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EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

X-ray resonant magnetic scattering (XRMS) measure-
ments in the diamond anvil cell (DAC) were carried out
at beamlines 4-ID-D and 6-ID-B of the Advanced Photon
Source at Argonne National Laboratory. Both reflection
(Bragg) and transmission (Laue) scattering geometries
were used with panoramic [1] and Merrill-Basset [2] type
DACs (Fig. S1), using regular and Bohler-Almax anvils,
respectively (T= 5-10 K). Single crystals grown at both
the University of Kentucky and Argonne National Labo-
ratory with platelet shape dimensions ≈ 50×50×20 µm3

were used in the measurements. Crystals with c-axis ori-
ented out (in) plane of the platelet were used for Bragg
reflection (Laue) scattering geometries. Diamond culet
diameter was either 300 or 500 µm, Neon used as pres-
sure transmitting medium, and Rhenium metal as gasket
material. Pressure was calibrated in-situ using the P-V
equation of state of a Au or Ag metal foil loaded in the
sample chamber [3]. Results from experiments using dif-
ferent scattering geometries and different crystals were
consistent.

X-ray magnetic circular dichroism (XMCD) measure-

FIG. S1. (a) Optical image of typical DAC sample cham-
ber used in the XRMS experiments. Ruby fluorescence is
used to calibrate pressure during gas loading while the lat-
tice constant of gold is used as manometer during the XRMS
measurements. (b,c) Schematics of the transmission (Laue)
and reflection scattering geometries used in the XRMS exper-
iments.

ments were carried out at beamline 4-ID-D using a
helicity-modulation technique in transmission geometry
[4]. A superconducting magnet (6.5 T) with a bore
large enough to accept a membrane-driven CuBe DAC
was used (T=1.5-300 K). Powder samples obtained from
single crystals were primarily used for these measure-
ments. A partially perforated anvil, opposite a mini-
anvil mounted on a fully perforated anvil, was used to
minimize x-ray attenuation [5, 6]. Diamond culet diam-
eter was 450 µm, Neon used as pressure medium and
Rhenium metal used as gasket material. Pressure was
calibrated in-situ using an online Ruby fluorescence sys-
tem that inserts into the (reentrant) radial bore of the
split-coil superconducting magnet [7].

OCTAHEDRAL ROTATIONS AND CRYSTAL
STRAIN UNDER PRESSURE

The staggered rotations of IrO6 octahedra around the
c-axis present in the I41/acd tetragonal space group of
Sr2IrO4 (Sr-214) [8–10], and related periodic pattern
of displacements of oxygen ions, give rise to superlat-
tice reflections that can be probed with single crystal
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FIG. S2. Single crystal x-ray diffraction measurements of su-
perlattice Bragg peak (211) arising from octahedral rotations
together with measurements of nearby main lattice peak (200)
(T=5 K).
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diffraction. A single crystal with approximate dimen-
sions 97×86×20 µm3 (c-axis out of plane) was loaded into
a 210 µm diameter sample chamber drilled in a stainless
steel gasket pre-indented to 80 µm thickness with 450 µm
culet diameter diamond anvils. XRD measurements were
carried out at T= 5 K using 11.190 keV x-rays. A 12.5
µm-thick silver foil was loaded into the sample chamber
for in-situ pressure calibration using the known response
of silver’s lattice parameter to pressure at low temper-
ature [3]. Pressure medium was 4:1 methanol-ethanol
mixture.

Figure S2 shows the evolution with pressure of θ− 2θ
scans for (211) superlattice peak and the nearby (200)
main lattice peak. The (211) reflection is ∼ 400 times
weaker than the (200) main lattice peak as a result of
the low scattering power of (low-Z) oxygen ions. The in-
tegrated intensities of superlattice and main Bragg peaks
roughly follow each other and their ratio does not change
by more than a factor of two over the entire pressure
range. The data clearly shows that the pattern of octa-
hedral rotations does not change, and that the rotation
angle remains sizable. A quantitative measurement of the
rotation angle from the measured intensity is not possi-
ble since small distortions in oxygen positions can pref-
erentially reduce the intensity of the superlattice peak
relative to the main lattice peak. However we can put a
lower bound on the size of the distortion by noting that
the intensity of the rotation peak scales with θ2, where θ
is the rotation angle (11.5◦ at ambient pressure). Since
the ratio of intensities between (211) and (200) peaks
does not decrease beyond a factor of 2, we can place a
lower limit of 11.5/

√
2 = 8◦ for the rotation angle at the

highest pressure. We note that the data cannot rule out a
small increase in rotation angle under pressure due to in-
tensity reduction of superlattice peak as a result of small
local distortions away from a coherent rotation pattern,
as discussed above. That the a-axis lattice parameter has
a slightly larger compressibility than the c-axis [11, 12]
suggests that the rotation angle may actually increase
with pressure, as suggested by recent density functional
theory calculations [12].

An independent set of measurements was carried out
on a second crystal with in-plane c-axis orientation us-
ing Neon as pressure-transmitting medium. For this test
Bohler-Almax diamond anvils with 500 µm culet diame-
ter were used and a crystal with dimensions 50×100×20
µm3 was loaded into a 300 µm hole in a stainless steel gas-
ket pre-indented to 80 µm. The final sample chamber di-
ameter after gas loading was 220 µm. In this experiment
the (1,2,11) superlattice peak and the nearby (1,1,10)
main lattice peak were measured up to 23 GPa at T=10
K. The superlattice peak is ∼ 440 times weaker than
the main lattice peak but remains strong to the highest
pressure confirming that the pattern of rotations remains
unchanged. At 23 GPa the ratio of integrated intensities
between superlattice and main lattice Bragg peaks is only

1.6 smaller than its value at low pressures placing a lower
limit for the rotation angle at 11.5/

√
1.6 = 9.1◦. We con-

clude that, at least to 23 GPa, the pattern of octahedral
rotations is preserved and that the octahedral rotation
angle is at least 8-9◦ if not larger. A precise determina-
tion of the evolution of the rotation angle with pressure
requires structural refinements of comprehensive single
crystal diffraction data. Due to the weak x-ray scattering
power of light O atoms in the presence of strong scatter-
ing from heavy Ir/Sr atoms, neutron powder diffraction
measurements to 25 GPa may be required to quantify
oxygen displacement.

Rocking curves show that the crystal mosaic width
does not increase by more than a factor of two over
the entire pressure range and remains in the 0.1-0.2◦

range at all pressures. Crystal strain induced by pres-
sure gradients can be estimated from Bragg peak broad-
ening in θ − 2θ scans. For the a-axis the incremen-
tal broadening is ∆(2θ) ≤ 0.02◦ or a strain value of
(aH − aL)/aL = a2

Lsin(2θ)∆θ/(2λ2) ∼0.1% (aH and aL
are lattice parameters at highest and lowest pressure val-
ues, respectively). Based on the pressure dependence of
the (200) Bragg angle (0.019◦/GPa) this corresponds to
a pressure gradient of ∼ 0.5 GPa at the highest pressure
of 23 GPa.

EXTRACTING TN FROM THE PRESSURE- AND
TEMPERATURE-DEPENDENT XMCD DATA

As seen in Fig. 2(b) of the main manuscript, the col-
lapse of magnetic order as a function of pressure (at 11 K)
and temperature (at 1 bar) have identical behavior when
plotted as a function of reduced pressure/temperature.
Therefore, in order to extract the pressure dependence
of TN , we used the functional form of the T-dependent
XMCD collected at 0.8 T and 1 bar as a reference [Fig.
S3(a)] [11]. This reference was fitted to the pressure de-
pendence at low temperatures [Fig. S3(b-d)], and to the
temperature dependence at selected pressures [Fig. S3(e-
h)]. For the latter, the experimental points correspond
to the averaged XMCD within a pressure window of ±1
GPa.

CONVERSION OF XMCD DATA TO MAGNETIC
SUCEPTIBILITY

The susceptibility of a magnetic material with lo-
cal exchange interactions but lacking spontaneous or-
der due to flucutations is given by the Curie-Weiss law
χ = C/(T − θCW ) with χ = M/H, C the Curie con-
stant, and θCW the Curie-Weiss temperature, the latter
a measure of the strength and sign of local exchange in-
teractions. The element specific XMCD technique is one
of the only ways to probe the small net magnetization of
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FIG. S3. (a) Temperature dependence of the Ir L3 XMCD at
1 bar and 0.8 T from Ref. 11. The data was modeled using an
arctangent step function, which was then used as a reference
to retrieve TN as a function of pressure. (b-d) Isothermal Ir
L3 XMCD data as a function of pressure. (e-h) Isobaric Ir L3

XMCD as a function of temperature.

Sr-214 at high pressures and low temperature. In order
to compute susceptibility from XMCD data, the sam-
ple magnetization is obtained with the use of sum rules
[13, 14]. As reported previously the XMCD signals at
the Ir L-edges of Ir4+ ions in Jeff = 1/2-like electronic
configuration display a large asymmetry between L3 and
L2 edges due to a sizable orbital moment contribution to
the total magnetic moment (L3-edge XMCD signal 9-20
times larger than the L2-edge XMCD [11, 15, 16]). The
derivation of total magnetic moment from XMCD sum
rules is therefore dominated by the XMCD signal at the
L3 edge.

At ambient pressure and low temperature sum rules
yield a net magnetic moment of 0.045(4)µB/Ir in the
ordered state of Sr-214 in good agreement with results
from magnetometry for which a powder average of single
crystal data yields 0.05 µB/Ir [11, 17, 18]. The corre-
sponding L3 XMCD signal, properly normalized to the
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FIG. S4. Temperature dependence of DC magnetic suscep-
tibility at P=35 GPa and H= 6 T, together with fits to a
Curie-Weiss law used to determine values of θCW and µeff .

absorption edge jump, is 3%. It has been shown, based on
measurements of the isotropic branching ratio[11], that
Sr-214 retains the ambient pressure Jeff = 1/2-like con-
figuration up to about 40 GPa where a structural tran-
sition takes place[12]. Therefore we can assume that
the ratio of L3 to L2 XMCD intensities remains un-
changed to 35 GPa. The temperature-dependence of
the L3 edge XMCD signal at P=35 GPa can therefore
be converted to sample magnetization using the scal-
ing derived above. For example at T=1.5 K, H=6 T,
and P=35 GPa the 1% XMCD signal corresponds to
0.015 µB/Ir or a susceptibility χ = M/H = 1.4 × 10−3

emu/(mol Oe). Figure S4 shows fits to the temperature
dependence of the direct and inverse susceptibility from
which values of θCW = −209(40) K and effective moment
µeff =

√
8C = 1.45(7)µB are obtained.
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