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Continuous spin excitations are widely recognized as one of the hallmarks of novel spin states in
quantum magnets, such as quantum spin liquids (QSLs). Here, we report the observation of such
kind of excitations in K2Ni2(SO4)3, which consists of two sets of intersected spin-1 (Ni2+) trillium
lattices. Our inelastic neutron scattering measurement on single crystals clearly shows a dominant
excitation continuum, which exhibits a distinct temperature-dependent behavior from that of spin
waves, and is rooted in strong quantum spin fluctuations. Further using the self-consistent-gaussian-
approximation method, we determined the fourth- and fifth-nearest neighbor exchange interactions
are dominant. These two bonds together form a unique three-dimensional network of corner-sharing
tetrahedra, which we name as “hyper-trillium” lattice. Our results provide direct evidence for the
existence of QSL features in K2Ni2(SO4)3 and highlight the potential for the hyper-trillium lattice
to host frustrated quantum magnetism.

For conventional insulating magnets, spins usually or-
der at a finite temperature (e.g., TN), below which sharp
spin waves emerge due to the propagation of spin fluctu-
ations [1] (case I of Figure 1). When warming above the
ordering temperature, spin waves disappear with para-
magnetic fluctuations remaining. In contrast, quantum
spin liquids (QSLs) have other spectroscopic features due
to long-range quantum entanglement [2–5]. Namely, the
spins can fractionalize into fermionic quasi-particles so
that can only be detected in pairs by spectroscopic meth-
ods, which exhibit a continuous excitation spectrum [2–
5] (case III of Fig. 1). For example, Ce2Zr2O7 [6–9]
and NaCaNi2F7 [10, 11] are two representative materials
showing remarkable continuous spin excitations that are
related to QSL. Due to the lacking of an ordering transi-
tion, the continuum transfers to paramagnetic spectrum
through a crossover when warming up [12] (Fig. 1).

However, when geometric spin frustration and/or com-
peting interactions are significant, some spin-ordered
magnets will still exhibit remarkable QSL signatures in-
cluding excitation continuum (case II of Fig. 1). The
interplay of multiple ingredients suggests their magnetic
properties may be susceptible to external tuning parame-
ters, such as chemical doping [13], magnetic field [14], and
pressure [15], which sets them apart from the above two
categories. The Kitaev spin liquid candidate α-RuCl3 has
been studied as a celebrated example in the case II, which
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hosts both spin waves and continuous spin excitations in
its antiferromagnetic ordered state [16–20]. On the one
hand, a rod-like magnetic continuum at Brillouin zone
center was observed by neutron, Raman, and terahertz
spectroscopies [16–23], which has been widely viewed as a
“smoking-gun” for fractionalized Majorana fermions. On
the other hand, the long-range magnetic order and spin
waves present at zero field can be fully suppressed by
an in-plane magnetic field, resulting a QSL state before
partially magnetic polarization [19, 24–26].

More recently, the langbeinite compound K2Ni2(SO4)3

FIG. 1. Schematic of temperature-dependent behaviors for
three types of spin excitations observed in magnetic materi-
als with localized moments. Insets display the energy versus
momentum relations. The black dots and hatched area denote
the ordering temperature (e.g., TN) and crossover region, re-
spectively. The materials representative of each case are listed
on the right.
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FIG. 2. (a) Crystal structure of K2Ni2(SO4)3. For clarity, only
two SO 2–

4 groups (depicted as yellow tetrahedra) and one K+

ion are shown explicitly. Colored lines indicate exchange in-
teractions of up to J5 between Ni2+ ions. The dashed line
represents the body diagonal along the [1, 1, 1] direction of
the cubic unit cell. (b) Trillium lattices of Ni1 and Ni2 formed
by J3 and J4 bonds, respectively. (c) Hyper-trillium lattice
(see text) formed by J4 and J5 bonds. These structural il-
lustrations were generated using VESTA [27]. (d) and (e)
Magnetic diffraction patterns of the (H, H, L) and (H, 0, L)
planes at 0.1 K, with data at 2 K subtracted as background.
The solid lines represent Brillouin zone boundaries. The inset
of (d) shows the intensity around (2/3, 2/3, 2/3) at 0.1 K and
2 K.

has been proposed to be another field-induced QSL
based on thermodynamic and spectroscopic measure-
ments [28]. With a cubic structure, K2Ni2(SO4)3 has
two sets of spin-1 Ni2+-trillium lattice interconnecting
in three-dimensional (3D) space [Figure 2(a) and (b)]
[28, 29]. Although magnetic phase transitions to spin-
ordered states have been identified in this compound,
prominent quantum spin fluctuations are evidenced by
a broad hump in magnetic specific heat and a plateau of
relaxation rate in muon spin spectroscopy [28]. Appre-
ciable quasielastic scattering and continuum-like excita-
tions were also respectively observed by neutron diffrac-
tion and inelastic neutron scattering (INS) on powder
sample [28]. Moreover, a moderate magnetic field ∼4
T can fully suppress the ordered spin components and
drive the system into a QSL state [28]. These findings
suggest that the magnetic order in K2Ni2(SO4)3 is fragile
and it may approximate to a QSL at zero field. How-
ever, the nature of its spin dynamics is less clear due to
the limitation of the powder data. In particular, whether
the observed spin excitations are intrinsically continuous
or simply powder-averaged spin waves is the major un-
known.

In this work, we present an INS study on large and
high-quality K2Ni2(SO4)3 single crystals. We find that al-
though a long-range magnetic order develops below TN ≈
1.1 K, its spin excitations are continuous even at tem-
peratures well below TN, such as down to 0.1 K. By

studying these excitations over a temperature range cov-
ering almost three orders of magnitude, we conclude that
they are distinct from spin-wave excitations observed in
conventional magnets but similar to those continuous
spin excitations in studied QSL candidates. With the
self-consistent-gaussian-approximation (SCGA) method,
we determined the fourth- and fifth-nearest-neighbor ex-
change interactions are dominant, which in together
construct a hitherto uncovered structure - the “hyper-
trillium” lattice. Our study on K2Ni2(SO4)3 therefore
shows another rare example for the existence of QSL fea-
tures amid a spin-ordered state.

Single crystals of K2Ni2(SO4)3 were prepared with a
self-flux method [28, 30]. In our INS experiment, 9 pieces
of single crystals with a total mass of ∼6 grams were cut
and coaligned with the (H, H, L) plane being put in hor-
izontal. The experiment was performed in the Cold Neu-
tron Chopper Spectrometer (CNCS) installed at Spal-
lation Neutron Source, Oak Ridge National Laboratory
[31]. Throughout the experiment, an incident neutron
energy of 3.32 meV was employed in the high flux mode.
A dilution refrigerator insert was used to provide a base
temperature of 0.1 K. We rotated the sample along the
vertical [1, -1, 0] direction about 150◦ to fully cover one
quadrant of the (H, H, L) plane. To present intensity
maps of this plane, we symmetrized the data according
to the crystal symmetry of K2Ni2(SO4)3. Data at six
temperatures (0.1 K, 0.9 K, 2 K, 10 K, 20 K, and 80 K)
were collected, which were reduced and analyzed with
Horace [32]. The neutron scattering intensity was con-
verted to absolute unit based on structural Bragg peaks
as described in [30].

Fig. 2(d) and (e) show elastic magnetic scattering
maps of the (H, H, L) and (H, 0, L) planes at 0.1
K. We can identify magnetic Bragg peaks at positions
that are indexed by (1/3, 0, 0), (1/3, 1/3, 0), and (1/3,
1/3, 1/3), which is consistent with the previous report
based on the powder sample [28]. Additionally, we also
find intensity at Brillouin zone centers [e.g., at (1, 0, 0)],
which might be caused by magnetic multiple scattering,
or an extra magnetic wave vector k = (0, 0, 0). Despite
the detailed magnetic structure is beyond this study, the
coexistence of multiple propagation vectors indicates a
magnetic ground state with several competing phases.
We notice that two thermal phase transitions at 0.74 K
and 1.14 K were reported previously [28]. However, we
here only observed one transition at ∼1.1 K by magnetic
susceptibility, and we did not find significant change of
the magnetic Bragg peaks around 0.7 K (see [30] for de-
tails).

Spin excitations at 0.1 K are presented in Figure 3.
Albeit the temperature is only about 0.1TN, we find the
excitation spectrum is dominated by a broad continuum.
The constant energy slices in Fig. 3 (a)-(c) show that the
dynamic structure factor reaches its maximum around
(2/3, 2/3, 2/3) in the (H, H, L) plane, which corresponds
to the strongest magnetic Bragg peak [Fig. 2(d)]. This
indicates the continuous spin excitations are intimately
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FIG. 3. (a)-(c) Constant energy slices of the (H, H, L) plane
at 0.1 K. (d)-(f) Energy dependence of the magnetic contin-
uum along high-symmetric directions [dashed lines in (a)].
The right triangles indicate in (d) energy positions where the
slices in (a)-(c) were taken.

related to the underlying magnetic order. According to
energy–momentum slices [Fig. 3 (d)-(f)], these excita-
tions are gapless and extend up to ∼2 meV, which is
consistent with the Weiss temperature [ΘCW = -29.6(1)
K] [30] and the reported powder INS data [28].

Upon warming to 2 K, the scattering pattern is largely
intact [Figure 4(a)], despite the fact that the long-range
magnetic order has faded away [see the inset of Fig. 2(d)].
Similar scattering pattern is still apparent at 10 K [Fig.
4(b)], and finally becomes featureless at 80 K [Fig. 4(c)],
where the intensity decays with the momentum trans-
fer by following the magnetic form factor of Ni2+ [[30]
and Fig. 4(d)]. Energy–momentum slices of other five
temperatures are presented in Fig. S6 of [30]. This tem-
perature dependence behavior further confirms that the
observed signal is from magnetic scattering. By analyz-
ing the data at 0.1 K and 2 K, we find the spectral weight
in the elastic channel is less than 10% of the total [30].
On the other hand, for a conventional spin-1 Heisenberg
magnet, half of the spectral weight is expected to be elas-
tic. This feature is an indicative of strong quantum spin
fluctuations in K2Ni2(SO4)3 [11]. Similar observation has
been made on the QSL candidate NaCaNi2F7 [11], in
which ∼90% of the neutron scattering spectral weight
forms continuous spin excitations.

In Fig. 4(d), we show constant energy cuts (of E =
[0.2, 1.0] meV) along [H, H, H]. At temperatures below
80 K, there are two broad peaks at H ≈ 0.67 and H ≈
1.60, which can be well fitted with a double-Lorentzian
profile multiplied with the square of magnetic form fac-
tor (solid curves). Based on the fitted peak widths, we
extracted the spin correlation lengths at various temper-
atures [33, 34], which are presented in Fig. 4(e). Since

FIG. 4. (a)-(c) Constant energy slices for 0.5 meV at 2 K, 10
K, and 80 K. (d) Momentum dependence of the intensity along
[H, H, H] obtained by integrating over E = [0.2, 1.0] meV.
Data above 0.1 K are vertically offset for clarity. Solid curves
are fits to the data as described in the text. Short horizontal
bar indicates the momentum resolution. (e) Temperature de-
pendence of the spin correlation length determined from the
peak widths in (d). Bold grey line is a guide to the eyes. The
dotted and dashed vertical lines mark the TN and |ΘCW|, re-
spectively. The inset shows the correlation sphere (shown in
light blue) at 0.1 K with respect to tetrahedral units.

there is no peak can be resolved for the data at 80 K,
we fitted them only with the square of magnetic form
factor, and set the correlation length to be zero. In spite
of the fact that the two peaks are rather different in in-
tensity, the correlation lengths deduced from them are
basically the same, which therefore can be regarded as a
representative parameter.

The spin correlation length at 0.1 K (ξ0) is about 9.5
Å. It is much smaller than the one estimated based on the
magnetic Bragg peak [inset of Fig. 1(d)], which is about
197 Å. The greatly reduced correlation length for the
inelastic signal indicates its short-range nature. Interest-
ingly, the correlation sphere defined by ξ0 approximately
covers the tetrahedral unit formed by Ni1 and Ni2 [in-
set of Fig. 4(e)], as will be discussed below. There are
two noteworthy features in the temperature dependence
of this correlation length. First, it is only below ∼|ΘCW|
that the spin correlation significantly establishes, which
reflects the fact that the exchange interactions govern the
spin dynamics. Second and more importantly, it is basi-
cally unchanged when the temperature goes across TN.
This behavior is different from conventional spin waves,
where the correlation length is expected to decrease on
approaching the ordering temperature [35, 36]. Such in-
sensitivity to the TN reveals that the major spin dynam-
ics of K2Ni2(SO4)3 is distinct from spin waves. Instead,
the thermal evolution of the correlation length resembles
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those studied QSLs [37, 38], indicating the observed con-
tinuous spin excitations may origin from a QSL state.

Next, we establish the major exchange interactions of
K2Ni2(SO4)3 with the SCGA method, which has been
widely used to determine magnetic exchange interactions
in frustrated magnets [9, 11, 39–44]. In our calculation,
we used the following isotropic Heisenberg Hamiltonian
as a starting point

H =
1

2

5∑
n=1

Jn
∑
i,j

Si · Sj , (1)

where J1, · · · , J5 are exchange interactions up to fifth-
nearest-neighbor. Figure 5(a) shows the energy inte-
grated intensity map at 2 K, which is approximately pro-
portional to the magnetic structure factor. By fitting this
spectrum with the SCGA method, we determined the ex-
change interactions as: J1 = -0.03(2) meV; J2 = 0.00(1)
meV; J3 = 0.01(1) meV; J4 = 0.47(2) meV; J5 = 0.26(2)
meV. The details of the SCGA calculation can be found
in [30]. With these parameters, the calculated intensity
map is presented in Fig. 5(b), which reproduces most of
the features in our data. We point out that a single-ion
anisotropic term is usually allowed for S = 1 Ni2+ ions,
yet in our case, the inclusion of it cannot significantly
improve the fitting [30]. Therefore, this Hamiltonian can
be regarded as a minimum effective model for the mag-
netism of K2Ni2(SO4)3.

To inspect the magnetic ground state, we further cal-
culated the energy bands of the interaction matrix [30],
where momentum positions with minimum energy pre-
dict the magnetic ordering wave vector in the mean field
level [45]. As presented in Fig. 5(c), there are four low
energy bands that are extremely flat, which naturally
accounts for the highly frustrated nature of this system.
Looking closer on those flat bands, we find the observed
ordering wave vectors locate around the valley of the
lowest-energy band [Fig. 5(d) and (e)]. It again sug-
gests that the determined Hamiltonian is a good approx-
imation, and the system features a variety of competing
states with very close energy.

For this set of parameters, it is noteworthy that J4

and J5 are significant, and other exchange interactions
are negligibly small. Structurally, the bonds of J4 and J5

together form a 3D lattice with corner-sharing tetrahe-
dra [Fig. 2(c)], reminiscent of the pyrochlore lattice [46].
Due to the slight difference between the bond lengths
of J4 and J5 (by ∼0.1 % [30]), Ni1 and Ni2 are funda-
mentally inequivalent in this 3D network. Specifically,
three tetrahedra share one corner at the Ni2 site, while
each Ni1 only belongs to one tetrahedron, which con-
nects to Ni2 through J4. To the best of our knowledge,
such kind of lattice has never been reported before. In
order to facilitate future studies on this newly identified
structure, we here dub it as hyper-trillium lattice. Addi-
tional structural illustrations showing more tetrahedral
units can be found in Fig. S2 of [30]. It is easy to see
that the hyper-trillium lattice inherits the 3D connection

FIG. 5. (a) Energy-integrated intensity map (from 0.15 meV
to 2 meV) of the (H, H, L) plane at 2 K. (b) The correspond-
ing scattering pattern calculated using the SCGA method.
(c) Dispersion curves for the interaction matrix along high-
symmetric directions in the Brillouin zone. (d) A zoom-in
view of four energy bands around -0.8 meV in (c). The en-
ergy band with the lowest energy is highlighted in orange. (e)
The lowest energy band shown in the (H, H, L) plane. The
cube is the first Brillouin zone, with high-symmetric points
indicated by blue dots. The upper triangles in (d) and (e) in-
dicate positions of the three magnetic wave vectors observed
experimentally.

from the trillium lattice [Fig. 2(b)]. The common mag-
netic propagation wave vector (1/3, 0, 0) for both the
trillium lattice and K2Ni2(SO4)3 further hints their close
relationship [47–50]. Nevertheless, our finding indicates
the hyper-trillium lattice would be a more straightfor-
ward model to describe the magnetism of K2Ni2(SO4)3,
rather than two sets of trillium lattices.

The prominence of J4 and J5 can be understood
from the structural perspective. We first note that
all Ni-Ni exchange interactions up to J5 are mediated
by the SO 2–

4 group, which form a Ni-O-S-O-Ni super-
superexchange path [Fig. 2(a)]. Farther interactions (J6

. . . ) involve multiple intermediate groups so as to be con-
siderably smaller. For J3, J4, and J5, their exchange
paths (Ni-O-S-O-Ni) are more straight than those of J1

and J2, which can be more directly seen from the bond
angle of Ni-S-Ni (see Table S3 in [30]). Moreover, the K+

ion locates very closely to the center of the octahedral
unit that formed by J4 and J5 [Fig. 2(a)]. This cation
may attract more electrons to hop around this region, so
as to enhance the exchange interaction. Therefore, the
formation of the hyper-trillium lattice can be attributed
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to the combination of relatively straight exchange paths
and cation attraction effect.

In summary, we have observed continuous spin excita-
tions in K2Ni2(SO4)3 with INS, which persist well below
its TN. The temperature dependence of these excita-
tions shows a distinct behavior from conventional spin
waves, suggesting a close connection to QSL. Using the
SCGA method, we have determined that the fourth- and
fifth-nearest-neighbor exchange interactions are domi-
nant, which effectively constitute a hyper-trillium lattice
that is responsible for the much enhanced spin frustra-
tion. Our study not only uncovers decisive QSL features
in K2Ni2(SO4)3, but also demonstrates that the hyper-
trillium is a new platform to explore frustrated quantum
magnetism. As an immediate consequence, it may be
applicable to the large number of other langbeinite com-
pounds with rich chemical variants [29, 51, 52], which
is expected to stimulate wide-ranging research of inter-
est, as those pyrochlore oxides have done in the past few
decades [46]. Ultimately, future studies aimed at clari-

fying the essence of the observed excitation continuum,
i.e., whether it is truly related to fractionalized fermionic
excitations, are desirable.
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Supplemental Material for “Continuous spin excitations in the three-dimensional
frustrated magnet K2Ni2(SO4)3”

I. K2NI2(SO4)3 SINGLE CRYSTALS AND CHARACTERIZATIONS

A. Single crystal growth method

K2Ni2(SO4)3 single crystals were prepared with a self-flux method. We first prepared K2Ni2(SO4)3 polycrystalline
sample with solid state reaction method. Starting materials of K2SO4 and NiSO4·6H2O were weighed in a molar ratio
of 1:2. The mixture was ground and pressed to rod, which was put into a box furnace and heated to 450 ◦C in air for
40 hours. The resultant rod was ground and pressed to rod again, following another 40-hour sintering at 450 ◦C in
air. To grow single crystals, the polycrystalline sample was sealed into an evacuated quartz tube and heated to 850
◦C in a box furnace. The quartz tube was kept in 850 ◦C for 20 hours before cooling down to 750 ◦C in a rate of 0.5
◦C per hour. Then, the furnace was turned off and the quartz tube was cooled to room temperature. Yellow single
crystals in irregular shape can be harvested in the solidified product.

In our neutron scattering experiment, 9 pieces of large single crystals were cut and coaligned with a Huber Laue
diffractometer. The (H, H, L) plane was put in horizontal as the scattering plane [see Fig. S6(a)]. Rocking scans
performed on Bragg peaks (1, 1, -1) and (1, 1, 0) indicate a sample mosaic spread of about 4◦ and 2◦, respectively.

FIG. S6. (a) Single crystal array used in the neutron scattering experiment. (b) Temperature dependence of the intensity at
(2/3, 2/3, 2/3) and (0.85, 0.85, 1.15), which are positions of magnetic Bragg peak and background, respectively. Inset shows
the covered reciprocal trajectory in this temperature dependence measurement.

B. Single crystal X-ray diffraction and crystal structure

To determine the crystal structure and confirm the chirality of the phase, the single crystal X-ray diffraction
measurement was applied for the yellow crystal K2Ni2(SO4)3 at room temperature with Mo radiation in a Bruker Eco
Quest. The obtained crystal symmetry is cubic with the chiral space group, P213. The atomic occupancy was refined
using the full-matrix least-squares on F2 method. The result shows that no mixture or vacancies were detected in
the system. The crystallographic information can be found in Table I and Table II. The corresponding bond distance
and angle information is listed in Table III. We used this crystal crystallographic information throughout the paper.
In Fig. S7, we show the hyper-trillium lattice structure in more extended ranges.

C. Magnetic susceptibility

DC magnetic susceptibility was measured in a Quantum Design MPMS [Fig. S8(a)]. No magnetic phase transition
can be found from 2 K to 300 K. Curie-Weiss fit from 150 K to 300 K gives a Weiss temperature Θcw = -29.6(1) K [inset
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FIG. S7. (a) Hyper-trillium lattice plotted in a range around the cubic unit cell. (b) Hyper-trillium lattice viewed along [1, 1,
1] direction, which is an extended plot of Fig. 2 (c). For simplicity, only one “layer” of tetrahedral units is showed.

of Fig. S8(a)] and effective moment µeff = 3.22(1) µB/Ni. Magnetic susceptibility at lower temperature was measured
with a He3 option. A sharp peak around 1.1 K can be observed [Fig. S8(b)], which marks an antiferromagnetic
phase transition. No additional phase transition can be discerned from 0.4 K to 1 K. This observation can be further
confirmed by the temperature dependence of the magnetic Bragg peak (2/3, 2/3, 2/3), which shows no anomaly from
0.1 K to 0.9 K [Fig. S6(b)].

D. Magnetization under pulsed magnetic field

Magnetization of K2Ni2(SO4)3 was measured up to 60 T in the pulsed field facility at Los Alamos National Labo-
ratory by detecting the field-induced voltage across a pick-up coil made of high purity Cu. The sample was carefully
aligned along the [1, 1, 0] crystallographic direction, and was put in a 1 mm diameter sample holder. The magnetic
field was applied along [1, 1, 0] and magnetization along this direction was measured. For each temperature, two
measurements were performed with sample in and out of the pick-up coil. The signal difference between the two was
taken as the sample signal which was then calibrated according to the PPMS DC magnetization data. As showed in
Fig. S8(c), the saturation field is about 30 T at 0.7 K and the full moment size is ∼2.44 µB/Ni. Therefore, we can
estimate a g-factor of 2.44 for Ni2+ with S = 1. The resultant effective moment is 3.45 µB/Ni, which is reasonably
consistent with the result obtained from the Curie-Weiss fit.

FIG. S8. (a) DC magnetic susceptibility from 2 K to 300 K measured under a magnetic field of 0.2 T applied along [1, 1, 0]
direction. The black curve is a Curie-Weiss fit from 150 K to 300 K. Inset shows the inverse of magnetic susceptibility. (b) DC
magnetic susceptibility from 0.4 K to 4.4 K measured in the same condition as (a). (c) Magnetization (purple, left axis) and
its derivative susceptibility (orange, right axis) along [1, 1, 0] direction at 0.7 K.
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FIG. S9. (a) Elastic scattering pattern of the (H, H, L) plane at 2 K. (b) Calculated neutron scattering structure factor and
the corresponding integrated intensity for structural Bragg peaks in (a). The ring that goes through (0, 0, 2) comes from
sample environment. Solid line is the fit to the empirical extinction function as described in the text.

II. ABSOLUTE INTENSITY NORMALIZATION AND SPECTRAL WEIGHT

We converted the measured neutron scattering intensity into absolute cross section with structural Bragg peaks
[53–55]. The elastic scattering pattern of the (H, H, L) plane at 2 K is presented in Fig. S9(a), where 9 Bragg peaks
are covered by the measured range without contamination. For a structural Bragg peak, the integrated intensity is
proportional to the modulus square of the structure factor Fcal(Q) [56]

I(Q) = A|Fcal(Q)|2, (S1)

where

Fcal(Q) =
∑
j

bje
iQ·rje−Wj . (S2)

F (Q) can be calculated based on the crystal structure (see Section IB) and coherent neutron scattering length bj for
atoms at site j. At low temperature we approximate the Debye–Waller factor (e−Wj ) to be unity.

In a real scattering process, the measured intensity can be affected by extinction effect, especially for experiments
on large crystals. We therefore use the following empirical function to correct the measured intensity [53]

I(Q) = A
|Fcal(Q)|2

1 +B|Fcal(Q)|2
. (S3)

The parameters A and B can be determined by fitting the observed integrated intensity and the modulus square of
the calculated structure factor, which are presented in Fig. S9(b). In the limit of |Fcal(Q)|2 → 0, (3) reduces to (1),
where no extinction effect needs to be considered. According to Fig. S9(b), we obtained A = 0.052 a.u. meV f.u.
b−1, based on which we can put the measured intensity in absolute unit.

The measured magnteic scattering intensity is then related to the dynamical structure factor S(Q, ω) as

I(Q, ω)/A =
(γr0

2

)2

g2f2(Q)e−2W
∑
α,β

(
δα,β − Q̂αQ̂β

)
Sαβ(Q, ω), (S4)

where
(
γr0
2

)2
= 0.0726 b and f(Q) is the magnetic form factor of Ni2+ ion. The dynamic structure factor obeys the

total moment sum rule [56] ∑
α

∫
dω
∫

BZ
dQSαα(Q, ω)∫

BZ
dQ

= S(S + 1). (S5)
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Combing (4) and (5), this sum rule can be approximated to

10.33(b−1)
∫

dω
∫

BZ
dQI(Q, ω)/f2(Q)/A∫

BZ
dQ

= g2S(S + 1), (S6)

where the right side is the square of calculated effective magnetic moment per Ni2+ (in µ2
B). By performing the

integral over the measured Brillouin zones, we get the energy dependence of the intensity as showed in Fig. S9.
The spectral weight from 0.1 meV to 2 meV gives 9.40 µ2

B and 9.97 µ2
B for 0.1 K and 2 K, respectively, which are

close to the square of the effective moment (µ2
eff = 10.37 µ2

B) obtained by magnetic susceptibility (Section IC). This

result indicates we recovered most of the spectral weight expected from S = 1 Ni2+. Moreover, we can estimate the
static moment contributes only ∼5.67% of the total spectral weight, which is much smaller than a ratio of 50% for
conventional magnets. Therefore, most of the spectral weight in K2Ni2(SO4)3 is in the dynamical part even at 0.1 K,
which is a direct evidence of dominant quantum fluctuations [11].

FIG. S10. Energy dependence of the intensity that averaged over Brillouin zones at 0.1 K and 2 K. Shaded area at low energy
indicates elastic signal, which is determined according to the energy resolution (∼0.1 meV) and the elastic intensity at 2 K.

III. ADDITIONAL NEUTRON SCATTERING DATA

In Fig. S11, we present the magnetic excitation spectra along high-symmetric directions at five temperatures, which
supplement the data at 0.1 K showed in the main text. At 80 K, the excitations mainly come from paramagnetic
diffuse scattering. The momentum dependence of the intensity at 0.5 meV is showed in Fig. S12, which largely follows
the decay of the magnetic form factor.

IV. SELF-CONSISTENT-GAUSSIAN-APPROXIMATION (SCGA) CALCULATION

A. Construction of interaction matrix

The magnetic Hamiltonian can be generally written as [57]

H =
1

2

∑
m,n

∑
µ,ν

ST
m,µJm,µ;n,νSn,ν

=
1

2

∑
m,n

∑
µ,ν

(
Sxm,µ Sym,µ Szm,µ

)Jxxm,µ;n,ν Jxym,µ;n,ν Jxzm,µ;n,ν

Jyxm,µ;n,ν Jyym,µ;n,ν Jyzm,µ;n,ν

Jzxm,µ;n,ν Jzym,µ;n,ν Jzzm,µ;n,ν

Sxn,νSyn,ν
Szn,ν

 ,

(S7)

where Sm,µ (Sn,ν) represents the 3×1 spin vector of the µth (νth) site in the mth (nth) unit cell (m,n = 1, 2, · · · , N,
N is the total number of unit cell; µ, ν = 1, 2, · · · , 8), and Jm,µ;n,ν is a 3×3 exchange interaction matrix that connects
Sm,µ and Sn,ν . Here, we consider Heisenberg type exchange interaction

Jα,βm,µ;n,ν = δα,βJm,µ;n,ν , (S8)
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FIG. S11. Energy dependence of the magnetic excitations along high-symmetric directions at 0.9 K [(a)-(c)], 2 K [(d)-(f)], 10
K [(g)-(i)], 20 K [(j)-(l)], and 80 K [(m)-(o)].

with α, β = x, y, z. The Hamiltonian can be further written in the basis of spin vectors in one unit cell (24×1 matrix)

H =
1

2

∑
m,n

(
Sxm,1 Sym,1 Szm,1 · · ·Sxm,8 Sym,8 Szm,8

)
Jm,n



Sxn,1
Syn,1
Szn,1

...
Sxn,8
Syn,8
Szn,8


, (S9)
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FIG. S12. Q-dependence of the scattering intensity of 0.5 meV at 80 K along three high-symmetric directions. The solid line
is a fit to the square of magnetic factor of Ni2+.

where Jm,n is a 24× 24 interaction matrix

Jm,n =



Jm,1;n,1 0 0 · · · Jm,1;n,8 0 0
0 Jm,1;n,1 0 · · · 0 Jm,1;n,8 0
0 0 Jm,1;n,1 · · · 0 0 Jm,1;n,8

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
Jm,8;n,1 0 0 · · · Jm,8;n,8 0 0

0 Jm,8;n,1 0 · · · 0 Jm,8;n,8 0
0 0 Jm,8;n,1 · · · 0 0 Jm,8;n,8


. (S10)

To proceed, we make Fourier transformation

Sαµ (q) =
1

N

∑
m

e−iq·(Rm+rµ)Sαm,µ, (S11)

where Rm is the position of mth unit cell, rµ is the relative position of the spin component within this unit cell, and
the summation on m is taken over the number of unit cells (1, 2, · · · , N). The Hamiltonian can be further written in
momentum space as

H =
1

2

∑
q

(
Sx1 (q) Sy1 (q) Sz1 (q) · · ·Sx8 (q) Sy8 (q) Sz8 (q)

)
J(q)



Sx1 (−q)
Sy1 (−q)
Sz1 (−q)

...
Sx8 (−q)
Sy8 (−q)
Sz8 (−q)


. (S12)

The interaction matrix is now

J(q) =



J1;1(q) 0 0 · · · J1;8(q) 0 0
0 J1;1(q) 0 · · · 0 J1;8(q) 0
0 0 J1;1(q) · · · 0 0 J1;8(q)
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

J8;1(q) 0 0 · · · J8;8(q) 0 0
0 J8;1(q) 0 · · · 0 J8;8(q) 0
0 0 J8;1(q) · · · 0 0 J8;8(q)


, (S13)
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with the matrix element as

Jµ;ν(q) = e−iq·(rµ−rν)
∑
∆R

e−iq·∆RJµ;ν(∆R), (S14)

where Jµ;ν(∆R) is obtained by reorganizing the exchange interaction Jm,µ;n,ν between spins at Rm+rµ and Rn+rν .
We note that the exchange interaction between two spins only depends on their relative disctance ∆R+ rµ− rν with
∆R = Rm −Rm. J(q) has the following eigen equation

J(q) fs(q) = ωs(q) fs(q), (S15)

where fs(q) is the eigen vector that corresponds to the sth eigen value ωs(q), with s = 1, 2, · · · , 24.

B. Calculation and fitting of the neutron scattering intensity

Within self-consistent-gaussian-approximation (SCGA) method, the spin-spin correlation can be expressed as [9,
11, 39–44]

〈Sαµ (−q)Sβν (q)〉 =
∑
s

fµ,αs (q)∗ fν,βs (q)

λ+ βωs(q)
. (S16)

β in the right side is 1/kBT , with kB being Boltzmann constant and T being temperature. fµ,αs (q) [fν,βs (q)] is the
element of fs(q) that corresponds to the spin component α (β) at site µ (ν). λ is a factor that needs to be determined
self-consistently to satisfy the following spin length constrain [9, 11, 39–44]∑

s

∑
q

1

λ+ βωs(q)
= 8N, (S17)

where the summation over q is evenly taken on N positions at the Brillouin zone. Then, the energy-integrated
intensity measured in unpolarized neutron scattering is

I(q) = Cf2(q)
∑
µ,ν

∑
α,β

(δα,β − q̂αq̂β) 〈Sαµ (−q)Sβν (q)〉, (S18)

where C is a constant.
Based on SCGA, we fitted the experiment data with the five nearest neighbor exchange interactions (J1, J1, · · · ,

J5) (see Table III). The overall magnitude of Js cannot be uniquely constrained by the SCGA alone because it only
adjusts an overall intensity scale factor that is correlated with temperature [11, 43]. We therefore used the exchange
interactions obtained by DFT calculation [28] as the starting point, which give a Weiss temperature (|ΘCW| = 25.2

FIG. S13. Maps of log(χ2) for J1, J2, J3, and J5 obtained in the SCGA fitting. The dominant exchange interaction J4 is fixed
at the optimized value and is used as the energy unit.
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K) that is close to experiment. The optimal parameters reported in the main text were determined by least square
method, with the goodness-of-fit being defined as

χ2 =
∑
q

|Iobs(q)− Ical(q)|2, (S19)

where Iobs(q) and Ical(q) are observed and calculated intensities, respectively, and the summation is taken over the
measured momentum positions in the (H, H, L) plane. Fig. S13 presents the maps of log(χ2) obtained in the SCGA
fitting.

C. About single-ion anisotropy

For spin size larger than 1/2, single-ion anisotropy is generally allowed, which can be written as

Haniso =
∑
i

Di(Si · ni)2, (S20)

where Di is the magnitude of single-ion anisotropy for the i-th Ni site (with i = 1 · · · 8) and ni is the unit vector
of corresponding single-ion axis. Di < 0 and Di > 0 represent the cases of easy-axis and easy-plane, respectively.
In K2Ni2(SO4)3, each NiO6 octahedron has a C3 axis along the body diagonal of the cubic unit cell [Fig. S14 (a)].
Allowed C3 axes in the global frame are 

n1 = n5 =
1√
3

(1, 1, 1),

n2 = n6 =
1√
3

(−1,−1, 1),

n3 = n7 =
1√
3

(−1, 1,−1),

n4 = n8 =
1√
3

(1,−1,−1).

(S21)

FIG. S14. (a) One representative NiO6 octahedron (for Ni2) in the cubic unit cell. The dashed magenta line indicates the [1,
1, 1] direction, which is the C3 axis of this octahedron. The upper right part highlights the NiO6 octahedron with the C3 axis
being put vertical. (b) Evolution of log(χ2) with respect to the single-ion anisotropy of Ni2+. The inset shows the details of χ2

when D is close to zero.
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After Fourier transformation, the anisotropic term can be explicitly written as

Haniso =
1

2

∑
q

(
Sx1 (q) Sy1 (q) Sz1 (q) · · ·Sx8 (q) Sy8 (q) Sz8 (q)

)
D(q)



Sx1 (−q)
Sy1 (−q)
Sz1 (−q)

...
Sx8 (−q)
Sy8 (−q)
Sz8 (−q)


, (S22)

where D(q) is the single-ion anisotropy matrix

D(q) =
2

3



D1 D1 D1 · · · 0 0 0
D1 D1 D1 · · · 0 0 0
D1 D1 D1 · · · 0 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

0 0 0 · · · D8 −D8 −D8

0 0 0 · · · −D8 D8 D8

0 0 0 · · · −D8 D8 D8


. (S23)

D(q) can be written in a block-diagonal form

D(q) = 2D



nT
1 · n1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 nT

2 · n2 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 nT

3 · n3 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 nT

4 · n4 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 nT

5 · n5 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 nT

6 · n6 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 nT

7 · n7 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 nT

8 · n8


, (S24)

where we have assumed same magnitude of single-ion anisotropic term (D) for all eight Ni sites and 0 is a 3× 3 zero
matrix. The SCGA calculation procedure can be applied with the eigen values and eigen states of J(q) + D(q).

With the inclusion of a single-ion anisotropic term, the fitting cannot be significantly improved. In more specific,
if we further include D(q) in the calculation, the resultant χ2 has a minimum close to D = 0, as showed in Fig. S14
(b). The exchange interactions of J(q) are fixed at those parameters reported in the main text. In Fig. S14 (b), the
actual minimum of χ2 arrives when D ≈ −0.05 meV, which is only about 10% of the dominant exchange interaction
J4. Therefore, based on our experiment data, we consider the single-ion anisotropy of Ni2+ only has a minor effect.
Similar conclusion was made in NaCaNi2F7 with a pyrochlore lattice [11].

D. J5-only and J4-only cases

To see the effect of coexistence of inter- and intra-trillium-lattice interactions, Fig. S15 show the eigen values of
the interaction matrix for J5-only and J4-only cases. We can see that separated “flat bands” are absent. The J5-only
case in Fig. S15 (a) corresponds to a single trillium lattice, which is the same as the result reported in [47].
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FIG. S15. Energy bands along high-symmetric directions of the Brillouin zone [see Fig. 5(e) of the main text] for cases of
J5-only (a) and J4-only (b), where the energy is in the unit of J5 and J4, respectively.

TABLE I. Crystal data and structure refinement for K2Ni2(SO4)3.

Empirical formula K2Ni2O12S3

Formula weight 483.80
Temperature 301(2) K
Wavelength 0.71073 Å

Crystal system Cubic
Space group P213

Unit cell dimensions a = b = c = 9.83610(12) Å
α = β = γ = 90◦

Volume 951.63(3)Å3

Z 4
Density (calculated) 3.377 Mg/m3

Absorption coefficient 5.559 mm−1

F(000) 952
Crystal size 0.143 × 0.142 × 0.074 mm3

Theta range for data collection 2.929 to 35.472◦

Index ranges -15 ≤ h ≤ 13, -15 ≤ k ≤ 12, -14 ≤ l ≤ 11
Reflections collected 13616

Independent reflections 1374 [R(int) = 0.0404]
Completeness to theta = 25.242◦ 100.0 %

Absorption correction None
Refinement method Full-matrix least-squares on F2

Data / restraints / parameters 1374 / 0 / 59
Goodness-of-fit on F2 1.068

Final R indices [I > 2sigma(I)] R1 = 0.0498, wR2 = 0.0982
R indices (all data) R1 = 0.0543, wR2 = 0.0999

Absolute structure parameter 0.954(7)
Extinction coefficient 0.0137(13)

Largest diff. peak and hole 0.642 and -0.492 e.Å−3
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TABLE II. Atomic coordinates and equivalent isotropic displacement parameters of K2Ni2(SO4)3 at 301(2) K. [Ueq is defined
as one-third of the trace of the orthogonalized Uij tensor (Å2)].

Atom Wyckoff. Occ. x y z Ueq

Ni1 4a 1 0.3452(1) 0.3452(1) 0.3452(1) 0.0085(3)
Ni2 4a 1 0.0854(1) 0.0854(1) 0.0854(1) 0.0083(3)
S3 12b 1 0.0330(2) 0.2690(2) 0.3737(2) 0.0068(3)
K4 4a 1 0.5648(2) 0.5648(2) 0.5648(2) 0.0191(5)
K5 4a 1 0.7987(2) 0.7987(2) 0.7987(2) 0.0200(5)
O6 12b 1 0.0027(6) 0.4113(5) 0.3449(7) 0.0202(11)
O7 12b 1 0.1746(5) 0.2531(6) 0.4199(6) 0.0163(10)
O8 12b 1 0.0233(6) 0.0583(6) 0.7118(6) 0.0209(11)
O9 12b 1 0.0094(6) 0.1918(7) 0.2482(6) 0.0239(13)

TABLE III. Bond distance and angle information for Ni2+ ions.

Bond Distance (Å) Connection
Number of atoms
for smallest loop

Ni-S-Ni bond angle (◦)

J1 4.4272 Ni1 - Ni2 2 84.55
J2 4.8995 Ni1 - Ni2 10 97.35
J3 6.0823 Ni1 - Ni1 3 130.90
J4 6.1198 Ni1 - Ni2 10 124.51
J5 6.1257 Ni2 - Ni2 3 130.28
J6 8.1316 Ni1 - Ni2 6 -a

J7 8.4024 Ni2 - Ni2 3 -
J8 8.5939 Ni1 - Ni1 3 -
J9 8.6202 Ni1 - Ni2 10 -
J10 9.3678 Ni1 - Ni2 10 -

a Starting from J6, simple exchange path through one SO 2–
4 group becomes unavailable.
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