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We report neutron diffraction measurements of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2, a low-carrier-density Dirac semimetal in
which the antiferromagnetic Mn layers are interleaved with Sb layers that host Dirac fermions. We have discov-
ered that we can detect a good quality inelastic spin wave signal from a small (m ≈ 0.28 g) single crystal sample
by the diffraction method, without energy analysis, using a neutron diffractometer with a position-sensitive area
detector; the spin-waves appear as diffuse scattering that is shaped by energy-momentum conservation. By
fitting this characteristic magnetic scattering to a spin-wave model, we refine all parameters of the model spin
Hamiltonian, including the inter-plane interaction, through use of a three-dimensional measurement in recipro-
cal space. We also measure the temperature dependence of the spin waves, including the softening of the spin
gap on approaching the Néel temperature, TN . Not only do our results provide important new insights into an
interplay of magnetism and Dirac electrons, they also establish a new, high-throughput approach to character-
izing magnetic excitations on a modern diffractometer without direct energy analysis. Our work opens exciting
new opportunities for the follow-up parametric and compositional studies on small, ∼ 0.1 g crystals.

Introduction. Ever since its advent, neutron scattering has pre-
sented powerful tools for exploring the microscopic structure
and dynamics of materials at the frontier of condensed matter
research [1–6]. Recently, neutron studies have provided im-
portant insights into properties of Dirac and Weyl semimetals
[7], which are intensely investigated due to their extremely
high charge carrier mobilities, quantum transport at moderate
temperatures, and topological and spin-polarized transport,
which are all promising for technological applications [8–19].
Thanks to the neutron’s specific sensitivity to magnetic inter-
actions, neutron diffraction measurements have provided in-
formation on magnetic structures in Dirac semimetals host-
ing magnetic moments [8–12], while spectroscopic inelastic
neutron scattering (INS) has quantified the magnetic interac-
tions in model spin Hamiltonians [13–19]. Neutron diffraction
measurements usually focus on elastic Bragg scattering and
are performed on diffractometers without scattered neutron
energy discrimination on small crystals, with typical masses
of 1 − 100 mg. INS spectroscopic experiments, on the other
hand, require scattered neutron energy discrimination in order
to measure excitations in the four-dimensional (Q, E) phase
space (where ℏQ and E are the momentum and energy trans-
fers, respectively) and require large samples (≳ 1 g) due to the
two-orders-of-magnitude decrease in throughput that results
from the scattered neutron energy analysis. This markedly
hampers exploratory and composition-dependent INS studies
compared to diffraction.

Among Dirac semimetals, 112 ternary pnictogens
(A,R)MnX2 (A = Ca, Sr, Ba; R = Yb, Eu; X = Bi, Sb) are
particularly promising because they combine Dirac charge
carriers with magnetism, allowing interaction between the

two degrees of freedom that could lead to new interesting
phenomena, such as Weyl states, tunable spin polarization,
and the anomalous quantum Hall effect [8–27]. In these
materials, the X layers hosting itinerant Dirac electrons are
interleaved with strongly correlated, insulating, Mn-X layers
which order antiferromagnetically near or above room tem-
perature [8–12]. Both the inter-layer magnetic interactions
and 3D charge transport require that Dirac charge carriers
are coupled to Mn spins. Intriguingly, neutron diffraction
experiments [8] found that character of the inter-layer spin
coupling changes when the Ca in CaMnBi2 is substituted
with Sr. While antiferromagnetic Mn layers are stacked
ferromagnetically in CaMnBi2, the stacking is antiferromag-
netic in SrMnBi2. Follow-up INS spin wave measurements
[13] established that Ca and Sr systems have very similar
in-plane nearest- and next-nearest-neighbor couplings, J1
and J2, and an inter-layer coupling, Jc, of a nearly identical
magnitude but of opposite sign, ferromagnetic (Jc < 0)
in CaMnBi2 and antiferromagnetic (Jc > 0) in SrMnBi2.
Whether this difference results from the change in the ionic
size and electronegativity of the cations in-between the Mn-Bi
layers, or a change of the crystal structure from P4/nmm
(CaMnBi2) to I4/mmm (SrMnBi2), is unclear.

In order to explore the effect of alkali ion substitution on
spin interactions and crystal and electronic structure, we car-
ried out a neutron diffraction study on a small, ≈ 0.28 g sin-
gle crystal of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2, a member of the Sb-based
112 series similar to (Ca,Sr)MnBi2 system but with a smaller
spin-orbit coupling. The end member, SrMnSb2, has been
intensely studied since a putative ferromagnetism interact-
ing with topological Dirac carriers was reported [11], stirring
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substantial controversy [21–23]. It was resolved by ruling
out an intrinsic ferromagnetic phase [23], which established
SrMnSb2 as an antiferromagnetic Dirac semimetal. SrMnSb2

has an orthorhombic Pnma lattice also found in YbMnSb2,
where it was shown that orthorhombicity has substantial ef-
fects on the electronic states near the Fermi level [28]. The
studies of spin waves in SrMnSb2 used INS on co-aligned
muti-crystal arrays of m ≳ 0.5 g [14, 15, 29].

While the initial goal of our neutron diffraction measure-
ments was to investigate the effect of Sr/Ca substitution on
magnetic and crystal structure of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2, the exper-
iment also allowed us to obtain an accurate characterization
of the spin waves to evaluate magnetic couplings in our small,
diffraction-size Ca-doped crystal. This extraordinary develop-
ment was enabled by recent advances in neutron instrumenta-
tion where modern diffractometers are equipped with large,
highly pixellated position-sensitive detectors which simulta-
neously collect neutrons scattered within a large solid angle.
Our results present a remarkable advancement of the “diffrac-
tion method”, a neutron scattering technique for measuring
magnetic excitations on a diffractometer with no energy anal-
ysis, which opens disruptive new directions for future studies.

The concept behind the diffraction method is not new – in
fact, it was used for the very first measurements of spin waves,
which appear as bands of diffuse scattering near magnetic
Bragg peaks [30–32]. However, on early day diffractometers
with a single detector such measurements were severely lim-
ited. Only in the simplest cases, such as a ferromagnet where
spin wave dispersion only depends on a single parameter, spin
wave stiffness, can this interaction parameter be reliably mea-
sured [33–38]. Hence, following a brief period of popularity
the method was abandoned in favor of spectroscopic measure-
ments which, while limited by throughput and sample size,
were providing more information. Here, we show how a quan-
titative change attained by increasing the number of detectors
by several orders of magnitude has led to a qualitative advance
that now makes the diffraction method quite powerful and an
attractive complement to spectroscopy.
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FIG. 1. Temperature-dependent neutron diffraction spectra of
Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2. (a–f) The neutron diffraction intensity measured
with λ = 1.486 Å at 10, 100, 150, 200, 250, and 300 Kelvin av-
eraged over L ∈ [−0.1, 0.1]; data bin size in H and K is ±0.01.
Intense scattering increasing towards [H, K] = [0, 0] is the contam-
ination from direct beam, which was fitted to a Gaussian and sub-
tracted in analysis (see Fig. 3 and Supplementary Information [39]).

Experimental Details. Single crystals of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2
were grown from Sb flux using the method described in [40].
Our neutron diffraction measurements were performed at the
WAND2 diffractometer at the High Flux Isotope Reactor,
Oak Ridge National Laboratory, using incident neutron wave-
length λ = 1.486 Å (energy Ei = 37 meV). A single crystal
of m ≈ 0.28 g was mounted in a closed cycle refrigerator and
aligned with the (H,K, 0) reciprocal lattice zone in the hor-
izontal scattering plane. The measurements were carried out
by rotating the sample about the vertical axis in 0.1◦ steps over
a 180◦ range. Throughout the paper, we index the momentum
transfer, Q = (H,K,L), in reciprocal lattice units (r.l.u.) of
the P4/nmm lattice, a = b = 4.32(1) Å, c = 10.85(1) Å,
referring to an undistorted YbMnSb2 [18, 19]. The data re-
duction and binning to rectangular grid were performed using
the MANTID package [41] and the MDNorm algorithm [42].
Results and Analysis. Figure 1 presents high-resolution neu-
tron diffraction spectra for Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 from 10 K to 300
K, close to its magnetic ordering transition, covering the first
Brillouin zone at small diffraction angles where scattering is
mainly magnetic. The data clearly reveal a distinctive band
of diffuse scattering offset to the left of the antiferromagnetic
(AFM) Bragg peak at QAFM = (0,−1, 0). Upon heating,
the diffuse feature increases in intensity and gradually extends
towards QAFM, merging with it at 300 K. These characteris-
tic behaviors immediately identify the crescent-shaped band
as inelastic scattering from spin waves, which gains in inten-
sity as the temperature increases. The offset from the mag-
netic Bragg peak indicates a gap in the spin wave spectrum,
which closes on approaching the ordering temperature, TN .
The well-defined spin-waves with a gap ∆ ≈ 8 − 10 meV at
the AFM wave vector and consistent with the local-moment
description and Néel antiferromagnetic order were observed
by INS in the SrMnSb2 end member [14, 15, 29] and AMnBi2
(A = Ca, Sr) [13] sister materials.

To interpret our results, we consider neutron intensity mea-
sured in a diffraction experiment without scattered-neutron
energy analysis. In such a case, each detector element col-
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FIG. 2. Fits of the temperature-dependent neutron diffraction
spectra of spin waves in Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2. (a–f) The simu-
lated neutron diffraction intensity for 10, 100, 150, 200, 250, and
300 Kelvin corresponding to the data shown in Figure 1 obtained us-
ing the best fit parameters summarized in Fig. 4 and Supplementary
Table S1. The direct beam background scattering modelled by a 2D
Gaussian is included for direct comparison with Fig. 1.
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lects all neutrons scattered by the sample in its direction in-
dependent of the scattered neutron energy, Ef = ℏ2k2f/2mn

(kf is the scattered neutron wave vector, mn is neutron mass),
so long as energy-momentum conservation laws are satisfied,
E = Ei − Ef = ℏ2(k2i − k2f )/2mn, Q = ki − kf (E and
Q are energy and wave vector transferred to the sample). The
corresponding intensity is given by,

I(Qel) = A

∫ Ei

−∞

d2σ(Q, E)

dEdΩ
dE , (1)

where A is the normalization coefficient, d2σ(Q, E)/dEdΩ
is the differential scattering cross-section of the sample, and
the scattering direction is parameterized by the wave vector
for elastic scattering, Qel (for details, see Supplementary In-
formation [39]). The integration in Eq. (1) is along the trajec-
tory, Q = Q(E),

Q = Qel

√
1− E/Ei + ki(1−

√
1− E/Ei) (2)

as determined by the conservation laws. For E = 0, Q = Qel.
Equation (1) shows that in a diffraction measurement with-

out energy analysis the observed intensity is a projection of a
four-dimensional I(Q, E) onto a 3D Qel-space along the en-
ergy integration trajectory defined by energy-momentum con-
servation, Eq. (2). For each Qel, the intensity measured by the
corresponding detector element includes not only elastic scat-
tering at Qel, but also inelastic processes at different Q that
are present in the sample scattering cross-section. For exam-
ple, spin-wave inelastic scattering at QAFM = (0,−1, 0) and
a spin-gap energy of ∆ = 10 meV would appear in our mea-
surement at Qel ≈ 1.17QAFM − 0.17ki, offset from its true
inelastic position, Q = QAFM. The offset, |Qel − QAFM|,
determines the spin-wave energy gap, ∆, which is manifested
as a Q-gap in the diffraction measurement. With the energy
gap closing upon heating, ∆ → 0, Qel → QAFM and the
observed Q-gap gradually vanishes, as seen in Fig. 1.

For the quantitative analysis of our data we use the
spin-wave scattering cross-section of a layered Heisenberg
antiferromagnet with the local-spin Hamiltonian, H =∑

ij JijSiSj + D
∑

i(S
z
i )

2, which was previously used for
fitting spin waves in YbMnBi2 and YbMnSb2 [13, 15–18].
Here, Jij includes exchange coupling between the nearest and
next-nearest neighbors in the ab-plane, J1 and J2, and nearest-
neighbors along the c-axis, Jc. D < 0 quantifies the uniax-
ial anisotropy for the Mn2+ spins corresponding to an easy
axis along the c direction. Additionally, we use a damped-
harmonic-oscillator (DHO) representation of the dynamical
spin correlation function accounting for spin-wave damping
via Lorentzian energy broadening parameter, γ (see Refs. 17
and 18 for details). We thus fit the observed diffuse scatter-
ing intensity identified as spin waves to I(Qel) obtained from
Eq. (1) using the spin-wave cross-section and corrected for
the instrumental wave-vector resolution obtained by fitting the
(0,−1, 0) Bragg peak to Gaussian profiles and bin size effects,
which cause local averaging of the dispersion at each Q thus
affecting the Q-distribution of spectral intensity.

In our analysis, we perform a global fit of three differ-
ent L-slices of the data, averaged for L ∈ [−0.6,−0.4],
[−0.35,−0.15], and [−0.1, 0.1], and with the binning size of
(±0.01,±0.01) in (H,K), which provide adequate intensity
for fitting (cf. Fig. 1) while minimizing the resolution effects
(see Supplementary Information [39] for details and represen-
tative fits). Figure 2 presents the calculated spin wave inten-
sity obtained from our model using the best fit parameters
(Fig. 4 and Table S1 in [39]) for the L ∈ [−0.1, 0.1] slices
of 10 K to 300 K data shown in Figure 1. We observe that
our model provides an excellent description of the data at all
temperatures, with global fit chi-squared, χ2 ∼ 1.

To understand the L-dependence and the damping effects
[17, 18], we focus on the 100 K data, which are still in the
low-temperature regime with small thermal effects both on
spin waves and the order parameter, but have stronger in-
tensity compared to 10 K due to the detailed balance factor
(≈ 1/(1 − 1/e) ≈ 1.5 at E ≈ 10 meV). We first fitted the
data to Model 1 with the spectral broadening parameter fixed
at a small value, γ = 0.11, essentially ignoring effects of spin
wave damping, and then to Model 2 where the damping pa-
rameter, γ, was also varied. The interaction parameters ob-
tained from the global fit of the three 2D constant-L slices for
both models agree well with each other and are summarized
in Table I. For Model 2 with optimized γ = 0.9±0.1 meV the
fitted parameters have smaller uncertainties and the quality of
the fit is slightly better, χ2 = 0.98 compared to χ2 = 1.06 for
Model 1. The in-plane exchange couplings, SJ1 = 24.4±1.8
meV, SJ2 = 8.2 ± 1.2 meV (Model 2), compare well with
other ABX2 systems [13–18, 29].

Importantly, the inter-layer coupling obtained in our fits,
SJc ≈ −0.17 meV (−0.19 meV at 10 K, Supplementary Ta-
ble S1 [39]), is ferromagnetic (FM) and similar in magnitude
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FIG. 3. L−dependence of spin waves in Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 at 100
K. (Left) The spin wave spectra measured by neutron diffraction for
different (vertical) inter-layer wave vector component, L, resolved
along detector’s vertical dimension. The data was averaged in the
range L = [0,−0.1,−0.2,−0.3,−0.4,−0.5] ± 0.05. The direct
beam plus constant background intensity was evaluated by fitting to
a 2D Gaussian profiles and subtracted from the data. (Right) The
simulated spectra using fitted parameters of Model 2 in Table I.
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TABLE I. Exchange coupling, uniaxial anisotropy, spin gap, and
damping parameters for Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 at 100 K obtained from
the global fit of two-dimensional data shown in Fig. 1 and Supple-
mentary Figs. S4 and S9 [39] discussed in the text. Values in paren-
theses represent uncertainty with 95% fitting confidence.

Model 1 Model 2
SJ1 (meV) 23.8(36) 24.4(18)
SJ2 (meV) 7.5(25) 8.2(12)
SJc (meV) −0.152(23) −0.166(14)
SD (meV) −0.068(10) −0.069(7)
∆ (meV) 5.1(5) 5.2(3)
γ (meV) 0.11 (fixed) 0.9(1)

to that measured in the widely studied Sr end-member mate-
rial, SrMnSb2 [14, 15, 29]. This answers the question posed at
the outset of our study: there is little to no influence of Sr/Ca
substitution in the interleaving cationic layer on the inter-layer
coupling and magnetism in CaxSr1−xMnSb2 family.

It should be noted that the values of Jc refined in the previ-
ous spectroscopic neutron studies range from −0.26 meV [14]
to −0.1 meV [15] to −0.09 meV [29], with similar scatter of
the refined spin gap, ∆ ≈ 8.5, 6, and 10 meV, respectively.
While these variations may partly arise from variations of sto-
ichiometry other than Sr substitution, the other reason is the
intensity-limited accuracy of the spectroscopic measurement.
The diffraction method used in our work, on the other hand, is
very sensitive to the spin gap and its dispersion across the ver-
tical dimension of the high-resolution position-sensitive de-
tector, which can be accurately refined even using a small,
∼ 0.1 g sample, and in a much shorter measurement time.

This is illustrated in Figure 3, which presents our
Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 diffraction data for different inter-layer
wave vector transfer, L, together with the corresponding sim-
ulated intensity using the best fit parameters from Table I. The
spin wave L-dispersion and the energy gap translate into an
offset of the measured diffraction intensity from the nominal
magnetic Bragg peak position, QAFM. Thanks to the detec-
tor’s high wave vector resolution, this offset is clearly measur-
able, allowing [using Eq. (2)] to accurately read off the spin
gap as a function of L already from the raw data.

The remarkable efficiency of the diffraction method al-
lowed us to explore the temperature dependence of spin waves
for temperatures up to 300 K ∼ TN , all within a two-day
experiment. The T -dependence of the (0,−1, 0) magnetic
Bragg peak, which corresponds to an in-plane AFM order of
Mn spins with FM interplanar stacking (in agreement with
the negative Jc we refined), is shown in Figure 4(a). The
order-parameter fit for T > 250 K reveals TN = 293(3) K
and critical exponent, β = 0.21(8), consistent with quasi-2D
behavior and in agreement with similar results for SrMnSb2

[14]. The spin-wave parameters refined by fitting the diffrac-
tion intensity are presented in Figure 4(b–d) (see Figs. 1, 2,
and Figures S2–S8 in [39] for data and fits). On approaching
the Néel temperature, the spin gap closes and we observe a
critical increase of spin wave damping which, quite remark-
ably, can be confidently evaluated from our diffraction data
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FIG. 4. Temperature dependence of magnetic order and spin in-
teraction parameters in Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2. (a) The intensity of
(0,−1, 0) magnetic Bragg peak; the solid line is fit to I(T ) =
I0(1 − T/TN )2β with TN = 293(3) K and β = 0.21(8) quanti-
fying the antiferromagnetic order parameter. (b) The vanishing spin
gap, ∆, and steeply increasing damping, γ, reveal critical behavior
at T → TN . (c) The effective anisotropy parameter, D(T ), and the
inter-layer coupling, Jc(T ), soften to zero together with the order
parameter, indicating vanishing of the spin gap and the inter-layer
dispersion in the disordered phase, at T > TN . (d) The intra-layer
couplings, J1 and J2, are T -independent, as expected for a quasi-2D
magnetic system (values at 10 K and 300 K were fixed to the aver-
ages shown by horizontal broken lines). The dashed vertical line in
all panels marks TN . The error bars mark one standard deviation.

[Fig. 4(b)]. The closure of the spin gap and disappearance
of the inter-layer dispersion are reflected in the correspond-
ing vanishing of the effective T -dependent inter-layer cou-
pling and anisotropy parameters, SJc(T ) and SD(T ), shown
in Fig 4(c). The in-plane spin interactions, on the other hand,
remain T -independent [Fig. 4(d)], indicating the robustness of
the 2D magnetism, expected for a layered quasi-2D system.
Summary and Conclusions. To summarize, our detailed
investigation of spin waves in a layered Dirac semimetal,
Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2, reveals that Sr/Ca substitution does not
have measurable impact on the microscopic magnetism in
the CaxSr1−xMnSb2 family. This suggests that the switch
from FM to AFM stacking observed in the sister Bi-based
ABX2 systems CaMnBi2 and SrMnBi2 [13] is not related
to the change in the ionic size and electronegativity of the
cations in-between the Mn-Bi layers, but likely results from
the change of the crystal structure from P4/nmm (CaMnBi2)
to I4/mmm (SrMnBi2) and the corresponding modification
of the electronic structure.

Our results were obtained by re-inventing the diffraction
method [31–38] using the recent advances in neutron diffrac-
tometer technology. Diffraction measurement provides a
three-dimensional projection of the four-dimensional scatter-
ing function along the energy-momentum conservation trajec-
tory, which is substantially more informative than a spectro-
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scopic measurement of a 2D (Q,E) projection from a poly-
crystalline sample that is often used in the absence of large
single crystals. By abandoning the scattered neutron en-
ergy analysis, the diffraction method gains about a factor of
∼ 100 in throughput compared to neutron spectroscopy while
in many important cases still providing sufficient information
for detailed refinement of microscopic models such as we re-
port here. This advancement is significant, as it enables com-
positional and parametric studies of magnetic excitations on
small, ∼ 100 mg crystals that are not practical using conven-
tional spectroscopy and thus opens exciting new avenues for
materials research.
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Theory and its Applications to Neutron Scattering and THz
Spectroscopy (Morgan & Claypool Publishers, USA, 2018).

[31] R. J. Elliott and R. D. Lowde, The inelastic scattering of neu-
trons by magnetic spin waves, Proceedings of the Royal Society
of London. Series A. Mathematical and Physical Sciences 230,
46 (1955).

[32] J. A. Goedkoop and T. Riste, Neutron diffraction study of an-
tiferromagnetic spin waves in α-ferric oxide, Nature 185, 450
(1960).

[33] T. Riste and A. Wanic, A neutron diffraction study of spin
fluctuations in α-Fe2O3, Journal of Physics and Chemistry of

Solids 17, 318 (1961).
[34] E. Frikkee, Inelastic scattering of neutrons by spin waves in

f.c.c. cobalt, Physica 32, 2149 (1966).
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Projected energy-integrated intensity in neutron diffraction measurement

The schematics of diffraction measurement without scattered neutron energy analysis which illustrates our projected (energy-
integrated) model intensity calculation is shown in Figure S1. (x, y, z) axes represent instrument coordinate system with y-axis
directed along the incident beam (incident neutron wave vector, ki) and the vertical z-axis directed upwards. For a given
detector, its angular position in instrument coordinates is specified by kf ≡ kf (0), the scattered neutron wave vector for elastic
scattering with the given fixed ki used for the measurement, kf = ki. The corresponding wave vector transfer, Qinstr ≡
Qinstr(0) = ki − kf , satisfies energy-momentum conservation for elastic scattering (Bragg’s law; the subscript instr indicates
that sample wave vector transfer here is referred to the instrument coordinate system, along with ki and kf (E)). For each sample
orientation, the detector collects all neutrons scattered along the kf direction, with all different kf (E) ∥ kf corresponding to
different energy and momentum transfers, E and Qinstr(E), satisfying energy-momentum conservation,

E = Ei − Ef =
ℏ2

2mn
(k2

i − k2
f (E)) , (S1)

Qinstr(E) = ki − kf (E), kf (E) ∥ kf , (S2)

where −∞ < E < Ei. It follows from Eqs. (S1), (S2), that,

Qinstr(E) = ki −
kf

ki
kf (E) = ki − (ki −Qinstr(0))

√
1− E/Ei, (S3)

which is equivalent to Eq. (2) of the main text written in the instrument coordinate system, Fig. S1.

Neutron beam

Sample 

Detector 

FIG. S1. Schematics of neutron diffraction measurement. Light grey ellipse represents the horizontal scattering plane, (x, y, z) axes represent
the instrument coordinates. See text for other notations.
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In a diffraction experiment, all neutrons measured by a given detector element positioned at some kf are assigned to elastic
scattering with the wave vector transfer Qinstr = ki − kf in the instrument coordinate frame. In the sample reciprocal lattice
coordinates, this Qinstr corresponds to wave vector transfer, (H,K,L) = Q(0) ≡ Qel, which depends on sample orientation
specified by the rotation angle, ϕ, around the vertical axis, z (Fig. S1). Therefore, in order to calculate the projected scattering
intensity at an arbitrary reciprocal space point, (H,K,L), we need to determine the sample rotation angle, ϕ, at which Qel

transferred to the instrument coordinates coincides with Qinstr (for the given ki used in the neasurement). That is, we need
to find ϕ at which this (H,K,L) point was measured. Note, this requires that scattering triangle can be closed for some
kf = ki −Qinstr (there might or might not be a detector element at this kf ).

The transformation of wave vectors from the sample reciprocal space to the instrument coordinates (and to the absolute units
of Å−1) is encoded in the UB matrix, MUB , obtained from sample alignment and defined relative to sample rotation ϕ = 0.
Additional sample rotation by an angle ϕ required to satisfy elastic scattering condition is encoded in the rotation matrix, R(ϕ).
Then,

Qinstr = R(ϕ)MUBQel, (S4)

determines the sample rotation angle, ϕ, for a given Qel = (H,K,L) and ki. With this ϕ, the corresponding transformation
from sample to instrument coordinates for all Q(E) contributing to the measured intensity at (H,K,L) is,

Qinstr(E) = R(ϕ)MUBQ(E), kf (E) = ki −R(ϕ)MUBQ(E). (S5)

Transforming back to sample reciprocal lattice coordinates and using Eq. (S3) we obtain,

Q(E) = M−1
UBR

−1(ϕ) (ki − kf (E)) = M−1
UBR

−1(ϕ)ki

(
1−

√
1− E/Ei

)
+Qel

√
1− E/Ei. (S6)

This is Eq. (2) of the main text written in the sample reciprocal space coordinates (with ki moved to sample reciprocal space).
In order to obtain the total projected scattering intensity from processes with all possible energy transfers, E, for a given

Qel = (H,K,L), we substitute the corresponding Q(E) from Eq. (S6) into a model cross-section, d2σ(Q,E)
dEdΩ , and integrate in

dE,

I(Qel) = Ã

∫ Ei

−∞

d2σ(Q(E), E)

dEdΩ
dE = A

∫ Ei

−∞

kf (E)

ki
S(Q(E), E) dE, (S7)

where S(q, E) is the dynamical spin correlation function (in the sample reciprocal space coordinates) and A (Ã) is the normal-
ization factor. In our model, we used spin-wave cross-section of J1 − J2 − Jc Heisenberg model described in detail in Refs. 17
and 18, which was found to describe well similar quasi-2D Dirac semimetal systems, YbMnBi2 and YbMnSb2.

Details of the fitting procedure and results

In order to account for the effects of the instrumental wave vector resolution and the finite bin size to which the data is
re-binned, the calculated scattering cross-section [dynamical spin correlation function, S(q, E)] was convoluted with the ap-
propriate experimental resolution function as described in the supplementary information of Ref. 18. For fitting, we used three
different L-slices, averaged for L ∈ [−0.6,−0.4], [−0.35,−0.15], and [−0.1, 0.1], and with the binning size of (±0.01,±0.01)
in (H,K), which provide sufficient intensity for fitting while minimizing the resolution effects. The instrumental Q-resolution
was evaluated by fitting (0,−1, 0) Bragg peak at 10 K binned on a much finer grid, (∆H,∆K,∆L) = (0.0025, 0.005, 0.06), to
Gaussian function.

TABLE S1. Spin wave parameters obtained by fitting Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 diffraction data at different temperatures. Values in parentheses
represent uncertainties with 95% fitting confidence or indicate the parameter being fixed.

10 K 50 K 100 K 150 K 200 K 250 K 300 K
SJ1 (meV) 25.2 (fixed) 23.1(22) 24.4(18) 24.6(22) 26.2(34) 25.7(76) 25.2 (fixed)
SJ2 (meV) 8.6 (fixed) 8.0(14) 8.2(12) 8.3(14) 9.2(22) 8.6(50) 8.6 (fixed)
SJc (meV) −0.190(8) −0.203(20) −0.166(14) −0.144(14) −0.112(15) −0.091(28) −0.059(6)
SD (meV) −0.086(5) −0.084(9) −0.069(7) −0.051(5) −0.036(6) −0.034(9) 0 (fixed)
∆ (meV) 5.9(2) 5.6(4) 5.2(3) 4.5(3) 3.9(4) 3.7(8) 0
γ (meV) 0.9 (fixed) 0.9 (fixed) 0.9(1) 1.0(2) 2.0(2) 6.3(3) 11.8(3)
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Figures S2 through S8 present the three constant-L slices of the data for L ∈ [−0.6,−0.4], [−0.35,−0.15], and [−0.1, 0.1]
[panels (a–c)], which were fitted simultaneously to our model described above in order to refine the spin wave parameters for
different temperatures we measured, which are listed in Table S1. Panels (d–f) in the figures show the corresponding calculated
model intensity, while the line cuts of the data are compared with the model intensity in panels (g–l). A weak band of intensity,
which is visible at smaller wave vectors, around (H,K) ∼ (−0.3,−0.3), in the simulated intensity [panels (d–f)] but also in
the data at higher temperatures, 200 K and above, arises from the spin-wave spectra on the neutron energy-gain side (negative
energy transfers, E < 0). At low T this intensity is greatly suppressed due to the condition of detailed balance; it becomes more
visible when the temperature increases.

For 100 K (Fig. S4), 150 K (Fig. S5), 200 K (Fig. S6), 250 K (Fig. S7), the data sets corresponding to L ∈
[−0.6,−0.4], [−0.35,−0.15], and [−0.1, 0.1] were fitted simultaneously varying all six parameters listed in Table S1. For
300 K (Fig. S8), the projected spin-wave spectra do not allow to confidently determine SJ1 and SJ2 and the spin gap (Q-gap),
which is closed. Hence, we fixed SJ1 and SJ2 to the average values obtained from 100 K to 250 K fitting and fixed the gap to
zero, setting SD = 0. The inter-layer exchange parameter SJc was obtained by fitting the three L slices simultaneously.

For 10 K (Fig. S2), the scattering intensity is rather weak and statistics is insufficient to obtain a reliable fit varying all
parameters. Firstly, the spin-wave spectral damping γ cannot be confidently resolved (unlike in 100 K and 150 K data) and was
fixed to the 100 K value. Secondly, varying all three exchange couplings yields SJ1 and SJ2 within an ∼ 10% error bar from
those reported in Table S1, but an unreasonably, 1.5 to 2 times larger SJc. From all the different fit procedures we examined
for 10 K data, the best fit is obtained when SJ1 and SJ2 are fixed to the average values of 100 K to 250 K fits and SJc and
SD are fitted. These results are reported in Table S1 as the best fit parameters. The fitted parameters for all temperatures are
summarized in Table. S1.

Spin-wave spectral damping

A rather surprising result of this study is that our model fitting allows to resolve the spin-wave spectral damping parameter,
γ, from diffraction data measured without energy analysis. It is therefore important to test the reliability of such model fitting in
distinguishing the damping parameter, γ. As shown in Fig. S9 for the 100 K data, we tested the resolution limit of the sensitivity
to damping parameter by fixing it to be γ = 0.11 meV. Compared with Fig. S4 (optimized damping parameter γ), the γ = 0.11
meV fit in Fig. S9 is slightly less accurate in describing the observed spectral features of the data and, as shown in the main text,
the standard deviations of the fitted interaction parameters for fixed γ = 0.11 meV are larger than those of the optimized γ fitting.
The quality of the optimized γ fitting (χ2 = 0.98) is also consistently better than that for fixed γ = 0.11 meV (χ2 = 1.06). Yet,
the improvement is not significant, so the resolution limitation puts the damping parameter in the range 0.11 ≲ γ ≲ 0.90 meV.

We further explored how the noise in the lower-intensity data at low temperatures impacts the γ refinement by fitting the 50 K
data with fixed γ = 0.11 meV (Fig. S10) and with the γ freely optimized (Fig. S11). The results are reported in Table S2. While
the χ2 values are less than 1 for all fits, there is a consistent increase when the damping is neglected (for γ = 0.11 meV), which
can be taken as an indication that small damping is indeed present, similar to the 100 K data.

TABLE S2. Spin wave parameters obtained by fitting Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 diffraction data at 50 K to model with different parameters fixed.
Values in parentheses represent uncertainties with 95% fitting confidence or indicate the parameter being fixed.

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
SJ1 (meV) 25.1(5) 23.1(22) 22.3(24) 25.2 (fixed)
SJ2 (meV) 8.5(3) 8.0(14) 7.5(16) 8.6 (fixed)
SJc (meV) −0.168(4) −0.203(20) −0.215(24) −0.179(5)
SD (meV) −0.072(2) −0.084(9) −0.099(12) −0.070(3)
∆ (meV) 5.4(1) 5.6(4) 5.9(5) 5.3(1)
γ (meV) 0.11 (fixed) 0.9 (fixed) 1.7(2) 0.9 (fixed)

χ2 0.81 0.72 0.71 0.75
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FIG. S2. Projected spin wave spectra of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 measured by diffraction at T = 10 K. The data was averaged in the range
L = [−0.1, 0.1] (a), [−0.35,−0.15] (b), and [−0.6,−0.4] (c). The direct beam plus constant background intensity was evaluated by fitting to
a 2D Gaussian profile and subtracted from the data. (d–f) are the corresponding fitted spectra using the parameters in Table S1. The constant-H
cuts (g–i) and constant-K cuts (j–l) show direct comparison of fits with the data. The filled circles with error bars representing one standard
deviation are the measured intensity and the red solid lines are the fit.
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FIG. S3. Projected spin wave spectra of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 measured by diffraction at T = 50 K. The data was averaged in the range
L = [−0.1, 0.1] (a), [−0.35,−0.15] (b), and [−0.6,−0.4] (c). The direct beam plus constant background intensity was evaluated by fitting to
a 2D Gaussian profile and subtracted from the data. (d–f) are the corresponding fitted spectra using the parameters in Table S1. The constant-H
cuts (g–i) and constant-K cuts (j–l) show direct comparison of fits with the data. The filled circles with error bars representing one standard
deviation are the measured intensity and the red solid lines are the fit.
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FIG. S4. Projected spin wave spectra of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 measured by diffraction at T = 100 K. The data was averaged in the range
L = [−0.1, 0.1] (a), [−0.35,−0.15] (b), and [−0.6,−0.4] (c). The direct beam plus constant background intensity was evaluated by fitting to
a 2D Gaussian profile and subtracted from the data. (d–f) are the corresponding fitted spectra using the parameters in Table S1. The constant-H
cuts (g–i) and constant-K cuts (j–l) show direct comparison of fits with the data. The filled circles with error bars representing one standard
deviation are the measured intensity and the red solid lines are the fit.
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FIG. S5. Projected spin wave spectra of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 measured by diffraction at T = 150 K. The data was averaged in the range
L = [−0.1, 0.1] (a), [−0.35,−0.15] (b), and [−0.6,−0.4] (c). The direct beam plus constant background intensity was evaluated by fitting to
a 2D Gaussian profile and subtracted from the data. (d–f) are the corresponding fitted spectra using the parameters in Table S1. The constant-H
cuts (g–i) and constant-K cuts (j–l) show direct comparison of fits with the data. The filled circles with error bars representing one standard
deviation are the measured intensity and the red solid lines are the fit.
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FIG. S6. Projected spin wave spectra of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 measured by diffraction at T = 200 K. The data was averaged in the range
L = [−0.1, 0.1] (a), [−0.35,−0.15] (b), and [−0.6,−0.4] (c). The direct beam plus constant background intensity was evaluated by fitting to
a 2D Gaussian profile and subtracted from the data. (d–f) are the corresponding fitted spectra using the parameters in Table S1. The constant-H
cuts (g–i) and constant-K cuts (j–l) show direct comparison of fits with the data. The filled circles with error bars representing one standard
deviation are the measured intensity and the red solid lines are the fit.
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FIG. S7. Projected spin wave spectra of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 measured by diffraction at T = 250 K. The data was averaged in the range
L = [−0.1, 0.1] (a), [−0.35,−0.15] (b), and [−0.6,−0.4] (c). The direct beam plus constant background intensity was evaluated by fitting to
a 2D Gaussian profile and subtracted from the data. (d–f) are the corresponding fitted spectra using the parameters in Table S1. The constant-H
cuts (g–i) and constant-K cuts (j–l) show direct comparison of fits with the data. The filled circles with error bars representing one standard
deviation are the measured intensity and the red solid lines are the fit.
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FIG. S8. Projected spin wave spectra of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 measured by diffraction at T = 300 K. The data was averaged in the range
L = [−0.1, 0.1] (a), [−0.35,−0.15] (b), and [−0.6,−0.4] (c). The direct beam plus constant background intensity was evaluated by fitting to
a 2D Gaussian profile and subtracted from the data. (d–f) are the corresponding fitted spectra using the parameters in Table S1. The constant-H
cuts (g–i) and constant-K cuts (j–l) show direct comparison of fits with the data. The filled circles with error bars representing one standard
deviation are the measured intensity and the red solid lines are the fit.
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FIG. S9. Projected spin wave spectra of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 measured by diffraction at T = 100 K. The data was averaged in the range
L = [−0.1, 0.1] (a), [−0.35,−0.15] (b), and [−0.6,−0.4] (c). The direct beam plus constant background intensity was evaluated by fitting
to a 2D Gaussian profile and subtracted from the data. (d–f) are the corresponding fitted spectra using the parameters of Model 1 (γ = 0.11)
in the main text. The constant-H cuts (g–i) and constant-K cuts (j–l) show direct comparison of fits with the data. The filled circles with error
bars representing one standard deviation are the measured intensity and the blue solid lines are the fit.
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FIG. S10. Projected spin wave spectra of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 measured by diffraction at T = 50 K. The data was averaged in the range
L = [−0.1, 0.1] (a), [−0.35,−0.15] (b), and [−0.6,−0.4] (c). The direct beam plus constant background intensity was evaluated by fitting
to a 2D Gaussian profile and subtracted from the data. (d–f) are the corresponding fitted spectra using the fixed γ = 0.11 (χ2 = 0.81). The
constant-H cuts (g–i) and constant-K cuts (j–l) show direct comparison of fits with the data. The filled circles with error bars representing one
standard deviation are the measured intensity and the blue solid lines are the fit.
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FIG. S11. Projected spin wave spectra of Ca0.6Sr0.4MnSb2 measured by diffraction at T = 50 K. The data was averaged in the range
L = [−0.1, 0.1] (a), [−0.35,−0.15] (b), and [−0.6,−0.4] (c). The direct beam plus constant background intensity was evaluated by fitting to
a 2D Gaussian profile and subtracted from the data. (d–f) are the corresponding fitted spectra with the optimized γ = 1.7(2) meV (χ2 = 0.71).
The constant-H cuts (g–i) and constant-K cuts (j–l) show direct comparison of fits with the data. The filled circles with error bars representing
one standard deviation are the measured intensity and the magenta solid lines are the fit.
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