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P H Y S I C S

Lifshitz transition enabling superconducting dome 
around a charge- order critical point
Roemer D. H. Hinlopen1, Owen N. Moulding1,2, William R. Broad1, Jonathan Buhot1,3,  
Femke Bangma3, Alix McCollam3,4, Jake Ayres1,3, Charles J. Sayers5, Enrico Da Como5,  
Felix Flicker1,6, Jasper van Wezel7, Sven Friedemann1*

Superconductivity often emerges as a dome around a quantum critical point (QCP) where long- range order is sup-
pressed to zero temperature, mostly in magnetically ordered materials. However, the emergence of super-
conductivity at charge- order QCPs remains shrouded in mystery, despite its relevance to high- temperature 
superconductors and other exotic phases of matter. Here, we present resistance measurements proving that a 
dome of superconductivity surrounds the putative charge- density- wave QCP in pristine samples of titanium dis-
elenide tuned with hydrostatic pressure. In addition, our quantum oscillation measurements combined with elec-
tronic structure calculations show that superconductivity sets in precisely when large electron and hole pockets 
suddenly appear through an abrupt change of the Fermi surface topology, also known as a Lifshitz transition. 
Combined with the known repulsive interaction, this suggests that unconventional s± superconductivity is medi-
ated by charge- density- wave fluctuations in titanium diselenide. These results highlight the importance of the 
electronic ground state and charge fluctuations in enabling unconventional superconductivity.

INTRODUCTION
Density waves (DWs) underlie the magnetic and charge order in 
many materials, with well- known examples including CePd2Si2, 
BaFe2As2, and TiSe2 (1–3). DWs are usually formed by a periodic 
spatial variation of charge [charge density wave (CDW)] or spin 
[spin density wave (SDW)] at a characteristic wave vector ��⃗Q (4). 
Continuous DW phase transitions are accompanied by diverging 
fluctuations. In the vicinity of a quantum critical point (QCP) 
(where the transition is suppressed to zero temperature), the critical 
fluctuations at ��⃗Q associated with the suppressed DW order can give 
rise to non- Fermi liquid behavior and are strong contenders for 
mediating superconductivity in many unconventional supercon-
ductors including iron pnictides, heavy- fermion materials, and pos-
sibly cuprate high- temperature superconductors (5–7). For instance, 
in iron pnictides, SDW fluctuations promote unconventional s± su-
perconductivity by coupling electron and hole pockets connected by 
��⃗Q (5). Although, theoretically, no distinction is made between spin 
and charge fluctuations in QCP phenomenology, in practice, super-
conductors linked to soft CDW fluctuations are distinctly lacking.

A dome of superconductivity around a QCP is taken as one of the 
hallmarks of unconventional superconductivity. Prominent SDW 
systems demonstrate such a dome, including the heavy- fermion 
compound CePd2Si2 (1), iron- pnictide BaFe2As2 (2), and the organic 
superconductor (TMTSF)2PF6 (8). By contrast, a competition of DW 
order and superconductivity is expected in the scenarios where both 
orders compete for the same electronic states. Such a competition 
appears to be realized in prototypical NbSe2 (9–11), where TCDW and 

Tc are anticorrelated when studied under hydrostatic conditions on 
strain- free samples (11). Complex interaction between CDW order 
and superconductivity has been observed in underdoped (12) and 
overdoped (13) cuprates and nickelates (14). Multiple domes inside 
and outside the CDW phase have been observed in frustrated and 
topologically nontrivial AV3Sb5 (A = K, Rb, and Cs) with the possi-
bility of time- reversal symmetry breaking (15–17).

The transition metal dichalcogenide TiSe2 hosts a prototypical 
CDW associated with a doubling of the lattice constants in all direc-
tions 
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 and a transition temperature of TCDW = 202 K 
(18). The CDW gaps out states from electron bands at L and hole 
bands at Γ that are mapped (“nested”) onto each other by ��⃗Q. Evidence 
exists for both electron- phonon and excitonic contributions to the 
CDW mechanism (19–23), and the CDW may be chiral (24). Previ-
ous studies found that the CDW is suppressed and superconductivity 
can be induced by Cu intercalation (3), high pressure (25, 26), or gat-
ing (27). Combined with its structural simplicity and lack of magnetic 
order, TiSe2 thus provides an ideal setting to investigate the emer-
gence of superconductivity around a putative CDW QCP. Under hy-
drostatic conditions, the CDW transition is continuously suppressed 
to zero temperature at a pressure of PCDW = 5.1(2) GPa, as observed 
by x- ray diffraction and magnetotransport measurements (26, 28). 
Hence, this suggests a CDW QCP at PCDW with divergent fluctuations 
at ��⃗Q . Critical fluctuations have been observed directly with x- ray scat-
tering at the ambient pressure CDW transition at TCDW, i.e., in the 
classical limit (29). These fluctuations are expected to persist around 
the CDW transition even when it is suppressed to zero temperature at 
PCDW although a direct measurement of quantum critical fluctuations 
in TiSe2 remains elusive (26). Hence, while the continuous suppres-
sion of TCDW satisfies the definition of a CDW QCP, it will require 
further detailed studies to probe whether quantum fluctuations exist 
at the QCP. Nevertheless, a minimum in the quasiparticle lifetimes 
and modifications of the resistance power law suggest the presence 
of soft modes and/or fluctuations at TCDW and PCDW, respectively 
(25, 28, 30). However, the link between superconductivity and CDW 
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order in TiSe2 remains elusive, as the exact location of superconduc-
tivity relative to the CDW QCP remains unclear (3, 25, 26, 28, 31–34). 
We report that TiSe2 manifests a dome of superconductivity cen-
tered around the CDW QCP under improved hydrostatic pressure 
conditions.

In addition, we investigate the interplay between CDW order, 
superconductivity, and the electronic ground state in 1T- TiSe2. Of 
particular interest is the topology of the Fermi surface, which, in 
some cases, can change abruptly in a so- called Lifshitz transition 
(35). Lifshitz transitions can stabilize new phenomena (36–39), 
including superconductivity (40–43). Identifying these Lifshitz 
transitions offers a glimpse of the mechanism that mediates these 
ordered states. However, identifying Lifshitz transitions remains 
challenging because of the difficulty to accurately determine the 
electronic ground state.

We study the intrinsic behavior of pristine samples using hydro-
static pressure to fully suppress the CDW phase of TiSe2. We mea-
sure the low- temperature resistance to map the superconducting 
dome, observe quantum oscillations across the full CDW phase and 
beyond, and combine these results with density functional theory 
(DFT) and a tight- binding analysis to map the evolution of the elec-
tronic structure identifying two Lifshitz transitions. We find that the 
onset of superconductivity coincides with the emergence of a major 
hole and electron pocket at one of the Lifshitz transitions. Com-
bined with earlier theoretical work (44), this suggests that TiSe2 
hosts unconventional superconductivity with s± interband pairing 
at the CDW ��⃗Q vector.

RESULTS
Superconductivity at the CDW QCP in TiSe2
We observe that the superconducting transition temperature Tc 
forms a dome around the CDW QCP. Our resistance measurements 
on pristine TiSe2 tuned with hydrostatic pressure are shown in Fig. 1. 
While TiSe2 remains a normal metal at ambient and low pressures 
down to at least 60 mK, we find sharp superconducting transitions at 
pressures P > 2.0 GPa. The resistance transition is suppressed in 

magnetic field as expected for a superconductor (see section S1). 
Previously, superconductivity was observed between 2.0 and 3.5 GPa 
with a maximum transition temperature Tmax

c
= 1.8 K in a study 

using a solid pressure medium (25). By using the liquid pressure 
transmitting medium (PTM) 1:1 pentane- isopentane, we improve on 
the hydrostatic conditions. We find that superconductivity still sets 
in at 2 GPa but now extends to at least 5.6 GPa, with an enhanced 
maximum transition temperature Tmax

c
= 2.9 K close to the CDW 

QCP. The presence of superconductivity beyond PCDW rules out 
the earlier suggestion (26) that superconductivity is confined to the 
domain walls of the CDW and requires a new understanding.

The comparison with previously published results underlines the 
sensitivity of both superconductivity and CDW order to pressure 
conditions. Our study shows a 50% higher Tmax

c
 under hydrostatic 

conditions than previous studies using solid pressure media (25, 32, 
33). This sensitivity of the superconductivity to nonhydrostatic con-
ditions hints at an unconventional mechanism, possibly with sign 
change of the superconducting gap. A similar sensitivity to pressure 
conditions has been summarized for the CDW order: Under the 
best hydrostatic conditions, the critical pressure of the CDW order 
is enhanced by more than 50% and reaches PCDW = 5 GPa (26, 28).

The observed dome of superconductivity around the CDW QCP 
in TiSe2 raises the question: To what extent does the vicinity of the 
CDW QCP influence its superconducting properties? Superconduc-
tivity is conventionally mediated by phonons, while in many uncon-
ventional superconductors, magnetic or nematic fluctuations are 
suggested to contribute to or even dominate the binding of Cooper 
pairs (6). In heavy- fermion and iron- pnictide superconductors, these 
magnetic and nematic fluctuations are believed to arise from a QCP 
(5). In TiSe2, the fluctuations around the CDW QCP involve both 
the lattice and the electrons, and possibly excitons (19–22). The 
vicinity of the QCP and its associated fluctuations are known to in-
fluence the electrons, as manifested in TiSe2 in the normal- state 
resistivity ρ = ρ0 + ATn, which has a dip in the exponent n in the 
vicinity of the QCP (28). The value n = 3 away from the QCP is 
consistent with interband scattering driven by phonons (45). The 
reduction to n ≈ 2 near the QCP can be interpreted as evidence for 

Fig. 1. Superconductivity around the CDW QCP in TiSe2. (A) Resistance measurements using a hydrostatic PtM demonstrate superconductivity over an extended pres-
sure range in tiSe2. (B) Superconducting transition temperatures Tc defined as the temperature at which the resistance is reduced to 90% of the normal- state resistance. 
the dashed vertical line indicates the pressure at which we observe a lifshitz transition. TcdW (P) extracted from resistance measurements (see section S1) and PcdW ex-
tracted from the jump of quantum oscillation frequencies (see Fig. 3) are included in (B) (blue circles and squares, respectively). these data agree with previous high- 
pressure x- ray diffraction measurements (gray points) performed using a similarly high- quality pressure medium (26, 28). Solid lines and shading are guides to the eye.
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an increase of the effective electron- phonon coupling constant λ due 
to softening of the CDW fluctuations (46). A change in disorder, 
which can also cause a dip in n, can be ruled out as the origin for the 
change in n, as we maintain constant chemical purity with pressure 
and observe quantum oscillations at all pressures studied. By con-
trast, previous studies using nonhydrostatic conditions and lower 
purity samples show a reduced dip of n and a reduced Tmax

c
 , suggest-

ing a smaller λ (25, 32, 33). In our high- purity samples under hydro-
static pressure, the dip in n suggests that the conduction electrons 
predominantly couple to phonon modes that are softened by the 
nearby CDW QCP (30). Extending this reasoning, the maximum 
value Tmax

c
 of the superconducting transition temperature at the 

QCP may be similarly enhanced by an increase in λ.
This mechanism of enhancing Tc through an increase in λ from 

softened CDW fluctuations is similar to elemental uranium and 
LuPt2In, in which an increase in Tc correlates with the softening of 
phonons as observed by inelastic x- ray scattering and specific heat 
measurements, respectively (47, 48). However, TiSe2 hosts a single 
dome of superconductivity around a CDW QCP, which allows us to 
study the onset of superconductivity. In particular, we ask, what ini-
tiates the superconductivity in TiSe2 at 2 GPa? We use quantum 
oscillation measurements and electronic structure calculations to 
address this question.

High- pressure quantum oscillation measurements
The presence of quantum oscillations presented in Fig. 2 demon-
strate that we retain the high purity of our samples under hydrostatic 
pressure tuning (30). Analyzing the quantum oscillation measure-
ments affords us the highest resolution and most reliable method 
to obtain information about the Fermi surface and electronic struc-
ture. Previous quantum oscillation measurements have been decisive 
for studies of electronic structure and Fermi surface reconstruction 

as well as the quasiparticle renormalization at quantum phase tran-
sitions in a range of materials (49–51).

At ambient pressure and low temperature, TiSe2 is fully described 
by a single- electron pocket, which manifests as a single quantum 
oscillation frequency Fα = 0.26 kT for magnetic fields along the c 
axis (30). This pocket is the result of the Fermi surface reconstruc-
tion inside the CDW phase and was previously observed using 
angle- resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) (52). In par-
ticular, the agreement of quantum oscillations with heat capacity 
data establishes the fact that Fα corresponds to the only Fermi sur-
face pocket present at ambient pressure (53). We observe no other 
orbits up to 2 GPa, suggesting that the Fermi surface remains re-
stricted to one pocket α. Within this pressure range, Fα decreases 
slightly, and the mass evolves smoothly (see Figs. 2 and 3). The sudden 
emergence of new frequencies at higher pressures provides evidence 
for two Fermi surface reconstructions taking place at 2 and 5 GPa, 
respectively (see Fig. 3).

A first Fermi surface reconstruction is identified at 2 GPa where 
we observe two new frequencies Fβ ≈ 1 kT and Fγ ≈ 2 kT (see Fig. 2). 
These are one order of magnitude larger than Fα and prove the 
emergence of at least one large new Fermi surface (we remind that 
heat capacity measurements rule out the presence of such a large 
pocket at ambient pressure). The emergence of such a large Fermi 
surface is unexpected, as it happens well before the critical pressure 
at which CDW order disappears.

A second Fermi surface reconstruction is observed at PCDW = 
4.8(3) GPa. Here, Fα ceases to exist, and a new frequency Fδ ≈ 0.55 kT 
emerges. Fα and Fδ are clearly distinguished by the difference in 
mass, establishing these as orbits on different Fermi surface pockets. 
By contrast, Fγ evolves smoothly through PCDW and continues to 
increase up to the highest pressure of our study (6.2 GPa). Below, 
our electronic structure calculations model the complex evolution 

Fig. 2. Quantum oscillations in TiSe2 at high pressures. (A) Resistance after subtraction of a polynomial background (cf. section S2) plotted versus inverse magnetic 
field (top axis) across a wide range of pressure. (B) Fourier transformation of the data gives the oscillation amplitude as a function of frequency. dashed lines trace quan-
tum oscillation frequencies across pressure. Presented data were measured between 0.32 and 0.46 K except for the 1.1- GPa curve, which was obtained at 1.4 K. (C to E) the 
temperature dependence of the amplitudes for selected frequencies and pressures. Solid lines represent lifshitz- Kosevich fits used to extract effective masses. a.u., arbi-
trary units.
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of the Fermi surfaces detected by quantum oscillations, including 
the two Fermi surface reconstructions.

Electronic structure calculations
We start our modeling of the observed quantum oscillation frequen-
cies using DFT calculations in WIEN2k (54) including spin- orbit 
coupling and based on the well- established crystal structure of TiSe2 
without the CDW (space group P3m1 ). The pressure dependence of 
the lattice parameters is calculated with DFT and matches the ex-
perimental results (see Methods and section  S4). The DFT band 
structure is then used to unambiguously assign the quantum oscilla-
tion frequencies above PCDW (see Fig. 3) and to calibrate band shift 
corrections of the electronic structure in the absence of CDW order 
as detailed in section S4.

Outside the CDW phase (P ≥ PCDW), DFT calculations provide 
an excellent match to the experimental frequencies. The three ex-
perimental frequencies Fγ, Fδ, and Fε are reproduced in both magni-
tude and pressure dependence. On this basis, we can clearly identify 
that Fγ and Fδ correspond to the outer and inner hole pockets at Γ, 
respectively, while Fε corresponds to the electron pocket at L (see 
Fig. 4). The calibration of band shifts in the DFT calculations (see 
Methods and section S4) to these observed frequencies provides us 
with a reliable basis to model the effect of the CDW using a tight- 
binding approach.

Pressure dependence of electronic structure
Inside the CDW phase (P ≤ PCDW), we model the Fermi surface 
using a two- dimensional (2D) tight- binding model with band pa-
rameters extracted from our calibrated DFT calculations. We in-
clude a simple k- independent orbitally nonselective CDW gap Δ 
between the Se and Ti bands (see Methods). The gap size Δ(P) is 
taken proportional to TCDW(P) at all pressures, with an estimate of 
Δ(0) = 40 meV at ambient pressure based on TiSe2 being a moder-
ately strong coupling CDW with a transition temperature of TCDW = 

202 K (see Methods). Our model quantitatively accounts for the 
observed quantum oscillation frequencies over the full pressure 
range studied, as shown in Fig. 3.

The tight- binding model naturally reproduces the Fermi sur-
face reconstruction at PCDW = 5 GPa identified by the change from 
Fδ outside the CDW to Fα inside the CDW phase, as shown in 
Fig. 3. The tight binding model also predicts the disappearance of 
Fε and emergence of Fβ when entering the CDW phase from high 
pressures. In experiment, we observe Fε to continue below PCDW, 
and Fβ is only detected below 4 GPa. The fact that Fβ is not ob-
served in experiment right up to PCDW may be due to the low in-
tensity of this frequency as a result of either geometrical factors or 
reduced quasiparticle weight. The continued observation of Fε into 
the CDW phase and the additional frequency observed at 3.7 GPa 
are possibly results of magnetic breakdown as detailed in sec-
tion S3 (55). The effective masses m⋆ measured for Fδ and Fε are 
enhanced compared to the calculated band mass by ≈80% for Fδ 
and Fε (cf. black and purple symbols compared to same color lines 
in Fig. 3B).

The new orbits Fα and Fβ inside the CDW phase are identified as 
the inner and outer closed electron orbits around Γ arising from the 
hybridization between the three elliptical electron bands originally 
at L and the smaller hole band originally at Γ. In our model, the α 
pocket persists down to ambient pressure, where it encompasses 
the entire Fermi surface in excellent agreement with experiments 
(30). We assign the difference between observed and calculated fre-
quencies for Fα to the limitations of our model. Quantitative pre-
diction of small frequencies is usually most susceptible to details of 
the model. However, our main findings below are based on the 
pressure evolution of the large orbits, e.g., Fγ. The comparison of 
the measured and calculated masses reveals an enhancement of m⋆ 
for Fα rising from ≈20% to ≈200% on approaching PCDW. This en-
hancement is consistent with an increasing electron- phonon cou-
pling on the approach of PCDW.

Fig. 3. Comparison between modeled and measured quantum oscillations. (A) Quantum oscillation frequencies from experiment (symbols) and band- structure cal-
culations (lines). labels refer to frequencies identified Fig. 2, with subscripts corresponding to orbits in Fig. 4. Faint lines correspond to small frequencies that are not observed 
experimentally. neck orbits of the Se band at kz = π/c are omitted as they are not observed experimentally. Red background indicates the range of superconductivity 
observed. Open triangle marks a frequency that may result from magnetic breakdown, as discussed in section S3. (B) corresponding effective masses as a function of 
pressure.
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Small differences between the calculated and observed fre-
quency Fε are a result of the limited expansion of the used tight- 
binding model. By extension, while the calculated Fβ is seen to be 
overestimated in Fig. 3, we show in section S5 that the DFT ob-
tains this frequency correctly and the difference is entirely due to 
the limited expansion in our tight- binding model. This limitation 
does not affect our analysis of the effective mass. The measured 
effective mass follows the trend obtained from the tight- binding 
calculations with a strong enhancement toward the disappearance 
of Fβ upon lowering the pressure down to 2 GPa.

The tight- binding model reproduces the continuity of the high-
est frequency, Fγ, deep into the CDW phase and matches the evolu-
tion of its effective mass. The large circular hole pocket associated 
with Fγ does not hybridize with the back- folded elliptical electron 
pockets immediately upon entering the CDW (see Fig. 4H). Instead, 
the electron bands hybridize with the small hole band and form a 
six- leaf flower- shaped electron pocket (see Fig. 4G). Only at P ≤ 2 
GPa do the electron pockets ε hybridize with the hole band γ be-
cause only below this pressure does the CDW gap overcome the en-
ergy difference and separation in k- space between γ and ε (see 
Fig. 4, F and G). The hybridization below P ≈ 2 GPa drives the dis-
appearance of Fβ and Fγ and marks a Lifshitz transition. As a result, 

most of the carriers are gapped away from the Fermi level below 
2 GPa (high- quality nesting), whereas a minority of carriers are 
gapped above 2 GPa (poor- quality nesting), while the semimetallic 
overlap increases substantially with increasing pressure, in agree-
ment with the large decrease in residual resistivity (28). Thus, our 
tight- binding model confirms and identifies the experimental Lifshitz 
transition inside the CDW at 2 GPa.

The onset of superconductivity at 2 GPa is observed to coincide 
exactly with the emergence of large electron and hole pockets 
around Γ. These pockets originate from L and Γ, respectively, and 
are connected by the CDW wave vector ��⃗Q in the unreconstructed 
Brillouin zone. The abrupt emergence of superconductivity at this 
Lifshitz transition therefore suggests a close relationship between 
the superconducting and CDW order, as well as an interband char-
acter for the Cooper pairs. This tangible possibility for the emer-
gence of interband superconductivity in TiSe2 under pressure raises 
the question whether the same mechanism may also be at play in 
Cu- intercalated TiSe2.

Doping dependence of electronic structure
To model the Fermi surface evolution of Cu- intercalated CuxTiSe2, 
we investigate the doping dependence in our tight- binding model 

Fig. 4. Pressure evolution of the Fermi surface in TiSe2. (A to D) Simulated band structure inside [(A) to (c)] and outside (d) the cdW phase. Blue lines indicate tight 
binding fits to the ti 3d electron band back- folded from the L point, and green and orange lines indicate the Se 4p hole bands. (E to H) corresponding Fermi surface 
contours in the tight- binding model. the color maps in the left half of each Brillouin zone indicate the energies of the Se tight- binding band with red lines marking the 
corresponding Fermi surface. the right half of each Brillouin zone with black lines correspond to the ti bands. Orbits observed in experiment are labeled with Greek letters. 

(H) normal- state Fermi surface outside the cdW regime, with one of the three cdW wave vectors ��⃗Q =

(

1

2
,
1

2
,
1

2

)

 indicated by the black arrow. We label points on the high- 

pressure Brillouin zone with Γ, M, L, K, and H where L is mapped onto M and H onto K in our 2d model. Points in the reconstructed Brillouin zone inside the cdW phase are 
labeled with Γ, M′, and K′.
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and compare with experimental results of (3). In our tight- binding 
model, the ambient pressure semimetallic electronic structure is 
established from the match to quantum oscillation measurements 
(see Methods for details of the semimetallic ground state). The Cu 
intercalation is modeled by raising the chemical potential to reflect 
an electron doping of 0.45 electrons per Cu, as determined from 
supercell DFT (56) and consistent with Hall effect and ARPES 
measurements (57–59). The doping leads to the growth of the elec-
tron pockets originating from the L point (compare Fig. 5B with 
Fig. 4A). Combined with the suppression of the CDW gap Δ(x) 
[scaled to the experimental TCDW(x) (3, 31, 60) as before], this 
leads to the occurrence of two similar Lifshitz transition as ob-
served under pressure. The first takes place well inside the CDW 
phase, while the second is linked to the destruction of the CDW 
order at x ≈ 8%.

The first Lifshitz transition is predicted for Cu intercalation at 
x ≈ 3%, in close proximity to the experimentally observed onset 
of superconductivity at x ≈ 4% (3). In Fig. 5, we plot the carrier 
concentrations for individual electron and hole bands (gray and 
black lines). The electron concentration grows with Cu intercala-
tion as expected. At lowFor x < 3%, only a single- electron pocket 
is present because the CDW gap is large and the separation of the 
underlying electron pockets from L and hole pockets from Γ is 
small—gapping out all hole bands. Above x ≈ 3%, the CDW gap 
becomes too small to overcome the growing separation and a 
hole pocket emerges marking a Lifshitz transition (see Fig.  5). 
The proximity of the Lifshitz transition with the onset of super-
conductivity suggests that superconductivity in CuxTiSe2 is de-
pendent on the presence of both electron and hole bands and 
thus also of interband character.

DISCUSSION
We have established that superconductivity exists in a dome centered 
around the pressure- induced CDW QCP in TiSe2 with Tmax

c
= 2.9 K . 

This observation unifies the pressure and doping phase diagram (3) 
and suggests that superconductivity is mediated by the CDW fluc-
tuations that soften on approach of the CDW QCP under both tun-
ing parameters. Soft fluctuations near a QCP can manifest as an 
enhancement and divergence of the effective masses of electrons. In 
TiSe2, we observe a pressure- independent (i.e., nondivergent) mass 
enhancement of about a factor of 2 over the DFT masses for Fδ and 
Fε, testifying the presence of interactions across the phase diagram.

For one frequency, Fα, we observe the mass enhancement in-
creasing gradually toward the CDW QCP up to a factor of 3 over the 
tight- binding model (see Fig. 3), providing evidence for a moderate 
enhancement of interactions at the CDW QCP. Combined with 
the evidence for a peak in electron- phonon coupling deduced from 
the minimum in the exponent of the temperature dependence of the 
resistivity (28), this indicates that the CDW fluctuations play a role in 
the peak of the superconductivity. These fluctuations may involve 
phonons, electrons, excitons, or a combination. This highlights that 
the peak of the superconductivity is related to the nearby CDW 
QCP similar to other quantum critical superconductors.

In addition, for both high- pressure and Cu- intercalated TiSe2, 
we have established the coincidence of a Lifshitz transition with 
the onset of superconductivity. In both cases, we conclude that 
the presence of electron and hole pockets originating from L and 
Γ, respectively, are a prerequisite for superconductivity, suggest-
ing that the superconductivity is of interband nature, with pairing 
enabled by the presence of a CDW with wave vector ��⃗Q . A previ-
ous renormalization group study found that interband pairing 

Fig. 5. Doping evolution of the Fermi surface in CuxTiSe2. (A) calculated evolution of the carrier concentration (right axis) for the electron (gray) and hole (black) Fermi 
surface pockets, as a function of cu intercalation x. Blue and red shaded areas mark the experimental transition temperatures (left axis) of the cdW and superconductiv-
ity, respectively, as reported in (3). BZ, Brillouin zone. (B) electronic structure and Fermi surface topology illustrating the emergence of a hole pocket when crossing the 
lifshitz transition at x ≈ 3%. Blue lines indicate the ti 3d electron bands back- folded from the L points, while green and orange lines mark the Se 4p hole bands. (C) total 
spectral weight at the Fermi level showing the reconstructed Fermi pockets at the same doping as (B). the full pockets are visible as a result of finite broadening of the 
bands for the illustration of spectral weight.
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mechanisms are repulsive in TiSe2 (44). This implies that the in-
terband superconductivity in TiSe2 may be of unconventional s± 
type in which the superconducting order parameter changes sign 
between the electron and hole pockets. If upheld, then the emer-
gence of superconductivity in TiSe2 closely parallels the estab-
lished mechanism for interband s± superconductivity in the 
iron pnictides, with the difference that s± pairing is promoted 
by a CDW.

These results are relevant well beyond the study of TiSe2. For in-
stance, a Lifshitz transition has been observed in Ba(Fe1−xCox)2As2 
in which electron and hole pockets connected by the SDW Q vector 
partially emerge at the Fermi level well before the end of the SDW 
phase at the onset of s± superconductivity (40), closely resembling 
the situation discussed here. Likewise, superconductivity in magic- 
angle trilayer graphene is known to be bounded by Lifshitz tran-
sitions (43). In quasi- 1D Bechgaard salts, superconductivity is 
similarly driven by increasingly mismatched nesting under pressure 
(61, 62). In the heavy- fermion compound URhGe, the magnetic 
field–induced superconductivity has been proposed to result from a 
Lifshitz transition (41). Combined, these cases form unexpectedly 
universal evidence of Lifshitz transitions demarcating the onset of 
superconductivity. This includes systems with or without divergent 
effective masses, with a prototypical Fermi liquid dispersion or in 
the presence of Dirac cones, in quasi- 1D, - 2D, or - 3D and with 
charge or spin interactions considered dominant in Cooper pair for-
mation. For the specific case of TiSe2, charge order, as opposed to 
spin order, underlies the emergence of a superconducting dome in 
the phase diagram. Our results suggest that Lifshitz transitions are 
an overlooked prerequisite for the emergence of unconventional 
superconductivity at the edge of DW phases in other materials, 
especially concerning regions of coexistence.

METHODS
High- pressure resistance and quantum 
oscillation measurements
Studies of quantum oscillations and superconductivity were con-
ducted on the very same sample #1 in a moissanite anvil pressure 
cell (MAC) machined from CuBe. Details about sample growth can 
be found in section S1.

Moissanites in the MAC had a culet size of 800 μm. Metallic 
gaskets were prepared by indenting 450- μm- thick BeCu to ~60 μm, 
followed by drilling a 450- μm hole. These were insulated with a 
mixture of alumina and 1266 stycast, which was cured at high 
pressure between the anvils such that the total thickness of the gas-
ket was less than 100 μm. A 400- μm hole was then drilled in the 
insulation to act as the sample chamber. Six bilayer electrodes were 
deposited on the anvil by firstly sputtering 20 μm of nichrome, fol-
lowed by thermally evaporating 150 μm of gold; excess nichrome 
was removed with TFN (Transene) etchant. Last, gold electrodes 
were deposited directly onto the sample that were electrically con-
nected to the electrodes on the culet with EE129- 4 (Epotek) silver 
epoxy, which was left to cure at room temperature to avoid degrad-
ing the sample.

The pressure medium used was a 1:1 mixture of pentane and 
isopentane, which is hydrostatic up to 7.4 GPa (63). The pres-
sure was determined at room temperature by ruby fluorescence 
from multiple ruby flakes within the sample chamber. The uncer-
tainty in the pressure reflects the variation of pressure between 

all the rubies across the sample chamber and before and after 
cooldown.

Quantum oscillations were measured at the High Field Magnet 
Laboratory (HFML), Nijmegen, in a helium- 3 cryostat with the 
MAC submerged in helium- 3. The maximum magnetic field ap-
plied was 35  T, and the field was swept at different rates below 
60 mT/s; the slowest rate used was 10 mT/s to resolve the highest 
frequency oscillations. A four- probe method with SR830 lock- in 
amplifiers was used to measure the resistance and a Keithley 6221 
applied a maximum current of 0.5 mA to avoid heating the sample. 
Effective masses were determined from Lifshitz- Kosevich fits to 
the resistance between 25 and 35 T for all pressures and frequen-
cies. Low frequency peaks are discussed in section S2.

Subsequent 3He–4He dilution refrigerator measurements were 
performed on depressurization for detailed measurements of the 
superconductivity. Here, the MAC was mounted in vacuum and 
coupled to the mixing chamber through a metallic sample holder. 
The four- point AC resistivity method was operated at around 19 Hz 
and used model 1900 transformers for signal amplification. To 
avoid any risk of heating the sample, we test for heating and 
find no observable shift in Tc or Hc2 at 20 μA, but out of an abun-
dance of caution, we typically use 5 μA, decreasing to 1 μA at 
50 mK. Example Hc2 data are shown in section S1. The residual 
resistance observed in Fig.  1 in the superconducting state likely 
results from stray capacitative coupling.

DFT calculations
We use WIEN2k with spin- orbit coupling in the Perdew- Burke- 
Ernzerhof (64) basis set. First, we calculate the pressure depen-
dence of the lattice parameters. This is done by fitting the equation 
of state to the evolution of the total energy as a function of unit 
cell volume. The total energy is obtained by relaxing the internal 
degrees of freedom for fixed unit cell volume. In particular, we 
minimize the total energy to find the z and c/a parameters for 
each unit cell volume. Here, zc is the distance of the Se atoms out 
of the plane. Subsequently, we fit the Birch- Murnaghan equation 
of state to the evolution of energy versus unit cell volume to con-
vert the volume to pressure. Example fits and a comparison be-
tween lattice parameter evolution and x- ray diffraction under 
pressure are shown in section S4. For details of the doping evolu-
tion of the ambient pressure electronic structure, see section S6.

In the absence of a CDW above 5 GPa, we unambiguously as-
sign the quantum oscillations with the DFT results. We use band 
shifts up to 150 meV to get the best match between DFT and ex-
periment (see section S4 for details). We maintain a slight elec-
tron doping throughout, and although the band shifts reduce the 
semimetallic overlap compared to natural DFT, we obtain semi-
metallic character at all pressures. These results show that TiSe2 is 
a semimetal at high pressures with band overlap between electron 
and hole bands at L and Γ, respectively. Previous magnetotrans-
port studies show that the zero- pressure parent state (T > TCDW) 
has both electrons and holes thermally populated. Even in the ex-
trapolated T → 0 limit, the non- CDW state retains a finite semi-
metallic overlap at ambient pressure (30). This semimetallic state 
at ambient pressure is also obtained in our DFT model (see sec-
tion S4). We note that the quasi- 2D neck orbits of the hole bands 
at the A point predicted by DFT are not detected in quantum os-
cillations, in agreement with ARPES (52), specific heat (53), and 
magnetotransport (30).
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Implementation of the CDW
To implement the CDW, we fit a tight binding model to the DFT 
bandstructure as detailed in section S4 (65). We restrict ourselves to 
the kz = 0 plane at Γ and the kz = π/c plane at L within ±150 meV of 
the Fermi level. Subsequently, we implement a CDW reconstruction 
using the following Hamiltonian:

Here,��⃗Q indicates the vector from Γ to one of the L points. R 
denotes rotation under 120° with respect to the c axis to cover the 
three inequivalent L points. The CDW gap Δ is approximated as in-
dependent of �⃗k or orbital. This choice was made because no orthogo-
nality exists between out- of- plane antibonding Se 2pz orbitals and 
in- plane Ti 3d orbitals, unlike the px,y orbitals relevant for, e.g., 
monolayers of the sister compound TiTe2 (66). We add a small band- 
independent linear- in-  P energy shift of ±12 meV/GPa to all bands, 
keeping the bands unchanged at PCDW, such that the band overlap 
reduces at low pressure, which was applied to fit the ambient pressure 
quantum oscillation frequency.

We now outline our choice for gap size at ambient pressure. 
Bardeen- Cooper- Schrieffer theory predicts Δ = AkBTCDW with A = 
1.764 in the weak coupling limit and, to our knowledge, typically no 
higher than 3 in the strong- coupling regime and kB as the Boltzmann 
constant. ARPES results commonly estimate a 100- meV separation 
between conduction and valence bands in the CDW phase, justified 
by a semiconducting gap of 75 to 150 meV (52, 59, 67). Given these 
considerations and our semimetallic model, we thus use Δ(0) = 
40 meV as a reasonable estimate of the CDW order parameter 
(observed separation in the CDW minus the preexisting semicon-
ducting gap), which we find to reproduce the Lifshitz transition 
at 2 GPa, and to be in accordance with TiSe2 being in the strong- 
coupling regime (A ≈ 2.3). Under pressure, we scale Δ(P) = Δ(0) × 
TCDW(P)/TCDW(0) (28). Using these steps, we obtain a model with 
minimal degrees of freedom that can account for the CDW. The 
electronic structure of CuxTiSe2 is calculated by shifting the chemi-
cal potential in accordance with the electron doping from the Cu 
intercalation (58, 59) and reducing Δ proportional to TCDW (3) (see 
section S6 for details).

In summary, after calibrating the DFT to quantum oscillation 
measurements above PCDW, we consider only two parameters in our 
tight- binding model: the magnitude of the CDW gap Δ(0) and the 
linear pressure shift of the bands. These two parameters are deter-
mined by two fixed points: the size of the Fermi surface at ambient 
pressure and the pressure at which the Lifshitz transition is ob-
served. All other quantitative agreement follows naturally, including 
Fγ(p), the presence of Fβ and its pressure dependence, and the per-
sistence of Fα. These are independent confirmations for our model. 
The CDW bandstructure shown in Fig. 4 may be topological as the 
bands are inverted.

Supplementary Materials
This PDF file includes:
Sections S1 to S6
Figs. S1 to S11
References

REFERENCES AND NOTES
 1. n. d. Mathur, F. M. Grosche, S. R. Julian, i. R. Walker, d. M. Freye, R. K. W. Haselwimmer,  

G. G. lonzarich, Magnetically mediated superconductivity in heavy fermion compounds. 
Nature 394, 39–43 (1998).

 2. t. Shibauchi, A. carrington, Y. Matsuda, A quantum critical point lying beneath the 
superconducting dome in iron- pnictides. Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 5, 113–135 
(2014).

 3. e. Morosan, H. W. Zandbergen, B. S. dennis, J. W. G. Bos, Y. Onose, t. Klimczuk,  
A. P. Ramirez, n. P. Ong, J. v. cava, Superconductivity in cuxtiSe2. Nat. Phys. 2, 544–550 
(2006).

 4. G. Gruner, Density Waves in Solids (Addison- Wesley Pubishing company, 1994).
 5. Q. Si, R. Yu, e. Abrahams, High- temperature superconductivity in iron pnictides and 

chalcogenides. Nat. Rev. Mater. 1, 16017 (2016).
 6. P. Monthoux, d. Pines, G. G. lonzarich, Superconductivity without phonons. Nature 450, 

1177–1183 (2007).
 7. l. taillefer, Scattering and pairing in cuprate superconductors. Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter 

Phys. 1, 51–70 (2010).
 8. t. vuletić, P. Auban- Senzier, c. Pasquier, S. tomić, d. Jérome, M. Héritier, K. Bechgaard, 

coexistence of superconductivity and spin density wave orderings in the organic 
superconductor (tMtSF)2PF6. Eur. Phys. J. B. 25, 319–331 (2002).

 9. M.- A. Measson, Y. Gallais, M. cazayous, B. clair, P. Rodiere, l. cario, A. Sacuto, Amplitude 
Higgs mode in the 2H−nbSe2 superconductor. Phys. Rev. B 89, 060503 (2014).

 10. X. Xi, l. Zhao, Z. Wang, H. Berger, l. Forro, J. Shan, K. F. Mak, Strongly enhanced 
charge- density- wave order in monolayer nbSe2. Nat. Nanotechnol. 10, 765–769 (2015).

 11. O. Moulding, i. Osmond, F. Flicker, t. Muramatsu, S. Friedemann, Absence of 
superconducting dome at the charge- density- wave quantum phase transition in 
2H−nbSe2. Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 043392 (2020).

 12. c. Putzke, J. Ayres, J. Buhot, S. licciardello, n. e. Hussey, S. Friedemann, A. carrington, 
charge order and superconductivity in underdoped YBa2cu3O7−δ under Pressure. Phys. 
Rev. Lett. 120, 117002 (2018).

 13. c. c. tam, M. Zhu, J. Ayres, K. Kummer, F. Yakhou- Harris, J. R. cooper, A. carrington,  
S. M. Hayden, charge density waves and Fermi surface reconstruction in the clean 
overdoped cuprate superconductor tl2Ba2cuO6+δ. Nat. Commun. 13, 570 (2022).

 14. c. c. tam, J. choi, X. ding, S. Agrestini, A. nag, M. Wu, B. Huang, H. luo, P. Gao,  
M. García- Fernández, l. Qiao, K.- J. Zhou, charge density waves in infinite- layer ndniO2 
nickelates. Nat. Mater. 21, 1116–1120 (2022).

 15. F. H. Yu, d. H. Ma, W. Z. Zhuo, S. Q. liu, X. K. Wen, B. lei, J. J. Ying, X. H. chen, Unusual 
competition of superconductivity and charge- density- wave state in a compressed 
topological kagome metal. Nat. Commun. 12, 3645 (2021).

 16. F. du, S. luo, B. R. Ortiz, Y. chen, W. duan, d. Zhang, X. lu, S. d. Wilson, Y. Song, H. Yuan, 
Pressure- induced double superconducting domes and charge instability in the kagome 
metal Kv3Sb5. Phys. Rev. B 103, l220504 (2021).

 17. W. Zhang, X. liu, l. Wang, c. W. tsang, Z. Wang, S. t. lam, W. Wang, J. Xie, X. Zhou, Y. Zhao, 
S. Wang, J. tallon, K. t. lai, S. K. Goh, nodeless superconductivity in kagome metal 
csv3Sb5 with and without time reversal symmetry breaking. Nano Lett. 23, 872–879 
(2023).

 18. F. di Salvo, d. Moncton, J. Waszczak, electronic properties and superlattice formation in 
the semimetal tiSe2. Phys. Rev. B 14, 4321 (1976).

 19. d. Jerome, t. M. Rice, W. Kohn, excitonic insulator. Phys. Rev. 158, 462–475 (1967).
 20. K. Rossnagel, On the origin of charge- density waves in select layered transition- metal 

dichalcogenides. J. Phys. Condens. Matter 23, 213001 (2011).
 21. S. Hellmann, t. Rohwer, M. Kalläne, K. Hanff, c. Sohrt, A. Stange, A. carr, M. M. Murnane,  

H. c. Kapteyn, l. Kipp, M. Bauer, K. Rossnagel, time- domain classification of charge- 
density- wave insulators. Nat. Commun. 3, 1069 (2012).

 22. A. Kogar, M. S. Rak, S. vig, A. A. Husain, F. Flicker, Y. i. Joe, l. venema, G. J. Macdougall,  
t. c. chiang, e. Fradkin, J. van Wezel, P. Abbamonte, Signatures of exciton condensation in 
a transition metal dichalcogenide. Science 358, 1314–1317 (2017).

 23. H. Hedayat, c. J. Sayers, d. Bugini, c. dallera, d. Wolverson, t. Batten, S. Karbassi,  
S. Friedemann, G. cerullo, J. van Wezel, S. R. clark, e. carpene, e. da como, excitonic and 
lattice contributions to the charge density wave in 1T−tiSe2 revealed by a phonon 
bottleneck. Phys. Rev. Res. 1, 023029 (2019).

 24. J. ishioka, Y. H. liu, K. Shimatake, t. Kurosawa, K. ichimura, Y. toda, M. Oda, S. tanda, chiral 
charge- density waves. Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 176401 (2010).

 25. A. F. Kusmartseva, B. Sipos, H. Berger, l. Forro, e. tutis, Pressure induced superconductivity 
in pristine 1T−tiSe2. Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 236401 (2009).

�H(�⃗k )=

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

E
4p

k⃗
0 Δ Δ Δ

0 E
4p�

k⃗
Δ Δ Δ

Δ Δ E3d

k⃗ −�⃗Q
0 0

Δ Δ 0 E3d

k⃗ −R(�⃗Q)
0

Δ Δ 0 0 E3d

k⃗ −R2(�⃗Q )
)

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

(1)

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://w

w
w

.science.org on July 18, 2024



Hinlopen et al., Sci. Adv. 10, eadl3921 (2024)     5 July 2024

S c i e n c e  A d v A n c e S  |  R e S e A R c H  A R t i c l e

9 of 9

 26. Y. i. Joe, X. M. chen, P. Ghaemi, K. d. Finkelstein, G. A. de la Pena, Y. Gan, J. c. t. lee, S. Yuan, 
J. Geck, G. J. Macdougall, t. c. chiang, S. l. cooper, e. Fradkin, P. Abbamonte, emergence 
of charge density wave domain walls above the superconducting dome in 1T- tiSe2. Nat. 
Phys. 10, 421–425 (2014).

 27. l. J. li, e. c. t. O’Farrell, K. P. loh, G. eda, B. Özyilmaz, A. H. castro neto, controlling 
many- body states by the electric- field effect in a two- dimensional material. Nature 529, 
185–189 (2016).

 28. O. Moulding, t. Muramatsu, c. J. Sayers, e. da como, S. Friedemann, Suppression of 
charge- density- wave order in tiSe2 studied with high- pressure magnetoresistance. 
Electron. Struct. 4, 035001 (2022).

 29. M. Holt, P. Zschack, H. Hong, M. Y. chou, t.- c. chiang, X- ray studies of phonon softening in 
tiSe2. Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 3799 (2001).

 30. P. Knowles, B. Yang, t. Muramatsu, O. Moulding, J. Buhot, c. J. Sayers, e. da como,  
S. Friedemann, Fermi surface reconstruction and electron dynamics at the charge- 
density- wave transition in tiSe2. Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 167602 (2020).

 31. A. Kogar, G. A. de la Pena, S. lee, Y. Fang, S. X.- l. Sun, d. B. lioi, G. Karapetrov,  
K. d. Finkelstein, J. P. c. Ruff, P. Abbamonte, S. Rosenkranz, Observation of a charge 
density wave incommensuration near the superconducting dome in cuxtiSe2. Phys. Rev. 
Lett. 118, 027002 (2017).

 32. H. Saqib, S. Rahman, Y. Zhao, c. cazorla, d. errandonea, R. Susilo, Y. Zhuang, Y. Huang,  
B. chen, n. dai, evolution of structural and electronic properties of tiSe2 under high 
pressure. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 12, 9859–9867 (2021).

 33. W. Xia, J. Wu, Z. li, J. Yuan, c. An, X. Wang, n. Yu, Z. Zou, G. liu, c. Zhou, J. Feng, l. Zhang, 
Z. dong, B. chen, Z. Yang, Z. Yu, H. chen, Y. Guo, Pressure- induced superconductivity 
reentrant in transition metal dichalcogenide tiSe2. arXiv:2202.06244 [cond- mat.supr- con] 
(13 February 2022).

 34. S. lee, t. B. Park, J. Kim, S.- G. Jung, W. K. Seong, n. Hur, Y. luo, d. Y. Kim, t. Park, tuning the 
charge density wave quantum critical point and the appearance of superconductivity in 
tiSe2. Phys. Rev. Res. 3, 033097 (2021).

 35. i. M. lifshitz, Anomalies of electron characteristics of a metal in the high pressure region. 
Sov. Phys. JETP 11, 1130–1135 (1960).

 36. c. collignon, S. Badoux, S. A. A. Afshar, B. Michon, F. laliberte, O. cyr- choiniere, J.- S. Zhou, 
S. licciardello, S. Wiedmann, n. doiron- leyraud, l. taillefer, Fermi- surface transformation 
across the pseudogap critical point of the cuprate superconductor la1.6−xnd0.4SrxcuO4. 
Phys. Rev. B 95, 224517 (2017).

 37. t. Hanaguri, K. iwaya, Y. Kohsaka, t. Machida, t. Watashige, S. Kasahara, t. Shibauchi,  
Y. Matsuda, two distinct superconducting pairing states divided by the nematic end 
point in FeSe1−xSx. Sci. Adv. 4, eaar6419 (2018).

 38. c. A. Marques, l. c. Rhodes, i. Benedicic, M. naritsuka, A. B. naden, Z. li, A. c. Komarek,  
A. P. Mackenzie, P. Wahl, Atomic- scale imaging of emergent order at a magnetic 
fieldinduced lifshitz transition. Sci. Adv. 8, eabo7757 (2022).

 39. S. Beaulieu, S. dong, n. tancogne- dejean, M. dendzik, t. Pincelli, J. Maklar, R. P. Xian,  
M. A. Sentef, M. Wolf, A. Rubio, l. Rettig, R. ernstorfer, Ultrafast dynamical lifshitz 
transition. Sci. Adv. 7, eabd9275 (2021).

 40. c. liu, t. Kondo, R. M. Fernandes, A. d. Palczewski, e. d. Mun, n. ni, A. n. thaler,  
A. Bostwick, e. Rotenberg, J. Schmalian, S. l. Bud’ko, P. c. canfield, A. Kaminski, evidence 
for a lifshitz transition in electron- doped iron arsenic superconductors at the onset of 
superconductivity. Nat. Phys. 6, 419–423 (2010).

 41. e. A. Yelland, J. M. Barraclough, W. Wang, K. v. Kamenev, A. d. Huxley, Highfield super - 
conductivity at an electronic topological transition in URhGe. Nat. Phys. 7, 890–894 (2011).

 42. M. Monteverde, J. lorenzana, P. Monceau, M. nunez- Regueiro, Quantum critical point and 
superconducting dome in the pressure phase diagram of o- taS3. Phys. Rev. B 88, 
180504(R) (2013).

 43. J. M. Park, Y. cao, K. Watanabe, t. taniguchi, P. Jarillo- Herrero, tunable strongly coupled 
superconductivity in magic- angle twisted trilayer graphene. Nature 590, 249–255 (2021).

 44. J. van Wezel, P. nahai- Williamson, S. S. Saxena, exciton- phonon interactions and 
superconductivity bordering charge order in tiSe2. Phys. Rev. B 83, 024502 (2011).

 45. A. H. Wilson, the electrical conductivity of the transition metals. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A Math. 
Phys. Sci. 167, 580–593 (1938).

 46. M. Gurvitch, Universal disorder- induced transition in the resistivity behavior of strongly 
coupled metals. Phys. Rev. Lett. 56, 647 (1986).

 47. S. Raymond, J. Bouchet, G. H. lander, M. le tacon, G. Garbarino, M. Hoesch, J.- P. Rueff,  
M. Krisch, J. c. lashley, R. K. Schulze, R. c. Albers, Understanding the complex phase diagram 
of uranium: the role of electron- phonon coupling. Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 136401 (2011).

 48. t. Gruner, d. Jang, Z. Huesges, R. cardoso- Gil, G. H. Fecher, M. M. Koza, O. Stockert,  
A. P. Mackenzie, M. Brando, c. Geibel, charge density wave quantum critical point with 
strong enhancement of superconductivity. Nat. Phys. 13, 967–972 (2017).

 49. H. Shishido, R. Settai, H. Harima, Y. Onuki, A drastic change of the fermi surface at a critical 
pressure in ceRhin5: dHvA study under pressure. J. Physical Soc. Jpn. 74, 1103–1106 (2005).

 50. B. J. Ramshaw, S. e. Sebastian, R. d. Mcdonald, J. day, B. S. tan, Z. Zhu, J. B. Betts, R. liang, 
d. A. Bonn, W. n. Hardy, n. Harrison, Quasiparticle mass enhancement approaching 
optimal doping in a high- tc superconductor. Science 348, 317–320 (2015).

 51. K. Semeniuk, H. chang, J. Baglo, S. Friedemann, S. W. tozer, W. A. coniglio, M. B. Gamża,  
P. Reiss, P. Alireza, i. leermakers, A. M. collam, A. d. Grockowiak, F. M. Grosche, 
truncated mass divergence in a Mott metal. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 120, 
e2301456120 (2023).

 52. M. d. Watson, O. J. clark, F. Mazzola, i. Markovic, v. Sunko, t. K. Kim, K. Rossnagel,  
P. d. c. King, Orbital-  and kz- selective hybridization of Se 4p and ti 3d states in the charge 
density wave phase of tiSe2. Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 076404 (2019).

 53. R. A. craven, F. J. di Salvo, F. S. l. Hsu, Mechanisms for the 200 K transition in tiSe2: A 
measurement of the specific heat. Solid State Commun. 25, 39–42 (1978).

 54. P. Blaha, K. Schwarz, G. Madsen, d. Kvasnicka, J. luitz, WIEN2k (19th ed., 2019).
 55. J. Singleton, Studies of quasi- two- dimensional organic conductors based on Bedt- ttF 

using high magnetic fields. Rep. Prog. Phys. 63, 1111–1207 (2000).
 56. R. A. Jishi, H. M. Alyahyaei, electronic structure of superconducting copper intercalated 

transition metal dichalcogenides: First- principles calculations. Phys. Rev. B 78, 144516 
(2008).

 57. G. Wu, H. X. Yang, l. Zhao, X. G. luo, t. Wu, G. Y. Wang, X. H. chen, transport properties of 
single- crystalline cuxtiSe2 (0.015≤x≤0.110). Phys. Rev. B 76, 024513 (2007).

 58. d. Qian, d. Hsieh, l. Wray, e. Morosan, n. l. Wang, Y. Xia, R. J. cava, M. Z. Hasan, emergence 
of Fermi pockets in a new excitonic charge- density- wave melted superconductor. Phys. 
Rev. Lett. 98, 117007 (2007).

 59. J. F. Zhao, H. W. Ou, G. Wu, B. P. Xie, Y. Zhang, d. W. Shen, J. Wei, l. X. Yang, J. K. dong,  
M. Arita, H. namatame, M. taniguchi, X. H. chen, d. l. Feng, evolution of the evolution of 
the electronic structure of 1T−cuxtiSe2. Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 146401 (2007).

 60. S. Kitou, A. nakano, S. Kobayashi, K. Sugawara, n. Katayama, n. Maejima, A. Machida,  
t. Watanuki, K. ichimura, S. tanda, t. nakamura, H. Sawa, effect of cu intercalation and 
pressure on excitonic interaction in 1T−tiSe2. Phys. Rev. B 99, 104109 (2019).

 61. c. Bourbonnais, A. Sedeki, Superconductivity and antiferromagnetism as interfering 
orders in organic conductors. C. R. Physique 12, 532–541 (2011).

 62. K. Yamaji, Semimetallic SdW state in quasi one- dimensional conductors. J. Physical Soc. 
Jpn. 51, 2787–2797 (1982).

 63. S. Klotz, J.- c. chervin, P. Munsch, G. le Marchand, Hydrostatic limits of 11 pressure 
transmitting media. J. Phys. D Appl. Phys. 42, 075413 (2009).

 64. J. P. Perdew, K. Burke, M. ernzerhof, Generalized gradient approximation made simple. 
Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 3865 (1996).

 65. d. J. Rahn, S. Hellmann, M. Kalläne, c. Sohrt, t. K. Kim, l. Kipp, K. Rossnagel, Gaps and 
kinks in the electronic structure of the superconductor 2H- nbSe2 from angle- resolved 
photoemission at 1 K. Phys. Rev. B 85, 224532 (2012).

 66. t. Antonelli, W. Rahim, M. d. Watson, A. Rajan, O. J. clark, A. danilenko, K. Underwood,  
i. Markovic, e. Abarca- Morales, S. R. Kavanagh, P. Fevre, F. Bertran, K. Rossnagel,  
d. O. Scanlon, P. d. c. King, Orbital- selective band hybridisation at the charge density 
wave transition in monolayer tite2. NPJ Quantum Mater. 7, 98 (2022).

 67. c. Monney, G. Monney, P. Aebi, H. Beck, electron–hole instability in 1T- tiSe2. New J. Phys. 
14, 075026 (2012).

 68. c. J. Sayers, l. S. Farrar, S. J. Bending, M. cattelan, A. J. H. Jones, n. A. Fox, G. Kociok- Köhn, 
K. Koshmak, J. laverock, l. Pasquali, e. da como, correlation between crystal purity and 
the charge density wave in 1T − vSe2. Phys. Rev. Mater. 4, 025002 (2020).

 69. B. Hildebrand, c. didiot, A. M. novello, G. Monney, A. Scarfato, A. Ubaldini, H. Berger,  
d. R. Bowler, c. Renner, P. Aebi, doping nature of native defects in 1T−tiSe2. Phys. Rev. 
Lett. 112, 197001 (2014).

 70. M. S. torikachvili, S. K. Kim, e. colombier, S. l. Bud’ko, P. c. canfield, Solidification and loss 
of hydrostaticity in liquid media used for pressure measurements. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 86, 
123904 (2015).

Acknowledgments: We thank P. King, A. carrington, and n. e. Hussey for discussions. 
Funding: this work was partially supported by the ePSRc under grants eP/l015544/1, eP/
n01085X/1, eP/X012239/1, and eP/n026691/1 and the eRc Horizon 2020 program under grant 
715262- HPSuper. J.A. acknowledges the support of a leverhulme trust early career Fellowship. 
the work was supported by the HFMl- RU member of the european Magnetic Field laboratory 
(eMFl). Author contributions: conceptualization: R.d.H.H., O.n.M., J.v.W., and S.F. 
Methodology: R.d.H.H., O.n.M., F.F., J.v.W., S.F., and e.d.c. investigation: R.d.H.H., O.n.M., J.B., 
F.B., A.M., J.A., W.R.B., c.J.S., F.F., and S.F. visualization: R.d.H.H., O.n.M., F.F., and S.F. Supervision: 
F.F., J.v.W., e.d.c., and S.F. Writing—original draft: R.d.H.H., O.n.M., and S.F. Writing—review and 
editing: R.d.H.H., O.n.M., J.A., e.d.c., F.F., J.v.W., and S.F. Competing interests: the authors 
declare that they have no competing interests. Data and materials availability: All data 
needed to evaluate the conclusions in the paper are present in the paper and/or the 
Supplementary Materials. numerical data are available to download at the University of Bristol 
data repository at https://doi.org/10.5523/bris.1ljqsum52meo02mb0phb2wp344.

Submitted 16 October 2023 
Accepted 31 May 2024 
Published 5 July 2024 
10.1126/sciadv.adl3921

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://w

w
w

.science.org on July 18, 2024

https://doi.org/10.5523/bris.1ljqsum52meo02mb0phb2wp344

	Lifshitz transition enabling superconducting dome around a charge-order critical point
	INTRODUCTION
	RESULTS
	Superconductivity at the CDW QCP in TiSe2
	High-pressure quantum oscillation measurements
	Electronic structure calculations
	Pressure dependence of electronic structure
	Doping dependence of electronic structure

	DISCUSSION
	METHODS
	High-pressure resistance and quantum oscillation measurements
	DFT calculations
	Implementation of the CDW

	Supplementary Materials
	This PDF file includes:

	REFERENCES AND NOTES
	Acknowledgments


