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We report inelastic neutron scattering measurements of magnetic excitations in YbMnSb2, a low-carrier-

density Dirac semimetal in which the antiferromagnetic Mn layers are interleaved with Sb layers that host Dirac

fermions. We observe a measurable broadening of spin waves, which is consistent with substantial spin-fermion

coupling. The spin wave damping, γ, in YbMnSb2 is roughly twice larger compared to that in a sister material,

YbMnBi2, where an indication of a small damping consistent with theoretical analysis of the spin-fermion

coupling was reported. The inter-plane interaction between the Mn layers in YbMnSb2 is also much stronger,

suggesting that the interaction mechanism is rooted in the same spin-fermion coupling. Our results establish the

systematics of spin-fermion interactions in layered magnetic Dirac materials.

Introduction. Dirac semimetals remain at the forefront of

research on topological materials because of the fascinating

quantum electronic phenomena they exhibit and of their po-

tential technological applications [1–6]. In these materials,

the characteristic linear electronic dispersion leads to novel

behaviors such as spin-polarized transport [3], suppression of

back-scattering due to spin-momentum locking [7–9], the chi-

ral anomaly [10–12], impurity-induced resonant states, and

the anomalous quantum Hall effect [4–6, 13, 14].

Among different types of Dirac semimetals, the family of

112 ternary pnictogens with the general formula A/RMnX2

(A = Ca, Sr; R = Yb, Eu; X = Bi, Sb) have attracted par-

ticular attention due to the combination of highly anisotropic

Dirac dispersion in quasi-2D square nets of X atoms and

strongly correlated magnetism of Mn [5, 15–24]. These ma-

terials feature a common layered structure in which the X
layers hosting itinerant Dirac charge carriers are separated

by strongly-correlated insulating Mn-X layers. Both the

inter-layer charge transport and the magnetic correlations be-

tween the Mn layers require that Dirac carriers are coupled to

strongly-correlated Mn electrons. Therefore, these materials

have become a fertile playground for investigating the inter-

action of the conduction Dirac electrons with the local-spin

magnetic Mn-X sublattice, i.e. spin-Dirac fermion coupling

[5, 15, 17, 25, 26].

Previous inelastic neutron scattering (INS) measurements

on (Sr, Ca)MnBi2 reported no indication of such coupling be-

cause anomalous broadening of magnetic excitations found in

itinerant magnets was not observed [26, 27]. Yet, the out-

of-plane antiferromagnetism in SrMnBi2 and ferromagnetism

in CaMnBi2 [26] clearly indicate the presence of inter-layer

interaction between magnetic Mn2+ ions, which inevitably

involves Dirac electrons in the interweaving Bi square nets.

A detailed analysis of high-resolution INS measurements of

magnetic excitations in YbMnBi2 led us to discover a sig-

nature of spin-Dirac fermion coupling in this material [28].

We found a small but distinct broadening of spin wave disper-

sion, both for the in-plane and the out-of-plane directions. For

T < TN , the broadening is weakly dependent on temperature

and is nearlyQ-independent. By comparing the observed spin

wave damping with theoretical model of Dirac fermions cou-

pled to spin waves, we found a very substantial spin-fermion

coupling parameter, g ≈ 1.0 eV3/2 Å, implicated in the theo-

retical description.

In order to establish the systematics of spin-fermion cou-

pling in the 112 family of Dirac semimetals and further eluci-

date its properties, we carried out INS measurements on a sis-

ter material, YbMnSb2, where heavier Bi is substituted with

the lighter Sb, thus reducing the spin-orbit coupling (SOC)

and potentially softening Dirac dispersion. YbMnSb2 crys-

talizes in the same P4/nmm space group as YbMnBi2, but

weaker SOC is more favorable for stronger coupling of the

massless Dirac fermions to magnons [21, 29]. From the anal-

ysis of well-defined magnetic excitations observed in our ex-

periments, we extract a damping parameter consistent with

appreciable broadening of spin waves and substantial spin-

fermion coupling. The spin wave damping and the inter-layer

interaction in YbMnSb2 are significantly stronger than those

in YbMnBi2. We note that for our measurements at low tem-

perature of ≈ 5.5 K, damping induced by spin-phonon cou-

pling is greatly suppressed and thus our observations corrobo-

rate the idea that it originates from coupling to Dirac fermions.

Experimental Details. Single crystals of YbMnSb2 were

grown from Sb flux using the method described in [24].

YbMnSb2 orders antiferromagnetically below TN ≈ 345 K,

with an ordered moment of 3.48µB at 2 K [30]. INS mea-

surements were performed at the SEQUOIA spectrometer at

the Spallation Neutron Source, Oak Ridge National Labora-

tory. Three single crystals with a total mass of ≈ 1.8 g

were co-aligned in the (H, 0, L) horizontal scattering plane.

The measurements were carried out with incident energies

Ei = 50, 100, and 150 meV at T = 5.5(5) K by rotat-
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FIG. 1. Spin waves in YbMnSb2 in the antiferromagnetic state at

T = 5.5(5) K. Inelastic neutron scattering spectra measured with in-

cident energies Ei = 50 (a) and 100 (b) meV showing the dispersion

along [H, 0, 0] direction. Data bin sizes in H and K are ±0.025.

The data in (a) have bin size ±0.06 in L and were averaged over L =

integers with L ∈ [−5, 5]; in (b) were averaged over the continuous

interval L ∈ [−5, 5]. The value of ∆ is given in Table I. For fitting,

only the data measured with Ei = 100 meV are used, as shown in

Fig 2. The Gaussian elastic incoherent spectrum obtained by fitting

the Q-averaged elastic intensity was subtracted.

ing the sample about the vertical axis in 1 deg steps over a

270 deg range. Throughout the paper, we index the momen-

tum transfer, Q = (H,K,L) in reciprocal lattice units (r.l.u)

of the P4/nmm lattice, a = b = 4.31(2) Å, c = 10.85(1) Å

[23, 24, 31]. The data reduction and histogramming to rectan-

gular grid were performed using the MANTID package [32]

and the MDNorm algorithm [33] (see supplementary informa-

tion for details [34]).

Results and Analysis. Figure 1 (a),(b) present inelastic neu-

tron scattering spectra for YbMnSb2 in the antiferromag-

netic (AFM) phase at T = 5.5(5) K, which reveal the

spin wave dispersion along the [H, 0, 0] symmetry direction.

The well-defined spin waves are consistent with the local-

moment description and emerge above the AFM wave vector

QAFM = (±1, 0, 0), as expected for a Néel-type magnetic

order in YbMnSb2 [30]. Figure 1(a) shows high-resolution

data, which clearly demonstrate the presence of a spin-gap,

∆ ≈ 7 meV, resulting from the uniaxial anisotropy. It

also suggests that the spin wave spectrum is slightly blurred

along the energy axis, indicating the presence of damping.

The spin-wave dispersion bandwidth along (H, 0, 0), W =
EQ=(1.5,0,0) & 70 meV, is significantly larger than the values

measured in YbMnBi2, CaMnBi2, and SrMnBi2 [27, 28], in-

dicating stronger in-plane exchange coupling, J . In spin wave

theory, W ∼ J and ∆ ∼
√
DJ , where D is the uniaxial

anisotropy constant. Despite larger J , the anisotropy gap in

YbMnSb2 is smaller compared to ∆ ≈ 9 meV in YbMnBi2
[28], which is consistent with the weaker SOC of the lighter

Sb atoms and hence smaller anisotropy, D.

In order to quantify the interactions and elucidate the pres-

ence of damping, we perform quantitative analysis of the mea-

sured intensity using an effective spin Hamiltonian, H =
ΣijJijSi · Sj + DΣi(S

z
i )

2, where Jij includes the interac-

tion between the nearest and next-nearest neighbors in the

ab plane (J1 and J2) and nearest neighbors along the c axis

(Jc). As above, D quantifies the uniaxial anisotropy for the

Mn2+ spins corresponding to an easy axis along the c direc-

tion (D < 0). In order to account for the spin-wave damping,

i.e. the finite spin wave lifetime, we use a damped-harmonic-

oscillator (DHO) representation of the dynamical spin corre-

lation function, S(Q, E) [28],

S(q +QAFM, E) = Seff
1

π

2(Aq −Bq)

1− e−E/kBT

×A
γE

[

E2 − E2
q

]2

+ (γE)2
.

(1)

Here, γ is the damping parameter (Lorentzian FWHM for un-
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FIG. 2. Measured and fitted spin wave spectra of YbMnSb2.

The INS spectra measured with Ei = 100 meV at T = 5.5(5)
K along three symmetry directions, [H, 0, 0] (a), [H,H, 0] (c), and

[1, 0, L] (e). Data bin sizes in (a) are ±0.025,±0.025,±0.06 in H ,

K, L, respectively, in (c) are ±0.0175,±0.035,±0.1 in (H,H, 0),
(−H,H, 0), L, respectively, and in (e) are ±0.025,±0.025,±0.05
in H , K, L, respectively. The spectra in (a) and (c) were averaged

for integer L in the range |L| ≤ 5. (b), (d), and (f) are the INS spec-

tra calculated using Eqs. (1) corrected for the instrument resolution

and with the fitted parameters listed in Table I (see [34] for details).



3

0

20

40

60

80
E

 (
m

eV
)

(a)

0.8 0.9 1 1.1 1.2
[H, 0, 0] (r.l.u.)

0

5

10

15

20

25

 (
m

eV
)

(b)

0

20

40

60

/2 (m
eV

)

(c)

0.4 0.7 1 1.3 1.6
[1, 0, L] (r.l.u.)

0

5

10

15

20

25
(d)

FIG. 3. Spin wave dispersion and damping parameter in

YbMnSb2 at 5.5(5) K. The white dotted lines on top of the INS

intensity in (a),(c) illustrate the dispersion obtained using the param-

eters in Table I without damping. The underdamped spin waves exist

where Eq > γ/2 (magenta symbols). The symbols show damping

obtained by fitting the 1D constant-Q cuts along [H, 0, 0], (a),(b),

and [1, 0, L], (c),(d), directions with the resolution corrected Eq. (1).

The magenta dashed lines represent the γ value from Table I obtained

from the global 2D fit. Error bars show one standard deviation.

derdamped DHO), kB is the Boltzmann constant, Seff is the ef-

fective fluctuating spin, and prefactor A ensures that the DHO

spectral function is normalized to 1 (for (T, γ) → 0, A → 1)

[34]. At T = 5.5(5) K ≪ TN , spin wave theory gives Aq =

2S[2J1 − 2J2[sin
2(πH) + sin2(πK)]− 2Jc sin

2(πL)−D],
Bq = 4SJ1 cos(πH) cos(πK), and E2

q = A2
q −B2

q .

We fit the data using Eq. (1) convoluted with the instrumen-

tal resolution function including the finite (Q, E) bin size ef-

fects [28]. Account for the wave vector resolution is important

because the energy line width at each Q is determined by the

convolution, which causes the local averaging over the disper-

sion [34]. We performed global fits of the 2D energy and wave

vector slices shown in Fig. 2(a),(c),(e) using a single damping

parameter, γ, as well as individual fits of constant-Q cuts with

individual γ(Q). The INS intensities calculated using the fit-

ted values and the resolution corrected Eq. (1) are shown in

Fig. 2(b),(d),(f). The fit results are summarized in Fig. 3.

The major result of our analysis is the substantial spin

wave damping parameter, γ ≈ 7.0 meV, which in YbMnSb2

is nearly twice larger than that in YbMnBi2 [28]. As in

YbMnBi2, the damping is roughly Q-independent. Figure 3

shows that the γ values obtained by fitting the individual 1D

constant-Q cuts (symbols) fall within about twice the instru-

mental energy resolution, Eres, of the 2D global-fitted γ value

(horizontal dashed line), which closely agrees with the aver-

age of γ(Q). Note, that the absence of γ(Q) minima near the

gap positions, [1, 0, 0] in Fig. 3(b) and [1, 0, 1] in Fig. 3(d),

TABLE I. Exchange coupling, uniaxial anisotropy, and damping pa-

rameters for YbMnSb2 obtained from fitting two-dimensional data

shown in Fig. 2 and those in YbMnBi2 from Ref. 28.

YbMnBi2[28] YbMnSb2

SJ1 (meV) 25.9± 0.2 28.1± 0.1
SJ2 (meV) 10.1± 0.2 10.7± 0.1
SJc (meV) −0.130 ± 0.002 −0.597 ± 0.023
SD (meV) −0.20± 0.01 −0.13 ± 0.01
∆ (meV) 9.1± 0.2 7.7± 0.4
γ (meV) 3.6± 0.2 6.9± 0.4

where the dispersion is flat and Q-resolution effects are least

important, validates our account for the resolution and corrob-

orates that the observed spin wave broadening is intrinsic. In

order to further confirm this, we verified that assuming γ ≈ 0
leads to noticeably inferior quality fits (see Fig. S3 in [34]).

Discussions and Conclusions. Understanding the coupling

between highly localized magnetic moments of strongly cor-

related Mn electrons and the Dirac electrons originating in

pnictogen (Bi, Sb) layers of A/RMnX2 materials presents an

important but challenging problem. The layered structure of

these systems, where magnetic layers are sandwiched between

the layers with the itinerant Dirac electrons, suggests that

inter-layer magnetic interactions must involve Dirac fermions.

This is further corroborated by observations of a subtle resis-

tivity anomaly at TN in AMnBi2 (A = Ca, Sr) [26], indi-

cating a coupling between the Dirac bands and the magnetic

ground state. Other studies [16, 35], however, do not report

the anomaly. Similarly, no evidence that the magnetic dynam-

ics are influenced by the Dirac/Weyl fermions was obtained

from the spin wave analyses of the INS measurement of mag-

netic excitations which did not consider spin wave damping

[27, 36, 37].

The reason for the difficulty of experimentally observing

the manifestations of spin-fermion coupling with Dirac elec-

trons is that the linear Dirac dispersion has a low density of

states and therefore their effect on spin wave excitations is

weak. Nevertheless, a thorough analysis of spin wave spec-

tra measured by INS in YbMnBi2, similar to the one pre-

sented here, did find a non-negligible spin wave damping,

γ ≈ 3.6 meV (Table I) [28]. A comparison with the theoreti-

cal model showed that albeit small, this damping is a signature

of a very substantial spin-fermion coupling.

The results of our analysis presented in Table I show that

the damping parameter in YbMnSb2 is about twice larger than

that in YbMnBi2, while the inter-layer interaction is roughly

four times larger in magnitude and the intra-layer interaction

J1 is ∼ 10% larger. In addition to establishing experimental

systematics, these quantitative relationships suggest that Dirac

charge carriers may in fact participate in mediating all mag-

netic interactions between Mn moments, both intra- and inter-

plane. In this scenario, it might be instructive to infer func-

tional relationships between J1,2, Jc, and γ, such as Jc ∝ γ2,

which comply with the experimental observations and provide
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experimental guidance for future theories.

In summary, our INS measurements of magnetic excitations

in single crystals of Dirac semimetal YbMnSb2 reveal consid-

erable broadening of the antiferromagnetic spin waves at low

temperature, T ≈ 5.5 K≪ TN , which is consistent with sub-

stantial spin-fermion coupling in this material. By fitting the

measured spin wave spectra to Heisenberg model with easy-

axis anisotropy and with finite spin wave lifetime (damping),

we extracted the damping parameter, γ = 6.9(4) meV, and

inter- and intra-layer exchange interactions. Comparison of

the obtained model parameters with those in YbMnBi2 and

other 112 Dirac materials allows establishing systematic phe-

nomenology of spin-fermion coupling in these systems and

suggests that Dirac electrons are involved in the inter-layer

spin coupling and might also participate in all magnetic inter-

actions between Mn2+ ions. While developing theoretical de-

scription of such an RKKY-type coupling via Dirac electrons

presents a challenge for the future, our results provide experi-

mental guidance for such theories and an input for predictive

theory of the magnetotransport phenomena in this regime.

Note added. While this work was being finalized for publica-

tion, a related INS study [38] of YbMnSb2 using triple axis

spectroscopy (TAS) appeared. While constraints of instru-

mental resolution (∆EFWHM ≈ 8 meV) inherent to TAS in

the energy range relevant for this study did not allow those au-

thors to explore spin wave damping and resulted in moderately

different Hamiltonian parameters (refined by fitting triple axis

measurements to the same model as we use here but with-

out damping), the general trends and conclusions reported in

[38] support our results. In particular, they support the conclu-

sion that spin-fermion coupling in YbMnSb2 is stronger and

more important compared to other 112 systems. It is also note-

worthy that half-polarized neutron diffraction reported in [38]

confirms the localized, ionic nature of Mn magnetic moments,

giving direct experimental support to models of spin-fermion

coupling such as proposed in our earlier work [28].
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Account for the resolution

In order to compare the measured energy- and wave-vector-dependent inelastic neutron scattering (INS) intensity with the

model dynamical spin correlation function describing damped spin wave response, S(Q, E) given by Eq. (1) of the main text,

we need to, (i) convertS(Q, E) to magnetic neutron scattering cross-section, Σ(Q, E) [39], and (ii) account for the instrumental

resolution effects. Up to an arbitrary normalization multiplier, the measured neutron intensity shown in the main text has been

reduced [32, 33] so that it is given by the part of magnetic INS cross-section consisting of the product of S(Q, E) and the square

of magnetic form factor of the unpaired electrons. We find that magnetic form factor of Mn2+ ion adequately describes our data,

so we use it in our analysis and fitting.

The instrumental resolution effects are described by the convolution,

I(Q, E) =

∫

∞

−∞

R(Q′, E′)Σ(Q−Q′, E − E′)dQ′dE′, (S1)

accounting for the probability that an instrument measures cross-section offset from the nominal Q and E by amounts Q′ and

E′, respectively, with the probability distribution described by the resolution function, R(Q′, E′). For the time-of-flight (TOF)

spectrometers such as SEQUOIA used in our work, the resolution in Q and energy are, to a good approximation, uncoupled,

resulting in a factorized resolution function, R(Q, E) = RQ(Q)RE(E) [40]. Binning to hyper-rectangular bins (voxels) whose

boundaries along the energy direction are independent of Q preserves such decoupling. Hence, we consider the effects of energy

and wave vector resolution separately.

Account for the energy resolution

In order to fully account for the resolution effects, one needs to consider both linewidth broadening by the instrument energy

resolution and the finite energy bin size effect at each Q. The TOF instrument energy resolution is approximated by a Gaussian

function, which can be calculated knowing the instrument parameters [40], and for zero energy transfer can also be measured

through incoherent elastic scattering. Comparing the result of the calculation and the measurement provides a consistency and

accuracy check for the calculation. In our measurements, the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the fitted Gaussian

incoherent elastic peak, which was subtracted from the data, was ∆E = 1.41 meV for Ei = 50 meV (calculated ∆E =
1.37 meV), ∆E = 2.51 meV for Ei = 100 meV (calculated ∆E = 2.60 meV), and ∆E = 3.68 meV for Ei = 150 meV

(calculated ∆E = 3.97 meV). The measured values are in good agreement with the calculated DGS energy resolution for our

setup (https://rez.mcvine.ornl.gov, [40]).

The effect of binning amounts to a convolution of the instrument Gaussian energy resolution, R
(0)
E (E), with the window

function corresponding to the energy interval used for binning,

RE(E) =

∫ Ebin/2

−Ebin/2

R
(0)
E (E − E′)dE′ =

∫ E+Ebin/2

0

R
(0)
E (E′)dE′ −

∫ E−Ebin/2

0

R
(0)
E (E′)dE′. (S2)

The resulting energy resolution function is simply a difference of the two complementary error functions parameterized by the

FWHM of the instrument energy resolution, EFWHM , and the energy binning size, Ebin, as shown in Fig. S1. The energy bin

sizes we used for histogramming the data are Ebin = 1.5 meV for dispersion along [1, 0, L] direction and Ebin = 2.0 meV for

[H, 0, 0] and [H,H, 0] directions and for constant-E, (H,K) data slices.

https://rez.mcvine.ornl.gov
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FIG. S1. (a) Illustration of the energy resolution weight function used in our fits. Ebin is the actual data bin size used to create plots and

EFWHM is the energy resolution of SEQUOIA with our experimental settings. The spin-wave intensity at each E was calculated as a

weighted average of intensities within the interval of size Ebin + 2EFWHM weighted by the normalized resolution weight function centered

at this E. (b) SEQUOIA energy resolution, EFWHM , as a function of energy transfer, ~ω, for Ei = 100 meV and high-resolution Fermi

chopper frequency of 600 Hz used in our measurements. The energy resolution is obtained from https://rez.mcvine.ornl.gov.
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FIG. S2. (a),(c) Color contour maps of elastic scattering from our YbMnSb2 sample measured with Ei = 100 meV in [H,K, 0] (|L| ≤
0.1 r.l.u.) and [H, 0, L] (|K| ≤ 0.025) reciprocal planes, respectively; the binning along the X and Y axes of the plot is ±0.01 r.l.u. The

data was averaged within energy bin |E| < 1 meV and symmetrized with respect to H ↔ −H , K ↔ −K, L ↔ −L (we checked

that symmetrization introduces no spurious features by comparatively inspecting the non-symmetrized data). (b), (d) 2D Gaussian fits to

the data in (a), (c), respectively, quantifying the instrument wave vector resolution. The peak is nearly isotropic in the HK plane, with

Q⊥
FWHM = 0.049 r.l.u. and Q

‖
FWHM = 0.041 r.l.u., indicating small crystal mosaic which contributes very little to the Q resolution [see

also panels (g)-(i)]. In our analysis, we use the average values, QH,K

FWHM = 0.045 r.l.u. and QL
FWHM = 0.1 r.l.u. (e),(f) Photographs

of the 3-crystal YbMnSb2 sample used in our measurements. (g) An extended coverage 3D surface plot of elastic intensity measured with

Ei = 50 meV for |E| < 0.5 meV and |L| < 0.1 r.l.u., binned with ±0.125 r.l.u. along H and K; the oval highlights (100) and (200) Bragg

peaks for which line scans with Gaussian fits are shown in panels (h) and (i), respectively. The obtained peak width, Q
⊥,(100)
FWHM = 0.047 r.l.u.

and Q
⊥,(200)
FWHM = 0.049 r.l.u. does not scale with the wave vector length, Q, indicating that peak width is not mosaic-limited (the distance to

small satellite peaks coming from minor crystallites misaligned by ≈ 6◦ and amounting to ∼ 7% of the main peak does scale with Q). From

these fits, an upper limit on the crystal mosaic, η < 1◦, can be inferred. The follow-up scans with a triple axis spectrometer indicate η . 0.5◦.

Account for the wave vector resolution

Similar to the energy resolution, the wave vector resolution function is a convolution of the Gaussian instrumental resolution,

accounting also for the sample mosaic, with the three dimensional (3D) window function corresponding to our Q-binning. In

order to minimize the effect of wave vector resolution and still have sufficient intensity for reliable fitting, we used the bin-

ning size of (±0.025, ±0.025, ±0.06) in (H,K,L), respectively, for [H, 0, 0] data, (±0.025, ±0.025, ±0.05) in (H,K,L),
respectively, for [1, 0, L] data, (±0.0175,±0.035,±0.1) in ([H,H, 0], [−H,H, 0], L), respectively, for [H,H,L] data, and

(±0.025,±0.025,±0.1) in (H,K,L) for constant-(L,E) data. The instrumental Q-resolution FWHM, QFWHM , was ob-

tained by fitting nuclear elastic Bragg peaks binned on a much finer grid, ±0.01 in [H,K, 0] and [H, 0, L] reciprocal lattice

planes, to Gaussian functions (Fig. S2).

The resolution function ranges used for numerical convolution were ∆α = (Qbin)α + 2(QFWHM )α, where α indexes the

H,K,L directions. For each Q, a 3D reciprocal mesh block with the size of ∆H ×∆K ×∆L was generated, centered at this Q.

The spin wave intensity at each Q point was calculated as a weighted average of intensities within the mesh block, weighted by

https://rez.mcvine.ornl.gov
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the 3D resolution function similar to that in Fig. S1. To ensure the accuracy of the calculation, the mesh grid (nH × nK × nL,

where ni is the number of points used along each direction within the 3D mesh block in the numerical calculation) was chosen

to be 11× 11× 9. Fig.S3 shows that in the absence of any intrinsic line width, the binning size δH = ±0.02 and δK = ±0.025
would introduce a peak width of ∼ 7 − 8 meV along [H, 0, 0]. This is comparable to the values of γ obtained in our fits and

therefore it is important to account for this artifact, which exists in the data due to non-negligible binning-size effects, when

fitting data to theoretical model.
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FIG. S3. Illustration of the energy range spanned by the spin wave dispersion in YbMnSb2 within finite bin size at different Q along [H, 0, 0].
Markers are the E values obtained using the Hamiltonian parameters from our fits listed in Table 1 of the main text for Q = (H,±δk0, 0)
around H = 1.2 (a), H = 1.1 (b), H = 1.0 (c). Red open circles are for δk = 0, blue open circles and black closed circles are for

δk = ±0.025 r.l.u., respectively.

Details of the fitting procedure

Account for multi-crystal sample and “shadow dispersion”
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FIG. S4. (a) - (c) Selected constant - (L,E) data slices with |L| ∈ [2.5, 3.5] revealing the shadow dispersion from misaligned crystals, (d) - (f)

is the corresponding calculated intensity. The shadow dispersion is adequately reproduced by the optimized model accounting for the angular

offsets of the two crystals.

Our sample consists of three co-mounted single crystals (Fig. S2), each with mosaic η . 0.5◦ (as measured in a follow-up

alignment experiment on a triple axis spectrometer). The INS measurements presented in the manuscript were performed in

remote mode during the pandemic lockdown and, as a result, crystals alignment was not adjusted upon shipping. Consequently,

samples were slightly misaligned, which is seen in an appearance of the “shadow dispersion” in constant-energy slices (Fig. S4).
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Figure S4 (a)–(c) present selected constant-(L,E) slices with |L| ∈ [2.5, 3.5]. Along with the main spin-wave dispersion, an

additional intensity due to sample misalignment is also observed on a “shadow dispersion” displaced along K direction.

In order to account for the misalignment, we carried out careful analysis of the measured spin wave intensity accounting for

the three contributions coming from the three crystals in our sample. We parameterized the misaligned crystals by their offset

angles, (θH , θK , θL), and the relative masses, mi (i = 1, 2 indexes the misaligned crystals), with respect to the main, aligned

crystal. Fitting the observed “shadow dispersion” allowed us to refine the parameters of the misaligned crystals. We found that

the misalignment is mainly via rotation around the a-axis (H direction) of the main crystal, while misalignment with respect to

b- and c-axis is negligible. Using the misalignment angles and mass ratios of misaligned sample pieces relative to the main piece

as fitting parameters, we obtain θH = 9.4(2)◦, θK = 0.1(1)◦, θL = 0.4(4)◦, and mass ratios m1 = m2 = 0.3(1). Figure S4

(d)-(f) show the calculated constant-(L,E) slices with the optimized parameters. Figure S5 presents selected constant-H cuts

from slices in Figure S4, with H ∈ [−0.3, 0.3], [0.3, 0.75], [0.75, 1.3]. We observe that the model with the optimized parameters

cited above adequately reproduces both the main spin-wave intensity and the shadow dispersion, confirming the refined relative

crystal alignment in our sample.

0

0.7

1.4

In
te

ns
ity

 (
ar

b.
 u

ni
ts

)

10-3 H=[-0.3, 0.3]

(a)

H=[0.3, 0.75]

(b)

[27, 29] m
eV

H=[0.75, 1.3]

(c)

0

0.7

1.4

In
te

ns
ity

 (
ar

b.
 u

ni
ts

)

10-3

(d) (e)

[31, 33] m
eV

(f)

-1 0 1

[0, K ,0] (r.l.u.)

0

0.7

1.4

In
te

ns
ity

 (
ar

b.
 u

ni
ts

)

10-3

(g)

-1 0 1

[0, K ,0] (r.l.u.)

(h)

-1 0 1

[0, K ,0] (r.l.u.)

[35, 37] m
eV

(i)

FIG. S5. Selected constant-H cuts of the data (symbols) and fitting result (solid lines) for |L| ∈ [2.5, 3.5] and E ∈ [27, 29] meV, (a)-(c),

[31, 33] meV, (d)-(f), and [35, 37] meV, (g)-(i).

Data sets used for fitting

We used two sets of data slices in our model fitting, Q − E slices corresponding to the dispersion spectra along [H, 0, 0],
[1, 0, L], and [H,H, 0] directions (Fig. 2 of the main text) and Q − Q slices corresponding to constant-(L,E) slices with

E = [27, 29] meV, [31, 33] meV, and [35, 37] meV and |L| ∈ [2.5, 3.5] (Figs S4,S5). The E and L intervals used for Q − Q
slices were chosen to optimize statistics of the “shadow dispersion” pattern. In fitting, the statistical weight of the three Q − E
spectra has been adjusted so that they contribute to the reduced chi-squared on par with Q − Q data. For Q − E data, only

the data at E > 4 meV were used in fitting to avoid data contamination from the incoherent elastic background and magnetic

Bragg peaks. The fits were carried out using the magnetic form factor of Mn2+. The [H, 0, 0] and [H,H, 0] spectra were

obtained by averaging slices with L = integers in the range of L ∈ [−5, 5] and the fitted intensity was calculated by averaging

the corresponding calculated contributions.
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FIG. S6. Selected resolution-corrected fits of the one-dimensional constant-Q cuts of Ei = 100 meV, 5.5 K data. (a) – (c) cuts along the

[H, 0, 0] direction and (d) – (f) along [1, 0, L] direction. Data are averaged over the range of ±0.025 in H and K and ±0.06 in L. Red solid

lines are the DHO fits where γ(Q) was fitted (Fig. 3 of the main text) and blue dashed lines are fits with fixed γ = 0.11 meV; in both cases

peak position was adjusted by varying SJ1 and SJ2 as described in section .

Recursive fitting

Q − E dispersion data are sensitive to interaction parameters, uniaxial anisotropy, and spin-wave damping (in energy)

(SJ, SD, γ) and are weakly sensitive, if at all, to misaligned crystals. On the other hand, Q − Q data are also sensitive to

sample misalignment angles and misaligned sample mass (θ,m). Therefore, we fitted the two data sets in a recursive man-

ner, where we first fitted the Q − E data ([H, 0, 0] and [H,H, 0] dispersion spectra) to obtain an estimate of the interaction

parameters. In fact, the in-plane nearest-neighbor interaction, SJ1, can already be estimated from the spin-wave dispersion,

4(SJ1)
2 = E2

(1.5,0,0) − E2
(0.25,0.25,0), using values of E(1.5,0,0) and E(0.25,0.25,0) gauged from the raw data. Inspection of

spin-wave spectra along [H, 0, 0] and [H,H, 0] directions gives E(1.5,0,0) ≈ 73 meV and E(0.25,0.25,0) ≈ 47 meV, which yields

SJ1 ≈ 28 meV.

Q−Q data around (H,K) = (0,±1), |L| ∈ [2.5, 3.5], (Fig. S4) reveal no shadow dispersion offset in H direction, suggesting

negligible misalignment (θK , θL) about b- and c-axis. On the other hand, clear “shadow dispersion” intensity is observed offset

along K around (H,K) = (±1, 0), (0,±1), suggesting a contribution form the crystal misaligned about a-axis, (θH). From the

ratio of intensities of the “shadow dispersion” offset along K and the principal dispersion at (H,K) = (1, 0) is straightforward

to estimate the mass of the misaligned sample pieces, m1 ≈ m2 ≈ 0.3 and the misalignment angle, θH ≈ 9◦, while within the

fitting error, θK ≈ θL ≈ 0.

In our recursive fitting procedure, we first fix the SJ1,m1,m2, θi parameters to their previously refined values and fit the

Q − E data varying the remaining parameters, (SJ2, SJc, SD, γ) (sample misalignment parameters, m1,m2, θi, have minor

effect on the Q−E data fitting because the constant-E slices in [H, 0, 0], [H,H, 0], [1, 0, L] dispersion directions do not contain

significant contribution of the “shadow dispersion”). We then fix (SJ2, SJ3, D, γ) to the fitted values and fit SJ1. We continue

iteration until the convergence is reached and parameter changes are smaller than the error bars. Then, the optimized interaction

parameters, uniaxial anisotropy, and damping obtained from this recursive fitting are fixed to their fitted values and the sample
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FIG. S7. Selected one-dimensional constant-Q cuts of Ei = 100 meV, 5.5 K data and of the corresponding resolution corrected 2D global fits.

(a) – (c) are cuts along the [H, 0, 0] direction and (d) – (f) are cuts along [1, 0, L] direction. Data are averaged over the range of ±0.025 in H
and K and ±0.06 in L. Red solid lines are the DHO fits where γ = 6.9(4) was fitted and blue dashed lines are fits with fixed γ = 0.11 meV.

misalignment parameters, m1,m2, θi, are refined by fitting the Q −Q data (constant-(L,E) slices). Then, we fix the misalign-

ment angles and misaligned sample mass to their fitted values and again fit the Q−E data in the recursive way described above.

We repeat this iteration until convergence is reached and parameter changes are smaller than the error bars. Given the large

amount of data points we fit, the overall quality of the fit, χ2 ≈ 3, indicates that our fitting results are reliable.

Q-dependence of the damping parameter

To investigate the Q-dependence of the damping parameter, γ(Q), we fitted one-dimensional constant-Q cuts extracted from

[H, 0, 0] and [1, 0, L] spectra using Eq. (1) of the main text (Fig. S6). The fits were done accounting for the instrumental

resolution and bin sizes, as discussed in section above. In order to avoid biased fitting of γ(Q) at Q points around H = 0.75
or 1.25 in [H, 0, 0] spectra where the optimized global 2D fit has slight discrepancies in dispersion energy (. 2Ebin, cf Fig. 2

of the main text), we allow SJ1 and SJ2 to vary within a small interval, [SJ1,2 − Ebin/2, SJ1,2 + Ebin/2], determined by the

energy bin size, Ebin = 2 meV, around their values obtained from the 2D global fit when fitting these cuts. This allows to adjust

the peak position and improve the fit quality of these Q cuts, so the corresponding γ(Q) is more reliably evaluated (Fig. S6).

The reason for varying only SJ1 and SJ2 is that [H, 0, 0] spectra are insensitive to SJc, and the small SD influences the spin

gap at H = 1, but not Q points away from the gap. The obtained γ(Q) values are shown in Fig. 3 of the main text.

Manifestation of the intrinsic physical width

Figures S6 (a) – (f) present selected constant-Q cuts of 5.5 K data with 1D fits done with and without the intrinsic damping

line width, γ, and accounting for the instrumental resolution and bin sizes as described above. The results demonstrate the

non-negligible broadening of the energy width of the spin waves. Blue dashed lines are fits with fixed γ = 2Γ = 0.11 meV
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and red lines are fits with optimized parameter γ. The χ2 of the blue lines with negligible damping is consistently larger than

that of red lines. Blue dashed lines are also less accurate in describing the observed spectral features of the data, such as the

broad high-energy tail of the spin wave (panels (c),(f)). Figure S7 shows similar comparison of the same 1D data cuts with the

corresponding cuts from the 2D fits with variable (red soid lines) and fixed (blue dashed lines). A visible improvement of the fit

quality in both Fig. S6 and Fig. S7 corroborates that the non-negligible intrinsic damping γ indeed exists at 5.5 K.


