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Unwanted fluctuations over time, in short, noise, are detrimental to device performance, especially for quantum coher-
ent circuits. Recent efforts have demonstrated routes to utilizing magnon systems for quantum technologies, which are
based on interfacing single magnons to superconducting qubits. However, the coupling of several components often
introduces additional noise to the system, degrading its coherence. Researching the temporal behavior can help to iden-
tify the underlying noise sources, which is a vital step in increasing coherence times and the hybrid device performance.
Yet, the frequency noise of the ferromagnetic resonance (FMR) has so far been unexplored. Here, we investigate such
FMR frequency fluctuations of a YIG sphere down to mK-temperatures, and find them independent of temperature
and drive power. This suggests that the measured frequency noise in YIG is dominated by so far undetermined noise
sources, which properties are not consistent with the conventional model of two-level systems, despite their effect on
the sample linewidth. Moreover, the functional form of the FMR frequency noise power spectral density (PSD) cannot
be described by a simple power law. By employing time-series analysis, we find a closed function for the PSD that
fits our observations. Our results underline the necessity of coherence improvements to magnon systems for useful
applications in quantum magnonics.

Fluctuations of the resonance frequency and other forms
of noise can drastically hamper the performance of sensors,
amplifiers, and information processing circuits. This is ac-
curate at room temperature but particularly crucial for quan-
tum devices, where environmental noise leads to decoher-
ence. With the recent coupling of single magnons to su-
perconducting qubits1–3 and resonators4–6, research on hy-
brid quantum magnonics7–9 has emerged. There, the goal
is a combination of quantum computing’s exponential speed-
up with magnonics’10,11 low-loss devices. First demonstra-
tions of magnonic devices are, for example, a magnon based
transistor12 or a majority gate13, combining OR and AND
logic. Moreover, with a radio frequency-to-light conversion
based on magnons14–16, a possible direction towards a quan-
tum internet exists, but also requires a coupling of several
quantum systems. Such a coupling often gives rise to addi-
tional loss channels and increased noise, which along with
the short coherence times of magnons presents a major ob-
stacle in quantum magnonics17. Yet, the influence and origin
of magnonic noise is still largely an open question. Predom-
inantly, phase noise has been considered in magnetic tunnel
junction oscillators18,19, the amplitude noise in a magnonic
waveguide20 at room temperature, and theoretically the mag-
netization noise of spins21–23, for instance. Frequency fluc-
tuations of the most basic magnon mode, the ferromagnetic
resonance (FMR), however, have eluded attention.

Here, we experimentally observe such FMR frequency fluc-
tuations with a focus on an yttrium-iron-garnet (YIG) sphere
at mK temperatures and show that time-series analysis can

yield additional information, especially when the noise fre-
quency dependence of the fluctuations cannot be described by
a simple power law. After an introduction to the measure-
ment setup and the spectroscopic characterization of the YIG
sample, we briefly recapitulate the concept of the power spec-
tral density (PSD). Then, the results of the frequency noise
measurements are presented and analyzed. After which, we
compare the results to room temperature data and a different
material, lithium ferrite (LiFe).

Our experimental setup (Fig. 1 (a)) consists of a vector net-
work analyzer (VNA) connected to the different magnetic me-
dia via a strip-line in a notch-type configuration. For the
mK temperature measurements, the sample, a YIG sphere
with diameter d = 0.2mm, is mounted in a solenoid coil in-
side a dilution refrigerator. A VNA offers a straight forward
procedure for frequency noise measurements. Sweeping the
probe frequency allows for a characterization of the sample
via its Si j(ω)-matrix element, from which we extract the FMR
linewidth. Then, to measure frequency fluctuations, we em-
ploy the continuous wave mode of the VNA with probe fre-
quency ωp. Here, we record a time trace of the sample’s
frequency response at one single point close to resonance
(ωp ≈ ωr). Fluctuations in the phase argS21 can then be con-
verted to resonance frequency fluctuations via the slope in
the linear region of argS21(ω), see Fig. 1 (b) for a schematic
overview and Supplementary Information A 1 for more de-
tails. All measurements are performed and evaluated with the
open-source measurement suite qkit28.

We start with the spectroscopic characterization of our sam-
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup, measurement schemes, and sample characterization at mK temperatures. (a) The magnetic medium, a YIG sphere,
is mounted over a micro strip line and placed inside a solenoid coil in a dilution refrigerator. The steady-state response is measured via a vector
network analyzer. (b) The measurement schemes show how linewidth data is extracted from frequency sweeps, whereas the continuous wave
mode allows for an estimation of the frequency noise power spectral density (PSD). (c,d) Amplitude |S21| and phase argS21 response of the
ferromagnetic resonance, shown for input power at the sample of P = −90dBm and temperature T = 50mK (background corrected). Solid
orange lines denote a circle fit24, which is used to determine the FMR linewidth. Linear region of the phase response yields the conversion
from phase fluctuation to frequency fluctuations. (e) Internal linewidth extracted from circle fits shows a temperature and power dependence
that was previously attributed to loss into a bath of two-level systems25–27.

ple at mK temperatures. The FMR is tuned to ωr/2π =
6.11GHz, corresponding to an external field µ0H ≈ 0.21T,
where the sample is fully magnetized. Figures 1 (c,d) show
the amplitude and phase of the background corrected com-
plex S21 frequency response. A circle fit24 returns the inter-
nal linewidth (HWHM) κi = ωr/(2Qi), with Qi as internal Q-
factor. Varying power and temperature, we find a linewidth
dependence that decreases with increasing power P and tem-
perature T in accordance to previous reports, which attributed
this effect to energy loss into a bath of two-level systems
(TLS)25–27 (see Fig. 1 (e)). Increasing temperature and power
eliminates the loss channels into the TLS bath by equalizing
the occupation numbers of excited and unexcited states of the
TLS bath. In the standard tunneling model, this linewidth de-
pendence is given by29

κTLS ∝
tanh(h̄ωr/kBT )√

1+P/Pc
. (1)

Pc denotes the critical drive power, at which the Rabi drive
rate exceeds the coherence of the TLS. For our sample Pc can
be found in the range of −80dBm < Pc < −70dBm. The
cable loss is included and estimated to be 20 dB. These values
correspond to photon numbers of 106 to 107 and are similar to
previous results for magnon excitations in YIG26,27.

We now focus on the noise measurements. A recorded time
trace of a fluctuating parameter, in our case frequency fluc-

tuation ∆ f , can be difficult to interpret and, hence, the power
spectral density S( f ) of the underlying random process is esti-
mated. Roughly speaking, the PSD represents the fluctuation
strength for a given frequency interval. The Wiener Khinchin
theorem30 relates the autocorrelation function (ACF) of the
measured time trace to the PSD via Fourier transform. Em-
ploying the convolution theorem, one can calculate a so-called
periodogram, an estimate of the PSD:

S∆ f ( f ) = lim
T→∞

1
2T
|F (∆ fr(t))|2

≈ 1
N fs

∣∣∣∣∣ N

∑
n=1

∆ fr,n e−i2π f nδ t

∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (2)

In the second line, we used the discrete Fourier transformation
with N data points, sampling time δ t and normalization by the
sampling rate fs = 1/δ t. For clarity, a subscript r for the fre-
quency fluctuations ∆ f is added in these equation. To reduce
the PSD’s variance, we utilize Welch’s method31, where the
data is divided into multiple segments and the resulting peri-
odograms are averaged.

Different physical noise mechanisms can manifest in dis-
tinct noise PSDs and are affected differently by external pa-
rameters. The presence of TLS does not only lead to an
increased energy loss but TLS near resonance are also re-
sponsible for frequency fluctuations. However, these fluc-
tuations can be covered by other, more dominating, noise
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FIG. 2. Frequency fluctuations of a ferromagnetic resonance (FMR) at mK temperatures. (a) Measured time trace of the frequency fluctuations
(P = −60dBm, T = 50mK) compared to generated data, a realization of a third order autoregressive process AR(3). For better visibility
the data are offset by ±200kHz. Measured data is post averaged to 8 Hz, so that periodic signals are removed. (b) Power spectral density
(PSD) of FMR frequency fluctuations for different input powers and temperature. Below 3 Hz, the sample noise PSD exceeds the amplitude
of parasitic noise sources, such as the HEMT amplifier and the current source. No dependence on these external parameters can be observed
in the low frequency range of the PSD. The functional form of the PSDs is close to a Lorentzian but shows a steeper decay at around 1 Hz.
(c,d) Autocorrelation (ACF) and partial autocorrelation (PACF) of the time trace data displayed in (a). PACF only shows values significantly
different from zero up to lag n = 3, indicating an AR(3) process. Note the different scales of the x-axes. (e) A comparison of measured FMR
noise data with an AR(3) process shows excellent agreement. For the generated data, the PSD is calculated via Welch’s method and for the
closed form PSD data, Eq. (4) was employed with estimated coefficients.

sources. TLS frequency fluctuations can be understood in
the Jaynes-Cummings model, where the resonance frequency
of the FMR receives a shift depending on the state of the
TLS. Such fluctuations have been observed in superconduct-
ing resonators32–36, revealing three main characteristics: First,
the frequency dependence of the PSD shows the infamous 1/ f
decay, which is explained29,37 by TLS uniformly distributed in
frequency space with coherence rates distributed according to
P(κ) ∝ 1/κ . Second, due to the saturation of a TLS bath with
power, the amplitude A of the noise PSD should scale accord-
ing to A ∝ (P/Pc)

−0.5, as shown in Ref. 34. Third, depend-
ing on whether the TLS themselves interact with each other,
the amplitude should either reduce for decreasing temperature
(non-interacting) or increase (interacting)35. We can now ap-
ply this knowledge to the results of our noise measurements,
which are presented in Fig. 2. Panel (a) shows a recorded
time trace of the FMR frequency fluctuations, which is used to
evaluate the PSD, as displayed in Fig. 2 (b). We note that the
observed frequency noise PSD is indeed higher than the am-
plifier noise and the noise produced by the current source (see
Supplementary Information A 1 c). We also observe a func-
tional form of the PSD that does not fit a simple power law.
Up to 1 Hz, it can be described by a Lorentzian function but
then a steep decrease follows. To test the influence of external

parameters, we varied the temperature from 50 mK to 800 mK
and swept the input power around the critical power from
−60 dBm down to −100 dBm. Three curves are shown as
examples, see Supplementary Information A 2 for more data.
The frequency noise PSDs all show an independence of tem-
perature and power. The increased white noise part for the low
power PSD arises from amplifier noise. Taking all these points
together, we conclude that TLS as described by the standard
tunneling model are not the most dominant noise source for
frequency fluctuations in our magnetic system. The lack of a
power dependence is the strongest argument. A comparison to
superconducting resonators35 supports this statement. There,
the TLS noise PSD at 0.1 Hz is three magnitudes lower than
the observed FMR fluctuation PSD. Hence, despite showing
a power or temperature dependent resonance linewidth, so far
undetermined noise sources most likely mask the influence of
TLS noise in the magnon system.

As the measured PSD does not follow a simple power law,
we search for a closed function that describes our data. For
this purpose, we return back to the time trace and analyze it
with a method closely related to maximum entropy spectral
analysis38, and based on time series analysis. There, a basic
model describing random data is the autoregressive (AR) pro-
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cess, defined as

yt = εt +
p

∑
i=1

aiyt−i. (3)

A random data point at time t is calculated via a weighted
sum of the last p data points plus a white noise term with a
Gaussian probability density function N (σ ,µ = 0), where
σ and µ are the standard deviation and mean value, respec-
tively. The ai are free parameters and have to be estimated
as well as the order p of the process. AR processes are ap-
plicable if the influence of a single perturbation propagates
via sums of exponential decays or damped oscillations. A fa-
mous examples is the AR(1) process with ai = 1, describing
a random walk or Brownian motion. A reduction of a1 re-
sults in the damping of these fluctuations over time. See Sup-
plementary Information A 3 a for more examples and higher
order processes. To first test the applicability of an AR pro-
cess to our data, we look at the ACF, which indeed shows
an exponential-like decay (see Fig. 2 (c)) for the measured
FMR frequency noise, and hence points towards an AR pro-
cess. Next, we estimate the order of the process, as well as
the values of our coefficients. Here, we make use of the par-
tial autocorrelation function (PACF), which only returns the
direct correlation between data points, i.e., the indirect in-
fluence of data points lying between is switched off. Since
per definition of the AR process, a direct influence only ex-
ists up to order p, we count the time lags that show a value
significantly different from zero, and find p = 3 (Fig. 2 (c)),
confirming the validity of the AR model for our data. The
ai coefficients can then be calculated by employing the Yule-
Walker equations39,40, which relate the ACF to the ai (Sup-
plementary Information A 3 b). The estimated coefficients are
a1 = 1.764, a2 = −1.079, a3 = 0.309, σ = 5.284kHz. Note
that the order and subsequently the coefficients depend on the
chosen sampling rate. To remove periodic signals and the 1/ f
amplifier part, a digital post averaging to a sampling frequency
of 8 Hz was performed, see Supplementary Information A 4
for different sampling rates. With the estimated values, we
can generate a model time trace for comparison (Fig. 2 (a))
and calculate its PSD. Importantly, a closed form41 for the
PSD of an AR(p) process exists that depends on the ai param-
eters and the variance σ2 of the white noise part:

S( f ) =
2σ2δ t∣∣1−∑

p
k=1 ake−i2πk δ t f

∣∣ . (4)

Figure 2 (e) shows an excellent agreement of the measured
PSD with both, the numerical simulation and the closed form.
Furthermore, from the estimated parameters and the ACF, we
can conclude that FMR frequency fluctuations are exponen-
tially damped out over time without showing an oscillating
behavior. The higher order of the AR process indicates sev-
eral noise mechanisms that occur on different timescales22,
and therefore require a weighted sum of the last p data points.

We also compare the previous results to room temperature
measurements of YIG and LiFe. Two surprising results can
be observed from the data in Fig. 3: First, focusing on YIG,
we see that the frequency noise at low temperature is about
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FIG. 3. Comparison of frequency fluctuations of YIG and LiFe at
room temperature to the low temperature data. The amplitudes of
the power spectral densities (PSD) are normalized by the resonance
frequency Sy = S∆ f / f 2

r . LiFe exhibits a minimum in its field disper-
sion, resulting in a magnetic field insensitivity. The PSD at this point
in the dispersion are compared to a point in the linear regime. Differ-
ent white noise baselines are due to phase frequency conversion and
normalization.

two magnitudes higher than at room temperature in the low
frequency region and both curves exhibit different functional
forms. The increased white noise level, compared to the low
temperature measurement, can be attributed to the lower dy-
namic range of a second VNA, employed in the room tem-
perature setup. We note that these room temperature fluctu-
ations could be caused by current noise, which we could not
directly measure in this setup. Nevertheless, the higher ampli-
tude at low temperature either suggests an extreme increase
of noise with temperature in a region above 800 mK to room
temperature or distinctly different noise mechanisms. Both
possibilities emphasize that additional care has to be taken in
the development of coherent quantum magnonic devices in
the future. Second, we examine frequency noise of LiFe. For
this material, a mode softening was observed yielding a min-
imum in its dispersion42. At such a minimum, the resonance
frequency is first-order insensitive to field fluctuations. The
FMR of our sample exhibits a gradient of the dispersion that
is almost zero (see Supplementary Information A 5). We per-
form measurements in this region and in the linear dispersion
regime. Despite the reduced field sensitivity, measurements at
this insensitivity point show stronger fluctuations than in the
linear dispersion regime. The fluctuations are also stronger
than the low temperature noise of YIG. The strong frequency
noise of LiFe around the insensitivity point therefore presents
a considerable challenge for possible magnon based frequency
precision applications43.

In conclusion, we studied FMR frequency fluctuations at
mK temperatures. The recorded PSDs do not show a simple
power law and are also independent of temperature and in-
put power, which indicates undetermined noise mechanisms
stronger than the influence of TLS described by the the stan-
dard tunneling model. We also presented a method to analyze
noise data in the time domain, especially useful if a simple
power law is not sufficient to describe the noise PSD. With
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this method and after post averaging of the data down to 8 Hz,
we find an excellent agreement of the measured data with an
AR(3) process, suggesting that several noise processes on dif-
ferent time scales are at play. A comparison to room tem-
perature measurements and LiFe has shown increased noise
at low temperatures and, surprisingly, also a high noise PSD
close to the field-insensitivity point of LiFe, underpinning the
importance of improving magnon coherence for useful appli-
cations. With this work, we hope to spark a broader interest
into magnon decoherence research.
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Appendix A: Supplementary information

1. Experimental details

a. Sample geometry

In the low temperature experiment, the YIG sphere is
placed over a 50Ω matched micro strip line such that the 110
axis is aligned parallel to the external field. The micro strip
is made from a Rogers TMM10i copper cladded (35 µm) sub-
strate with a thickness of 0.64 mm.

For the room temperature experiments, the external field
is generated by two Helmholtz coils with an iron yoke. The
sample is also placed over a micro strip made from a Rogers
TMM10i substrate with the 110 axis along the external field.

b. Phase frequency conversion

Phase fluctuations can be converted to frequency fluctua-
tions via the following formula:

∆ϕ = (−2QL +2Qi)
∆ω

ω0
. (A1)

This equation represents the linearization of the phase roll-off
around the resonance frequency. In our experiments, however,
we fit the phase response around the resonance frequency by
a linear function, and use the extracted parameters for the
phase-frequency conversion. We also note that by having
chosen sampling rates fs < 200Hz all noise measurements
are performed below the Leeson frequency ωL = ωr/(2QL),
with QL as the loaded quality factor. This way only fre-
quency fluctuations are observed and not instantaneous phase
fluctuations44.

c. Parasitic noise sources

We identify two parasitic external noise sources in the
setup: the HEMT amplifier, producing phase noise and the
current source, with current fluctuations translating into fre-
quency fluctuations of the FMR. Microwave amplifiers exhibit
a low frequency 1/ f part, which is independent of power,
and a white noise part, scaling inversely scaling with input
power45. To reduce the amplifier’s white noise, we prepared
the sample in the under-coupled regime, so that most of the in-
put power is transmitted. Yet according to Eq. (A1) the slope
of the phase response flattens out and then again frequency
noise of the sample will be low compared to the phase noise of
the amplifier for a strongly under-coupled regime. As shown
in Fig. 1 (c,d) the amplitude and phase signal is still strong
enough and hence a good compromise was found. Addition-
ally, the sample is shielded from HEMT noise by a circulator
and an additional 10 dB attenuator before the HEMT, which
is used to prevent compression of the HEMT due to the high
input powers employed in the experiment. Band pass filters
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FIG. 4. Measured power spectral densities for different power, tem-
perature and resonance frequencies. (a) Power sweep, at constant
temperature T = 40mK. Power is referenced to the sample input.
No power dependence is visible. (b) Temperature sweep, at con-
stant power P = −80dBm. All recorded PSDs are temperature in-
dependent. (c) Comparison of frequency fluctuations at two differ-
ent resonance frequencies ωr,1 = 6.11GHz (used in (a) and (b)) and
ωr,1 = 4.32GHz. The PSDs are normalized to their resonance fre-
quencies. Differences are minimal and only visible around the kink
at 1 Hz.

(3–7 GHz), installed before and after the sample, reduce un-
wanted external low frequency noise in the microwave lines.

To determine the current fluctuations, we inserted a 1Ω re-
sistor between current source and solenoid coil at room tem-
perature. We then employed an FFT spectrum analyzer and
measured the voltage drop at the resistor over an RC high pass
with a cutoff frequency of fc = 3×10−2 Hz to filter out the dc
part, thereby circumventing the dynamic range limitation of
the spectrum analyzer.
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FIG. 5. Examples of AR(1) and AR(2) processes. First row (a-c) shows two examples of the AR(1) process with parameters a1 = 1, repre-
senting Brownian motion (brown line) and a1 = 0.92 depicting a damped random walk (blue line); second row (d-f) illustrates examples of
the AR(2) process with parameters a1 = 0.6, a2 = 0.2 (red line) having an exponential ACF, and a1 = 0.9, a2 = −0.6 (purple line) featuring
an oscillation around the mean value. From left to right, the panels display time traces, i.e., realizations of random process, propagations of a
one-time shock, and the power spectral densities of the respective processes.

2. Additional power spectral density data

In Fig. 4 (a-c) further frequency noise PSD data are shown,
confirming the discussed noise independence of power and
temperature. Data for panel (a) and (b) are taken at ωr =
6.11GHz, and therefore the sample is fully magnetized. Over
the measured range of the two external parameters, no dif-
ference in the low-frequency part of the PSDs can be seen.
Again, the increase in white noise in panel (a) is attributed
to amplifier noise due to lower input power45. Figure 4 (c)
displays a comparison of two different resonance frequencies,
above and below the saturation magnetization. The data are
normalized via the resonance frequencies for better compari-
son. The low frequency parts are identical. Yet, a small dif-
ference is visible around the kink at 1 Hz, suggesting a small
influence of the sample magnetization.

3. Time series analysis

a. Examples of AR processes

For a better understanding of AR processes, we show ex-
amples of first and second order AR processes with different
parameters ai. The mathematical background can be found in
a textbook by Box et al.41, for instance. Recall from Eq. 3,
that in the AR process, white noise fluctuations are added to
a weighted sum of the last p data points. Examples of time

traces generated according to this equations are displayed, as
well as the propagation of a one time-shock and their PSDs are
shown in Fig. 5. As mentioned, in the main text, an AR(1) pro-
cess with a1 = 1, represents the famous random walk or Brow-
nian motion. In Fig. 5 (a), we can see how the summing of all
white noise terms leads to a few big fluctuations over time.
The summation can be also seen as the integration of white
noise, giving an 1/ f term in frequency space, which is subse-
quently squared for the PSD and therefore yielding the 1/ f 2

decay of so-called brown noise. Reducing a1 filters out big
fluctuations, since a one-time shock is exponentially damped
over time (compare Fig. 5 (a,b)). This filtering is also visi-
ble in the PSD (Fig. 5 (c)), having a Lorentzian form, which
flattens out for low frequency compared to the pure random
walk. Now, considering an AR(2) process and choosing the
parameters accordingly, we see either the exponential damp-
ing of the white noise fluctuations for a1 = 0.6, a2 = 0.2 or
an oscillating behavior for a1 = 0.9, a2 = −0.6 (Fig. 5 (e)).
Moreover, the differences can already be recognized in their
time traces (Fig. 5 (d)), where the oscillating AR(2) process
frequently crosses the mean value. In the PSD, Fig. 5 (f), the
damped process has a form close to a Lorentzian, whereas the
oscillating process shows a peak at its oscillating frequency.
Increasing the order of the AR process shows a similar quali-
tative behavior with oscillations and/or damped exponentials,
but described by additional summands.
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b. Yule-Walker equations and partial autocorrelation

In the main text, we stated the usefulness of the Yule-
Walker equation (YWE) to estimate the specific values for the
ai and the partial auto correlation function (PACF) to estimate
the order of the AR process. Again, for more mathematical
derivations, we refer to Box et al.41 and present only the em-
ployed procedure for our calculations. The YWE are a set of
equations that relate the values of the ACF ri at lag i to the
coefficients ai of the AR process and are defined as follows:


1 r1 r2 . . .
r1 1 r1 ...
r2 r1 1 ...
...

...
...

. . .
rp−1 rp−2 rp−3 . . .




a1
a2
a3
...

ap

=


r1
r2
r3
...

rp

 . (A2)

We see that for a specific order p, we obtain a set of p equa-
tions, in which we can replace the ri by their measured values
and solve for the ai. Moreover, the PACF can also be calcu-
lated with the YWE. Since the PACF only describes the direct
correlation between data points and since there is no depen-
dence for lag values n > p in the AR process, the coefficient
ap, equaling the order of the AR process also represents the
PACF value at lag p. This means one has to start with order
p = 1, take the measured r1, and calculate a1 (which equals
r1) for the first value in the PACF. Then p needs to iteratively
be increased and the procedure repeated. If an AR process is
applicable the PACF will drop to zero after the first p values.
The white noise part can be considered as zero order of the
AR process and can also be incorporated into the Yule Walker
equations as

r0 =
p

∑
i=1

airi +σ
2 = 1. (A3)

Hence, after the ai are determined, the variance of the Gaus-
sian white noise process σ2 can be estimated. For the numeri-
cal time-series analysis in this work, we employed the python
statsmodel46 package.

4. PACF dependence on sampling rate

We showed the time series analysis for a post averaged sam-
pling rate of 8 Hz in the main text. The sampling rate was
chosen such that the steep decay in the PSD is still captured
but the influence of the 1/ f HEMT noise and the periodic

signals, mainly 50 Hz current oscillations, are averaged out.
Now, we consider different sampling rates below 8 Hz. Fig-
ure 6 (a) shows the PACF for the first four lags depending on
the sampling rate. We see that the third order becomes negli-
gent below 2 Hz, where also the steep decay is averaged away.
The PACF value at lag n = 2 remains for even lower sampling
rates, likely because of the slight curvature in the PSD leading
to the knee at 1 Hz. Reducing the sampling rate even lower,
the PSD becomes a simple Lorentzian and hence only the
PACF at lag n = 1 is of importance. Values at higher lags are
within the grey shaded region denoting the 95 % confidence
interval and are hence not significant anymore. Figure 6 (b)
emphasizes this point by showing the PACF for several lag
values at the lowest evaluated sampling rate.

5. Room temperature characterization

Figure 7 (a) shows the dispersion relation of the Kittel mode
and its gradient (b) for LiFe at room temperature. Goryachev
et al. observed a minimum in the dispersion due to a mode
softening42. There the resonance frequency is first-order in-
sensitive to fluctuations in the external field. For our sample,
the FMR dispersion exhibits a flat region over roughly 15 mT.
Due to the high linewidth, κ ≈ 17MHz (HWHM) and there-
fore the small slope of the phase response, frequency noise of
LiFe could not be observed at low temperature. It was masked
by the HEMT phase noise. We note that the linewidth at this
minimum is higher than in the linear region (κ ≈ 13MHz) and
also that the sample is not fully magnetized.
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FIG. 6. Dependence of the partial autocorrelation (PACF) on the
post-processing sample rate. (a) PACF for lag n = 1 to 4. (b) PACF
at lowest sampling rate for different lags. Only first lag shows a value
significantly different from zero, as depicted by the grey region, the
95 % confidence interval.
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FIG. 7. Dispersion relation and gradient of LiFe. (a) A flat region
between 150 mT and 165 mT is visible in the dispersion relation, at-
tributed to a mode softening42 and making the ferromagnetic reso-
nance less susceptible to field fluctuations. The arrow indicates the
bias point at which the fluctuation measurements were performed.
Values higher than one in the S matrix element are due to the back-
ground correction in combination with an impedance mismatch in the
system. (b) Gradient of the dispersion spectrum, numerically calcu-
lated. Points are the extracted FMR frequencies with a median filter
(solid line) as a guide to the eye.
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