dω
gi(ω)gj(ω) cos(kωxi) cos(kωxj)

ϵ + i(ω − ωmi
)

≡ γij

2
+ i∆ij , (S9)

where γij and ∆ij denote collective dissipative and coherent coupling strengths, respectively [S7]. Using contour-
integration techniques, we finally obtain

γij =
√

κi(ωmi
)κj(ωmi

)[cos ki(xi + xj) + cos ki|xi − xj |], (S10)

∆ij =

√

κi(ωmi
)κj(ωmi

)

2
[sin ki(xi + xj) + sin ki|xi − xj |], (S11)

where the bare radiative damping rate of the ith YIG is given by

κi(ωmi
) = πg2

i (ωmi
), (S12)

and the radiative damping rate κr can be expressed as

κr = 2κi cos2(kixi). (S13)

When YIG sphere i is at an antinode (kixi = niπ, ni = 0, 1, 2, . . .) and YIG sphere j is at a node (kjxj = njπ + π
2
,

nj = 0, 1, 2, . . ., nj ≥ ni), the dissipative coupling vanishes (γij = 0) while the coherent interaction reaches its

maximum, given by ∆ij = κij ≡
√

κi(ωmi
)κj(ωmi

), resulting in purely coherent coupling between the two YIG
spheres. Remarkably, when both YIG spheres are located at nodes, both γij and ∆ij vanish (γij = ∆ij = 0),
leading to a complete suppression of the magnon-magnon interaction, which cannot be achieved in the open-CPW
configuration [S8]. This mirror-assisted configuration therefore offers a robust method for achieving full decoupling
simply by positioning the YIG spheres at different nodes of the standing wave corresponding to the resonance frequency.

S3. FREQUENCY-DOMAIN RESPONSE

To probe the system, we send a weak coherent probe signal with frequency ωp into the shorted end of the waveguide,
allowing it to interact with the YIG-sphere array, as illustrated in Fig. 1 of the main text. We then measure the
reflection coefficient, defined as |r| = |⟨bout⟩/⟨bin⟩|, where the output field bout is determined by both the input signal
and the collective response of the YIG spheres via the input-output relation [S9, S10]

bout(t) = bin(t) − i
∑

i

√

κi(ωmi
) cos(kixi)ai(t). (S14)

Using Eqs. (S8) and (S14), the reflection coefficient |r| in the rotating frame of the probe frequency ωp is given by

|r| =
∣

∣1 + cT M−1c
∣

∣, (S15)
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x ωm/2π κr/2π Γ/2π α/2π v
cm GHz MHz MHz MHz 10

8
m/s

YIG A 0 2.0926 (antinode) 1.383 1.812 2.242 1.86
YIG A 0 2.3244 (antinode) 1.640 1.817 1.995
YIG B 10 2.0142 8.877 5.427 1.976
YIG B 10 2.0928 3.871 3.058 2.245
YIG B 10 2.7900 (antinode) 9.845 5.971 2.097
YIG C 20 2.3255 (antinode) 12.779 7.715 2.651
YIG C 22 2.1138 (antinode) 12.691 7.514 2.338
YIG D 30 2.1692 (antinode) 13.982 7.827 1.671

Table S1. Summary of extracted parameters of the YIG spheres. x is the distance of the YIG spheres from the mirror. Note
that due to their non-identical nature and spatial arrangement, different YIG spheres exhibit various κr.

with the vector

cT =
[√

κ1(ωm1
) cos(k1x1),

√

κ2(ωm2
) cos(k2x2), · · · ,

√

κN (ωm3
) cos(kN xN )

]

(S16)

and the coefficient matrix

M =









γ11

2
+ α1

2
+ i∆11 − iδ1

γ12

2
+ i∆12 · · · γ1N

2
+ i∆1N

γ21

2
+ i∆21

γ22

2
+ α2

2
+ i∆22 − iδ2 . . . γ2N

2
+ i∆2N

...
...

. . .
...

γN1

2
+ i∆N1

γN2

2
+ i∆N2 · · · γNN

2
+ αN

2
+ i∆NN − iδN









. (S17)

Here δi = ωp − ωmi
is the detuning of the probe from the resonance frequency of the ith YIG sphere and αi, included

manually, denotes the non-radiative decay rate of the ith YIG sphere [S11].

S4. TIME-DOMAIN DYNAMICS

To study temporal evolution, we excite the YIG array using a microwave square pulse of frequency ωp and duration
t0. The time-domain dynamics, using Eq. (S8), are then governed by

dÃi

dt
= −

(

γii + αi

2

)

Ãi + i(ωp − ωmi
− ∆ii)Ãn −

∑

j ̸=i

(γij

2
+ i∆ij

)

Ãj

− i
√

κi(ωmi
) cos(kixi)(u(t) − u(t − t0)), (S18)

where Ãi = ⟨ai⟩e−iωpt/β is the normalized magnon amplitude for the ith YIG sphere in the frame rotating at frequency
ωp, β is the input field amplitude, and u(t) denotes the unit step function. By solving Eq. (S18), the time evolution
of the YIG-sphere array can be characterized through the normalized reflected power in log scale [S12], defined as

P̃ ∝ 20 log
∣

∣Ṽout

∣

∣, (S19)

where the normalized output voltage is given by

∣

∣Ṽout

∣

∣ ∝
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(u(t) − u(t − t0)) − i
∑

i

√

κi(ωmi
) cos(kixi)Ãi(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (S20)

This framework captures the time-dependent exchange of excitations mediated by the dipole-dipole interactions and
is essential for analyzing coherent dynamics within the array.

S5. ALL EXTRACTED PARAMETERS OF THE YIG SPHERES

In the main text, we have two configurations of YIG-sphere arrangements, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 3(a)
there. The only difference between them is the location of YIG C, which in the second configuration is moved 2 cm
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Pair ωm/2π κi/2π α/2π
GHz MHz MHz

A&B YIG A 2.3249 0.7307 2.453
YIG B 2.3251 5.1276 1.5728

A&C YIG A 2.0939 0.6536 2.4681
YIG C 2.0920 7.1867 3.2784

A&D YIG A 2.3242 0.6152 3.5922
YIG D 2.3253 8.8241 2.0752

B&C YIG B 2.0932 3.2735 2.8632
YIG C 2.0918 6.8204 3.0760

B&D YIG B 2.0138 4.698 3.0977
YIG D 2.0148 5.8921 3.4641

C&D YIG C 2.3249 4.9116 4.2947
YIG D 2.3250 9.3355 2.1120

Table S2. Parameters used for fitting all-to-all interaction between YIG pairs in Fig. S2. Note that κi is the bare radiative
damping rate, and the radiative damping rate is related to κi through Eq. (S13).

ωm/2π κi/2π α/2π
GHz MHz MHz

YIG A 2.325 0.8202 1.995
YIG B 2.325 4.1202 2.097
YIG C 2.325 6.9795 2.338
YIG D 2.325 7.4931 1.671

Table S3. Parameters used for fitting the interactions between multiple YIG spheres in Figs. S3 and S5.

away from its original position in the direction opposite to the mirror. This section aims to characterize the parameters
of all YIG spheres at specific positions and corresponding KM frequencies ωm.

We first conduct reflection spectroscopy with a weak probe tone on each YIG sphere. When focusing on one YIG
sphere, the remaining spheres are significantly detuned. The reflection coefficient r is recorded by VNA as a function
of both ωp and ωm, which is modulated by the current I. In the steady state, the reflection coefficient is given by [S2]

r = 1 − κr

Γ − i(ωp − ωm)
, (S21)

where Γ = (κr + α)/2 is the overall damping rate of the KM, with radiative damping rate κr and non-radiative
decay rate α. The measured data are fitted by Eq. (S21) to extract the parameters as summarized in Table S1. The
microwave velocity v within the CPW is extracted by finding multiple nodes of the field for YIG D following the
method introduced in Ref. [S2].

S6. DETAILED DATA FOR FREQUENCY-DOMAIN RESULTS

A. Multi-sphere interactions

This section presents simulation results for the all-to-all selective network shown in Fig. 2 of the main text, as well
as for multiple YIG spheres configured as in Fig. 3(a), based on Eq. (S15) and the fitting parameters summarized in
Table S2 and Table S3, respectively.

Figure S2 displays theoretical simulations of all-to-all pairwise interactions between YIG spheres A&B, A&C, A&D,
B&C, B&D, and C&D, corresponding to Fig. 2 of the main text. In each panel, the ωm of the YIG sphere positioned
closer to the mirror is varied, while the ωm of the other YIG sphere in the pair (marked in red font) is fixed at a node.
In Fig. S3(a), three YIG spheres, A, C, and D, are coupled by fixing the ωm of YIG spheres C and D at 2.325GHz,

while varying the ωm of YIG A by sweeping the current I to observe their interaction. Similarly, in Fig. S3(b), four
YIG spheres are coupled together by fixing the ωm of YIG spheres B, C, and D at 2.325GHz and sweeping the ωm of
YIG A. As mentioned in the main text, when they are resonant at ωr/2π = 2.325 GHz, YIG spheres B, C, and D are
positioned at the nodes, while YIG A consistently remains at the antinode of the microwave field within the CPW
due to its position at the mirror. The corresponding simulations are shown in Fig. S3(c)–(d).
Our observations indicate that the coupling strength ∆ is proportional to the number of YIG spheres located at

the nodes, as shown in Fig. 3(d) of the main text.
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Figure S2. Simulation results for selective all-to-all interaction between YIG-sphere pairs in Fig. 2 of the main text. (a)–(f)
Simulated amplitude reflection coefficient |r| for a weak probe as a function of the probe frequency ωp and the KM transition
frequency ωm of one YIG sphere in the pair. In each panel, ωm of the YIG sphere located at the node is fixed (highlighted
in red font), while ωm of the other is tuned through resonance. (g) Line cuts from panels (a)–(f), taken at resonance (dashed
lines), show the interaction profiles for each YIG pair.
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Figure S3. Interaction between multiple YIG spheres. Amplitude reflection coefficient |r| for a weak probe as a function of ωp

and I (ωm) of YIG A. (a) ωm of YIG spheres C and D are fixed at 2.325GHz, and ωm of YIG A is tuned through resonance
with this value. (b) ωm of YIG spheres B, C, and D are fixed at 2.325GHz, and ωm of YIG A is tuned through resonance with
this value. (c), (d) Theoretical simulations corresponding to (a) and (b), respectively, based on Eq. (S15) and fitting parameters
listed in Table S3.



7

-100

-50

0

50

100

I 
(m

A
)

2.42.32.22.1

ωp/2π (GHz)

A&DB C 1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

|r|

Figure S4. Selective coupling between YIG A and YIG D. Only YIG A and D are tuned on resonance, while the remaining
spheres are far detuned and act as spectators. A clear avoided crossing between YIG A and D is observed, indicating selective
pairwise interaction. The red marker indicates another magnetostatic mode of YIG A.

B. Selective coupling between distant YIG spheres

To further illustrate selective control over pairwise interactions, we present in Fig. S4 experimental result where
only YIG A and YIG D are tuned into resonance, while YIG B and C remain far detuned, serving as non-interacting
spectators. When YIG A and D are brought into resonance at 2.325GHz, a distinct avoided crossing appears in the
reflection spectrum, indicating coherent interaction between them.

The absence of additional splitting or interference confirms that YIG B and C do not participate in the interaction,
thereby validating the system’s capability to achieve selective coupling between arbitrary pairs of YIG spheres. This
experimental setup aligns with the configuration employed in Fig. 2 of the main text, where a specific pair of YIG
spheres is tuned to a designated frequency while all other spheres remain far detuned. Through this approach, an
all-to-all coherent network featuring selective interactions among distant YIG pairs is successfully established.

This experiment underscores the platform’s reconfigurability, as adjusting the magnetic bias of individual YIG
spheres enables the selective activation of specific couplings between distant spin ensembles.

S7. DETAILED DATA FOR TIME-DOMAIN RESULTS

A. Coherent energy oscillations

In this section, we provide the detailed data corresponding to Fig. 3 in the main text. Using the same configuration
as depicted in Fig. 3(a), we investigate the coherent interaction involving two to four YIG spheres to observe time-
resolved energy oscillations. In Fig. S5(a), two YIG spheres, A and D, are biased at 2.325GHz, and |Vout| is plotted
as a function of probe frequency ωp and evolution time, following the procedure described in the main text. In
Fig. S5(b), three YIG spheres, A, C, and D, are also biased at 2.325GHz, and |Vout| is presented. Based on Eq. (S20)
and the fitting parameters summarized in Table S3, the simulation results for interactions involving two to four YIG
spheres are shown in Fig. S5(c)–(e). These simulation results are normalized, denoted as |Ṽout| and P̃ , to eliminate
the influence of non-ideal background signals from the overall measurement setup.

With the ‘joint spin ensemble’ (YIG spheres at nodes) dynamically coupled to YIG A, we directly observe the
system evolving into a steady state characterized by two split modes when the pulse is activated. Moreover, the
relationship between coupling strength ∆ and the number of YIG spheres influences the width of these split modes;
a larger joint spin ensemble, comprising more YIG spheres at nodes, results in broader splitting of modes, as well as
faster energy oscillation, as illustrated in Fig. S5(f). Through time-domain measurements, we have thus successfully
demonstrated coherent energy exchange.
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Figure S5. Time-resolved energy oscillations for multiple YIG spheres. After applying a microwave square pulse into the system,
the reflected signal |Vout| is recorded as a function of ωp and evolution time. (a) With two YIG spheres, A and D, tuned on
resonance at 2.325GHz. (b) With three YIG spheres, A, C, and D, tuned on resonance at 2.325GHz. The pulse is on from 0µs to
1µs, and off for the remaining durations. We can observe energy oscillations shortly after the pulse is activated and deactivated.
(c), (d) Theoretical simulations corresponding to the experiments in panels (a) and (b), respectively, based on Eq. (S20). (e)
Theoretical simulation corresponding to Fig. 3(c) in the main text. (f) Theoretical simulation corresponding to Fig. 3(b) in
the main text. The time traces correspond to the line cuts of the data in panels (c)–(e), presented for configurations with two
(blue), three (green), and four (red) YIG spheres, each tuned on resonance at ωr/2π = 2.325 GHz, following the termination of
a long resonant microwave square pulse. To enhance visibility of the oscillations, |Ṽout| is converted to the normalized reflected
power P̃ using Eq. (S19).

B. Dynamic coupling control using a detuning magnetic pulse

To demonstrate real-time control of the magnon-magnon interaction, we apply a fast detuning magnetic pulse to
dynamically switch the coupling between YIG A and YIG D, as shown in Fig. S6. The pulse sequence, illustrated in
the lower part of Fig. S6(a)–(b), consists of a long-duration RF excitation pulse (from 0 to 8 µs) and a magnetic-field
detuning pulse (from 4 µs to 12 µs) that transiently detunes either YIG A [Fig. S6(b)] or YIG D [Fig. S6(a)] via the
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Figure S6. Dynamic decoupling of YIG A and YIG D using a detuning magnetic pulse. (a), (b) Schematic of the experimental
setup showing the RF excitation pulse with carrier frequency ωp and the magnetic-field detuning pulse that detunes the YIG
sphere via the coil. (c), (d) Time-resolved reflection signal |Vout| as a function of ωp and evolution time when detuning (c) YIG
D or (d) YIG A. The KM transition frequency ωm of YIG D is fixed at the node (highlighted in red font). (e) Vertical line cuts
from (c) demonstrate the coupled (blue) and decoupled (cyan) states. The Lorentzian shape indicates the response of YIG A
alone. (f) Horizontal line cuts extracted from (c) and (d) illustrate the temporal transition from the coupled to the decoupled
states. (g) Zoomed-in view corresponding to the orange box highlighted in (f), where the tail of the RF pulse (green) is a
Gaussian square edge with σ = 50 ns. The black dashed line marks the flat end of this Gaussian square RF pulse. An emission
signal is observed from YIG A (red) but not from YIG D (green), since YIG D is located at a node.
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coil.
When two spheres resonate, the time-resolved reflection signal |Vout| exhibits two split modes, indicating coherent

interaction between them, as shown in Fig. S6(c)–(d) (from 0 to 4 µs). Upon activating the detuning pulse at 4 µs,
these split modes are rapidly suppressed, signaling the effective termination of the coherent coupling. The transition
is distinctly observed through vertical line cuts extracted from Fig. S6(c) at 2 µs and 6 µs, summarized in Fig. S6(e),
where the spectrum evolves from two distinct modes (blue) to a single mode (cyan). Additionally, the horizontal red
and green line cuts, derived from Fig. S6(c)–(d) and summarized in Fig. S6(f), reveal the temporal transition from the
coupled to the decoupled states. The decoupling time is ∼ 200 ns. A zoom-in view in Fig. S6(g) further demonstrates
that, upon deactivating the RF pulse, an emission is observed from YIG A (red), whereas YIG D shows no emission
(green), as it resides at a node along the CPW.
This experiment delivers a direct demonstration of rapid, on-demand decoupling of two distant YIG spheres. Such

dynamic modulation of dipole-dipole interactions opens new avenues for developing time-dependent magnonic circuits
and reconfigurable coherent networks based on waveguide magnonic systems.

S8. COMPARISON WITH OTHER COUPLING SCHEMES

To underscore the differences between our mirror-induced standing-wave system and other representative platforms,
we outline key distinctions in Table S4. The mirror-terminated CPW generates standing-wave patterns along the
waveguide, facilitating all-to-all connectivity among distant YIG spheres. This configuration provides two primary
advantages over traditional cavity-based and open-waveguide systems: frequency selectivity and positional flexibility.

Unlike conventional cavity magnonic systems (e.g., Ref. [S13]), our scheme does not require all spin ensembles to
couple to a single, fixed cavity resonance. Instead, any chosen pair of YIG spheres can be individually tuned into
resonance at a designated frequency, while the remaining spheres remain far detuned and effectively decoupled. As
shown in Fig. 2(b)–(g) of the main text and further validated in Fig. S4, each data set corresponds to a specific
YIG pair (e.g., A&B, A&C, etc.) exhibiting a clear avoided crossing, with all other spheres acting as non-interacting
spectators. This capability enables precise, frequency-selective control over pairwise magnonic interactions.

Moreover, YIG spheres in our mirror-terminated CPW can, in principle, be put at any position along the waveguide,
with their interaction strength determined by their relative positions with respect to the standing-wave nodes and
antinodes, as described by Eq. (1) in the main text. This level of spatial tunability starkly contrasts with conventional
cavity systems, where strong coupling occurs only near the fixed antinodes of the cavity field.

The ability to independently control both frequency selectivity and spatial placement, resulting in controllable
interference-enhanced or suppressed dipolar coupling as described by Eq. (1) in the main text, provides a versatile
and scalable approach for engineering reconfigurable magnonic networks.

S9. DOWNSCALING AND SCALABILITY OF OUR SYSTEM

The scalability of our mirror-terminated CPW platform is a key consideration for realizing dense, all-to-all magnonic
networks in future quantum and hybrid information systems. In the present experiment, the YIG spheres have
diameters of 1.2mm, typical for current magnonics research (0.25–2mm). This size primarily reflects fabrication
constraints, as conventional polishing limits the production of smaller spheres with high crystalline quality and low
damping [S15]. Sub-millimeter spheres are, in principle, feasible and would enable compact, chip-scale integration;

however, the magnon-photon coupling strength decreases with the square root of the sphere volume (g ∝
√

V ) [S2],
making strong coupling more difficult to maintain. Consequently, size reduction weakens the photon-mediated coherent
coupling between YIG spheres, according to Eq. (S11), and may compromise the system’s performance in achieving
long-range interactions.
The reduced coupling of smaller YIG spheres can be mitigated through several approaches. Positioning YIG spheres

closer to the CPW surface enhances the local microwave magnetic field and increases field overlap. Adopting loop-
type transmission lines that confine the field around the sphere, as demonstrated in Ref. [S8], can further strengthen
the magnon-photon coupling. In addition, advances in YIG fabrication techniques, such as chemical etching or
laser-assisted polishing, may enable the realization of smaller spheres while maintaining high crystalline quality and
coherence [S15].

The microwave wavelength (λ = v/f) in the CPW also constrains the device size. This constraint can be mitigated
by operating at higher frequencies or employing substrates with larger relative dielectric constants ϵr to reduce the
phase velocity v. Compact waveguide geometries, including meandering or folded CPW [S3], can further minimize
the footprint without degrading the coupling.



11

Mirror-terminated
CPW

Cavity Open CPW
Dipolar coupled
spins in close
proximity

Field modes

Continuum modes
exhibiting
mirror-induced
standing-wave
patterns at specific
frequencies, with
microwave nodes
present

Single-mode
standing wave,
with microwave
nodes present

Continuum
modes, without
microwave nodes

Continuum
modes in three
dimensions,
without
microwave nodes

Coupling objects
YIG
spheres

Hybridization
modes (magnon
modes hybridized
with the
cavity mode)

Two
atoms

Dipoles

Coupling mediator
Traveling photons in
the CPW (reflected
by the mirror)

Cavity photons
Traveling photons
in the CPW

Direct
dipole-dipole
exchange

Coupling
characteristics

We demonstrated:
① Selective mutual
coupling between
arbitrary pairs in the
frequency domain
(Fig. 2, Fig. S4);
② Simultaneous
coupling of multiple
spheres in the time
domain (Fig. 3);
③ Dynamic on-
demand decoupling
between two YIG
spheres within 200 ns
(Fig. S6).

All spheres (e.g.,
8 in Ref. [S13])
are coupled
collectively via
the cavity mode.

The coupling
is weak in the
absence of
mirror-induced
standing waves.

The coupling is
effective only at
very short
distances, with
coupling strength
diminishing
rapidly as
separation
increases.

References This work Ref. [S13] Ref. [S14] Ref. [S5]

Table S4. Comparison of our mirror-terminated system with other representative coupling schemes.

Alternative approaches for coupling spin ensembles on more compact scales have also been explored in hybrid
magnonic systems. For instance, as shown in Ref. [S8], coherent coupling between two remote YIG spheres can be
achieved in a superconducting circuit by integrating them with resonators in the dispersive regime, where the resonator
mode is detuned from the magnon frequencies. This configuration yields coherent interaction with coupling strengths of
10–40MHz over a 7mm separation via cavity-mediated interactions. Additionally, the same paper demonstrates that
two YIG spheres mounted in circular CPW loops can enable coherent coupling mediated by propagating microwave
photons, achieving coupling strengths up to 8MHz over a 7.2mm separation in certain frequency regimes, where
the waveguide phase difference influences the coupling dynamics. Furthermore, as shown in Ref. [S16], microwave-
mediated magnon-atom interactions couple two YIG spheres using a superconducting artificial atom in a hybrid
ferromagnet-superconductor system, establishing coherent coupling via virtual photon exchange in microwave cavities.
These schemes require operation in a millikelvin environment, while superconducting circuits commonly encounter
fabrication challenges, which can be circumvented in our device.
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