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It is one challenge to develop experimental techniques for direct detection of the many-body corre-
lations of strongly correlated electrons, which exhibit a variety of unsolved mysteries. In this article,
we present a post-experiment coincidence counting method and propose two post-experiment coinci-
dence detection techniques, post-experiment coincidence angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy
(cARPES) and post-experiment coincidence inelastic neutron scattering (cINS). By coincidence de-
tection of two photoelectric processes or two neutron-scattering processes, the post-experiment co-
incidence detection techniques can detect directly the two-body correlations of strongly correlated
electrons in particle-particle channel or two-spin channel. The post-experiment coincidence detection
techniques can be implemented upon the pulse-resolved angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy
(ARPES) or inelastic neutron scattering (INS) experimental apparatus with pulse photon or neutron
source. When implemented experimentally, they will be powerful techniques to study the highly
esoteric high-temperature superconductivity and the highly coveted quantum spin liquids.

Introduction
In the field of condensed matter physics, it is one chal-
lenge to develop experimental techniques to study the
many-body physics of strongly correlated electrons which
are beyond the traditional theories [1-8]. Recently, some
coincidence detection techniques have been proposed for
direct detection of the two-body correlations of strongly
correlated electrons [9-11]. The basic principle of the
proposed coincidence detection techniques is to utilize
the second-order perturbations of the interaction between
the target matter and the external probe field to detect
the two-body responses of the target matter. By coin-
cidence detection of two photoelectric processes which
stem from the second-order perturbations of the electron-
photon interaction, the coincidence angle-resolved pho-
toemission spectroscopy (cARPES) can detect directly
the two-body correlations of the target electrons in
particle-particle channel [9, 10]. Therefore, the cARPES
can be developed to study the unconventional supercon-
ductivity [12, 13]. Similarly, by coincidence detection of
two neutron-scattering processes which come from the
second-order perturbations of the electron-neutron spin
interaction, the coincidence inelastic neutron scattering
(cINS) can detect directly the two-spin correlations of the
target electrons [11]. Thus, the ¢INS can be developed
to investigate the novel quantum spin liquids [14-16].
The original proposals for the coincidence detection
techniques are schematically illustrated in Fig. 1 (a). In
the original proposal for the cARPES [9], two incident
photons excite two photoelectrons which are detected by
two single-photoelectron detectors D; and Ds, respec-
tively. An additional coincidence detector Djg2 records
the coincidence counting of the emitted photoelectrons
which arrive at these two detectors, thus recording the
coincidence probability of two relevant photoelectric pro-
cesses. The cINS is designed similarly to detect the coin-
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cidence probability of two neutron-scattering processes
[11]. These originally proposed coincidence detection
techniques can be named instantaneous coincidence de-
tection techniques because the coincidence detector can
record the coincidence probability instantaneously in ex-
periment. It should be remarked that in our original pro-
posals [9, 11], the coincidence detector D;go makes once
coincidence counting when the two detectors D1 and Do
each detect one photoelectron or one scattered neutron
at simultaneous time. As the coincidence probability is
defined for two photoelectric processes or two neutron-
scattering processes which have finite occurrence time
window, the coincidence counting made by the coinci-
dence detector at exact simultaneous time is scientifically
unnecessary and impossibly implemented in experiment.
In order to perform coincidence detection of two pho-
toelectric processes or two neutron-scattering processes
with finite occurrence time window, the incident pho-
tons or neutrons can be designed to come from one pulse
source. In this case, a time-window controller can be in-
troduced in order for the coincidence detector to be able
to perform coincidence counting of two photoelectric pro-
cesses or two neutron-scattering processes caused by each
incident photon or neutron pulse.

In this article, we present a post-experiment coinci-
dence counting method and propose two post-experiment
coincidence detection techniques without a coincidence
detector, post-experiment cARPES and post-experiment
cINS. They can be implemented upon the pulse-resolved
angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) or
inelastic neutron scattering (INS) experimental appara-
tus with pulse photon or neutron source. By developing
an S-matrix perturbation theory, we show that the post-
experiment coincidence detection techniques can obtain
the coincidence probability of pulse-resolved two pho-
toelectric processes or two neutron-scattering processes
from a post-experiment coincidence counting method
more easily and more efficiently than the instantaneous
coincidence detection techniques. Since the coincidence
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the coincidence detec-
tion techniques. (a) The instantaneous coincidence detection
technique [9, 11] with a coincidence detector Dig2, (b) the
post-experiment coincidence detection technique with a pulse
source and two counting recorders R; and Rs. Here D; and
D> are two single-photoelectron or single-neutron detectors.

probability involves the two-body correlations of the tar-
get electrons, the post-experiment coincidence detection
techniques will be powerful techniques to study the var-
ious unconventional physics of strongly correlated elec-
trons.

Results

Post-experiment coincidence counting method
The proposed experimental apparatus of the post-
experiment coincidence detection techniques is schemat-
ically shown in Fig. 1 (b). Let us first consider the
post-experiment cARPES. Suppose the incident photons
come from a pulse source. At times t, = to + n Aty
with n = 0,1,2,--- , N, the photon source emits pho-
ton pulses sequentially, where Aty is the time window
between sequential two pulses. Each photon pulse is in
a multiphoton state, which can cause many photoelec-
tric processes. Suppose at time t,_1, the photon source
emits one photon pulse. At the same time, two counting
recorders Ry and Ry begin to record the emitted photo-
electrons which arrive at two single-photoelectron detec-
tors D1 and Do, respectively. The n-th counting time is
over before the beginning of the sequential next photon
pulse in order that the two photoelectric processes caused
by the time-t,,_1 pulse can be distinctly resolved. Define

two variables, [ g) and [ Cg?, for the recorded counting
data in the two respective recorders Ry and Ro. Thus, we
have two sequential recorded counting data, {a1(n),n =
1,2,-- N} for I}V and {az(n),n =1,2,-- N} for I}V
Here ay(n),az(n) = 0or 1 [17]. This can be schematically
shown in Table I. With these pulse-resolved recorded
data, we will introduce the following coincidence count-

ing method. The coincidence counting of the n-th pair,
ai(n) and az(n), is defined by Iéz)(n) = ai(n) X az(n),
which defines the coincidence counting of the photoelec-
trons arrived at two single-photoelectron detectors D;
and Dy within the n-th time window ¢ € [t,_1,t,) and
thus describes the coincidence probability of the two pho-
toelectric processes within this time window. It should
be noted that when a1(n) =1 and as(n) = 1, ICEQ) (n)=1
which plays the same role of the coincidence detector of
the instantaneous cARPES for the coincidence counting.
The statistical average of the coincidence counting is de-
fined by <I§2)> =+ 25:1 ai(n) x as(n). It involves the
two-body correlations of the target electrons in particle-
particle channel. Define another two statistical aver-
ages, (1) = L3N ai(n)and (1) = L SN as(n).
The intrinsic two-body correlations can be obtained by
IC(IQ’C) = <I§2)) - <Ic(li)> X (Ié?>. This is a post-experiment
cARPES coincidence detection technique. All of the
above discussions can be similarly made for the cINS,
thus we can also have a post-experiment cINS coincidence
detection technique.

One more remark is given on three time scales, t. the
characteristic time scale of the physics we are interested
in, At, the time width of the pulse, and Aty the time
window between sequential two pulses. In order to study
the dynamics of the physics we are interested in, we
should choose At, < t. and Atq > t., which also en-
sures Aty > At, so that the two photoelectric processes
or the two neutron-scattering processes from each inci-
dent pulse for one coincidence detection can be distinctly
resolved [18].

TABLE I. Post-experiment coincidence counting method.
I éi) and [ 51) are two variables defined for the two respective
recorders R; and Ra, which record the counting data ai(n)
and az(n) within the n-th time window. Iéz) defines the n-th
coincidence counting. Three statistical averages are defined
in the main text.

Time window Ig) I;l) If)
1 a1(1) a2(1) a1(1) X a2(1)
2 ai (2) as (2) al (2) X a2 (2)
N al(N) az(N) al(N)xag(N)
Average {I)) (I3, (L)

The above post-experiment coincidence counting
method is based upon the following coincidence proba-
bility expression:

@ —1®. 1) 19, (1)

where I') is the coincidence probability obtained previ-
ously for the cARPES [9] or the cINS [11] which can be re-
garded as a two-body correlation relevant target-electron

form factor, I,(f) defines an incident-particle-state factor,



and
2 1 1
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defines an emitted- or scattered-particle-state factor. It
is 16(12) = Ic(li) X Ié? that makes the post-experiment coin-
cidence counting method scientifically reasonable. In the
below, we will show that the post-experiment cARPES
and cINS coincidence detection techniques follow Eq. (1).

Post-experiment cARPES
Let us first consider the post-experiment cARPES follow-
ing the reference [9]. Suppose the electron-photon inter-
action [9, 19] relevant to the photoelectric processes is
defined by V4 = Zkqu ga(k;q, )\)korqgckgaq,\, where
dfw is the creation operator for the photoelectrons with
momentum k and spin o, ¢k, is the annihilation operator
for the electrons in the target matter, aqy is the annihi-
lation operator for the photons with momentum q and
polarization . Introduce the electron-photon interaction
relevant S-matrix S = T} exp[— f:rOO: dtVa (t)- F(t)],
where Vy 1(t) = eflaot/hy e=iHaot/h Here T} is a time-
ordering operator, H 4 ¢ includes the Hamiltonians of the
target electrons, the incident photons and the emitted
photoelectrons, and F(t) = 0(t + Aty/2) — 0(t — Atq/2)
defines one time window where 6 is the step function.
Suppose the incident photons from the pulse source
have momentum q and polarization A with a distribution
function P4(q, A) and the emitted photoelectrons are fo-
cused with fixed momentum k and spin o. The photoe-

mission probability of one single-photoelectric process is
defined by

2
Ty = [(@G a8 100, (3)

where 51(41) is the first-order expansion of the S4 ma-
trix, [@4)) = |¥a) ® [xi(aA)) @ [0@) is the initial

state and |<I>f417)F> = [¥g) @ [xr(aN)) ® |n§i)> is the fi-
nal state. Here |U,) and |¥g) are the target-electron
eigenstates with the respective eigenenergies E, and Fg,

Ixi(aA)) and |xf(gA)) are the photon initial and final
states, and nfi) = 0 or 1 is the photoelectron number de-
fined for the photoelectron states. It should be remarked
that 1_15417)1 r defines the photoemission probability of once

single-photoelectric process in realistic ARPES measure-
ment. It can be shown that

1) 1 1 1
e = Ds - Ll - L (4)
where I‘S)aﬁ is a target-electron form factor, Ix(éxl)x is a

photon-state factor and 1 1(4 . is a photoelectron-state fac-
tor, the latter two of which are defined by

2
19 =[x (@N)agalxi(@V)|’,
2
Iy = |t ldL, 10", (5)

Note that IX)d = 0(1) when nfi) = 0(1). There-
fore, the photoelectron-state factor plays a role to record
the number of the photoelectrons arrived at the single-
photoelectron detector.

The statistical average of the photoemission probabil-
ity is shown to follow

Iy =3 Pa@n 1910 18 ()
IF
where Y, 5 D arxixgn@:  and 1—‘541) =

= dap e’ﬁEQFSLB defines the photoemission prob-
ability of the ARPES obtained previously [9],

lgal?Atg

Ak = a0 B np(BY).(7)

ry) =
Here A(k,0;F) = —2Im G, (k,iw, — E +id") is the
spectral function of the imaginary-time Green’s function
Go(k,7) = —(Trere (1)ct (0)), np(E) is the Fermi-Dirac

distribution function, g4 = ga(k — q;q, ), and ES) is

the transferred energy in the photoelectric process. ES)

is defined by EI(:) (d) + ® — hwg, where efc) is the
photoelectron energy, <I> is the work function, and hwgq is
the photon energy.

It should be remarked that the photoelectron-state fac-

tor 11(4 , makes us to obtain the absolute counting of the
photoermssmn probability in realistic ARPES measure-
nd 1), =0
and finite counting when nf() = 1 and Iglzi = 1. This
is different from the conventional ARPES measurement
where only the signals with nf() = 1 and Iil)d =1 are
recorded and only the relative photoermssmn probabil-
ity can be obtained. Moreover, as shown in the below,
it is the photoelectron-state factors that make the post-
experiment cARPES scientifically correct and experimen-
tally realizable.

Let us now consider the coincidence detection of two
photoelectric processes caused by one incident photon
pulse for the post-experiment cARPES, where the in-
cident photons have same momentum and polarization
(q,A) and the photoelectrons arrived at two single-
photoelectron detectors have fixed momenta and spins
(k101) and (kaos), respectively. The case where the in-
cident photons have different momenta and polarizations
can be discussed with a similar procedure given below.
The coincidence probability of the two photoelectric pro-
cesses is defined by

ment, with zero counting when nf() =0a

= 2
Ff,)IF = |<(I)§42,)F|S,(42)|(I)E42,)1>‘ ) (8)

where Sff) is the second-order expansion of the S 4 matrix
(9, |©%;) and [0
nal states which are defined by |<I>(2) )=
0 d)> and |‘I’A, )=

) are the corresponding initial and fi-
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) el (@) elni, nl?, ). T



can be shown to follow
=(2 2 2
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where the target-electron form factor Ff)a 5 follows

A A 2
Ff‘i)aﬁ = 7|g 717194 2| }fbff)aﬁ kA,lUlakA,20'2§QA;wA)}

(10)
withka1 =k —q, ka2 =ko—q, ga,1 =galkai;q,A)
and ga2 = ga(ka2;q,A). Here in order to describe the
coincidence probability l"fi)a g We have introduced a two-
body Bethe-Salpeter wave function in particle-particle
channel [20, 21],

<\IJB|TtCk202(t2)ck101 (t1)|\IJQ>.

(11)
Defining t. = (t1 + t2)/2 and ¢, = to — t1, we can
introduce another expression of the two-body Bethe-

¢f7)aﬁ(k101f1;k202t2) =

Salpeter wave function, (I)f)aﬂ(klo'l,kgo'g;tc,tr) =
@;)aﬁ(klo'ltl;kQUQtQ). (1)54 aﬁ(klal,kgag;ﬂ,w) is the

Fourier transformation of & A of (kio1,kaoo;te, 1) and
defined as

¢f7)aﬁ(k101, kooa; Q,w)

+OO . .
= / / dtedt, ®F) (k1o kooo; L, t,)e'Metiwt (12)

— 00

In Eq. (10), the center-of-mass frequency 4 and the
relative frequency wa are defined by Q4 = (Ea1 +
Ex2)/h, wa = (Ea2— Ean)/2h, where the two trans-
ferred energies in the two photoelectric processes are de-
fined by Ea; = el +® —fwg and Ea 2 = e + & — g,
In Eq. (9), the photon-state factor 11(427)x is defined by

I = [(xslaN)a2sxi(a\) [, (13)

and the photoelectron-state factor I, (2 ) is defined as

2 1 1
19 =10, x I, (14)
where
1 d) 2
10 = [y, ldk,,, [0,
1) d) 2
Iz(4d2 - |<n§(20'2| k20’2|0(d)>| ° (15)

Since Ii{)(i = 0(1) when nf(dl)gl =0(1) and 121722 =0(1)

when ”l(i)a =0(1),1 ,(4221 records the coincidence counting

of the pulse-resolved photoelectrons arrived at two single-
photoelectron detectors Dy and Ds.

The statistical average of the coincidence probability
of pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes from every
one of the sequential photon pulses is given by

el
B

1 -
2 _ EZe PBapy(aq,\) - TH - IC), I, (16)
F

where 3710 = 305 D aanix,s and)néd). It should be

remarked that ff)IF has a same structure to I'® in
Eq. (1) and 1Y) = 14 x 14 follows in both

1"542)11; and 1"(2) This shows that the coincidence
probablhty of pulse resolved two photoelectric processes

can be obtained by 11(4 4 which records the coincidence
counting of the pulse-resolved photoelectrons arrived at
two single-photoelectron detectors renormalized by the
target-electron form factor and the photon-state fac-
tor. Therefore, a post-experiment cARPES can be de-
signed following the post-experiment coincidence count-
ing method we have presented above. It is noted that
when 11(4121 = 1 and 1(1)2 = 1, I‘() can recover the

previous results we have obtalned for the instantaneous
cARPES [9].

It should be remarked that the coincidence proba-
bility of the post-experiment cARPES measurement is
an absolute coincidence probability of two photoelec-
tric processes. It is different from the relative one of
the instantaneous cCARPES measurement [9] where only

the coincidence detection signals with Iglzil = 1 and
11(417)@ = 1 are recorded. This difference comes from

the introduction of a photoelectron-state factor If)d =

11(41721 X 11(417;2 in the post-experiment cARPES. More-

over, the post-experiment cARPES can make the post-
experiment coincidence counting more easily and more
efficiently for the coincidence probability of any two pho-
toelectric processes. Suppose we have obtained the pho-
toemission counting data for many pulse-resolved pho-
toelectric processes, which are recorded in the recorders
Ry, R, - -+, Ry with different focused photoelectron mo-
menta and spins. We can obtain the coincidence proba-
bility of any two photoelectric processes relevant to any

two recorders R; and R; by using the coincidence count-

ing Ic(l) = C(llz) X I(lj). Therefore, the post-experiment

CARPES will be a highly efﬁment technique to obtain
the coincidence probability of pulse-resolved two photo-
electric processes, and thus will be powerful technique for
coincidence detection of the two-body correlations of the
target electrons.

Post-experiment cINS

All of the above discussions can be extended into the
case of the post-experiment cINS. Suppose the electron-
neutron spin interaction [11, 22-24] is given by Vg =
Zqiquigf gB(Q)fc];fafTUfUifqui'SL(q) with q=9qf—q;-
Here f&a and fq, are the neutron creation and annihi-
lation operators with momentum q and spin o, 7 is the
Pauli matrix, and S (q) is a target-electron spin relevant
operator. S (q) is defined as S, (q) = S(q) - (1 — qq),
where S(q) = Y, S;e "R with S; being the target-
electron spin operator at position R; and q = q/|q].
The electron—neutron scattering S-matrix is defined by
Sp = Tyexp[—i [T dt Vi 1(t) - F(t)], where Vi 1(t) =



eflB.ot/hype=itipot/h Here Hp o includes the Hamilto-
nians of the target-electron spin system and the neutrons.
Consider one single neutron-scattering process of the

INS measurement with the initial state |‘1’531,)1> =T, ®
Ing,o;) and the final state |<I>§31)F> = |Vs) ®|nq;o,). Here
Ngo = 0 or 1 is the neutron number defined for the

neutron states. The scattering probability of this single

LS
B,IF —

neutron-scattering process can be defined by I’
|<<I>g_’F|SBl)|<I>BJ)| , where SB is the first-order expan-
sion of the Sp matrix. Following the above procedure for
the ARPES and the previous derivation for the INS [11],

we can show that

1) 1) 1) 1
(B IF — F(B ,af I(B,X ’ I(B,)d7 (17)

where I‘g)a 5 Is a target-electron spin form factor, I J(-ffl,)x =

2
’<O|fQiai|nQi0i> 5
tor and Igfd = |(nq;e, |fj;fgf 0)|” defines a scattered-
neutron-state factor. It should be noted that I](Bl)x =0(1)

defines an incident-neutron-state fac-

when ng,,, = 0(1) and I](gly)d = 0(1) when ng,s, =
0(1). The scattered-neutron-state factor plays a role

to record the number of the scattered neutrons arrived
at the single-neutron detector. Suppose the incident
neutrons from the neutron pulses follow a distribution

(1)((11, 0i) = P](Sl) (ai) -]3;1) (0;), where the neutron spins
are in the mixed states defined by ﬁg)(oi)|oi)<ai| =
(I [+ 1)), and suppose the scattered neutrons
which arrive at the single-neutron detector have fixed
momentum qy but arbitrary spin oy. The statistical av-
erage of the single neutron-scattering probability for the
INS measurement can be shown to follow

ZP” riy I“) 15, (18)

where ), = qumf, and I‘B) follows

r _ lg(q)|* Aty
B R

Here x5(q, F) = —2Im D(q,iv, — E +i6") is the spec-
tral function of the target-electron spin Green’s function
D(q,7) ==Y, (T:8:(q,7)S(a,0)) (6;; — @) ns(E)
is the Bose-Einstein distribution function. The trans-
ferred energy Eg) = &(qy) — £(q;), where &(q;) and
E(qy) are respectively the incident and the scattered neu-
tron energies. In the derivations of Eqs. (18) and (19),
we have used the identity 1 > oiltt o) of| T |os) =
0y for the non-polarized neutrons.

Let us now consider the coincidence probability of
pulse-resolved two neutron-scattering processes for the
post-experiment cINS measurement following the refer-
ence [11]. For one coincidence detection with the ini-

tial state |<I>5321> Vo) @ [ng,, 05, Naiyor,) and the fi-
nal state |<I>B_’F> = |Vs) @ [ngy,of, Nas,oy,)s the coin-
cidence probability of the two neutron-scattering pro-
cesses caused by one incident neutron pulse is defined by

xs(a ELY -np(BY).  (19)

a'iof<

I‘g)IF = 5(2 |<I>SB2 1>| , where 51(32) is the second-
order expansmn of the Sp matrix. It can be shown that
2 2 2 2

T8 rr =T T Lo (20)

where I‘g)a glisa target-electron spin form factor, 11(32-,)x =
2
|<O|fCIi10'i1 Nq;, 04, >} ' |<O|fCIi2Ui2

neutron-state factor, and 11(32)(1 is a scattered-neutron-

state factor defined by

2, .
Naiyoi, >} is an incident-

2 1 1
I( ) _I(B)dl XI](B)dz (21)
(1) 2 o
where Ip, = |<an1‘7f1 |f‘];f1‘7f1 )" and I dz T

2 .
’(an2gf2|fj;f20f2|0>} . It is noted that 1—‘53,)1}7 has a

same structure to Eq. (1). Since Ig?dl = 0(1) when
1
Nay o = 0(1) and Ié_?cb = 0(1) when Nays,op = 0(1),

11(32_)d records the coincidence counting of the scattered
neutrons arrived at two single-neutron detectors.

Suppose the incident two neutrons from the sequen-
tial neutron pulses have momentum and spin distribu-
tion functions Pg) (aiy, Qi) = P( )(q“) . P( )(qm) and
P03 0,) = PP (ow) - P os). Here P (s,) i
defined as in the above INS case with the same neutron-
spin mixed states. Suppose the two scattered neutrons
are focused with fixed momenta (qy,,qy,) but arbitrary
spins (o, , 0y, ). The statistical average of the coincidence
probability of pulse-resolved two neutron-scattering pro-
cesses from every one of the sequential neutron pulses
follows

2 2 2 2 2

2) ...
where ), = Eqil% Z”n"iz"fl"fz’ and FSB) is given
by [11]

2 2 2
Iy =T + 15, (23)

with the two contributions defined as

1 B i 2
Fg,)l = ZZ@ ﬁEacl}(bgé)(QIan;QBawB” ,
afij
1 . i) e = 2
PEh = 2 > e PP Calold) @, @ e, wa) [ (24)
aBij

Here we have introduced a two-spin Bethe-Salpeter wave
function which describes the two-spin correlations of the
target electrons,

¢(J)(Q1t1,Q2t2) <‘I’ﬁ|Tt (Q2,t2)SY)(Q1,t1)|‘I’a>-
(25)
Similar to the definition of Eq. (12), ¢(lé) (a1, 4q2; Q,w)

is the Fourier transformation of ¢(])(q1,q2;tc,t ) =
¢( J)(Q1t1,Q2t2) with t. = (t1 +12)/2 and ¢, = 1o — t1.



The two contributions, I‘g?l and l"gg, come from two
different classes of microscopic neutron-scattering pro-
cesses, the former with the neutron-state changes as
|qi10i1> - |qf10f1> and |qi20i2> - |qf20.f2>7 and the lat-
ter with the neutron-state changes as |q;, 04,) — |47,07,)
and |Qi,05,) — |dp0p). In Eq. (24), the transferred
momenta are defined by qi = a5 — q;;,92 = dp —
i, a7 = df, — iy, do = df, — i, and the transferred
frequencies are defined by Qp = (Ep1 + Ep.2)/h,wp =
(EB2— Ep1)/2h,Q0p = (Epy1+ Ep2)/hws = (EB2 —
Ep1)/2h, where the transferred energies are defined as
Epi=¢&(ay) —&(ai,), Ep2 = E(ay,) — €(qi,), Ep1 =
5(qf1) - 8(qi2)7EB-,2 = g(sz) - 5(qil)' The two con-
stants C; and Cy are given by C; = |gp(q1)gs(qq)|*/h*
and Cy = |gp(q;)gs(ay)|?/h*. Tt is noted that the coin-
cidence probabilities fg)]  and fg) both follow Eq. (1)
with Ig)d = Ig)dl X Ig))dQ. Therefore, the coincidence

probabifity of pulse-resolved two neutron-scattering pro-

cesses can be obtained by 11(32)(1 with the renormalization

of the target-electron spin form factor and the incident-
neutron-state factor. It is clear that the cINS with a pulse
neutron source can be designed into a post-experiment co-
incidence detection technique.

Conclusion

In conclusion, we have shown that the post-erperiment
cARPES and cINS coincidence detection techniques
follow Eq. (1). Therefore, the coincidence proba-
bility of pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes or
two neutron-scattering processes can be obtained by
these post-experiment coincidence detection techniques
with the proposed post-experiment coincidence counting
method. With a pulse photon or neutron source, the
post-experiment coincidence detection techniques can be
implemented upon the pulse-resolved ARPES or INS ex-
perimental apparatus. Since the coincidence probability
of two photoelectric processes or two neutron-scattering
processes involves the two-body correlations of the target
electrons, the post-experiment coincidence detection tech-
niques will be powerful techniques for investigating the
various unsolved coveted mysteries of strongly correlated
electrons.

Methods

A general S-matrix perturbation detection theory
Suppose at time ¢ < ¢;, a system is in thermodynamic
equilibrium which can be described by a density matrix

1 _
po = Ee ﬂHO, (26)
where H is a time-independent Hamiltonian and the par-
tition function Z = Tr(e=#H0). At time ¢;, a detection
interaction V'(t) is turned on and the Hamiltonian be-
comes into the following form as

H(t) = Ho(t) + V (1), (27)

where Hy(t) may become time dependent after

t;. Let us introduce two time-evolution operators
it

Uo(t,ti) = Tt exp[—%fti dtlHo(tl)] and UH(t,tZ) =

Ty exp|— fttv dt;H(t1)]. An S-matrix in the interaction

picture can be defined as S(t,t;) = Ug(t,ti)UH(t,ti),
which can be shown to follow

S(t,ti):Ttexp[—% / AV (t1)], (28)

t;

where V;(t) is the representation of V(¢) in the interac-
tion picture and defined by

Vi(t) = U (t, t:)V () U (t, ;). (29)

The statistical ensemble average of an observable
operator A at time t (¢ > ;) is defined as
(A)(t) = TrlpoAm(t)], where the observable opera-
tor in the Heisenberg picture is defined by Ag(t) =
UL(t,ti)A(t)UH(t,ti). It can be easily shown that, in
the interaction picture,

(A)(t) = Tr[pr(t)Ar(t)] = Tr[poS(ti, 1) Ar()S(L, ti)gé())
where pr(t) = S(t,t;)poS(ti,t) is the density matrix in
the interaction picture, and A;(t) is defined in the same
way as Vi(t) in Eq. (29). A perturbation detection the-
ory for the observable operator A can be established by
the perturbation expansions of the S-matrix as

S(t,t;)

_ f% (_%)"/tdtn..-/tdtm[vf@n)---vz<t1>1,<31>

t; ti

and S(t;,t) = [S(t,t;)]". This is a general S-matrix per-
turbation detection theory for the detection interaction
V relevant system.

S-matrix perturbation theory for ARPES

The combined system for the ARPES measurement in-
cludes the target electrons, the incident photons and the
emitted photoelectrons. Before each photon-pulse de-
tection, the combined system has a Hamiltonian H 4 q.
At the beginning time ¢; of each photon-pulse de-
tection, the electron-photon interaction V4 is turned
on. The relevant S-matrix is defined by Sa(ts,t;) =
Ty exp|— £ :if dtVa r(t)].  Let us introduce the time-
window function F'(t) = 0(t + Atq/2) — 0(t — Atg/2)
for each photon-pule detection, where t; = —At;/2 and
ty = +Aty/2. The S-matrix can be expressed into
another form as given in the Results section, S4 =
Tyexp[—% [T dtVa (t) - F(t)]. Because Aty > tc, Aty,
we will set t; = —oo and t; — +o0 in the final deriva-
tions.

The initial states of the combined system at the be-
ginning time ¢; of each photon-pulse detection can be de-
scribed by the density matrix pa =), PA-,I|(I)S)1><(I)§41)1|7
where the distribution function P4  is defined By Py, ;=



%e_ﬂEaPA(qv A) and Z[ = ZO&CI)\X'L' Z = Tr(e_ﬂHs)v
where Hj is the target-electron Hamiltonian with eigen-
values E,. Since the photoemission probability of the
ARPES measurement is mainly dominated by the single-
photoelectric processes, it can be defined by

=(1 1 (1 (1) o(1)
T4 = Tl (t)10)] = TrlpaSy (b, t )19 S (1. 1),
(32)
Here pg))l(tf) is the first-order part of the density ma-
trix pas(ty) = Salty,t)paSaltity). S\ (s t;) is
the first-order perturbation expansion of the S4-matrix
and defined as S\ (t7,t;) = —% ['"dt1Vas(t1), and
SOt ts) = SVt t). In Eq. (32), 14 is a
projection operator for the final states of the single-
photoelectric processes of the ARPES measurement

and defined by 10 = (@) (@) | with Y, =

Z/Bq,\xfmd)' Fg) can be reexpressed into the following
form as

Yy = Zm; Y124 (1), (33)
where |<I>E41_)I(tf)> = Sil)(tf, ti)|<1>54‘17)1>. The photoemission

probability of the ARPES measurement can be shown to
follow

- 1 _
T = 7 Ze FExpy(q, )\)|<‘I)E41.,)F|Sixl)
IF

1 2
(tr. )],

(34)
where ), = Zaﬁq)\xmn(d). This is one main result of
the S-matrix perturbation theory for the ARPES. Fol-
lowing the detailed derivation in Section II of Supple-
mentary material, we can obtain the results for the
ARPES in the Results section.

S-matrix perturbation theory for post-experiment
cARPES

From the above discussion on the S-matrix perturbation
theory for the ARPES, the coincidence probability of
pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes for the post-
experiment cARPES measurement can be defined by

T = TrlpQy (t15)] = TrlpaSL (1t 1Y ST (2. 12),

(35)
where p( )( ty) is the second-order part of the den-
sity matrix pa r(ty). Sf)(tf,ti) is the second-order
perturbation expansion of the S4-matrix and defined
by S (ts.t:) = L(=£)2 [[ dtadty T,[Va,1(t2)Var(t1)],
and Sff)(ti,tf) = SS)T(tf,ti). 1542) is a projection op-
erator for the final states of the cARPES measurement
and defined as 1542) = ZF|<I>S427)F><<I>E§)F| with " =

Z/Bq,\xfmd)' Similarly, 1_“542) can be reexpressed into the

below form as

F(Q Z PA 1 ( )>7 (36)

where |<I)f47)l(tf)> = Sf)(tf,ti)|<1)f7)l>. The coincidence
probability of pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes
for the post-experiment cARPES measurement can be
shown to follow

1
2 = EZ(BEQPA(%)\W
F

) ()1 ?

—
s

Lo1SP (g )@ )

(37)
where 375 =3 sqayix n@ - This is one main result of
the S-matrix perturbation theory for the post-experiment
cARPES. From the detailed derivation in Section IIT of
Supplementary material, we can obtain the results
for the post-experiment cARPES in the Results section.

One more interesting result is given as follows.
Let us introduce a pair-photoelectron operator for
the post-experiment cARPES coincidence detection,

Jirorkaos = Al o Giaosdl o diyoy, Where df | (di,o,)
and dLQUQ (dk,o0,) are the creation (annihilation) oper-

ators of the photoelectrons arrived at two detectors Dy
and Dy, respectively. From Eq. (30), the statistical ob-
servation value of Jx, o k.0, at the observation time ¢,
can be defined by

= Tr[pASA (tiv tf)JI,kltlemm (tf)SA (tfa ti)]a

(38)
where J k, o1 ko0, (t) is the pair-photoelectron operator in
the interaction picture. From the discussion in Section ITI
of Supplementary material, we can show the following
relation

<Jk1<71k2t72>

1—‘542) — <Jk101k202> (39)

This is a very interesting result that the coincidence prob-
ability 1_“542) we have introduced for the cARPES mea-
surement is equivalent approximately to the observation
value of the pair-photoelectron operator Jx,q k,0,, the
latter of which is closely related to a pair-photoelectron
current operator introduced in the reference [10].

With a similar derivation, we can establish the S-
matrix perturbation theories for the INS and the post-
experiment cINS. More detailed informations can be
found in Section IV and V of Supplementary mate-
rial.
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I. A GENERAL S-MATRIX PERTURBATION DETECTION THEORY

Let us consider a system with a time-independent Hamiltonian Hy at time ¢ < t;. At time ¢;, a detection interaction
V(¢) is turned on and the Hamiltonian of the system becomes into the following form as

H(t) = Ho(t) + V(t), (1)

where Hy(t) may become time dependent after time ¢;. Suppose the system is in a quantum state |¥(¢;)) at time ¢;.
After time t;, this quantum state follows the Schrodinger equation ih% |[Ts(t)) = H(t)|Ps(t)) and thus follows a time
evolution as
-
i
(Ws(t) = Un(t,t:)[¥(t:)), Un(t t:) =Ti eXP[—ﬁ/ dty H (t1)], (2)
t;
where T} is a time-ordering operator. Proof of this result is given as follows. If the time evolution of the quantum
state |Ug(t)) follows Eq. (2), then

Dlws) = Jim - (Ws(t+ AD) — |ws(1)

. t+At N t
~ lim i{Ttexp[—l/t+ dtlﬂ(tl)]—:rtexp[—%/t_ dtlH(tl)]}|\I/(ti)>)

At—0 At h

i
t

_ 1 —+H(t)At i )
= lim —le — 1T, exp[— ) dty H(t1)]| 9 (:)))

— LT, expl L / dty H (1)) 9 (1))

= —LHOs(0)). 3)

Therefore, |¥g(t)) follows the Schrodinger equation. Eq. (2) describes the time evolution of the quantum state in the
Schrédinger picture.
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Consider an observable operator A. The expectation value of A at time ¢ in the quantum state ¥g(t) is given by
(A1) = (Ts(O)AWD|Ts(t) = (W)U (¢ t) A Us (t, £) 2 (8:)- (4)
Introduce the representation of A in the Heisenberg picture,
An(t) = Ul (t,t:) AW Un (¢, t3), (5)
the expectation value of A at time ¢ can be reexpressed in the Heisenberg picture as
(A)(X) = (W ()| A ()[¥(t:)). (6)

Introduce the representation of A in the interaction picture,

A[(t) = Ug(f, ti)A(t)Uo(t, ti), Uo(t,ti) = Tt exp[—% / dtlﬂo(tl)]. (7)

The expectation value of A at time ¢ can be expressed in the interaction picture as

(A)(t) = (W1 (DA (@)W1 (1), (®)

where the quantum state in the interaction picture |¥(t)) follows
U1()) = S(t, )W (E)), S(t,t:) = U (t,t:)Un (8, t:). (9)
Let us now consider the time evolution of the S-matrix. When ¢ > ¢;, Ug (t,t;) follows

1

U3(t.1:) = U0t )] = Thexpl 1 /t " dn (1), (10)

where Tt is an anti-chronological time-ordering operator. It can be shown that

9 .1
&Ug (t,t;) = AIEOE[UJ(HALQ) — Ul (t, t:)]
= AliIEOETteXp[_ﬁ/t dty Ho(t)|[en Ho®At _ 1]
)
= U§(t. 1) Ho(t)) (11)

From Eq. (3), Un(t,t;) can be shown to follow

%UH(tati) = _%H(t)UH(tuti)' (12)

Thus, S(t,t;) follows

%S(t,ti) = {%Ug(t,ti)} Ug(t, ;) + Ul (¢, ;) [%UH(t,ti)}
= U§(t. 4[5 Ho(t) = 5 HOUn (t,t:)

= UJ (6t~ VOVt ) U (4, ) U (8, 1)
= VIS8, (13)

Here Vi (t) is the representation of V(¢) in the interaction picture defined in the same way as Aj(t) in Eq. (7). The
solution of the S-matrix equation, Eq. (13), can be shown to follow

- t +oo . n
1
S(tti) =T exp[—%/ Aty Vi(t)] = ) ] (-%)
ti :

n=0

[t [ anmiice) - vi) (14)

ti t;



Suppose at time ¢t < ¢;, the system is in thermodynamic equilibrium which is represented by an ensemble with a
density matrix

1

_ 1 _
po = e PHo — 7 > e W) (W], (15)

where the partition function Z = Tr(e’ﬁH“) and |U,) are the eigenstates of Hy with the corresponding eigenvalues
E,. The statistical ensemble average of the observable operator A at time ¢ (¢ > ¢;) can be described in three different
pictures, the Heisenberg picture, the Schrodinger picture and the interaction picture as following:

(A)(t) = Trlpo An (t)] = Trlps(t)A(t)] = Tr[pr(t) Ar(t)]- (16)

Here the density matrix at time ¢ in the Schrodinger picture follows
ps(t) = 5 37 €W s (D) (Ve (1)] = Un(t, )l (1, 1), (1)
and the density matrix in the interaction picture follows
p1(t) = 5 3 ¢ PP W g (1) (War ()] = (2, 1)poS (11, 1) (18)

where S(t;,t) = [S(t,t;)] is given by

" i [t +oo i\" [t ts _
S(ti,t):Ttexp[—ﬁ/t dtlvlf(tl)]_z:%(_ﬁ> /t dt1-~-/ At TV (t1) -+ V]I (t,)]. (19)

n=0 ¢

The S-matrix perturbation detection theory can be established in the interaction picture by the perturbation
expansions of the S-matrices as Egs. (14) and (19). For example, the statistical ensemble average of the observable
operator A is defined by

(A)(t) = Tr[pr(t) Ar(t)] = Tr[poS(ti, ) Ar(t)S(t, ti)]. (20)

When the S-matrices are expanded to the first-order perturbations, we can obtain the famous Kubo formula from the
following expression

A0 = (Ar®)o— 3 [ da((Aro). Vit (21)

which can lead us the linear response function of the system to the external perturbation interaction V. Here
(A)g = Tr(ppA), and VT(t) = V(t) is assumed. It should be noted that from Eq. (20) and the perturbation
expansions of S(¢,¢;) and S(t;,t), it can be easily shown that, when Hy(t) is time independent for ¢ > ¢;, all operators
in the interaction picture can be equivalently defined by

Ap(t) = en ot A(t)em 7ot (22)

which is the initial time ¢; independent.

Let us consider the time-resolved angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (TR-ARPES) [1]. At time ¢ < ¢,
Hy = H is the Hamiltonian of the target electrons. At time ¢;, the pump field and the probe field are turned
on and Hy(t) = Hs + Hpump(t) and V() = Hprop(t), where Hpymp(t) and Hprop(t) define the Hamiltonians and
the interactions of the pump field and the probe field to the target electrons, respectively. Consider the statistical
ensemble average of a photoelectron current operator J; at time ¢ > ¢;. Since the finite observation value of J; in the
TR-~ARPES is mainly dominated by the single-photoelectric processes, the observation value of J; can be calculated
approximately by

(Ja)(t) = Tr[poS1(ti, t)Ja,r(t)S1(t,ts)], (23)

where S1(t,t;) and Sy (¢;,t) are the first-order perturbation expansions of the S-matrices S(¢,¢;) and S(t;,t), respec-
tively, and follow
1

Sitt) = — / CdVi(t), (24)

t;

N

. et
Si(tit) = +- / dt V] (). (25)
ti



Therefore, the observation value of J; in the TR-ARPES follows

) =5 [ /t t dtadts (V7 (t2) 10,1 (8)Vi (t1))o. (26)

This is one main result for the TR-ARPES which has been obtained previously by using the non-equilibrium Green’s
function theory [1]. It shows that the S-matrix perturbation detection theory we have developed here is equivalent
to the non-equilibrium Green’s function theory in description of the non-equilibrium dynamical physics of the target
matter. Without the pump field, i.e., Hpump(t) = 0, Eq. (26) can recover the previous results for the conventional
ARPES [2].

II. S-MATRIX PERTURBATION THEORY FOR ARPES

The combined system for the angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) measurement includes the target
electrons with a Hamiltonian H,, the incident photons with a Hamiltonian H, = Zq/\ hwq(al;/\an + %), and the

emitted photoelectrons with a Hamiltonian Hy = Eka af(d)d;fwdkg. Here aLl\ and aqy are the creation and annihilation

operators for the photons with momentum q and polarization A\, and dIm and dg, are the creation and annihilation

operators for the photoelectrons with momentum k and spin ¢. The Hamiltonian for the ARPES measurement is
given by

Hy=Hpo+Va, (27)

where H 40 = H, + Hy, 4+ Hg, and the electron-photon interaction V4 is defined by

Va=Y_ gakiq Nd_ . Ckotqn, (28)
kog\

where ck, is the annihilation operator for the target electrons with momentum k and spin o. Here V4 only involves
the photon-absorption and photoelectron-emission processes for the ARPES measurement. The relevant S-matrix for
the ARPES measurement is defined by

iortr ) )
Salty,t;) =T, eXP[—%/ dtVa 1 ()], Var(t) = enHaoty emntaot, (29)
t;

For the photon-pulse source, ¢; and t; define the time window for every one photon-pulse detection, which can be
described by a time-window function F(t) = 6(t + 1 Atq) — 6(t — £ Atq), where 6 is the step function and Aty is
the time window between sequential two photon pulses. From the definition of F'(¢), it shows that ¢; = —%Atd and
ty = —l—%Atd. Because Aty > t., Aty, where t. is the characteristic time scale of the physics we are interested in and
At,, is the time width of the photon pulse, we will set ¢; =+ —oo and ¢y — 400 in the final derivations.

Let us consider the single-photoelectric processes for the ARPES measurement, where the incident photons from the
photon pulses are in the initial states |x;(gA)) with a distribution function P4(q, A) and the emitted photoelectrons
are focused with fixed momentum k and spin o. The density matrix for the initial states of the combined system at
the beginning time ¢; of every photon-pulse emission is defined by

1 1
pa=Y Paslo @y, (30)
I

where the distribution function P4 ; and the initial states |<I>E41)I> are defined as

1
PA,I = EG_ﬂEaPA(q, A)7 (31)
20)) = o) ® [xi(ah) ©0@). )

Here >0, = > ooy £ = Tr(e=#Hs) and |¥,) are the eigenstates of H, with the corresponding eigenvalues E,,

|0()) defines an initial photoelectron vacuum state. Since the photoemission probability of the ARPES measure-
ment is mainly dominated by the single-photoelectric processes, the total photoemission probability of all the single-
photoelectric processes at the detection time ¢y can be defined by

T4Y = Tefpl ) (t0)] = T[S (15, t:)pa S (bt )], (33)



)
where pfi)l (tr) is the first-order part of the density matrix pa ;(ty) = Sa(ts,ti)paSa(ti,ty). S( )(tf, t;) is the first-
order perturbation expansion of the S4-matrix, which is relevant to the single-photoelectric processes and defined as
S’I(L‘l)(tf, t;) =—+% tt_f dtVa 1(t), and S’S)(ti,tf) = Silﬁ(tf, t;). Physically, ffj’t) can be expressed into the below form
as

T =3 Pas@ @l ), 185 (0) = S (ts )05 (34)
I

This clearly shows that 1_“541’” defines the state probability of the combined system at time ¢y after the occurrence of all
the single-photoelectric processes. Let us introduce a projection operator for the final states of the single-photoelectric
processes with fixed photoelectron momentum k and spin o,

d
19 = ST 0l @, 19400 = [Ws) @ [xs(aN) @ ), (35)
F

where )" . = ZﬁqAxfmd)v |Wjs) are the eigenstates of the target electrons, |x;(g))) describe the final photon states

and nfi) = 0,1 is the number of the photoelectrons arrived at one single-photoelectron detector. The photoemission

probability of the ARPES measurement obtained by one single-photoelectron detector with focused momentum k and
spin o can be defined by

Yy —ZPA ALYl ), (36)

which has another physically equivalent form as

=(1 1 1
Ty =Tl (t)14)] (37)
It can be shown that ffj) follows
=1 1 _ 1 1 12
T = 2 Y e 7P Pala N[(@5 )18 (1. )@ (38)
IF

where ), = ZaﬁqAXinn(@. Eq. (38) is one main result of the S-matrix perturbation theory for the ARPES.
Let us first consider the photoemission probability of one single-photoelectric process with one initial state |<I)S41)I>

and one final state |<I>E41))F>, which can be defined by
=@ 1 1 1)\ 2
Tore = (@ plSE (g 1)) [ (39)

When we introduce the simplified representations for the initial and final states as |<I>f417)1) = |Uq; xi(qN); 0(D) and
|<I>E41))F> = |\Ilﬁ;xf(q/\);n§:?>, it can be shown that
]

ty 2
= d
T = [ [ s @) walVas )1 i a):0)

2
= / dt Z 9a (K30 X) (s X (@N); Ws 0 ()t (g (D] Wi xi (@A) 0)

t
d % w
-l 13 040 = 00 A)(Wplew—a0 (1) 00 (00 laaa s (a)) (0 101 . (40)

Here the sum over k/ and ¢’ describes all possible photoemissions in the single-photoelectric process with the emitted

photoelectrons created by dL/U/. Physically, fixl,)l r can be reexpressed into the following simplified form as

— 2
M = [ D@ ele® ]|, (41)



where |<I>£%)(tf)> with m = k'o’ is defined by

90000 = (=5 [ dt 9a 0 = 0. Vi (Dt -ar (Daar (O[5, (12)

7

We introduce Cpm = <<I>EL‘1)F|<I>(1)(tf)> to describe the probability of one quantum state |<I>,(%) (tr)) in the final state
|<I>E41))F>. Thus, I‘A r = m Cpm‘ > mimy CFmy CFmy, which defines all probability of the linear superpo-

sition quantum state _ |<I>,(n (t7)) in the final state |<I>f41)F>. In the realistic ARPES measurement, when each
single-photoelectron detector focuses on the emitted photoélectrons with fixed momentum k and spin o, the final
state relevant to one single-photoelectron detector has definite momentum k and spin o. Thus, the photoemission
probability detected by this detector is only relevant to one special quantum state with m = ko. Therefore, we have

I‘541)[}7' - ’CF ka} 6kk’5aa’ = ’ |(I) tf)>’26kk’5aa’- (43)

The above discussion shows that fg}l  defines all probability of different k’c’ relevant photoemissions detected
by one single-photoelectron detector with one focused final state |<I>f417)F>. Physically, in each ARPES detection with

one focused final state |<I>E41)F>, only one k’c’ relevant photoemission occurs with only one k’c’-photoelectron emitted
from this photoemission. During this ARPES detection, the single-photoelectron detector detects the number of the
photoelectron nfi) nfi) = 0 when the emitted photoelectron with k’ # k and ¢’ # o, and nfi) =1 when k' = k
and ¢’ = o. Therefore, we can introduce a photoelectron-state factor IE)d to define the photoelectron states of the
single-photoelectron detector. It can be defined by

18, = [0l 10@)|*. (44)

Iil)d = 0 when no photoelectron arrives at the detector with nfi) =0, and 11(41)(1 = 1 when one photoelectron arrives

at the detector with nfi) = 1. Therefore, the photoelectron-state factor plays a role to record the number of the
photoelectrons arrived at the single-photoelectron detector. This is a crucial trick we introduced for the detection of
the single-photoelectron or single-neutron detector as well as for the post-experiment coincidence counting method we
have presented in the main text.

With the trick to account for the photoelectron states, fg}l r can be expressed into the form as

=(1 1 1 1
Fre =Tl s 10 1 (45)

where Ffaxl)a 5 Is a target-electron form factor, IS)X

1<) is defined by

is a photon-state factor and Iglzi is the photoelectron-state factor.

19 = [ {xs(aN)lagalvi(an) [ (46)

The target-electron form factor 1"5411)& 5 is defined and calculated as following:

2 e 2
s = |gA| ‘/ dH(W glek—qo ()| Vo)t /M alt

_ |9A| ‘/ (¥ |61H t/hck iHSt/h|\I}a>ei[aff)/h—wq]t 2
= |g AL | 0 g 1) ] / dtel(Bs—Fate®) /st
ti
- Mh'“d (sl Ba) | G185 — Ea -+ i) — hi, (47)
where g4 = ga(k —q;q,A). In the last step to derive Eq. (47), we have set ¢; = —%Atd and ty = —I—%Atd, and

““1# = mad(z) when a — +oo has been used with the limit Aty — +o0.



The statistical average of the photoemission probability of the ARPES measurement can be calculated from Eq.
(38), which follows

1 — 1 1 1
= LS era T, )
1F

where ), = ZaﬁqAX xpn(@ and T )aﬁ is given by Eq. (47). Let us introduce the single-particle Green’s func-

tion Go(k,7) = —(Treko (T )CLU(O», where 7 is an imaginary time. The corresponding imaginary-frequency Fourier
transformation is defined by G, (k,iw,) = foﬂ drG,(k,7)e™n™. The single-particle spectral function A(k,o;E) =
—2Tm G4 (k,iw, — E +i67) can be shown to follow

Al 03 B) = 77505 ) (W oo [ W) [ 6B + B — Ba). (49)
af

1_“541) can be expressed into the following form as

T =3 Pa(q N -1 180 - 18, (50)
IF

where ), = ZqAXinmd)v and 1"541) = > ap e‘BEaI‘SLﬁ is given by
Pl = = Ak - .0 YY) e (EL)). (51)

Here ES) is the transferred energy in the single-photoelectric process and ng(E) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution

function. EI(:) is defined as ES) = al((d) + ® — hwg, where al((d) is the photoelectron energy and hwgq is the photon

energy. Here the work function ® has been included in the definition of Eil). Consider a simple case where there

is only one incident photon and the final state is focused with one photoelectron. In this case, IS))X and 11(41)(1 can be
given by

1 2 1 d 2
0, = {Oasloarltan)? = 1, 1) = |021aL J0)? = 1 52

X

Thus, we can recover the previous result of the ARPES [3] that fg) = 1"541).

It should be remarked that the photoelectron-state factor Iglzi makes us to obtain the absolute counting of the

photoemission probability in realistic ARPES measurement, with zero counting when nfi) =0and 11(41)(1 = 0 and finite

counting when nfi) =1 and 11(41)(1 = 1. This is different from the conventional ARPES measurement, where only the

signals with nl(( ) = 1and I 1(421 = 1 are recorded and only the relative photoemission probability can be obtained. The
trick to introduce the photoelectron state factors is crucial for the post-experiment coincidence detection techniques
we have proposed in the main text.
Let us consider a photoelectron operator Jyx, = dLadkg for one single-photoelectron detector. The observation
value of Jx, at the observation time t; is defined by its statistical ensemble average following Eq. (20), (Jks) =
Tr[paSa(ti, tr)Jrke(tr)Sa(ty,t:)]. Since the observation value of Ji, is mainly dominated by the single-photoelectric
processes, it can be calculated approximately by

(Jo) = TrlpaSy (ti tp)dl, (tr)dio (t1)SY (tr, 1)
= Tr[paS' (ti tg)dl, (t5) 15" dio (t1)S (15,1)]
= N Pas @18V it p)dl, (1)1 ) (@4 dio (£) S (2, 1) |04

IF'
1 1 1 2
= 3 Paa(@Y ) dir S5 (25, 1) 195))]
IF’
1 _ 1 1 1) |2
i D IR ACPC SR ORAI LSl (53)

IF'



Here 1A = |<I>541 F,)<<I>f41 | with > p = EﬁqAxfmd) and |<1>E41))F/> = |\IJB>®|Xf(q)\)>®|ﬁ((?>. The relation between
|<I>A1 ) and |<I>A F,> is defined by |<I>S41F> = dLa|<I>A ) = Vs) @ [xf(qN)) ® |n§i)) with n(d) 1(0) when ﬁfi) =0(1).

It should be noted that the time dependent phase factor of dy.(tf), e—ieots/ " is irrelevant to the observation value
(Jko). Therefore, from Eqs. (38) and (53), we have the following relation

TV ~ (o) = (A}, o). (54)

1)

This is an interesting result that the photoemission probability f% we have introduced for the ARPES measurement

is equivalent approximately to the observation value of the photoelectron operator Jy, = d;fwdkg. It should be noted
that the observation value of Jx, has a similar formula to a photoelectron current operator introduced previously in
the reference [2].

IIT1. S-MATRIX PERTURBATION THEORY FOR POST-EXPERIMENT cARPES

The photoemission probability of the ARPES measurement can provide the single-particle spectral function of the
target electrons. This is clearly shown in Eq. (51). In principle, this stems from the fact that the ARPES detect the
photoemission probability of single-photoelectric processes, in each of which there is one target electron annihilated.
Therefore, the photoemission probability of the ARPES measurement involves the single-particle physics of the target
electrons. A further extension of the measurement principle of the ARPES can be given as follows. When two
photoelectric processes are detected in coincidence, the coincidence detection probability will provide the two-body
correlations of the target electrons since there are two electrons are annihilated in the two photoelectric processes.
This is the basic idea for the proposal of the coincidence angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (cARPES) we
have provided previously [3].

Let us consider the post-experiment cARPES we have proposed in the main text, which has a same combined
system to the ARPES. Suppose the initial photon states from the photon pulses are same to that defined for the
ARPES. Two single-photoelectron detectors Dy and Dy detect the emitted photoelectrons from each photon pulse with
fixed momenta and spins (kjo1) and (keos), respectively. The post-experiment cARPES can detect the coincidence
detection probability of two photoelectrons which come from two photoelectric processes excited by each photon
pulse. Since the coincidence detection probability of these pulse-resolved two photoelectrons defines the coincidence
probability of the relevant pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes, the post-experiment cARPES can detect the
coincidence probability of pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes, which involves the two-body correlations of the
target electrons.

The coincidence probability of pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes for the post-experiment cARPES measure-
ment can be defined by

=(2 2 2 2
I = Tlp (¢)1 7] = Trlpas? (b, t1 D ST (17, 1), (55)
Here pfi)l is the second-order part of the density matrix pa r(ty), pa is defined by Eq. (30) with the initial states of

the combined system same to that of the ARPES measurement, i.e., |<I)f427)1> = |<I>f417)1>. Sf)(tf,ti) and Sf)(ti, ty) are
the second-order perturbation expansions of the Ss-matrices and defined as

s?(tf,t)—i__ // dtadty Ty [Va. 1 (t2)Va 1 (t1)], (56)
S (ttr) = 537 [ andnBivi V] o)l (57)

In Eq. (55), 1542) is a projection operator for the final states of the post-experiment cARPES measurement and defined
as

d
2@ WO, 1900 = 1Ws) @ [xs(aN) @ [nl®) ni® ), (58)

where > =3 Badysn(@) nf(‘?al and nl((dz)a2 are the numbers of the photoelectrons arrived at two single-photoelectron

detectors D1 and Ds, respectively. f(2)

Ty —ZPAI %t 10T (1), 105 (tr)) = ST (¢, 1)@ 7)), (59)

can be expressed into another form as



where Py s is defined by Eq. (31). Therefore, the coincidence probability of the post-experiment cARPES measurement
can be shown to follow

ol

1 _ 2
=D St ACPIC AT TRAIC I (60)
I1F

where Y, = ZaﬁqAXinnm). Eq. (60) is one main result of the S-matrix perturbation theory for the post-experiment
cARPES.
Let us first consider two photoelectric processes which are caused by one photon pulse with one initial state |<I>f42)1)

and one final state |<I>E421)F>. The coincidence probability of the two photoelectric processes can be defined by

T 2
T e = [(@PplSE (1 )@, (61)

which follows, with the simplified denotations |<I>f427)1) = |U4; xi(qN); 0D) and |<I>E42))F) [Ws; xr(aN); nfq)gl nfi)g2>

_ 1 i tf 2
M0k = |53 [ dtadeaal ni s (@) W5 TV )V ()]s 0): 01

i ki
(3 [ dtadts 3T 919 2¥s Ticrg o (t2)ex —am ()W) s (@0 ()
t;

! V! A
ki oik5o)

/h wq]t1+z[a<d)/h—wq]t2 2

X (el [d, o, 10D) (myn, L, ,|o<d>> : (62)

koo

where we have taken account of two contributions which are equal under the transformations (ki < ka, 01 <> 02,t1 <>

to). Here gaq1 = ga(ki —q;q, 1) and ga 2 = ga(kh — q;q, A2). With a similar discussion for FS?IF’ we can express

I (427)1 r into the following simplified form as
| ( = ’ <I)(2 |<I) (t >)>‘25 0 0 0 (63)
IF AF klO’lkg(Tg f kik} Vo101 Okok!Vos0))

where |<I>1((21)01k202 (ts)) is defined by

2 2
e (t1)) = (= // ta0t19.4.193 T, 1, (12) s —a0s (2) 00 (), (1) ks (E1)acr ()] B2 (64)

With a same trick to introduce a photoelectron-state factor for the ARPES measurement, ff)l r can be expressed

into the form as

=(2 2 2 2
FSA,)IF = FE4,)0¢,8 ’ 11(4,)X '11(4,217 (65)

where Ff)a 5 Is a target-electron form factor, If)x

The target-electron form factor Ff)a 5 for the post-experiment cARPES measurement follows

is a photon-state factor and Ifzi is a photoelectron-state factor.

; ty . .
1 1 (4 —w, 1 (4 —w
s = <“)2// dtadty 4,19.4,.2(9 5|TiCiey—qos (12)Ciey —qory (1)WYt /P waltatiley [ mealte

_ |9A 19A 2|2 K

f 2
= dtadty ‘1’54)016(1(1 qoiti; ke — qoata)e il /—walta il h—walta ) (66)

where we have introduced a two-body Bethe-Salpeter wave function in particle-particle channel [4, 5],

o) (kio1ty;kooats) = (W[ Tyciya (B2) ey oy (81) | Wa). (67)

Defining the center-of-mass time t. = (t; + t2)/2 and the relative time ¢, = t2 — t1, we can introduce another
expression for the two-body Bethe-Salpeter wave function, @f)aﬂ (k1o1,kooo; e, t) = <I>E4)a6 (k1o1t1; kooats). The

Fourier transformation of @f}aﬁ (k101,kao9;te, t,) can be defined as

+OO . .
(I);)aﬁ(klo'l,kgtfg, , W // dt.dt ‘I)A)aﬂ(klo'l,kQO'Q;tc,tr)elﬂtc-’_lwtq". (68)
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Thus, the target-electron form factor 1"5421)0( 5 can be shown to follow

2
I 5= M@A s (K101, K 209; Qa,wa)|, (69)

where ka1 =ki —q, ka2 =ko —q, ga1 =ga(ka1;9,A) and ga2 = ga(ka 2;q,A). Here we have set t; — —oo and
ty — —+o0o in the last step of the derivation. In Eq. (69), the center-of-mass frequency 24 and the relative frequency
wa are defined by Q4 = (Ea1 + Faz2)/h, wa = (Ea2 — Ea1)/2k, where the two transferred energies in the two

photoelectric processes are defined by E4 1 = Eg) +®— hwg and By 2 = Efi) + ® — fwg. The photon-state factor Iﬁ)x

and the photoelectron-state factor Iﬁ)d in Eq. (65) for ff?]  are defined by

2
1D = |{xslanlaZslxi(@)], (70)
19 =19, <1y, (71)

where the two photoelectron-state factors 11(41,)(11 and 11(417)@ are defined by

2 [0 @

1 2
1, = [ jdf 07 18 = | |df [0@)". (72)

kl o1 | kioy |
Since 14 )d = 0(1) when nf( )U =0(1) and 1(121 = 0(1) when nf( )U =0(1), 11(4 4 records the coincidence counting of
the pulse resolved photoelectrons arrived at two single- photoelectron detectors Dy and Ds.

The statistical average of the coincidence probability of two photoelectric processes from every one of the sequential
photon pulses can be shown from Eq. (60) to follow

ol

2 1 _ 2 2 2
;>zzze D COIE SV i s (73)
IF

where 3710 =305 2 aaving 2on (@) ) It should be remarked that 1_“542)11; has a same structure to T® in Eq. (1) of

the main text, i.e. FE4)IF = Ff)aﬂ (2) 1(4221, nd 11(4221 = I(l) X 11(41,212 follows in both 1_“5427)11; and ff). This shows that

the coincidence probability of pulse—resolved two photoelectrlc processes can be obtained by Ifzi which records the

coincidence counting of the pulse-resolved photoelectrons arrived at two single-photoelectron detectors renormalized
by the target-electron form factor and the photon-state factor. Therefore, a post-experiment cARPES can be designed
following the post-experiment coincidence counting method we have presented in the main text. It is noted that when
11(41,)(11 =1 and 11(417)@ =1, ff) recovers the previous results of the instantaneous cARPES we have proposed previously
3].

Now let us give a simple discussion on the two-body Bethe-Salpeter wave function 3 )ozB' From Eq. (67), it is
clear that the two-body Bethe-Salpeter wave function for the cARPES describes the dynamlcal physics of the target
electrons when two electrons are annihilated in time ordering, thus it describes the dynamical two-body correlations
of the target electrons in particle-particle channel. The frequency Bethe-Salpeter wave function has a general form [3]

¢f,)a[3 (k101, koo2; Q,w) =270 [Q + (Es — Eo) /1) ¢f,)a[3 (kio1,keoa;w), (74)
where (bf))a 5 (k101, kaoo;w) follows

@k Kooo: w) — iV sCky00 [ Vy) (Vy lcxy 00 [ W) i(Wslciio0 [ Wy ) (Wy koo [ W)
Pa.ap (K101, Keo2; ) ; L} T i0 + (Bat Bs —25,)/2h " w—i0* — (B + Bs — 2E,)/2h

(75)

The frequency Bethe-Salpeter wave function involves the following physics [3]: (1) The center-of-mass dynamical
physics of two target electrons described by the d-function, § [Q + (Es — E,) /h], which shows the energy transfer
conservation in the center-of-mass channel; (2) The inner-pair dynamical physics described by ¢((l2[§ (k1o1, kaoo; w),
which shows the propagatorlike resonance structures, peaked at w = +(E,+ Eg—2E.,)/2k with the weights defined by
(Vslckoos [V ) (Vy ko0 | Wa) and (¥g|ck, o, |Vqy) (¥ |Ckoos |Pa). The spectral function of the two-body Bethe-Salpeter
wave function gbff)aﬁ (k101,koo9; Q, w) shows us that the cARPES can provide the dynamical two-body correlations
of the target electrons, which include both the center-of-mass and the inner-pair relative dynamical physics with both
energy and momentum resolved.
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Following the discussion on the approximate equivalence of the photoemission probability of the ARPES measure-

ment fg) and the observation value of the photoelectron operator Jx, = d;fwdkg as shown in Eq. (54), we now make

2)

a similar discussion on the relation between the coincidence probability 1_“54 and a pair-photoelectron operator for the

cARPES measurement Jx, o kyor = dL@ dxyos dngldkwl. Here the operators dngl (dk,0,) and dI{ s (diyo,) are de-
fined for the two single-photoelectron detectors D and Da, respectively. The statistical ensemble average of Ji, o, ks0,
at the observation time ¢; can be defined following Eq. (20), (Jk,01ky0.) = Tr[paSa(ti, tf)Jrkio1keos (E)Sa(ty, ti)].
In the cARPES coincidence detection, it is the the second-order perturbation expansions of the S-matrices that have
main contributions to the observation value (Jx, ¢ ky0,). Therefore, (Ji, o kq0,) can be calculated approximately by

(Jiorkaos) = TrlpaSP (i tp)dl,, (t1)dL, (tr)diyo, (tf)dicyon (t7) ST (t1, )]
= Te[paST (titg)dl,,, (tr)dL,, . (t5) 17 dicyoy (tr)dicy o, (t1)SS (25, 1)]
= 3" Pa (@SSP it )l ()AL, o, (E)| PG 0 ) (@D |deaes () e, o, (E1)SS (21, 1) @)

IF’
2 2 2 2
= ZPAJK(I)ELX,)F’ldeUzdklUl Sg)(tfv t1)|q)54,)1>‘
IF’
1 _ 2 2 2) 1|2
= = Y PP Pal@ N |[@F ST (15, 1) @) (76)
IF’
Here 12 d @ | with - _ d|o? T A () dje? ) =
ere => | AF/>< A,F/|W1 Do = Eﬁq)\xfn(d) and | AF’> W) @[xs(a )>®|”k101”k202> and | A,F>

d
di o db 1900 = 10s) @y (aN) @ [ al®) ) with ni?)

can show that

S = 1(0) when nfm) =0(1). From Egs. (60) and (76), we

2
( = <Jk101k202> <d1202dk202d;&101 dk101>' (77)

This is a very interesting result that the coincidence probability fff) we have introduced for the cARPES mea-
surement is equivalent approximately to the observation value of the pair-photoelectron operator Jk,sikeoy =
dir(zo'zdk2g2d:(10'1dklgl' Here the pair-photoelectron operator Jy, s k,0, is closely related to a pair-photoelectron
current operator introduced in the reference [2] for the cARPES measurement. It should also be noted that the time
dependent phase factors of di, ., (t7) and dx,e,(ts) are irrelevant to the observation value (Ji, o k,0,), Which implies
that the coincidence detection of the emitted photoelectrons from the pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes is
not necessary at simultaneous time.

Now let us give another formulation for the coincidence probability of the cARPES measurement. We introduce a
two-body non-equilibrium Green’s function as

Go(kio1, koot toith, £) = (i)*(Tucl o, (#1)ek, o, (8) Cams (t2) iy, (1)) (78)
where (A) = LTr(e”?#:A) with H, being the target-electron Hamiltonian. Here T is a contour-time ordering
operator defined on the time contour C = C; U C_, where t € C evolves as t; — ty and t' € C_ evolves as t; — t;.

The definition of T, is given by [3, 6, 7]

TA(H)B(t2)] = { igﬁi%;), iy )

where >, and <. are defined according to the positions of the time arguments in the time contour C', and + are
defined for the bosonic or fermionic operators, respectively. From the definition of ff) in Eq. (59), we have

IY =3 Pas@ 189 (1D sy, )07, (80)
I

It can be shown that ff) follows

fff) _ ! Go(kao1, ka 02ty to; th, ) )ellParti=t)+Pazta=tr)l/h Ix(42,)x : Iz(f,)d?

[t1,t5,t2,t1]

(81)
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where >, = Zq,\Xin and)n;w, ka1 = ki —q, kap = ko —q, ga1 = galka1:q,), ga2 = galka;q, ),
Eaq= Efcdl) +® —hwg and By 2 = Efi) + ® — hwg. The contour-time integral is defined by

ti ty
/ = // dt dts // dtodty. (82)
[t),th ta,t1] ty ti

Let us introduce the non-equilibrium frequency Green’s function as

. A AN . gt N i(wityFwote —whith —w! t]
Ge(kio1,kooo;wr,wa;wh,w]) —/ Gc(klal,kgog,tl,tg,tQ,tl)e( 1htwaty —whth —wity) (83)
[t],t5 ,t2,t1]

1_“542) can be expressed into the form as

2
— —1
Ff) = % ZPA(q)\)|gA,1QA,2|2 Gc(klo'hk20'2;WA,l;WA,2§wA,27WA,1) : I,(LS)X ' I,(Liziv (84)

IF

where wa1 = E4q1/h and wa o = E42/h. Therefore, ff) involves a two-body dynamical non-equilibrium Green’s
function of the target electrons, as has been pointed previously [2, 3].

IV. S-MATRIX PERTURBATION THEORY FOR INS

The combined system for the inelastic neutron scattering (INS) measurement involves the target-electron spin
system and the neutrons. The Hamiltonian for the INS measurement is defined by

HB:H310+VB, (85)

where Hp o = H,+H,, with H; being the Hamiltonian of the target-electron spin system and H,, being the Hamiltonian
of the neutrons. H, = qu &(q) fj;d fqo, where fj;o and fq, are the neutron creation and annihilation operators with
momentum q and spin o. The electron-neutron spin interaction Vg is given by [8-11]

Ve = Z gB(q)ft-;fa'fTUfUifin'i : SJ_(q) (86)
qiqfoiof

with q = qy — q;. Here 7 is the Pauli matrix and S| (q) is a target-electron spin relevant operator. S, (q) is defined
as S1(q) = S(q) - (1 —qq), where S(q) = >, S;e~ @Rt with S; being the target-electron spin operator at position R
and q = q/|q|. The electron-neutron scattering S-matrix is defined by

[t i i
SB(tf, ti) =T eXP[—}%/ dtVB,I(t)], VBﬁ](t) = eﬁHB’OtVBeiﬁHB’Ot. (87)
ti

Suppose the initial states of the combined system at the beginning time t; of every neutron-scattering process of
the INS measurement are defined by an ensemble density matrix

1 1 1
pp =Y Pley) @y, (88)
I

where the distribution function Pg)l and the initial states |<I)g)1> are defined by

1 1 _ 1

Py = 7 o8 P (i, 07), (89)
1

125)) = [¥a) ® ng,o,)- (90)

Here 31 = > qioinis £ = Tr(e=#H:) and |¥,) are the eigenstates of the target-electron spin system with the

corresponding eigenvalues E,, ng,s; = 0,1 is the incident neutron number, and Pg)(qi, 0;) is the incident neutron
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distribution function. It is assumed that the neutron momentum and spin degrees of freedom are decoupled and

(1)(ql, 0;) = Pg)(qi) : pé,l)(ai), where the incident neutron spins are in the thermal mixed states defined by

MRS (o = S DA T+IDE D). (1)

The final states of the scattered neutrons which arrive at the single-neutron detector are assumed with fixed momentum
but arbitrary spin. Following the above discussions for the ARPES and the cARPES, we can define a projection
operator for the final states of the neutron-scattering processes of the INS measurement as

1 1 1 1
PN e @8] 1950 = 10s) @ g0, (92)
F

where 3 p =3 5, . and ng;o, = 0,1 is defined for the scattered neutron final states.

From Eq. (18), the density matrix of the combined system for the INS measurement at the observation time t; in
the interaction picture is given by

pB.1(ty) = Sp(ty,ti)ppSp(tits). (93)

Since the scattering probability of the INS measurement is dominated by the single neutron-scattering processes, it
can be defined by

Ty = Trlpls ) (415 = Trlpn S (6. t0)15 g (17, 1), (94)

where pg)l (ty) is the first-order part of the density matrix pp r(ty), Sg) (ts,t;) is the first-order perturbation expansion

of the Sp-matrix and defined as S’( (tf,t;) = —%fti_f dtVp 1(t), and Sg)(ti,tf) = S’g)T(tlf,ti). From a similar
discussion for the ARPES, F;) can be expressed into the following form as
1) 1) a
T = > P (@) (1) 15 [0 (1)), (95)
I

where |<I>g))1(tf)> = S’g)(tlf, ti)|<1>g))1>. Therefore, the scattering probability of the single neutron-scattering processes
for the INS measurement follows

=) _ 1 - 1 1 1 1) |2
T = 2 Y e PP (o) (@l S5 (¢ )| @)) (96)

where >/ p =3 5,050 min, - £2d- (96) is one main result of the S-matrix perturbation theory for the INS.

Let us consider one single neutron-scattering process with one initial state |‘I)531,)1> and one final state |<I>g)F> The
scattering probability of this single neutron-scattering process is defined by

=@ 1 1 1) |2
T)re = [(@5)plSy (15, )25 D (97)
fg?]  can be calculated as following:

1 2

ty
(1
T ](—# [ gy, 91V () i)

L / "t > anl@) ALY o (e ],  (D/0){01fagor (D)

qqf f

2
9B\d
- %W'SM)IM Toro Nasor | f0,10)0] faio,

ty . 2
v [t E s g

In the last step, we have used the trick to introduce the variables (0|fq,0,|7q;0;) and (nq;o, |quaf |0) to describe the

@

incident and the scattered neutron states. Here £’ is the transferred energy defined by Ej D¢ (ay) —&(q;), where
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E(q;) and &(qy) are the incident and the scattered neutron energies, respectively. With a similar derivation of Eq.
(45), T 53)11? can be shown to follow

= 1 1 1

T =g Ty T (99)

where I‘g)a 5 18 a target-electron spin form factor given by

1 27|gs(q)|* Aty 1
s = = (WIS L (@) Va) - Tos0,  5(Es — Ea + Eg), (100)
IJ(31,>X is an incident-neutron-state factor and Il(s’l,)d is a scattered-neutron-state factor, which are defined by
1 2
I](B,)X = ’<O|fQiai|nQ¢Uz‘> 9 (101)
1 2
1) = [ngso, 0,100 (102)

It is noted that I(l) = 0(1) when nq;s; = 0(1) and Ig)d = 0(1) when ng,;,, = 0(1). The scattered-neutron-state
factor plays a role to record the number of the neutrons arrived at the single-neutron detector.

The statistical average of the single neutron-scattering probability for the INS measurement can be calculated from
Eq. (96), which follows

»X

=) _ 1 - 1 1 1 1
Ty = - D e PEa P (4, 04) 'F(B,)aﬁ i '11(3,)(17 (103)
I
where 375 =3 5q.0,0min, - Let us first consider the sum over the spins o; and o as following:

=(1 (1 1 1
Te = 3 PRo)WsIS L@ Va) - Topo P 15 - 15

gi0f

51 i 1 1
= 33 P (o) (WalS (@) W6) (518 (@] Wa) 0, 7, s T
ij 0i0f
i j 1 ; ; 1 1
= Y (WIS @) (WIS (@I Wa) Y ol lo) oy lr o) - I) - Ty
ij oios
i i 1 1
= D (WalST(@Is) (Va5 (@] ¥a) - T T (104)
Here we have used Zmaf (0|t |of)(of|T7|oi) = di;. Another trick in the last step for Eq. (104) is based on the fact
that I](Bl)x,](l) 0 or 1. Therefore, only the terms with Ig) 1 and I(l)d = 1 have contribution to FSB)IF, and the
sum over the spins o; and oy can be calculated independently on the detailed values of I ](3)X and [ (B,)d' Let us introduce
an imaginary-time spin Green’s function D(q,7) = —>_,(T+Si(q, 7')5JT (d4,0))(6:;5 —4;q;). The corresponding spectral
function xp(q, E) is defined by x5(q, E) = —2Im D(q, iv, — E +id"), which can be shown to follow

Xi(a B) = 2 e (W ST (@)W} (051S5(@) W) (55 — Gig)ng! (B)O(E + By — Ba), (103)

afij

where np(E) is the Bose distribution function. Note that ), SY)T(q) Sﬁ_i) (@) = > SH(q)S;(q)(6;; — @:d;), the
statistical average of the single neutron—scattering probability for the INS measurement can be shown to follow

ZP Dia) TS - 15 T (106)
where ), = qumf, and I‘g) follows
2At
i) = 7@(‘1)}'1 4ys(a, EY)) -np(EY). (107)

The transferred energy Eg) is defined as above for Eq. (98), Eg) = &(ay) — E(q;) with £(q,) and E(qy) being the
incident and the scattered neutron energies. In the simple case with Ig& = 1 and Ig))d = 1, we can recover the

previous result for the instantaneous INS [8] that fg) = I‘g).
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V. S-MATRIX PERTURBATION THEORY FOR POST-EXPERIMENT cINS

Let us consider the post-experiment coincident inelastic neutron scattering (cINS) we have proposed in the main text,
which can detect directly the two-spin correlations of the target electrons by coincidence detection of two neutron-
scattering processes. The combined system of the post-ezperiment cINS measurement is same to that of the INS
measurement. Suppose the incident two neutrons from every one of the sequential neutron pulses have momentum
and spin distribution functions Pg) (Qiy s i) = m(q“) m(qm) and P( )(0“,012) = ]3;1)(01-1) . pél)(ai2). Here
p](;)(ai) is defined as in the above INS case with the same neutron-spin mixed states. Suppose the two scattered
neutrons arrived at two respective single-neutron detectors Dy and D, have fixed momenta (qy,,qy,) but arbitrary
spins (oy,,0y,). The density matrix of the initial states of the pulse-resolved two neutron-scattering processes of the
post-experiment, cINS measurement is defined by

(2 2)
pB = ZPB)I|(I) @S, (108)
where P( 7 and |<I)g)1> are defined by
2 1 _ 2 =(2
Pé,)l = Ee ﬁEaPé)(qilvqm)Pé)(Uil;Ulé); (109)
2
|(I)(B,)I> = |\IJO¢> ® |nCIi1<Tz'1 nqi20i2>' (110)

Here ), = Zaqmmi’ Ny, 04y » Naiyoi, = 0,1 are two incident neutron numbers of the two respective neutron-scattering
processes of each post-experiment cINS coincidence detection. The projection operator for the final states of the two
neutron-scattering processes is defined by

2 2 2 2
=310 @D, 195)0) = [Ws) @ [nqy, 0, Nas,0y,): (111)
F

where Y =>" Bonyr A0 Ng; op s Nap,op, = 0 or 1 are defined for the scattered neutrons which arrive at two single-
neutron detectors D and Ds, respectively. When we introduce the density matrix of the combined system at the
observation time t; as

pB,1(ty) = Sp(ts. ti)pBSB(ti,tf), (112)

the coincidence probability of two neutron-scattering processes of the post-experiment cINS measurement can be
defined by

T =T[5 (415 = Te[ppSE (b )15 S5 (k4. 1:)], (113)

where ﬁ{BQ?I (tr) is the second-order part of the density matrix pp r(ts), S’g) (ts,t;) and Sg) (ti,ty) are the second-order

perturbation expansions of the Sp-matrices and defined by

1 i b
Sty 1) = 5(~1)? //t oty T (Vi1 (12) Vi 1 (1)), (114)
1, i b ~
S0 = 537 [ andeTivy 00V el (115)
!

Similarly, I' 53) can expressed into the following form as

(2 2 2)) = (2 2 2 2
ZPB} S (LS 19 (E), 195 (t)) = SE (b7, )| PE)- (116)
Thus, the coincidence probability of the post-erperiment cINS measurement can be shown to follow

=(2 1 _ 2 (2 2 2 2) |2
Ty =2 > e PP (ai. ai) Py (00, 0) (@5 p IS (17 1012507, (117)
1

where ), » = Zaﬂqmmfnmf . Eq. (117) is one main result of the S-matrix perturbation theory for the post-experiment
cINS.
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Let us consider the coincidence detection of two neutron-scattering processes from one neutron pulse with one initial

state |<I>(§)I> and one final state |<I)g)F>. The coincidence probability of the two neutron-scattering processes is defined
by

=(2 2 2 2) (|2
T5e = [(@5 ISy (1. )2 D" (118)
fg))l r can be calculated by

—(2 1, i tr 2
Thir = 5037 [ deadti(nas, o0, mas,o: sl TVt (22) Vit (1)) Wi na 0, M)

= [5(-3 // dtzdty Y gn () gn(h) (1S (ch t2) SO (e 1) W) 7, L, T

’ fz i 71 %
qqfa'lcr ij

X <an1 o Nag,op, |fq U ( )fT o’ (t1)|0> <0|fCI:2 iy (t2)fqglg:£1 (t1)|nqi1‘7i1 Nqq, c"52>

2,1 2,2
= F(B 11)?«“ + F(B 11)?«“ (119)

2

fg H)p and Fg ?;, define the two contributions from two different classes of microscopic neutron-scattering pro-

cesses. 1"53) H)F comes from the neutron-scattering processes with the neutron-state changes as |q;, 04, ) — |qp, 0, ) and

|9y 03,) = |, 05,), and fg:?}, stems from the neutron-state changes as |q;,0:,) — |ay,0y,) and |qi,05,) — |dp07,)-

Let us introduce a two-spin Bethe-Salpeter wave function for the target-electron spin system [§],

89 (auty, qatz) = (V5| TSP (a2, £2)S (ar, )| W) (120)
With a similar treatment for the cARPES, we can define a center-of-mass time t. = (¢; + t2)/2 and a relative time
t, = to — t1. The two-spin Bethe-Salpeter wave function can be reexpressed into the form as ¢, J)(ql,qg;tc,tT) =

(;5( J )(qltl, daote). The frequency Fourier transformation form (ba 3 (ql, q2; Q,w) can be defined by

69 (a1, a2 2, w) = / / Aty 80D (@, o o 1) 0 (121)

In the limit with ¢; =— —oo and t; =— 400, it can be shown that

2,1 2,1 2 2

T = Thus 15 15, (122)
2,2 2,2 2 2

TG, = TG, 15, - 15, (123)

where fgﬁ’olt)ﬁ and fg:i)ﬁ are given by

2

2,1 lg(a1)gn(az | i

ey = —rp | Zd)(” (a1 @i Qp,wp)T] 75 (124)
=(2,2 lgs(a;) QB (ds) | i 2
P(B,a)ﬁ - ’Z¢(1J q17q27QB7wB) o'f Tiy Tfjflaiz (125)

IJ(BQ)X is an incident-neutron-state factor and I](g)d is a scattered-neutron-state factor, which are defined for the post-

experiment cINS detection as

15 = (01 fan o0, [ o0 )| [l fayoy Iy} (126)
and
15, =13 <13, (127)
where I (a ) ,and 11(31,)(12 are defined by
15 = |agon 1T, o IO I, = [(nap,0p, £, 10)]7 (128)
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It should be noted that I(Bl,)dl = 0(1) when ng, ,, = 0(1) and 11(31,)(12 = 0(1) when ng, ,, = 0(1). Therefore, 11(32,)d
records the coincidence counting of the scattered neutrons arrived at two single-neutron detectors. In Eqgs. (124) and
(125), the transferred momenta are defined by

q1 =495 — 49,92 = qf — qizvql =4q5 — qizaGQ =4qf — Qi (129)
and the transferred frequencies are defined by

1 _ 1 — _
—(Ep1+ Epp),wp = (EB 2—Ep1),Qp = ﬁ(EB,l + Epp),wp =

Qp = 7

(EBQ—EB 1) (130)

2h 2h

Here the transferred energies in two relevant neutron-scattering processes of the post-experiment cINS detection are
defined as

EB,l = g(Qfl) - g(qh)a EB,Q = g(sz) - 8(qi2)7EB,l = g(Qfl) - g(qi2>aEB,2 = g(qf2) - g(qh)' (131)

In summary, fg)] r can be expressed into the form as

=(2 =(2 2 2
T = Thns - Tix - Tiws (132)
w2
where FB)O‘,B is defined as
2 2,1 2,2
F(B)aﬁ - I‘(B a)ﬁ + I‘(B a)ﬁ (133)

Here F(2 1)/3 and fg’i?@ are given by Eqgs. (124) and (125). It should be remarked that in the derivation of the two
contrlbutlons from two different classes of two neutron-scattering processes, we have ignored the quantum interference
from these two different classes of neutron-scattering processes.

The statistical average of the coincidence probability of pulse-resolved two neutron-scattering processes from every
one of the sequential neutron pulses can be calculated from Eq. (117), which follows

il

2 1 _ 2 =(2 =(2 2 2
53) = 2 Ze ﬁEaPé )(qilvq’m)Pé )(0'1'1,0'1'2) 'F(B,)aﬁ I( ) I](B)d’ (134)
IF

where ), = Ea,@qmmfnmf' With a same method for the sum over the spins o; and o¢ as used in Eq. (104), fg)
can be shown to follow

(2 2 2 2 2
T =D P () T - Iy - I, (135)
1F

2
where 30 = Y q S nnyiny,» and T follows [3]

2 2 2
Iy =18+, (136)
with the two contributions defined as
1 _ ij 2
Fg,)l =z e BE"‘Clwgé)(QhQ%QB,wB)’ ; (137)
afij
2 1 _ i) e = 2
Ty = 3 ;‘6 OBa Cy|¢\D) (@, G O w)| " (138)
afi]

Here the two constants O and Cs are given by C; = |gp(q1)gp(q2)|?/A* and Cy = |g5(q;)gs(a,)|?/A*. It should be
noted that g)d =1 g)d x 1 g)d follows in fg)l rand f@) Therefore, the coincidence probability of the post-experiment
cINS measurement can be obtained by I](B)d which records the coincidence counting of the scattered neutrons from
pulse-resolved two neutron-scattering processes with the renormalization of the target-electron spin form factor and
the incident-neutron-state factor. When we consider the case with 1(5’2)x =1land [ 1(92,)01 = 1, we can recover our previous
results for the instantaneous cINS [8].
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From the coincidence probability of the post-experiment cINS measurement in Eq. (135), it is clear that the post-
experiment cINS can provide the information on the frequency two-spin Bethe-Salpeter wave function. Therefore, it
will be a powerful technique to study the dynamical two-spin correlations of the target electrons. This can be seen
more clearly from the following spectrum expression of the frequency two-spin Bethe-Salpeter wave function [8]:

ouF (ar, a2; Qw) = 278 [Q + (Bg — Ea) /W] 603 (ar, az;w), (139)
where qﬁgé) (q1,qz2;w) follows

o () = 3 IS () [ W) (0|81 (@) [Wa) i Ws]ST (ar)|W4) (W4 ] ST (q2) | W)
op (a1, az; — | w+id* + (Ea + Es —2E,)/2h w—i0t — (Eq + Eg — 2E,)/2h

(140)

Obviously, the post-experiment cINS can provide the dynamical two-spin correlations of the target electrons, which
involve both the center-of-mass and the inner-pair relative dynamical physics with both momentum and energy
resolved.
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