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MATERIAL

Gadolinium iron garnet (GdsFes012, GdIG) is a compensated ferrimagnet consisting of three magnetic sublat-
tices. The two nearly temperature-independent iron-sublattice magnetizations couple strongly antiferromagnetically
to each other. They can be treated as one effective iron-sublattice. GdIG features a strongly temperature-dependent
gadolinium-sublattice magnetization which is antiferromagnetically coupled to the iron-sublattice [I] in the consid-
ered temperature and magnetic field range, resulting in an effective two-sublattice system. Due to the temperature-
dependence of the Gd-sublattice a compensation of the sublattice magnetizations occurs, where the net remanent
magnetization vanishes at the so-called magnetic compensation temperature Tcomp which we determined by SQUID
magnetometry measurements to Tgomp = 288 K.

The single crystal GAIG disk was grown using traveling solvent floating zone method [2] and cut to a (111)-oriented
disk with diameter d = 6.35 mm and thickness ¢ = 500 pm.

SUBLATTICE MAGNETIZATIONS AND SQUID MAGNETOMETRY MEASUREMENTS
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FIG. S1. (a) Simulated static magnetizations of gadolinium (green solid line) and iron (blue solid line) sublattices vs. temper-
ature. The measured total magnetization M.t carried out in a magnetic field of poHo = 1.0T is shown by black circles. The
insets schematically depict the sublattice magnetizations. (b) Measured magnetic field-dependence of the total magnetization
Mo along the e.a.s. (orange) and a.s.b. (blue) direction at 7" = 282K. The inset shows the full SQUID magnetometry
measurement up to 2T.

The three sublattices of the rare-earth iron garnet GdIG add up to the total magnetization
Mot = Mad + Mryen — Mpe,a = Mga + Mre. (S1)

The two iron sublattices (a- and d-site) are strongly antiferromagnetically coupled and can be treated as one effective
iron sublattice Mye = Mrpe,a — Mre,da. Therefore, the effective number of sublattices is reduced from three to two.
The gadolinium sublattice (c-site) is weakly antiferromagnetically coupled to the net iron sublattice, which leads to
the emergence of the magnetic compensation point at T¢omp, Where the remanent magnetization of the Gd sublattice
equals that of the net iron sublattice |Mgq| = |MFe|-

The calculation of the sublattice magnetizations at non-zero temperatures can be done by using molecular field
theory, where we follow the approach proposed in Refs. [3] and [4] in which all three sublattices are considered. The
magnetization M; of the three sublattices is given by

M;(T) = M;(0) - Bs,(a;), i€ {a,d,c} (S2)

with a=Fe,, d=Feq, and ¢c=Gd. Here, M;(0) is the magnetization at T = 0K and Bg,(a;) is the Brillouin function



with the Boltzmann energy ratios

S,
aq = M . (Ndde —+ Nda,Ma + NchC)a
kgT
Sa
G = SRIHBHO (N AN M, 4 NaoM,), (83)
kgT
e = Jegmpiio (NeaMyg + NeaM, + Neo M),
kT

where the coupling between the sublattices has been taken into account. Here, Sq = S, = 5/2 is the spin angular
momentum of the iron-sublattices and J. = 7/2 is the angular momentum of the Gd-sublattice [I], kp is the Boltzmann
constant and g = 2 is the Lande factor. The sublattice magnetizations M; at T = 0 are given by [4]

Mq4(0) = 3gSausNa,
M, (0) = 2gSapsNa, (S4)
MC(O) = 3gJC,uBNA,

where pp is the Bohr magneton and N, is the Avogadro constant. The molecular field coefficients N; are taken from
Ref. [4], where we slightly adjusted N, from —3.44 mol/cm? to —3.3mol/cm?. All remaining N; are identical to those
in Ref. [4] to yield the compensation temperature Teomp = 288 K found in the SQUID magnetometry measurements
(see Fig. black circles). By solving the set of equations , the magnetization of the sublattices M; and the
total magnetization M., can be calculated, which are shown in Fig. [ST] as solid lines. Below the compensation point
T < Teomp, the magnetization of the gadolinium sublattice Mgaq is larger than that of the net iron sublattice M.,
while the magnetization of the net iron sublattice dominates at T' > Tcomp (see inset in Fig. . The calculated total
magnetization Mt is in good agreement with the measured SQUID data.

Additionally, we measured the magnetic field dependence of the total magnetization M;yt at T = 282K as shown in
Fig. (b) We observe the expected hysteresis loop due to the switching of the total magnetization. Comparing the
two directions in the (111)-plane of the GAIG-disk (e.a.s and a.s.b.), it can be seen from the shape of the hysteresis that
along the e.a.s., the curve “jumps” at the coercive field as expected for an easy axis in a Stoner-Wolfarth model [5].
Along the a.s.b. direction, the hysteresis is more rounded at the coercive field which in comparison to the e.a.s.
direction is a magnetic harder axis. This small difference stems from the small cubic anisotropy as discussed below.

BROADBAND MAGNETIC RESONANCE MEASUREMENTS BELOW AND ABOVE THE
COMPENSATION TEMPERATURE

In Fig. broadband magnetic resonance measurements at three different temperatures (280K, 282K, 294 K)
with the magnetic field along the effectively axially symmetric (e.a.s.) and axial symmetry broken (a.s.b.) direction
respectively are shown. In our experiments we measure the transmission magnitude Ss; through a coplanar waveguide
on which the GdIG-disk is placed as a function of microwave frequency f and magnetic field Hy. We then calculate
the background corrected magnetic field derivative [6]

Sor(Ho + AH) — So1(Ho — AH)
Sor(Ho)AH :

OpSa1/0Hy = (S5)

where AH is the fixed magnetic field step, which in our case is 10 mT/ . First, comparing the measurement results
below the compensation point (T' < Teomp). With the magnetic field applied along the effectively axial symmetric
direction [Figs. (a) and (c)], we observe a shift of the spin-down mode to higher resonance frequencies with
decreasing temperature. In the axial symmetry broken case [Figs. [S2| (b) and (d)] we observe the anti-crossing of the
two resonance modes at both temperatures, although the coupling gets smaller for 7" = 280 K. The main text presents
the case of T = 282K where the ultrastrong coupling along the hard axis is more pronounced with a normalized
coupling strength n(282K) = g./(2nf.) = 0.37 in contrast to n(280K) = 0.24. Comparing these results taken
below the compensation point Tiomp with the situation above the compensation temperature T' = 294K (> Teomp)
[Figs. e) and (f)], we see that the physics remain unchanged and we still observe the ultrastrong coupling along
the a.s.b. direction. The dashed lines are the results of the numerical simulations with parameters given in Table
We denote the orange line as the high frequency and the black line as the low frequency branch.
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FIG. S2. Real part of the normalized magnetic field derivative of the complex transmission magnitude Re dpS21/9Ho, in a
broadband ferromagnetic resonance measurement as a function of the static external magnetic field and the microwave frequency
at (a),(b) T = 280K, (c),(d) T"= 282K and (e),(f) T = 294K. The external magnetic field is applied (a),(c),(e) along the
effectively axial symmetric (e.a.s.) direction ¢ = 90°, where weak coupling between the two resonance modes is observed, and
(b),(d),(f) along the axial symmetry broken (a.s.b.) axis ¢ = 0° where the resonances interact ultrastrongly and exhibit an
anti-crossing behavior. In all cases, the resonance seen at low fields stems from a magnetic compound in the setup and not
from the sample. The dashed black and orange lines are the results from the numerical simulations.

For the rotations at fixed magnitude Hy in Figs. 3(a) and (b) in the main text, we use

So1(w, Ho, ¢ + Ag) — Sa1(w, Ho, o — Ap)

OpSa1/0p = S6
P 21/ 4 SQl(w,HO,(P) ASO 7 ( )
where Ay is the angle step size, which in our case is 1°.
FITTING ROUTINE

In order to quantitatively extract the resonance frequencies w; = 2nf; and the half-width-at-half-maximum

linewidths k;, the real and imaginary part of dpSa1/0Hy are fitted at fixed magnetic field to [6l, [7]

2
Xi(w, H() + AH) — Xi(w,Ho — AH)

OpSa1/0H = Al C S7
S Ol ; { ' (Aixi(w, Ho) +1) - AH e (587)

where A} are complex amplitudes, x; are diagonal components of the Polder susceptibility, which describe the response
of the dynamical component of the magnetization to an external oscillating magnetic field [8], AH is the field step size
of 10mT/po and C = Cy + C1 Hy is a complex linear offset. For the fitting, we use for the susceptibility normalized
to the saturation magnetization [6]

Y |lpoHo — 12k

i (w, Hy) = . S8
Xi (w, Ho) w? —w? — iw2k; (58)

with |y/| the gyromagnetic ratio.



NUMERICAL MODEL

Our numerical analysis follows the approach by Dreher et al. [9]. We start with the free energy density

F=J My Mg = jioHy - (M + M) + 52 (M + M) N (My + Mp)

+ Ke1 (03B + 0402 + BA0A + 0oBBh + abdf + BR0R) + Koz (04 102 + 0B BROB),

where aa B, fa,B and da p are the direction cosines of the magnetizations M p with respect to the cubic (100)-axes,

(S9)

J is the intersublattice antiferromagnetic exchange constant, N is the demagnetization tensor for the disk-shaped
sample [10], and K. and K. are the 1st and 2nd order cubic anisotropy constants. The subscripts A and B refer
to the Gd- and Fe-sublattices, respectively. The lengths of the M g vectors are the saturation magnetizations
Mg = Mo and M3 = Mao + XaHo, where we account for a field-dependent Gd-magnetization. For the plot of I in
Fig. 3(c) in the main text, we set Mpo = 0 and Mao = 10mT /0.

To evaluate the magnetization dynamics, the free energy density is transformed to individual coordinate systems for
the Ma- and Mgp-sublattices, where the 3-axis is chosen along the equilibrium orientation of the respective sublattice
magnetizations [9], while the 1- and 2-axes are along the dynamic components of Ma g. We use an harmonic Ansatz
(Mi,2 = mj 2e™" and M3 = MZ’B) to solve the linearized coupled Landau-Lifshitz equations

oM
2 = —[val poMa x Heg A,
ot
e (S10)
T —|yB| oMB X Heg B,

where y5 p are the gyromagnetic ratios, assumed negative, of the respective sublattice magnetizations. The effective
magnetic fields Heg o and Hg p are given by

oF
MOHeff,A - - )
oM
e (S11)
Hyp=— .
HoHeftB = = 5 M

We formulate the eigenvalue problem in the form Y =1/’ = 0, where /T = [ma 1 ma 2 mp1 mp 2] and the susceptibil-

ity ¥ is a 4 x 4 matrix. Resonance frequencies are obtained by setting det Y~! = 0 and solving for w. The parameters
used for the simulation are summarized in the supplementary Table S1.

FREE ENERGY CONTOURS AND PARAMETERS FOR THE NUMERICAL MODEL

The free energy density F, given by Eq. (S9), is plotted in Fig. [S3|(a) using the parameters compiled in Tab.
where the z-axis corresponds to the [111]-direction. In the top-down view shown in Fig. b) it becomes evident
that the [111]-direction is a crystalline easy axis and that the crystalline hard axes in the upper and lower plane are
shifted by 60° with respect to each other. For the geometry relevant to our experiments, where the [111]-direction is
pointing perpendicular to the disk plane, we consider the change of the free energy F' in the disk plane as a function
of the in-plane angle ¢ as shown in Fig. e). For K., = 0, the free energy landscape is isotropic and for K.o # 0
local easy and hard axes emerge. Nevertheless, the second order cubic anisotropy has a negligible contribution to the
magnon-magnon coupling as it does not further break the rotational symmetry of the free energy density.

Also, K2 is not the (dominant) cause for the re-orientation of the magnetization for small external magnetic
fields applied along the a.s.b. direction. Rather, this re-orientation can be understood based on Fig. 3(c) in the
main text. In the a.s.b. configuration and for sufficiently small external magnetic fields, the antiparallel sublattice
magnetizations can rigidly rotate towards the adjacent easy [111]-equivalent directions. This re-orientation is the
cause of the minimum in f vs. Hy in Fig. 2(e) in the main text. In the e.a.s. configuration a rigid (uncanted) rotation
of both antiparallel sublattice magnetizations towards the adjacent [111] directions is not possible and consequently we
do not observe such re-orientation phenomena in Fig. 2(d) in the main text. Thus, the e.a.s. and a.s.b. directions are
local magnetically easy and hard directions even for K.o = 0 where they are energetically degenerate (see Fig. e)).

The parameters for our numerical calculations are given in Tab. We treat the cubic anisotropies as free
parameters, while the other parameters are either measured or taken from literature. We note that the similarity of K,
and Ko values and the decrease of K.; and K o with increasing temperature are in agreement with expectations [12-
14].
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FIG. S3. (a) 3D illustration of the free energy density calculated with Eq. (S9). (b),(c),(d) Two-dimensional projections of
the free energy density along (b) z-axis (disk normal), (c) y-axis and (d) z-axis. (e) The free energy density F as a function
of the rotation angle pa in the zy-plane (disk plane, 4 = 90°). The angles pa and 6 denote the orientation of Ma, defined
analogously to ¢ and 6 in Fig. 2(a) in the main text. The crystallographic axes are denoted at the top. For K.o = 0 (orange
line), the zy-plane is isotropic. The blue arrows denote the axial symmetry broken axis (a.s.b.) and effectively axially symmetric
axis (e.a.s.) where the measurements in the main text were performed.

TABLE S1. Used parameter sets for the numerical solving of the Landau-Lifshitz equation at 7' = 280K, T' = 282K and
T = 294 K. For parameters with adjusted reference value (adj.), adjustments were less than 10% for better agreement with
experimental data.

Variable Value Unit Variable Value Unit Source

Mao (282K) 1.606 x 10° A/m Mgo (282K) 1.568 x 10°  A/m| from Fig.[S1] adj.

Mao (280K) 1.614 x 10° A/m Mgo (280K) 1.568 x 10°  A/m| from Fig. [S1} adj.

Mao (294K) 1.500 x 10° A/m Mgo (294K) 1.534 x 10°  A/m| from Fig. [S1} adj.

EN 1.754 x 10" 1/Ts [vB] 1.773 x 10" 1/Ts| |11, 12

Ko (280K, 282K) —430 J/m® Ko (280K, 282K) —400 J/m®|  adj.

K1 (294K) —300 J/m? K2 (294K) —300 J/m?|  adj.

J 1.40x 107%  Vs/(Am) [T, adj.

Xa (282K) 0.0077 from magnetometry, adj.
Xa (280K) 0.0079 from magnetometry, adj.
Xa (294K) —0.0080 from magnetometry, adj.

CALCULATED ELLIPTICITIES

We numerically obtain the susceptibility x as explained above. We plot the ellipticity of the magnetization precession
€ =1 —|X21/X11| in Fig. An ellipticity of € = 0 corresponds to circular precession and € = 1 is equivalent to a
linearly polarized magnon. Figure [S4]shows that magnons are linearly polarized at the anti-crossing point, consistent
with the small, but non-zero splitting observed along the e.a.s. direction. In Fig. (b) a more complicated evolution
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FIG. S4. Calculated ellipticities of the Gd-sublattice magnetization precession for the (a) effectively axial symmetric (e.a.s.)
and the (b) axial symmetry broken (a.s.b.) cases at 7' = 282K. An ellipticity of € = 0 corresponds to circular precession and
€ = 1 corresponds to linear polarization.

of the ellipticity close to the hybridization point is observed. This complexity is rooted in several factors including
evolution of the equilibrium configuration, ultrastrong nature of the hybridization, and a finite static susceptibility of
the Gd sublattice.

DYNAMICS MATRICES AND PARAMETERS FOR THE ANALYTICAL MODEL

Here, we detail our analytic model and derivation of the coupled eigenmode frequencies. The re-orientation of
the equilibrium magnetization direction with external magnetic applied along the a.s.b. direction is captured well by
considering the e.a.s. and a.s.b. directions to bear uniaxial easy and hard anisotropies, respectively. In addition, for
the a.s.b. configuration, we assume weak uniaxial anisotropies that break the axial symmetry about the applied field
direction and thus underlie mode-coupling. Our carefully chosen model admits analytic solution, captures essential
physics, and provides a general understanding of the key phenomena, which rely on broken symmetries and are not
sensitive to the exact forms of the anisotropy.

The free energy density within our model thus reads as

B =— poHo(Ma. + Mp.) F KaM}, F KgM3, + JM s - Mg + K., (M3, + M3,)
+ Kay (M/iy + M]_gyg) + %(MAQ:‘ + MB(E)Q) (812)

where J (> 0) parametrizes the inter-sublattice antiferromagnetic exchange, Ka g (> 0) account for easy-axis (upper
sign) and hard-axis anisotropies (lower sign) along the applied field HyZ, K,y ay anisotropy contributions allow for
the axial symmetry-breaking about the z-axis when K,, # K,,, and the last term stems from shape anisotropy of
our disk shaped sample corresponding to the demagnetization tensor elements N, =1, N, ., = 0. We further assume
the following hierarchy of interactions J > K 5 > |Kag ayl-

The equilibrium configuration is determined by minimizing the free energy density with respect to the sublattice
magnetization directions, assumed spatially uniform within the macrospin approximation employed in our analysis.
Due to the assumed hierarchy of interactions, the axial symmetry-breaking K, ay-terms do not significantly affect
the equilibrium state. The dynamical equations resulting from the Landau-Lifshitz equation

aMAB - 0F,,
T2 == sl [ M < (527 )| (s13)

are linearized about the equilibrium configuration, that defines a new primed coordinate system with the static
magnetizations (nearly) collinear with 2’. As discussed below, except for a small range of applied fields in the
hard-axis case, the static magnetizations are collinear with the z-axis and the two coordinate systems are identical.
Switching to Fourier space via Ma,s = ma,e™? etc. and circular basis via mas = ma, & ima,, we formulate the
eigenvalue problem in terms of 4 x 4 matrices:

(150 + B+ Pd) i =0, (S14)



where an overhead tilde identifies a 4-dimensional matrix or vector, and mT = [ma4 mpy ma— mp_].
As we detail below, P, is block-diagonal in 2 x 2 sub-matrices and represents the two uncoupled eigenmodes

delocalized over the two sublattices. I—f’a captures the off-diagonal, anisotropy-mediated contributions that cause
an exchange-enhanced coupling between the two modes. Finally, P, represents the shape anisotropy or dipolar
interaction terms which are not exchange-enhanced, and thus do not significantly contribute to the observed coupling.
This is because the 2 x 2 sub-matrices that constitute ]3d have a vanishing determinant. The corresponding physical
interpretation is that close to compensation, i.e. when May =~ Mpg, the static net magnetization nearly vanishes and
only the small magnetic moment resulting from the dynamics causes dipolar interaction or shape anisotropy.

Easy axis case. — The static configuration for the range of experimentally relevant parameters and fields is given by
My = Maogz and Mg = —Mgpgz, with the assumption Mag > Mpg. The 4 x 4 matrices that describe the dynamics
and eigenmodes are given by:

(—w+ Q) Qw1 0 0
B _ Qg2 (w+ QB) 0 0
PO B 0 O (w + QA) QEl ’ (815)
i 0 0 Qg2 (—w+Op)
_qu 0 WeA 0
5o 0 WuB 0 WeB
P, = wer 0 wen 0 |7 (S16)
L 0 we 0 wuB
WsA WsA WsA WsA
~ 1 ! !
Py == WsB WsB WsB WsB (817)

2 |WsA WsA WsA WsA
WsB WsB WsB WsB

Here, we have defined K, = (Kax + Kay)/2, AKy = (Kaz — Kay)/2, Qa = |yal(JMpo + 2KaMao + poHo),
Qp = |y8|(JMao + 2K Mpo — poHo), Qr1 = |[valJMao, Q2 = |v8]JMpo, wuauB = 2|7A BKaMaoBos Wea,cB =
2|va,BIAKaMao,Bo, and wsa s8 = |7a,BloMao,B0. Note that in our analysis, we account for the dependence of
Gd-sublattice saturation magnetization, represented here by Mg, on the applied field via a small but finite static
susceptibility xa (see Table [S2).

Hard axis case. — For the experimentally relevant parameters and within the assumed hierarchy of interactions in
the present analysis, the equilibrium configuration is given by:

2110 Ho A M, 2110 Ho A M,
¥ =cos™? (,u0002> , for M <1, (S18)
4L — xapoHg 4L — xapoHg
20 Ho A M,
=0 for —HOTOZTO (S19)
AL — xapoHG
ILL()H()MO sin ¥ — AE sin 29 2/J,0HOAMO
= 1, for —=P29=0 g $20
¢ 9J MaoMgo SO T o HE (820)
2u0Ho A M,
—0, for —ZHOfT0RP0 4 (S21)

4L — XaHOHg N

where we define My = (Mag + Mpog)/2, AMy = (Mag — Mpo)/2, L = (KaM3,+ KgM3,)/2, and AL = (KaM3, —
KBMI%O) /2. Here, ¥ — ¢ ~ ¢ is the angle that static A-sublattice magnetization makes with the applied field, and
2¢ =~ 0 is the angle between the two static sublattice magnetizations. Once again we have accounted for the small
but finite static susceptibility x, of the Gd-sublattice. Thus we see that at low fields, the two nearly anticollinear
sublattices make an angle with the applied magnetic field. With increasing field, the sublattices rotate to align with
it until they become perfectly collinear with the applied field.

The matrices describing the dynamics have a structure similar to Egs. - (S17). We first consider the low-
field regime when sublattice magnetizations are not aligned with the applied field. Py is still given by Eq. (S17),
while P, is given by Eq. with the replacements: Qa = |ya|(JMpo — 2K Mag cos 29 + poHg cosd) and Qp =
|ve|(J Mao — 2K Mpg cos 20 — 19 Hp cos ). In this configuration, the K4 p anisotropy contributions, that are axially
symmetric about the applied field direction, break axial symmetry about the static magnetizations resulting in mode



coupling. Therefore, these dominate the mode-coupling and consequently, P, reads:

wpa 0 wpa O
~ 0 WhB 0 WhB
P, =-
whA O wpa O
0 WhB 0 WhB

(S22)

where wha 1B = sin? 9 |'7A7B|KA,BMAO7BO-

In the high-field regime, where the anticrossing occurs, By is again given by Eq. with the replacements:
Qa = |[yal(JMpo — 2KaMao + poHp) and Qp = |y|(JMao — 2KMpo — poHp). P, and Py retain their forms
given by Egs. and , respectively. Thus, we see that the weak K, ., contributions underlie the observed

anticrossing and hybridization since it occurs in the regime when the static sublattice magnetizations are perfectly
collinear with the applied field.

TABLE S2. Parameters used in the analytical calculations for T' = 282 K. For parameters with adjusted reference value (adj.),
adjustments were less than 10% for better agreement with experimental data.

Variable Value Unit Variable Value Unit Source

Mao 1.602 x 10° A/m Mgo 1.576 x 10° A/m from Fig. [S1] adj.
EN 1.754 x 10! 1/Ts [v8] 1.773 x 10! 1/Ts [T, 12]

Ka 72x107° Vs/(Am) Ks 2x 1078 Vs/(Am) [T1], adj.

K, 3.58 x 1078 Vs/(Am) adj.

J 1.44 x 10~ ¢ Vs/(Am) [11], adj.

Xa 0.0078 magnetometry, adj.

For the analytical calculations, we employ the parameters given in Table All parameters are either measured
or taken from literature. The minor difference between the parameters used for the analytical and the numerical
calculations stems from the different forms of the free energy densities. Table[S2|shows that the anisotropy parameters
employed to reproduce the experimental curves do not respect the hierarchy of interactions assumed, in order to enable
an analytic solution, herein. This underlies the relatively minor deviations of the eigenmode frequencies evaluated
within our analytic model from their experimentally measured counterparts.

ANALYTIC EXPRESSION FOR EXCHANGE-ENHANCED FREQUENCY SPLITTING

We now derive an analytic expression for the frequency splitting due to mode-coupling at the field value where the
uncoupled modes would become degenerate. To this end, we solve the eigenvalue problem defined by:

(150 + Pa) i =0, (S23)

where Py and P, are given by Egs. and , respectively. As described in the previous section, this matrix
structure captures both easy-axis and hard-axis configurations with slightly different definitions for 24 5. This assumes
the sublattice magnetizations to be collinear with the applied field direction, which is the case in our experiment, as
evident from the data and our detailed theoretical models. Furthermore, we have disregarded the contribution (Pd)
of shape anisotropy or dipolar interaction since it is not exchange-enhanced and is thus negligible. This assumption
is also validated by numerical evaluation of frequency splitting employing the fully detailed model.

The secular equation for the eigenvalue problem posed in Eq. is quadratic in w?:

wh — bw? + ¢ =0, (S24)

where
b= 0 + Q3 — w2y — Wi — 20k Qp2, (S25)
c= 0303 — Q2w — Qw2 +wiiw?s + 05,08, — 2051 Qpaweawes — 2051 QE221 Qs (S26)

Here, we have defined Q1 2 = QA B + wya,up for convenience. We are interested in the two positive solutions ws 2,
with w; > ws, of the above secular equation. Employing the expression for roots of a quadratic equation, we have:

w? —w? =v/b2 — 4c. (S27)
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Now we employ the condition that in the absence of coupling, i.e. when wea g = 0, the modes are degenerate, i.e.
w1 = wy. The above equation thus simplifies to:

N

WP — w2 = [mmﬂm (wea + wen)® — 2 (22 — 02) (w2 — wgB)} : (S28)
[4QE1QE2 (wea + ch)2 -2 (Q% - Q%) (ng - WEB)} ’
— W1 — w2 = w1 1w ) (529)

retaining terms to the lowest order in wea g. It is sufficient to evaluate w; + wy disregarding mode-coupling, i.e.
assuming wqa o = 0, for obtaining the coupling-mediated frequency splitting to the lowest order in wqa 8.
In order to obtain w; + wa, we employ the properties of our quadratic secular equation (S24)) roots w? +w3 = b and
2 2 _ e
wiwy = c to obtain:

Wi +ws = \/w% + w3 + 2wiwa, (S30)
=/b+ 2/, (S31)
= \/Q% + Q% — 2Q0E10QE2 + 2 |Q192 — QElQEQ‘, (832)

where we have employed Egs. and in conjunction with the condition of vanishing coupling in making
the last simplification. Invoking the hierarchy of interactions, we replace {11 o with €24 p in the ongoing analysis.
Employing Eq. , it can be shown that QaQp > Qg1 Qg for the equilibrium magnetizations to be collinear with
the applied field, as has been assumed herein. Thus, from Egs. and , we obtain:

[N

4051 Qs (wea + wen)” — 2 (04 — Q3) (w2 — wi)
(Qa + QB)% — 4051 Qo

w1 — Wy = 2TA fres = l , (S33)

which is our generic result for the desired frequency splitting A fyes.
We now employ the general expression obtained above to achieve specific results for the two cases of interest.
Accounting for the hierarchy of interactions, the frequency splitting expression reduces to:

1
2

= \2
8. (AKa)* { (1Al Mao + e | Mio)* 21val 11l Mao Mo — (174 2MZ, — a1 M3o) (17al2M3o — hye[2M2) }

J (|7al Mo — |78|Mao)® + 2 {|7a| Mo + |v8| Mao} {roHo (Iva| — |78]) £ 2 (74| KA Mao + | 78| KeMso) }
(S34)

2TrAfres =

where upper and lower signs correspond to easy- and hard-axis configurations, respectively. Assuming yo = v =7,
Ky = Kp =K, K,y = K,, and K, = 0 such that AK, = K,/2, we obtain:

1
2

2
2713252 { (Mag + M) 2Mo Mo + (M3 — Mo)*}
J (Mo — Mpo)® £ 4K (Mao + Mpo)?

27 A fres = (S35)

Furthermore, we may assume Mag — Mo <K Mag, Mo close to the compensation temperature such that Mag ~
MBO = Mol

16.J M2
J (Mag — Mpo)? £ 16K M2

2 A fres |fy||Ka|M0\/ (S36)

The expression thus obtained clearly demonstrates the exchange-enhancement effect for the easy-axis configuration
(upper sign). The bare coupling rate w. = |v||Ka| My is thus enhanced by the factor under square root. A maximum
enhancement of y/.J/K is achieved when the two sublattices are exactly compensated, i.e. when Mao = Mpp.
However, Eq. results in an imaginary enhancement factor for the hard-axis configuration (lower sign) too
close to the compensation point. This apparent anomaly arises because our assumption of equilibrium magnetizations
being collinear with the applied field requires a small but finite Mag — Mpg [see Eq. ] Thus, the ferrimagnet
is not allowed to be perfectly compensated within our assumptions. There can be no anticrossing between the two
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modes in the hard-axis configuration with a collinear ground state for a perfectly compensated ferrimagnet, or an
antiferomagnet for that matter. In order to emphasize that there is no anomaly and obtain a form similar to the
easy-axis case, the frequency splitting in the hard-axis case may be expressed as:

16J M2
2T A fres =We b , (S37)
J (Mao — Mpo)” + Feq
where Foq = —16K M3 is an equivalent free energy density. Furthermore, the sublattice magnetizations imbalance is

such that J (Mag — MBO)2 + Feq is positive and comparable to |Feq.

QUALITATIVE DISCUSSION OF ESSENTIAL PHYSICS

In the previous two sections, we have employed a simplified and analytically tractable model for the ferrimagnet to
understand its dynamical eigenmodes and their frequency splitting at the anticrossing point. To this end, we employed
the classical Landau-Lifshitz (LL) framework obtaining results in good agreement with our experimental data (Figs.
2(d) and (e) in main text). Capitalizing on these mathematically rigorous results obtained above, we now discuss
the essential physics qualitatively highlighting the key ingredients and phenomena one by one. The quantum picture
representing the eigenmodes as magnons [I5], discussed already in the main text (Fig. 1 in main text), is particularly
convenient for developing an intuition regarding the key phenomena discussed herein. Therefore, we will here switch
back and forth between the classical and quantum pictures as per convenience. Of course, the two descriptions are
equivalent for the case at hand. Furthermore, for the sake of completeness, we repeat part of the discussion that is
already presented in the main text.

Mode coupling, violation of spin conservation, and azial anisotropy. The two eigenexcitations of the ferrimagnetic
collinear ground states considered herein are the spin-up and -down magnons in the quantum picture (Fig. 1 in
main text). These magnons possess unit (%) net spins in opposite directions collinear with the equilibrium sublattice
magnetizations. We refer to this direction as the magnon spin axis. When two modes couple, it means that energy can
be transferred from one to the other. In the quantum parlance, this implies that one mode can be converted into the
other. This mode interconversion, and thus the coupling, needs to respect the conservation laws in the system. As a
result, a spin-up magnon is not allowed to couple with (transmute into) its spin-down counterpart, if the spin along the
magnon spin axis is a conserved quantity. This is why the magnon-magnon coupling that we observe necessarily stems
from spin-nonconserving mechanisms [I5] and cannot be anticipated from the isotropic exchange interaction. Since
the conservation of spin along a direction is mathematically a consequence of axial symmetry about this direction,
the spin-nonconserving mechanism required for the magnon-magnon coupling is provided by an anisotropy about the
magnon spin axis. As shown by our analysis above, the axial anisotropy manifests itself in the LL theory as nonzero
off-diagonal elements captured by Eq. that couple the two modes.

Anisotropy symmetry. We note that the exact form of the anisotropy is not important as long as it breaks the axial
symmetry. The latter property ensures nonzero elements in the off-diagonal coupling matrix. For any anisotropy
landscape, the dynamical matrices describing the eigenmodes will assume a structure similar to the ones presented
above. This is why our assumed simple uniaxial anisotropies (Eq. ) are able to capture the dynamical effects of
the realistic cubic magnetocrystalline anisotropy rather well.

Antiferromagnetic magnons and exchange-enhancement. The magnetocrystalline anisotropy in GdIG is very weak
and cannot be expected to result in strong observable effects on its own, and hence is typically disregarded. This is
indeed true for GAIG far away from compensation temperature. However, at and around the compensation point, the
two sublattice magnetizations become nearly equal and the spatially uniform modes of the ferrimagnet behave like
in an antiferromagnet (AFM) [I5]. The special character of the AFM magnons, arising from the well-known strong
quantum fluctuations [I6], leads to a drastic enhancement of the anisotropy-mediated mode-coupling as described in
the following. On an average, the antiferromagnetic spin-up magnon is composed of a large up spin, say N, on one
sublattice and another large, opposite down spin (N — 1) on the other [I6]. Thus, despite its unit net spin, it bears
rather large (~ y/J/K) spins on each of the sublattices. The same is true for the antiferromagnetic spin-down magnon
with the roles of sublattices reversed. Any interaction which is mediated by the sublattice, instead of the net, spin is
therefore amplified by the large sublattice spin (~ /J/K) [16]. This effect is termed exchange-enhancement since it
is mediated by and increases with the antiferromagnetic exchange interaction. It is evident from Eq. that the
anisotropy-mediated mode-coupling is governed by the sublattice magnetizations or spins (free energy ~ M3+ M3,)
and not the net magnetization or spin (~ (Ma, + Mp,)). Thus, the mode-coupling is accordingly amplified via the
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exchange-enhancement effect (Eq. ) when the ferrimagnet is close to its compensation temperature and behaves
like an AFM.

Demagnetization fields. The discussion above also clarifies why the dipolar interaction or demagnetization fields
do not play an important role in our experimental observations. This contribution does provide a small but nonzero
mode coupling and has been accounted for in our analysis (Eq. )) However, this interaction is mediated by the
net magnon spin (free energy ~ (Ma, + Mp;)?) and is thus not exchange-enhanced. Furthermore, it is weak to begin
with since the total magnetization around the compensation point is small. This is also encoded mathematically in
the dynamical matrix structure (Eq. ) resulting from the dipolar interaction as discussed earlier. As a result,
the mode-coupling caused by the dipolar fields is negligibly small for the case at hand.
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