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We report measurements of anisotropic triple-q charge density wave (CDW) fluctuations in the
transition metal dichalcogenide 1T -TiSe2 over a large volume of reciprocal space with X-ray diffuse
scattering. Above the transition temperature, TCDW, the out-of-plane diffuse scattering is charac-
terized by rod-like structures which indicate that the CDW fluctuations in neighboring layers are
largely decoupled. In addition, the in-plane diffuse scattering is marked by ellipses which reveal
that the in-plane fluctuations are anisotropic. Our analysis of the diffuse scattering line shapes and
orientations suggests that the three charge density wave components contain independent phase
fluctuations. At TCDW, long range coherence is established in both the in-plane and out-of-plane
directions, consistent with the large observed value of the CDW gap compared to TCDW, and the
predicted presence of a hierarchy of energy scales.

Fluctuations are central to the critical behavior ob-
served near continuous phase transitions [1, 2]. In quasi-
two-dimensional layered systems, where inter-plane cou-
pling is weak, fluctuations can persist to temperatures
far exceeding the transition temperature and can affect
the system’s normal state electronic properties. In these
cases, in-plane fluctuations start to build below the mean
field transition temperature, TMF, but they initially re-
main uncorrelated between layers. As the temperature is
reduced further and approaches the critical temperature,
Tc, a 2D-to-3D crossover occurs as the inter-plane corre-
lation length starts to exceed the inter-plane distance. At
Tc, both in-plane and out-of-plane correlation lengths di-
verge and full three-dimensional long range order sets in
[2]. A wide variety of physical systems have been shown
to conform to this simple description [2–8]; because tran-
sition metal dichalcogenides are layered compounds, and
their charge density wave (CDW) order is characterized
by large ratios of 2∆(0)/kBTCDW, where ∆(0) is the zero-
temperature gap and TCDW is the charge density wave
transition temperature, fluctuations in these materials
should abide by a similar phenomenology.

This picture is complicated, however, in the CDW-
hosting transition metal dichalcogenides (TMDs) by the
fact that their charge order consists of three unidirec-

tional components, in a structure that is often referred
to as a triple-q CDW (see Fig. 1(d)-(g)) [9]. The triple-
q structure preserves the threefold crystallographic in-
plane symmetry, despite the unidirectionality of the in-
dividual CDW components [10]. Preservation of this
symmetry gives an energetic advantage to triple-q or-
der over CDWs containing only a single component in
these compounds, which can be described by an effec-
tive “attraction” between CDW components in their free
energy description (see Supplemental Material) [11]. For
the same reason, short-range ordered regions above TCDW

will consist of local triple-q order, while the large value of
2∆(0)/kBTCDW ≈ 8.7 [12] implies that long-range phase
coherence is prevented at those temperatures by the pro-
liferation of phase fluctuations rather than the suppres-
sion of the CDW amplitude [13, 14]. Phase slips may
occur either in all three components simultaneously, or
independently in different components. As described in
the Supplemental Material, the latter option is generi-
cally favored in the free energy description for a triple-q
CDW.

In the usual 2D-to-3D crossover scenario, in-plane fluc-
tuations form regions that are, on average, quasi-two-
dimensional and isotropic to within the crystalline sym-
metry [2]. Because the CDW order in 1T -TiSe2 con-
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FIG. 1. In-plane anisotropy of CDW fluctuations. (a)-(c)
In-plane momentum maps at L = 0.5 r.l.u. for tempera-
tures below (180K), above (240K), and well above (400K)
TCDW(= 195K). Below TCDW, sharp peaks are observed at
the Brillouin zone boundaries (white line), indicating the pres-
ence of an ordered state. As the CDW is melted, CDW fluc-
tuations become elongated along the in-plane CDW vectors qi
(i = 1, 2, 3). The diffuse feature at the center of the Brillouin
zone corresponds to the tail of the structural Bragg peaks
from neighboring L−planes. The intensity scale bar is in arbi-
trary units and follows a logarithmic scale. (d)-(f) Schematic
depictions of the in-plane displacement pattern of the three
components contributing to the triple-q CDW. (d) q1-type
component, (e) q2-type, and (f) q3-type. Black arrows indi-
cate the direction of the propagation vector for each CDW
component, while small orange vectors indicate the atomic
displacement directions that would result from having only
each single component present. (g) The full in-plane triple-q
distortion pattern obtained by adding the atomic displace-
ments from all three CDW components. Black circles repre-
sent Ti atoms, blue circles represent Se atoms in the upper
plane and red circles represent Se atoms in the lower plane.

tains three components with independent phase fluctu-
ations, however, both the fluctuating regions and the
crossover to three-dimensional order may obtain a more
structured character. In this Letter, we show that while
out-of-plane diffuse scattering indicates decoupled CDW
fluctuations in neighboring layers, the in-plane diffuse
scattering arising from individual CDW components is
anisotropic, with a directionally-dependent characteristic
length scale. We argue that, in the temperature range
near but above TCDW, each CDW component contains
independent phase slips. While the combined triple-
q short-ranged order remains isotropic on average, the
mean distance between phase slips for any given com-
ponent is anisotropic and determines its distinct cor-
relation length scales in different directions. We thus
demonstrate that despite its threefold symmetry and
quasi-two-dimensional crystal structure, 1T -TiSe2 pos-
sesses anisotropic CDW fluctuations in the basal plane
and a hierarchy of three distinct length scales arising from
independently fluctuating CDW-components [15].

To carry out our experiments, we used two different
batches of TiSe2 single crystals with different synthesis

FIG. 2. (H, L) momentum maps at K = 0.5 r.l.u. showing
sharp CDW diffraction peaks and diffuse scattering arising
from CDW fluctuations. (a) At 180K (<TCDW(= 195K)),
the observed pattern shows sharp peaks, indicative of long
range CDW order. (b) Above TCDW, at 240K, only diffuse
scattering in the form of a ‘raindrop’-like pattern is clearly
visible which indicates the presence of significant inter-layer
phase fluctuations (CDW stacking faults). (c) Well above
TCDW at 400K, structures within the ‘raindrops’ have disap-
peared and featureless ‘rods’ remain, which indicates the loss
of all out-of-plane phase coherence. The intensity modulation
with roughly period four visible in all panels is due to a geo-
metric structure factor. The K = 0.5 r.l.u. momentum cut is
shown schematically in Fig. 1(a) with respect to the in-plane
elliptical diffuse scattering. The scale bar is in arbitrary units
and follows a logarithmic scale.

methods. We synthesised vacancy-reduced TiSe2 crys-
tals using a Se-flux method under high pressure [16].
These are insulating at low temperatures; their resistiv-
ity is hysteretic from 30-80 K. We grew another batch
of samples using iodine vapour transport [17, 18]. These
are crystallographically cleaner with less mosaicity; they
are semimetallic at low temperatures with higher carrier
concentrations. Both batches of samples give identical
diffuse scattering results. The data presented in the main
manuscript are from the semimetallic sample, while the
data for the vacancy-reduced sample are provided in the
Supplemental Material.

We performed hard x-ray diffraction measurements at
Cornell High Energy Synchrotron Source using a pho-
ton energy of 27.3 keV. High energy data at 56.7 keV and
additional data from the Advanced Photon Source with
a photon energy of 87.4 keV are shown in the Supple-
mental Material. We used a transmission geometry for
these measurements with a single-photon counting detec-
tor suited for high-energy diffraction. We glued the sam-
ples onto Kapton capillaries and cooled them by a helium
or nitrogen gas jet. At each temperature, we swept the
sample through a full rotation to obtain three dimen-
sional momentum mappings [19].

1T -TiSe2 is a layered van der Waals material with an
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octahedrally coordinated structure [10]. Upon cooling
below the transition temperature (TCDW = 195K in the
semimetallic sample), 1T -TiSe2 undergoes a second-order
phase transition into a commensurate 2×2×2 CDW su-
perstructure. The microscopic driving mechanism giving
rise to the CDW order has been controversial for decades,
though the emerging consensus is that both excitonic and
electron-phonon effects contribute [10, 15, 20–23]. Re-
gardless, triple-q long-range charge order forms, with the
three CDW wave vectors pointing 120◦ apart when pro-
jected onto the plane (Fig. 1(d)-(g)).

In Fig. 1(a) we show that CDW satellite peaks form be-
low TCDW = 195K. Three distinct CDW components q1,
q2, and q3 are observed at the boundaries of the normal
state Brillouin zone (labeled in Fig. 1(b)). Warming the
sample above the transition temperature to 240 K, diffuse
scattering near the CDW wave vectors is the dominant
feature, as reported previously [24]. The diffuse scatter-
ing intensity is at least an order of magnitude weaker
than the CDW peak intensities at 180 K. As can clearly
be seen in Fig. 1(b) and (c), the diffuse scattering is
anisotropic in the plane. For each of the three CDW
peaks, the widths along the major axis of the ellipse are
roughly three times those along the minor axis at 240 K.
These ellipses effectively become streaks at 400 K, the
highest temperature measured in our study (Fig. 1(c)).
Importantly, the ellipses for each scattering peak form
with their major axes in the direction parallel to the cor-
responding in-plane CDW wave vector. The orientation
of these ellipses implies that the Ti and Se atoms in-
volved in individual CDW components form chain-like
structures transverse to each in-plane CDW wave vec-
tor, with inter-chain coupling weaker than the intra-chain
coupling (Fig. 1(d)-(g)). These observations are consis-
tent with the proposed hierarchy of energy scales in 1T -
TiSe2 [15].

To visualize the out-of-plane diffuse scattering, we ex-
amine (H, L) momentum maps with K = 0.5 r.l.u. (re-
ciprocal lattice units) as shown in Fig. 2. The white
dashed line drawn in Fig. 1(a) schematically depicts this
cut with respect to the in-plane ellipses. Below the CDW
transition temperature (T =180 K), the observed peaks
in the K = 0.5 r.l.u. plane arise due to the CDW super-
lattice (Fig. 2(a)). They are resolution-limited both in
the in-plane and out-of-plane directions, as can be seen
more quantitatively in Fig. 3. (Data well below TCDW are
presented in the Supplemental Material). CDW peaks sit
at half-integer L values which indicates that the phase of
the charge ordering pattern alternates between adjacent
layers.

As the temperature is increased above TCDW, only
CDW fluctuations in the form of diffuse scattering is
observed. Specifically, scattering intensity from CDW
fluctuations form in a ‘raindrop’-like pattern and sharp
CDW peaks are no longer present. (The diffuse scattering
streaking diagonally across the images are due to ther-

FIG. 3. Momentum scans and correlation lengths at differ-
ent temperatures. (a) In-plane momentum scans for (-3.0,
1.5, 0.5) along H below and above TCDW(=195K). The con-
stant background far away from the CDW peak is subtracted.
Below TCDW, the resolution-limited sharp peak indicates the
presence of long range order, with the line serving as a guide to
the eye. Above TCDW, the peaks are fitted with Lorentzians,
indicating fluctuating short range order. (b) Out-of-plane mo-
mentum scans for (-3.0, 1.5, ±0.5) along L. The scattering
profile is fitted with two Lorentzian functions near L = ±0.5
r.l.u. and a Gaussian function around L = 0. (c) Hierarchy
of correlation lengths. In-plane and out-of-plane correlation

lengths for (-3.0, 1.5, 0.5) are shown. Here, q
//
CDW denotes

the in-plane CDW wave vector. Solid lines represent fits to
power-law dependence of the correlation length on T −TCDW

above TCDW. Below TCDW, in the shaded gray region, the
peak width corresponding to long-range order is limited by
the instrument resolution. The dashed line represents an ex-
tension of the power-law fit to TCDW, showing the diverging
behavior. Below TCDW, the correlation lengths are obtained
from Gaussian fits to the peaks, while above TCDW, they are
extracted from Lorentzian fits.

mal diffuse scattering from a transverse acoustic phonon
that is not relevant to the present study.) For fixed H,
intensities of the ‘raindrop’ features are modulated with
a period of four reciprocal lattice units along L. These
intensity modulations, both in the diffuse scattering and
in the CDW peaks below TCDW, arise from the geomet-
ric structure factor associated with scattering from the
Se atoms. Because the Se planes are positioned roughly
1/4 and 3/4 along the c axis in the conventional unit
cell, scattering intensities correspondingly vary along L,
spanning a period of roughly four reciprocal lattice units.
The data can be thought of as complete rods along L
that are interrupted by this structure factor effect. We
can thus interpret the rod-like scattering along L as indi-
cating that the CDW fluctuations become uncorrelated
in the out-of-plane direction for T ≫ TCDW.

To better quantify the CDW correlation lengths, we
take H and L cuts at different temperatures. In Fig. 3(a)
we show an H-cut of a q3-type CDW peak with Miller
indices (-3.0, 1.5, 0.5). At each temperature a constant
background, arising from thermal diffuse scattering from
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phonons not relevant to the CDW, is subtracted from
these cuts. At 190K, the CDW peak is resolution lim-
ited. Above TCDW, the diffuse scattering intensity de-
creases and the diffuse features broaden with increasing
temperature. However, even up to our highest measured
temperature, T = 400K, diffuse scattering can still be
resolved.

Out-of-plane momentum cuts of a pair of q3-type CDW
peaks (-3.0, 1.5, ±0.5) are shown in Fig. 3(b). The CDW
peaks at 190K are resolution limited but have tails aris-
ing from diffuse scattering (Data well below TCDW show-
ing negligible residual intensity between CDW peaks are
presented in Supplemental Material). Above TCDW, the
diffuse peaks broaden with increasing temperature, with
weight primarily concentrated into a central plateau that
constitutes the ‘raindrop’ centered at L = 0 (see Supple-
mental Material). This raindrop implies that the CDW
loses out-of-plane phase coherence, even though the in-
plane diffuse scattering indicates that the order within
layers remains phase coherent over a considerable length.
At 280K, for example, the diffuse scattering possesses a
width of δH = 0.05 r.l.u., but is broad in the L direction
with width δL > 1 r.l.u. (see Fig. 3(a) and (b)).

To quantify the anisotropy in the fluctuation regime,
we summarize the hierarchy of correlation length scales
in Fig. 3(c). In this figure, we plot the in-plane and
out-of-plane correlation lengths of a q3-type CDW peak
(-3.0, 1.5, 0.5) as a function of temperature above TCDW.
The fluctuations of each CDW component are clearly
anisotropic in the plane, with the longer (shorter) cor-
relation lengths in the direction perpendicular (parallel)
to the in-plane wave vector of the corresponding CDW
component. Meanwhile, the out-of-plane fluctuations
have much shorter correlation lengths than in-plane ones
above TCDW. At 280 K, the CDW order in real space
is everywhere locally triple-q in nature, but each CDW
component contains domain walls across which the CDW
modulation pattern is inverted (i.e. a π phase slip). The
characteristic length scale between such domain walls is
about 22 unit cells perpendicular to the in-plane wave
vector of the CDW component, 7 unit cells parallel to
the in-plane wave vector, and 2 unit cell in the out-of-
plane direction (Fig. 3(c)). This anisotropy is inherent
within each individual CDW component, such that global
three-fold rotational symmetry is preserved by the com-
bination of three CDW components in the overall fluc-
tuating triple-q CDW order, as schematically depicted in
Fig. 4(a) and (b). Note that the correlation lengths along
both in-plane and out-of-plane directions can be seen to
all diverge at the same critical temperature TCDW by fit-
ting their temperature dependence above TCDW to power
laws in T − TCDW, as shown in Fig. 3 (see Supplemental
Material for details).

The simple picture that emerges from our studies is
captured in Fig. 4. Similar to most CDW-forming tran-
sition metal dichalcogenides, 1T -TiSe2 lies in the strong

FIG. 4. Structure factors from real space anisotropic CDW
fluctuations. Because the charge order in 1T -TiSe2 occurs in
the strong coupling regime, the CDW amplitude is expected
to be nonzero throughout the sample well above TCDW. Fi-
nite correlation lengths in individual CDW components orig-
inate in domain walls across which individual CDW compo-
nents invert (equivalent to a π phase slip consistent with the
2×2×2 order). (a) In-plane domain distributions for the three
CDW components obtained from modeling domains by an
anisotropic Ising model (see Supplemental Material for de-
tails). (b) Overlapping the smaller dashed windows marked
in the three plots in (a) yields the overall CDW distribu-
tion, with eight types of domains. (c) Simulated diffuse scat-
tering from CDW fluctuations at each of the three in-plane
CDW vectors qi, obtained by Fourier transforming the corre-
sponding plot in (a) and zooming in around the origin. The
anisotropy in the scattering intensity reproduces the experi-
mental observations shown in Fig. 1(b). (d) Simulated (H,L)
structure factor forK = 0.5 r.l.u., in the presence of a random
stacking of alternating types of domains (see Supplemental
Material for details). The intensity modulations of the ‘rods’
reproduce the observed modulations shown in Fig. 2(c).

coupling limit with 2∆(0)/kBTCDW ≈ 8.7 [12]. It is
expected, therefore, that a nonzero CDW amplitude is
present throughout the sample in the temperature regime
TCDW ≲ T ≪ TMF ≈ 500K, without it being phase
coherent over long distances [13, 14]. The correlation
lengths in each CDW component are determined by the
mean distance between phase slips. These phase slips
are dynamic so that neither short- nor long-range static
order is present above TCDW, except in regions near im-
purities, which can pin CDW order [25, 26]. Because the
phase slips occur independently for individual CDW com-
ponents (see Supplemental Material), neighboring, fluc-
tuating triple-q regions in real space typically differ by
a π phase flip of just one component. Combining three
CDW components, a total of eight different triple-q fluc-
tuation domain types can form. Many such domains to-
gether (Fig. 4(b)) result in the anisotropic diffuse scatter-
ing intensities shown in Fig. 4(c), which reproduces the
experimental observation in Fig. 1. Similarly, Fig. 4(d)
shows calculated structure factors in the (H,L) plane in
the presence of randomly stacked, but in-plane-coherent
CDWs (see Supplemental Material for details), which re-
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produces the ‘raindrop’ pattern of Fig. 2.

Our results illustrate how a simple, single-component
2D-to-3D crossover picture is inadequate in describing
the emergence of long-range order from local fluctua-
tions in 1T -TiSe2 and possibly in other CDW-forming
transition metal dichalcogenides. The CDWs are instead
characterized by anisotropic domains within CDW com-
ponents. A hierarchy of length scales combines to yield a
highly structured pattern of fluctuations upon approach-
ing the transition temperature. Importantly, the fluctu-
ations persist to high temperatures, and may therefore
play an important role in the thermodynamic and elec-
tronic properties of these materials.
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I. DETERMINING TCDW OF THE SEMIMETALLIC SAMPLE

Thermal diffuse scattering of the charge density wave (CDW) peak with Miller indices (-3.0, 1.5, 0.5) is modeled
using Lorentzian functions, both below and above the CDW transition temperature TCDW. The Bragg peak region is
excluded, which corresponds to 1.49 - 1.51 r.l.u. in K as shown in Fig. S1(a). The diffuse scattering intensity shows
a peak at a particular temperature, which is defined as TCDW = 195K as illustrated in Fig. S1(b).

FIG. S1. Thermal diffuse scattering of the CDW peak at (-3.0, 1.5, 0.5). (a) Line cuts along K with the Bragg peak subtracted.
The thermal diffuse scattering increases as the temperature rises to TCDW and then decreases as the sample is further heated.
This trend is evident from the raw data points without requiring a fit. The lines represent Lorentzian fits. (b) The peak
intensity of the Lorentzian functions shown in (a), with the intensity reaching a maximum at TCDW = 195K.
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II. HIGH-ENERGY X-RAY DIFFUSE SCATTERING ANALYSIS OF THE SEMIMETALLIC SAMPLE

High energy x-rays with an energy of 56.7 keV are used to probe a larger momentum range of the CDW diffuse
scattering on the semimetallic sample. Sharp, resolution-limited CDW peaks are observed at 140K, well below TCDW.
At 200K, just above TCDW, diffuse tails parallel to the in-plane qCDW are identified, as shown in Fig. S2(b). At 240K,
well above TCDW, only diffuse scattering remains at the qCDW positions, with a clear in-plane anisotropy. The in-plane
momentum map covering a broader momentum range as shown in Fig. S2, is consistent with the one presented in
Fig. 1 of the main manuscript.

FIG. S2. In-plane momentum map of the CDW at L = 0.5 r.l.u. at (a) 140K (well below TCDW), (b)200K (just above
TCDW) and (c) 240K (above TCDW). At the base temperature, the CDW peaks are resolution-limited. Above TCDW, the CDW

fluctuations exhibit in-plane anisotropy, with the peak elongated along the q
//
CDW direction. The hexagonal white lines represent

the normal state Brillouin zone. The scale bar is in arbitrary units and follows a logarithmic scale.

In the out-of-plane momentum map at K = 0.5 r.l.u. shown in Fig. S3(a), all sharp features correspond to the
CDW peaks. The sharp streaks seen in the figures are the artifacts from the detector due to the saturation of peaks
from neighboring planes. At 200K, slightly above TCDW, raindrop-like scattering is the dominant feature, although
peak residual remains at the qCDW positions. At 240K, well above TCDW, only fluctuation patterns remain, as shown
in Fig. S3(c). These patterns are again consistent with those presented in Fig. 2 of the main manuscript.

Detailed line scans of the CDW fluctuations are presented in Fig. S4. At the base temperature of 140K, a sharp
CDW peak at (-4.0, 1.5, -2.5) along H is shown in Fig. S4(a). At 190K, just below TCDW, resolution-limited peak
is still present, but a thermal diffuse scattering tail becomes visible in the data. At 200K, just above TCDW, the
sharp peak now is not prominent, and the thermal diffuse scattering can be fitted with a Lorentzian function. As the
temperature increases further, the intensity of the thermal diffuse scattering progressively weakens.

In the out-of-plane direction at (-3.0, 1.5, ±0.5), as shown in Fig. S4(b), sharp peaks are observed at the half-integer
positions at the base temperature, with little to no visible tails between the peaks. At 190K, in addition to the CDW
peaks, tails begin to emerge, and fluctuations appear on both sides of the CDW peaks. Just above TCDW, at 200K,
substantial weight is observed around L = 0 r.l.u.. As the temperature increases further, the peaks at the half-integer
positions begin to diminish, and the feature evolves into a raindrop-like pattern.

The hierarchy of the correlation lengths for (-4.0, 1.5, -2.5) is summarized in Fig. S4(c), where the correlation length
perpendicular to the in-plane qCDW is larger than that parallel to it. Additionally, the out-of-plane correlation length
is significantly smaller than the in-plane one. All three temperature-dependent correlation lengths are well described
by a power-law function of T − TCDW, with TCDW = 195K.
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FIG. S3. Out-of-plane momentum map of the CDW at K = 0.5 r.l.u. at (a) 140K (well below TCDW), (b)200K (just above
TCDW) and (c) 240K (above TCDW). Below TCDW, the CDW peaks are resolution-limited with the tails arising from the
mosaicity of the sample. The “raindrop” pattern observed above TCDW is the same as that shown in Fig. 2 of the main
manuscript.

FIG. S4. Line cuts of the CDW peaks and their correlation lengths. (a) Momentum scans of the CDW peak at (-4.0, 1.5,
-2.5) along the H-direction, both below and above TCDW. The CDW peak is sharp at the base temperature, while the diffuse
scattering is broad above TCDW. (b)L-cuts of the pair of CDW peaks at (-3.0, 1.5, ±0.5). At the base temperature, there is
negligible weight between the half-integer CDW peaks. As the temperature increases, spectral weight begins to accumulate at
L = 0, and the overall thermal diffuse scattering weakens. (c) In-plane and out-of-plane correlation lengths of CDW diffuse
scattering at (-4.0, 1.5, -2.5). The lines are power-law fits of T − TCDW.
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FIG. S5. In-plane momentum maps around the CDW regions of the vacancy-reduced sample. (a)-(c) Scattering peaks associated
with CDW components of q1 type (2.5, -6.0, -1.5), q2 type (0.5, -6.5, -1.5) and q3 type (-7.0, 0.5, -0.5) at 30K. qi is defined in
Fig. 1 of the main manuscript and Qx is parallel to H. δQx and δQy are the distances away from the CDW peak position.
The CDW peaks are resolution limited. (d)-(f) The same momentum regions as (a)-(c) respectively, but at 210K, which lies
above TCDW=208K. Intensity scales have been normalized to the maximum intensity in the respective color plots.

III. HARD X-RAY DIFFRACTION ANALYSIS OF THE VACANCY-REDUCED SAMPLE

A similar experiment is done on the vacancy-reduced sample with a photon energy of 87.4 keV at the Advanced
Photon Source Sector 6-ID-D.

In Figs. S5(a)-(c) we show that the CDW peaks are resolution-limited at the base temperature of 30K. The three
peaks represent the three distinct CDW components; their wave vectors are of q1-type (2.5, -6.0, -1.5) (Fig. S5(a)),
q2-type (0.5, -6.5, -1.5) (Fig. S5(b)) and q3-type (-7.0, 0.5, -0.5) (Fig. S5(c)), where (H, K, L) represent Miller indices.
As the sample temperature is increased to 210K, just above TCDW, CDW fluctuations become clearly visible. The
anisotropic pattern observed is the same as that seen in the semimetallic samples, as shown in Fig. S2.

In Fig. S6(a), an H-cut of a q1-type CDW peak at (2.5, -5.0, 0.5) is shown; this cut is parallel to the in-plane CDW
wave vector. At the base temperature of 30K, the CDW peak is resolution-limited. At 200K, just below the TCDW,
a tail near the CDW peak becomes apparent in the data. As the temperature increases, the intensity of the diffuse
scattering gradually decreases. The overall feature is consistent with the observations made for the semimetallic
sample as shown in Fig. S4(a).

Fig. S6(b) shows L cuts of q3-type CDW peaks at (4.0, -3.5, ±0.5). At the base temperature, the resolution-limited
CDW peaks exhibit tails arising from stacking faults. At 200K, just below TCDW, a noticeable spectral weight around
L = 0 r.l.u. is observed. As the temperature further increases above the TCDW, CDW is melted, but strong diffuse
scattering remains in Fig. S6(b) as a residual of the peaks. This is associated with a “raindrop” pattern in the H-L
plane, where the peak remains relatively “sharp” in H while becoming broader in L. The sharp peaks observed
at half-integer L positions below TCDW begin to blur, and peak centroids shift from half-integer to integer values,
indicating that the out-of-plane staggered structure of CDW order is disrupted, although the layers themselves remain
fairly well-ordered. To better quantify the weight transfer, the area under the three Gaussian functions centered at
L = ±0.5 r.l.u. and L = 0 is calculated. As temperature increases, weight starts to shift from L = ±0.5 r.l.u. to
L = 0, as illustrated in Fig. S7.

The correlation lengths of (5.0, -5.5, -0.5) are presented in Fig. S6. Noticeably, the values of the correlation lengths
closely match those in the semimetallic samples, as shown in Fig. S4. This demonstrates that the anisotropic properties
of the CDW fluctuations are not linked to the transport properties of the 1T -TiSe2 sample, nor to the CDW peaks
at specific momentum positions.
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FIG. S6. Momentum scans and correlation lengths of the vacancy-reduced sample. (a) H-cuts of the CDW peaks at (2.5,
-5.0, 0.5) and this cut is parallel to the in-plane CDW wave vector. Strong diffuse scattering remains present at 293K for the
vacancy-reduced sample. Above TCDW, the peak is fitted with a power-law function convolved with an instrumental Gaussian
function. (b) L-cuts of the CDW pair at (4.0, -3.5, ±0.5). Above TCDW, the spectral weight begins to shift from half-integer
values to the center at L = 0 r.l.u.. The solid line is a fit with three Gaussian functions. (c). The hierarchy of the correlation
lengths for the CDW fluctuations at (5.0, -5.5, -0.5). The solid lines are power-law fits of the T − TCDW while the dashed line
serves as a guide to the eye.

FIG. S7. The weight transfer from half-integer to integer values, for the peaks at (4.0, -3.5, ±0.5) along L. The three peaks
centered at L = ±0.5 r.l.u. and L = 0 are fitted with three Gaussian functions. The peak area under L = 0.5 r.l.u. (SL=0.5),
L = 0 (SL=0), and the total area Stot are then evaluated from these Gaussian fits.
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FIG. S8. Integrated intensity of CDW peaks across the phase transition. (a) A broad range of CDW peak intensities is
measured. (b) The scaled intensity at low temperature reveals a continuum of functional forms for I(T ). The inset shows a
typical fitting curve for the CDW at (5.5, -6.0, 2.5). The pronounced tail near TCDW arises from a combination of crystallographic
imperfections in the sample and the short-range fluctuations.

Near a phase transition, relevant physical quantities exhibit universal scaling behavior that is independent on
microscopic details and is only dependent on the interaction range and system dimensionality. Below TCDW, the
integrated intensity of the CDW at q, which is a measure of the square of the total electron density ρq, is proportional
to the square of the order parameter ∆. This relationship can be used to determine the critical exponent β and
transition temperature TCDW near the phase transition. Above TCDW, diffuse scattering can probe the correlation
length ξ of the fluctuations, inferred from the width of the diffuse peaks, thereby determining the critical exponent ν.
Additionally, the shape of the peak near the CDW wave vector q, I(q), represents the correlation function and can
be used to measure the critical exponent η near the phase transition. In summary, the critical exponents of interest
in this study are

I(T ) = I0

(
1− T

TCDW

)2β

(1a)

I(q) = Iq (q− qc)
−2+η

(1b)

ξ(T ) = ξ0

(
T

TCDW
− 1

)−ν

(1c)

To determine TCDW and β of the vacancy-reduced sample, we monitored the intensity I(T ) of hundreds of CDW
peaks across the phase transition. A wide range of intensities was observed as shown in Fig. S8(a). To facilitate
comparison with the functional form for β in Eq. (1a), we scaled the intensity to its low-temperature value, allowing
us to observe a continuum of functional forms near TCDW in Fig. S8(b). This variation in β is more clearly illustrated
in the log-log plot of intensity versus temperature in Fig. S9. A histogram summarizing the values of TCDW and β is
presented in Fig. S10(a) and (b), with TCDW = 208± 3 K and 2β = 0.60± 0.11.

The critical exponents η and ν are determined from the shape of the CDW fluctuation peaks above TCDW, as
shown in Fig. S6(a). To fit the in-plane CDW fluctuations, power-law functions described by Eq. (1b) are convolved
with an instrumental Gaussian function, allowing for the extraction of η. The in-plane correlation lengths at different
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FIG. S9. Log-log plot of CDW intensities versus temperature, illustrating the critical behavior near the phase transition. Near
TCDW, a power-law trend is observed before deviating at low temperatures.

FIG. S10. Histograms of TCDW and critical exponents. (a) CDW transition temperature TCDW. (b)-(d) Critical exponents β,
η and ν.

temperatures are shown in Fig. S6(c), from which ν is calculated based on the in-plane correlation length. Only peaks
unaffected by extraneous background scattering, strong mosaic rings and detector artifacts are used in these fittings.
The histogram summarizing the in-plane CDW diffuse scattering of η at T = 210 K and ν is presented in Fig. S10(c)
and (d), with η = 1.15± 0.06 and ν = 0.29± 0.07.

The hyperscaling relation states that

d =
2β

ν
+ 2− η (2)

where d is the spatial dimension of the system. Based on the critical exponents estimated from our experiment, the
effective dimension d = 2.9± 0.6, which aligns with the expectations for a quasi-2D system.
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IV. GINZBURG-LANDAU THEORY OF CDW ORDER MELTING

We present a Ginzburg-Landau theory describing the melting of CDW order in 1T -TiSe2 through the proliferation
of phase fluctuations. The analysis predicts that at high temperatures, local anisotropic domains of triple-Q CDW
order are separated by domain walls across which one of the CDW components undergoes a π-phase shift.

A. The ground state

The CDW phase in 1T -TiSe2 consists of the modulation α(r) of the average charge density, which can be written

as the sum of the real part of three complex order parameters ψj(r), i.e. α = Re
[∑

j ψj

]
. The general expression for

the Landau free energy density in this case is given by McMillan [1]:

F =
1

V

∫
dr
[
a(r)α2 − b(r)α3 + c(r)α4 + d(r)

∑

j

|ψjψj+1|2

+ e(r)
∑

j

|(Qj · ∇ − iQ2
j )ψj |2 + f(r)

∑

j

|Qj ×∇ψj |2
]
.

(3)

The first three terms in this expression are the usual description of the onset order with nonzero values of α through
the temperature dependence of the a(r) coefficient. For 1T -TiSe2, the term proportional to b(r) vanishes because of
the lattice symmetry. The term proportional to d(r) describes the interaction between the three CDW components.
Finally, the terms proportional to e(r) and f(r) favour the CDW components of the form ψj(r) = ηje

iQj ·r+iθj , that
have propagation vectors of the same length and orientation as the vectors Qj at which the electronic susceptibility
peaks [2, 3].

Given the electronic structure of 1T -TiSe2 with its strongly peaked susceptibility at Qj = ΓLj , we can assume
fluctuations of the CDW propagation direction to be negligible, and the size of the CDW propagation vector to be
constant throughout ordered domains. The order parameter is then of the form ψj(r) = ηje

iQj ·r+iθj(r), with the
phase θj(r) constant except across domain walls. Within a domain, the final terms in the free energy can be ignored
entirely.

Lattice positions coincide with the maxima of a CDW component whenever its phase θj(r) equals either zero or
π. The interplay of electron-phonon coupling tending to lock individual CDW phases to the lattice and of on-site
Coulomb interactions to cause phase variations between CDW components, has been argued to lead to the emergence
of orbital order and chiral lattice distortions in the ground state of 1T -TiSe2 [4–6]. It can be described within the
Ginzburg-Landau free energy by considering the spatial variations of the coefficients a(r) and c(r). For our present
purposes, however, the tiny variations of the phases corresponding to the orbital order are irrelevant, and we assume
from here on that within domains, θj(r) equals zero or π for each of the CDW components.

With these approximations, the free energy density is simplified to:

F =
∑

j

[
1

2
aη2j +

3

8
cη4j +

(
3

2
c+ d

)
η2j η

2
j+1

]
(4)

From this expression we can directly compare the ground state energies of the CDW phase with only one component
having non-zero amplitude (known as a single-Q or 1Q CDW), two components being non-zero (2Q), or all three
contributing (the triple-Q or 3Q state). Writing ηj = η for the nonzero components, the expressions for the free
energy in each of the states become:

F1Q =
1

2
aη2 +

3

8
cη4

F2Q = aη2 +
9

4
cη4 + dη4

F3Q =
3

2
aη2 +

45

8
cη4 + 3dη4. (5)

Expanding around the critical temperature TCDW and assuming the quadratic coefficient is the only one vanishing

at TCDW, all temperature-dependence is carried by a(T ), which we write to lowest order as: a = α
(

T−TCDW

TCDW

)
≡ αt.
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Here t denotes the reduced temperature. For stability, we require the fourth-order terms to be net positive. This
imposes restrictions on the coefficients c and d in each phase:

1Q : c > 0

2Q : c > −4

9
d

3Q : c > − 8

15
d.

Finally, minimise the free energies with respect to the order parameter η yields ηmin = 0, and correspondingly
Fmin = 0 above TCDW in any of the three phases. Below the critical temperature, where t < 0, we find:

1Q : ηmin =
√

−2a
3c Fmin

1Q = −a2

6c

2Q : ηmin =
√

−2a
9c+4d Fmin

2Q = −a2

9c+4d

3Q : ηmin =
√

−6a
45c+24d Fmin

3Q = −3a2

30c+16d

It has been experimentally established that the low-temperature phase of 1T -TiSe2 is a 3Q CDW phase [7]. This
means that Fmin

3Q < Fmin
1Q and simultaneously Fmin

3Q < Fmin
2Q . This observation thus imposes the constraint d

c < − 3
4 ,

which in turn implies:

Fmin
3Q < Fmin

1Q < Fmin
2Q . (6)

Based on this, we expect that if thermal fluctuations or defects induce any local regions with CDW order other than
the 3Q ground state, these will primarily be of the 1Q type. We will thus ignore the 2Q configuration from here
on. Notice that fluctuations may also manifest as local 3Q regions with shifted phases for one or more of the CDW
components, rather than changing to the order to 1Q. In the absence of defects, phase shifted domains that locally
coincide with a ground state configuration are in fact more likely, as any region of 1Q order would incur an energetic
penalty on top of the cost of forming domain walls.

B. CDW melting

Long range CDW order requires both the order parameter amplitude η to be non-zero throughout a sample, and
the phases θj to be coherent over long distances. As a consequence, CDW order can be melted in two qualitatively
distinct ways [8]. One possibility has the CDW coherence length remaining long compared to atomic or electronic
length scales all the way up to the critical temperature. The CDW order can then be described in terms of a mean
field theory for electron-hole pair condensation, which mirrors the BCS theory of superconductivity. As a result, we
expect the zero-temperature gap in the electronic structure to be related to the critical temperature by the well-known
BCS relation: 2∆(T = 0) = 3.52kBTCDW. This behaviour is traditionally known as ‘weak coupling,’ but notice that
its defining characteristic is the long coherence length rather than the strength of electron-phonon coupling [2, 3].

For 1T -TiSe2, the CDW transition temperature is TCDW ≈ 200K, while both STS and ARPES data both suggest a
gap of around 2∆(T ≈ 5K) ≈ 150meV [9, 10]. Comparing this to 3.52kBTCDW ≈ 60meV, this suggests that 1T -TiSe2
actually falls in the class of so-called ‘strong coupling’ materials. Again, this regime does not actually require any
coupling to be strong, but is rather characterised by a short coherence length. In this case, phonon entropy contributes
significantly to the fluctuations mediating CDW melting, and phase fluctuations may be expected to proliferate [8].

Melting of CDW order through phase fluctuations implies that the order parameter amplitude η stays non-zero
across the phase transition and even well into the disordered phase. The accumulation of phase fluctuations and
the corresponding loss of phase coherence, however, causes the average order to be suppressed, such that ⟨ψj⟩ = 0
while ⟨|ψj |2⟩ > 0 [8]. This type of transition has been found in several transition metal dichalcogenides, including for
example 2H-NbSe2 [2, 3, 11]. Based on the ratio of gap amplitude and transition temperature in 1T -TiSe2, we may
expect it to also exhibit this type of CDW melting.

To describe the proliferation of phase fluctuations within the Ginzburg-Landau paradigm, we can follow McMillan
and employ a course-grained approximation of the thermally fluctuating CDW state [8]. We thus consider perfectly
ordered domains separated by domain walls across which the CDW phase changes. Because the CDW components in
1T -TiSe2 are all of period two, strong lock-in to the atomic lattice may be expected [12]. We thus assume all phases
θj to be either zero or π within the ordered domains. Since these values do not allow for topological defects to appear
at domain wall crossings, and because the precise shape of the domain is not our primary interest, we furthermore
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simplify by considering a grid of square domains of size ξ20 , where ξ0 is the CDW coherence length. The CDW order
parameters are constant within each domain, and written as ψmn

j = ηj exp(iθmn), with θmn = 0 or π, and the indices
m and n labelling the in-plane position of the domain.

To describe the thermal evolution of the domain structure, we first consider the ground state (zero temperature)
properties determined by the elastic energy cost of atomic displacements, the electronic energy gain from opening
up a gap, the energy cost of locally suppressing the gap at domain walls, and the energy gain/cost of having three
simultaneous CDW modes. Fixing the parameter in the free energy expansion to their T = 0 values, the effects of
nonzero temperature can then be included by including the entropy in the description [8]. This is possible because in
systems with large ∆/kBTCDW ratio, like 1T -TiSe2, one may expect the coherence length to be short and the entropy
to be dominated by phonon fluctuations. Because the the phonon energies are less than kBTCDW, their effect can be
modelled using classical statistical mechanics.

With all of these ingredients, the potential (ground state) energy of the system can be denoted as:

E =
∑

j,m,n

[
1

2
a|ψmn

j |2 + 3

8
c|ψmn

j |4 +
(
3

2
c+ d

)
|ψmn

j ψmn
j+1|2 + ϵ

(
|ψmn

j − ψm+1,n
j |2 + |ψmn

j − ψmn+1
j |2

)]
.

Here the coefficients a, c, and d are the same parameters as above, multiplied by an overall prefactor accounting for
the integration over the area of a single domain. Because we consider here the potential, ground-state energy, a in this
case should be interpreted as the T = 0 value of the temperature-dependent a(T ) used above. The term proportional
to ϵ indicates the energy cost of having domain walls separating regions with different phases. It can be thought of
as a discretised or course-grained version of the gradient term proportional to |∇ψj(r)|2.

Taking the experimental input that the ground state has 3Q order, the constraints on the parameters in the free
energy that we derived before still hold. Together with the assumption that domain walls cost energy to make, this
implies:

a < 0 c > 0 − 15

8
c < d < −3

4
c ϵ > 0.

Here, ϵ is assumed to be small compared to a, such that the overall prefactor of |ψmn
j |2 is negative, and favours a 3Q

configuration.
To determine the mean-field thermal expectation values for the order parameters ⟨ψmn

j ⟩ and the fluctuations on

top of these, δjmn =

√
⟨|ψj

mn|2⟩ − ⟨ψj
mn⟩2, we will start from the simplest possible situation, and then consider more

realistic ones. The starting point then, is to first of all assume that the local order parameters ψj
mn have equal

amplitudes for all components and are independent of position. Physically, this corresponds to assuming all domains
have local 3Q CDW order, and that different domains are sufficiently similar to have approximately the same optimal
value of the local order parameter amplitude. Second, we assume the phases of all CDW components simultaneously
change by π across all domain walls. In reality, the fluctuations should be independent for the three CDW components
as well as for different domains. We will return to this oversimplification in the next section.

Taking the simplified domain distribution, each CDW mode can be considered to exist in the mean-field potential
generated by the other modes and the order parameters of neighbouring domains [8]. This results in the following
mean-field potential for a single mode:

V1 =
1

2
a|ψ|2 + 3

8
c|ψ|4 +

(
3

2
c+ d

)
|ψ|2⟨|ψ|2⟩+ 2ϵ

(
|ψ|2 + ⟨|ψ|2⟩ − 2ψ⟨ψ⟩

)
. (7)

Using this potential energy, both ⟨ψ⟩ and ⟨|ψ|2⟩ can be solved for self-consistently. Their temperature dependence
then arises from interpreting the mean-field averages as (classical) thermal expectation values. That is, we can
self-consistently solve the two coupled equations:

⟨ψ⟩ =

∞∫
−∞

dψe−V1/kBTψ

∞∫
−∞

dψe−V1/kBT

and ⟨|ψ|2⟩ =

∞∫
−∞

dψe−V1/kBT |ψ|2

∞∫
−∞

dψe−V1/kBT

. (8)

The qualitative shape of the self-consistent solution for ⟨ψ⟩(T ) can be compared to the intensity of scattering peaks
related to the CDW order, as seen by X-ray diffraction (XRD) experiments. In figure S11, the temperature-dependent
(1.5, 1.5, 0.5) XRD peak intensity data from Ref. [13] is compared to numerical solutions for ⟨ψ⟩(T ) given two different
sets of parameter values. Although the parameters are constrained somewhat by the relations of Eq. IVB, there is
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still plenty of freedom within the allowed ranges to obtain reasonable agreement with the experimental data using
very different parameter sets. Moreover, the observed peak intensities yield absolute order parameter amplitudes, so
that the vertical scale in figure S11 is necessarily in arbitrary units. The comparison of the numerical solution to
experimental data should thus be interpreted as a qualitative match, indicating that the model captures the essential
physics of the CDWmelting. While a more quantitative comparison would require additional experimental constraints,
the qualitative agreement between the self-consistent solution and XRD data already gives confidence in the assertion
that the melting of CDW order in 1T -TiSe2 is mediated by phase fluctuations.
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FIG. S11. The thermal expectation values of ψ and |ψ|2 (black and red lines respectively), for two different sets of parameter
values, resulting in reasonable qualitative agreement with XRD data from Ref. [13] (grey dots). The calculated magnitude of

order parameter fluctuations, δ =
√

⟨|ψ|2⟩ − ⟨ψ⟩2, is shown as a blue dashed line, and tends to zero as temperature decreases.

C. Fluctuations

Having established that the melting of CDW order in 1T -TiSe2 is likely the result of a proliferation of phase
fluctuations, we return to the question what shape these fluctuations are most likely to take. Because of the order
of energies in Eq. (6), we know that within any domain, having nonzero amplitudes for all three CDW components
is always energetically favourable over having only one or two. This also means that although it is unlikely that the
amplitude fluctuations for all CDW components precisely coincide in any domain, large differences between them are
still suppressed by exponential Boltzmann factors. This suppression remains intact across the transition temperature,
since the average order parameter amplitude remains non-zero (see figure S11). The assumption of having domains
with equal amplitudes η for all modes, independent of position, is therefore a reasonable first approximation.

On the other hand, the behaviour of the phases of CDW components across domain walls is determined by the
discrete gradient term in the free energy:

ϵ
(
|ψmn

j − ψm+1,n
j |2 + |ψmn

j − ψm,n+1
j |2

)
. (9)

These terms impose an energy cost every time a CDW component changes its phase across a domain wall. In the
previous section, we calculated the mean-field values for the order parameter and its fluctuations assuming that all
CDW components simultaneously changed their phase at each domain wall. This results in the course grained picture
of the fluctuating order shown in figure S12(a). Since Eq. (9) shows the energy cost of a domain wall increases with
every component that changes phase across it, however, a domain structure in which only one of the three components
changes sign at each domain wall (as shown in figure S12(b)) will always cost less energy.

Summing up, the Ginzburg-Landau analysis suggests that above the critical temperature, local fluctuations in the
order parameter amplitude may be expected with the same average value for all CDW components. It is always
unlikely that any of the three components is significantly weaker than the others, even though CDW modes fluctuate
independently. Since neither of the two allowed values for the CDW phase (zero or π) is energetically favourable within
an ordered domain, both may be expected to occur with the same frequency, on average. Neighbouring domains,
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FIG. S12. Two possible patterns of phase fluctuation. (a) The pattern used in the mean-field calculations leading to the results
in Fig. S11. Above the critical temperature, each domain is precisely out of phase with all neighbouring domains in all CDW
components. (b) An energetically more favourable configuration, in which only one CDW component switches sign at each
domain boundary. Which component switches any particular boundary is randomly selected and does not influence the energy
cost of the domain walls.

finally, are likely to differ by the phase of only a single CDW component changing across the domain wall, rather than
having all three components undergo a simultaneous phase change.

D. The real space picture

From the results discussed in the main text, it is clear that the fluctuating domains for the three CDW components
all have a longer coherence length in the direction perpendicular to the propagation direction Qcdw than parallel to
it. This coincides with the description in Ref. [14], which argued that one should expect a longer coherence length
along one-dimensional ribbons of Ti-Se2-Ti than between adjacent ribbons.

Adding to this experimental observation the qualitative result of the Ginzburg-Landau analysis introduced above,
yields a suggestion for the real-space picture of fluctuating domains that may be expected above the critical tem-
perature. In particular, each CDW component may be expected to fluctuate independently from the others, and to
anisotropically extend along a different one-dimensional ribbon (perpendicular to its preferred propagation direction)
than the others. Three sets of elongated 1Q domains, one for each CDW component, are then superposed in the final
domain structure to result in a configuration that everywhere has local 3Q order, but with domain walls across which
only a single CDW component changes phase. The real space cartoon in Fig. 4 of the main text gives an impression
of what this may look like.

V. STRUCTURE FACTORS FOR TISE2

A. General formalism

Elastic X-ray scattering measures the structure factor S(k), defined as the squared modulus of the Fourier transform
of the scattering potential S(k) = |A(k)|2 with:

A(k) =
1

2π

∫
d3xeikxV (x). (10)
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If we have a finite system with N3 lattice unit cells labeled by integers (n1, n2, n3) the total scattering potential is

given by V (x) =
∑N

ni
Vni

(x), where Vni
(x) is the potential of the ni-th unit cell: Vni

(x) =
∑

s,m fsδ(x − xs,m(ni)).

Here, s =Ti,Se denotes the type of atom in the unit cell, m counts the different atoms of the same species (m = 1 for
Ti, m = 1, 2 for Se) and xs,m(ni) is the position of atom m of species s in unit cell ni. The atomic structure factor
for each species is written as fs. The relative value of fs for Ti and Se can be estimated from the ratio of atomic
numbers, fSe/fTi = ZSe/ZTi = 34/22 ≈ 1.54. The scattering potential is therefore A(k) =

∑
ni,s,m

fse
ikxs,m(ni).

In the high-temperature state, xs,m(ni) = x0
s,m + niai, where the index i = 1, 2, 3 is summed over when repeated,

i.e. niai = n1a1 + n2a2 + n3a3, the lattice vectors are a1 = a(1, 0, 0), a2 = a(−1/2,
√
3/2, 0) and a3 = c(0, 0, 1) and

x0
s,m are the high temperature atomic positions in the unit cell. In a general CDW state with domains, these positions

are modified to:

xs,m(ni) = x0
s,m + niai +

∑

α

Dα(ni)δx
α
s,m cosQα

CDWniai (11)

Here, α = 1, 2, 3 labels the three CDW wavevectors given by Q1
CDW = (0, π/a, π/c), Q2

CDW = (− π
2a ,

π
√
3

2a , π/c),

Q3
CDW = (− π

2a ,−π
√
3

2a , π/c), δxα
s,m is the associated CDW distortion for each wavevector (See Refs. [15, 16]), and

Dα(ni) is a smooth envelope function that allows for domain walls in the order parameter. In our simplified model
Dα(ni) = ±1 and only sharp domain walls are considered. In the case of constant Dα there are 8 different possible
CDW ground states given by the different sign choices in Dα, which correspond to the lattice displacements shown
in Fig. S13.

D = (1,1,1)

D = (-1,-1,-1)

D = (1,-1,1)

D = (-1,1,-1)

D = (1,1,-1)

D = (-1,-1,1) D =(1,-1,-1)

D = (-1,1,1)

FIG. S13. The 8 possible CDW distortions given by the 8 choices of Dα. Note only one layer is shown, while the full pattern
contains two layers with the second layer having the opposite displacements.

B. Structure factor in CDW state

In the high-temperature state where δxα
s,m = 0 we recover the usual result that the structure factor is only finite

for momenta equal to reciprocal lattice vectors Gα = 2Qα
CDW:

A1x1x1(k) =
∑

ni,s,m

fse
ik(x0

s,m+niai) = N3
∑

s,m

fse
ikx0

s,m , k = m1G1 +m2G2 +m3G3 (12)
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In the homogeneous CDW state with Dα = 1, on the other hand, we have:

A(k) =
∑

ni,s,m

fs exp(ik(x
0
s,m + niai +

∑

α

δxα
s,m cosQα

CDWniai)) (13)

= (N/2)3
∑

s,m,ni=0,1

fs exp(ik(x
0
s,m + niai +

∑

α

δxα
s,m cosQα

CDWniai)). k = m1G1/2 +m2G2/2 +m3G3/2

The final sum is evaluated only over a single CDW unit cell ni = 0, 1 A representation of the structure factor in the
CDW state is shown in Fig. S14, where the area of each disk is proportional to S(q).

C. Structure factor in a disordered structure

FIG. S14. The structure factor S(q) for different H −K planes. Note that for half integer l, S(q) is scaled by a factor ten for
ease of comparison.

Now consider a non-periodic structure where the CDW distortion is different for each CDW unit cell, where Dα(ni)
is the domain distribution. The structure factor is given by:

A(k) =
∑

ni,s,m

fs exp[ik(x
0
s,m + niai +

∑

α

Dα(ni)δx
α
s,m cosQα

CDWniai)]. (14)

This structure factor can only be evaluated numerically, but there is a useful approximation if |δxαs,m| ≪ a, c and the
argument of the exponential can be Taylor expanded as:

A(k) = A1x1x1 +
∑

ni,s,m

fs exp[ik(x
0
s,m + niai)](ik

∑

α

Dα(ni)δx
α
s,m cosQα

CDWniai). (15)

We will consider A(k) only in the neighborhood of a CDW Bragg peak with wave vector k = Qβ
CDW +miGi + δk,

where A1x1x1 = 0 and we find:

A(k) = 1
2

∑

ni,s,m,α

fs exp(ikx
0
s,m)[exp(ini(k+Qα

CDW)ai) + exp(ini(k−Qα
CDW)ai)](ikDα(ni)δx

α
s,m) (16)

= 1
2

∑

s,m,α

fs exp(ikx
0
s,m)ikδxα

s,m[Dα(k+Qα
CDW) +Dα(k−Qα

CDW)]. (17)

The Fourier transform of the domain distribution is here given by Dα(k) =
∑

ni
einiaikDα(ni). Using the facts that

k is close to a CDW peak, that Dα(k+miGi) = Dα(k), and that −Qα
CDW = Qα

CDW +miGi, we find:

A(k) =
∑

s,m,α

fs exp(ikx
0
s,m)ikδxα

s,mDα(δk+Qα
CDW +Qβ

CDW). (18)
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If the modulating functions Dα are smooth, they will have small values near large momenta so D2(δk + Qα
CDW +

Qβ
CDW) ∼ 0 when α ̸= β, and we obtain:

A(k) =
∑

s,m

fs exp(ikx
0
s,m)ikδxβ

s,mDβ(δk),

⇒ S(k) = |
∑

s,m

fs exp(ikx
0
s,m)kδxβ

s,m|2 |Dβ(δk)|2. k = Qβ
CDW +miGi + δk (19)

This is the main result of this section: the structure factor of a CDW state with domain walls, evaluated near a CDW
wavevector, is proportional to the absolute square of the Fourier transform of the domain density. Note that because
δxs,m is a transverse in-plane displacement, QCDW · δxs,m = 0 for the CDW peaks at QCDW = (1/2 + n, 0, 1/2).
However, it is generally finite at any other CDW Bragg peak.

D. In plane anisotropy of CDW Bragg peaks

Given the previous discussion, the observed anisotropy in each of the CDW Bragg peaks Qα
CDW below TCDW must

come from an anisotropic domain distribution of the corresponding CDW component Dα. Each Qα
CDW peak is an

ellipse approximately twice as long in the Qα
CDW direction. This suggests that domain walls in the corresponding Dα

are longer perpendicular to Qα
CDW. This makes intuitive sense, as it means that domain walls principally run parallel

to wavefronts.
To give an idea of the real space pattern of CDW component domains, we create a simple model with an anisotropy

weighting in favor of domain walls perpendicular to Qα
CDW. It consists of Ising-like variables Dα(x) taking values

-1 or 1, which correspond to the orientation of CDW component α on a site x within a hexagonal lattice. We then
consider the Hamiltonian:

H = −
∑

x

3∑

α=1





6∑

j=1

(
J∥δj · q̂α + J⊥ (1− δj · q̂α)

)
Dα(x)Dα(x+ δj) + λΘα (x)





with Θα (x) =

{
0,

1,

∑6
j=1D

α (x+ δj) = 0 mod 3

otherwise.
(20)

Here, δj are the six nearest neighbour vectors in the hexagonal lattice, and q̂α is a unit vector parallel to CDW
component α. We choose J∥ = 1 to define a temperature scale, and assume J⊥ is positive (ferromagnetic). The λ
term favours straight domain walls (and ferromagnetic domains).

A domain distribution is generated by performing a Monte Carlo quench from infinite to zero temperature. The
resulting domain sizes are set by the number of time steps after the quench. The image in the main text was generated
using J⊥/J∥ = 10 and λ/J∥ = 0.25 with 500 steps.

The real space domain distribution Dα(x) is shown in Fig. S15(a). The anistropy in Ising couplings indeed leads
to an anisotropic distribution of domains which mostly run perpendicular to QCDW. From Eq. 19, the shape of any
CDW Bragg peak will be proportional to the Fourier transformed |Dα(k)|2, which is shown in in Fig. S15(b). The
anisotropic domain wall distribution leads to anisotropy in the peak width, as observed experimentally.

E. Rod structure in kz from stacking disorder

To address the rod structure in the kz direction, we now consider another simplified model where there is full
periodicity in the plane, but there is a stacking disorder given by D1(n3) = D2(n3) = D3(n3). To generate the
domain distibutions we assume that if Dα(n3)=1, then Dα(n3+1) will be 1 with probability p and -1 with probability
1 − p. When p = 0, we recover the usual L-point pattern, and when p = 1 we recover an M -point pattern. For low
values of p, we obtain a sample with mostly L-point character, but a few stacking faults.

Since we aim to describe the whole Fourier space and not just the neighborhood of a Bragg peak, we evaluate Eq.
14 numerically, assuming perfect periodicity in the plane and manually adding an in-plane gaussian broadening to
compare with experiments. Using these methods, the structure factor for p = 0.1 is shown in Fig. S16, next to the
experimentally obtained result.

It should be noted that to fix the coordinate system, we need to define the stacking of the Se-Ti-Se layers in the 1T
structure. Fig S16 was generated with xSe1 = (a/2, a/2

√
3,−h) and xSe2 = (a, a/

√
3,+h), with h > 0, while h < 0

would have produced a reflection of the plot in the z direction.
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FIG. S15. (a) Domain distributions Dα generated by the Monte Carlo method described in the text. Domain walls are
predominantly perpendicular to the corresponding QCDW. (b) Fourier transforms Dα(kx, ky) of each component.

FIG. S16. Structure factor in the (H, 0.5, L) plane. (a) Experimental results at 200 K of the semimetallic sample near TCDW.
(b) Simulated structure factor with p = 0.1 giving rise to ‘rods’ similar to those observed in (a).
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