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I. METHODS

A. Sample Preparation

α-Li2IrO3 single crystals were grown by vapor trans-
port of separated educts as described in Ref. [1] using
elemental lithium and iridium as starting materials. The
samples were characterized by x-ray diffraction (XRD),
specific heat, and magnetic susceptibility measurements,
in order to ensure phase-purity and crystal quality. No
foreign phases were detected. For the specific sample
measured, no indications for significant stacking faults
or twinning were observed. The ambient-pressure crys-
tal structure is depicted in Fig. S1.

B. XRD measurements

The pressure dependence of the lattice parameters at
room temperature was determined by single-crystal XRD
measurements using synchrotron radiation at beamline
ID15B at the European Synchrotron Radiation Facility
(ESRF) (Grenoble, France). The wavelength of the ra-
diation was 0.4114 Å, and more than 300 independent
reflections were used to determine the crystal structure.
Diffraction data were analyzed using the CrysAlisPro
software [2], following the established protocols for the
beamline [3]. The hkl-tables were further analyzed using
the Jana2006 software [4] to refine the atomic positions.
For all pressures only the Ir atoms could be determined
via a direct method using SIR 2014 [5]. Also Super-
flip [6] and shellxt [7] were tried, but did not yield better
results. The refinement only converged when fixing all
atoms except the Ir atoms to their ambient-pressure po-
sitions. Due to the inadequate absorption correction in
a diamond anvil cell, we are not able to determine the
positions of the weakly absorbing elements Li and O.
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Figure S1. Illustration of the monoclinic unit cell at ambient
pressure [1].

C. Calculations

Density functional theory (DFT) calculations were per-
formed simulating the experimentally accessible pressure
range. We employed the PBE [8] generalized gradient
approximation (GGA) as implemented in the projector-
augmented wave code VASP [9, 10]. Correlation effects
where considered within the GGA+U approach [11] and
all calculations were performed with inclusion of spin-
orbit coupling (SOC). Relaxed structures at finite pres-
sures were obtained by conjugate gradient method, until
the forces acting on the ions were less than 0.005eV/Å.
The favorable structures are then identified by compari-
son of the associated enthalpies. The densities were con-
verged on 8× 6× 8 k meshes.

II. ADDITIONAL CALCULATIONS

A. Role of the Hubbard correlation strength

As shown in Fig. S2, at low Ueff ∼ 0.5 eV it is not
possible to stabilize a non-dimerized, magnetic structure
and, interestingly, the Z1 dimerization is energetically fa-
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Figure S2. Stability analysis for the homogeneous andX1/Y 1
dimerized structure at the experimental ambient-pressure vol-
ume in dependence of the Hubbard parameter U .
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Figure S3. Collapse of the Ir magnetic moments at the tran-
sition pressure of approx. 4.5 GPa.

vorable over the experimentally observed X1/Y 1 dimer-
ization. For slightly higher values of Ueff ∼ 0.75 eV,
the homogeneous structure is stabilized by the persistent
magnetic moments, but remains higher in energy than
the X1/Y 1 dimerized structure. Only above values of
Ueff = 1.0 eV the high-symmetry C2/m structure is en-

ergetically favored.

B. Theoretical predictions: Magnetism

Furthermore, the structural phase transition is accom-
panied by a sudden collapse of the magnetic moments,
as shown in Fig. S3.

C. Predictions for Na2IrO3

In Fig. S4 we show the evolution of the lattice param-
eters of Na2IrO3 up to simulated pressures of 57 GPa.
Again, we had to shift the reference point of the simu-
lated pressure by 3 GPa in order to resemble the exper-
imentally measured crystal volume at ambient pressure.
Due to the larger central atom in the honeycomb struc-
ture, the critical pressure is pushed towards ≈ 45 GPa.
In contrast to our observations for α-Li2IrO3 the c lattice
parameters shows a huge jump at the critical pressure,
which we can relate to the larger intercalated Na atoms.
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Figure S4. Evolution of the lattice parameters of Na2IrO3

up to simulated pressures of 57 GPa (corrected by 3 GPa in
order to closely resemble the experimental crystal volume at
zero pressure).
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