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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 cINS 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 D1 and D2, respec-
tively. An additional coincidence detector D1⊗2 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 D1⊗2 makes once
coincidence counting when the two detectors D1 and D2

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 D1⊗2, (b) the
post-experiment coincidence detection technique with a pulse

source and two counting recorders R1 and R2. Here D1 and
D2 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 tn = t0 + n∆td
with n = 0, 1, 2, · · · , N , the photon source emits pho-
ton pulses sequentially, where ∆td 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 tn−1, the photon source
emits one photon pulse. At the same time, two counting
recorders R1 and R2 begin to record the emitted photo-
electrons which arrive at two single-photoelectron detec-
tors D1 and D2, 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-tn−1 pulse can be distinctly resolved. Define

two variables, I
(1)
d1

and I
(1)
d2

, for the recorded counting
data in the two respective recordersR1 and R2. Thus, we
have two sequential recorded counting data, {a1(n), n =

1, 2, · · · , N} for I
(1)
d1

and {a2(n), n = 1, 2, · · · , N} for I
(1)
d2

.

Here a1(n), a2(n) = 0 or 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,

a1(n) and a2(n), is defined by I
(2)
d (n) = a1(n) × a2(n),

which defines the coincidence counting of the photoelec-
trons arrived at two single-photoelectron detectors D1

and D2 within the n-th time window t ∈ [tn−1, tn) 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 a2(n) = 1, I
(2)
d (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)
d 〉 = 1

N

∑N
n=1 a1(n) × a2(n). It involves the

two-body correlations of the target electrons in particle-
particle channel. Define another two statistical aver-

ages, 〈I
(1)
d1

〉 = 1
N

∑N
n=1 a1(n) and 〈I

(1)
d2

〉 = 1
N

∑N
n=1 a2(n).

The intrinsic two-body correlations can be obtained by

I
(2,c)
d = 〈I

(2)
d 〉 − 〈I

(1)
d1

〉 × 〈I
(1)
d2

〉. 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, tc the

characteristic time scale of the physics we are interested
in, ∆tp the time width of the pulse, and ∆td the time
window between sequential two pulses. In order to study
the dynamics of the physics we are interested in, we
should choose ∆tp ≤ tc and ∆td ≫ tc, which also en-
sures ∆td ≫ ∆tp 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
(1)
d1

and I
(1)
d2

are two variables defined for the two respective
recorders R1 and R2, which record the counting data a1(n)

and a2(n) within the n-th time window. I
(2)
d defines the n-th

coincidence counting. Three statistical averages are defined
in the main text.

Time window I
(1)
d1

I
(1)
d2

I
(2)
d

1 a1(1) a2(1) a1(1)× a2(1)

2 a1(2) a2(2) a1(2)× a2(2)
...

...
...

...

N a1(N) a2(N) a1(N)× a2(N)

Average 〈I
(1)
d1

〉 〈I
(1)
d2

〉 〈I
(2)
d 〉

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

Γ(2) = Γ(2) · I(2)χ · I
(2)
d , (1)

where Γ(2) 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
(2)
χ defines an incident-particle-state factor,
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and

I
(2)
d = I

(1)
d1

× I
(1)
d2

(2)

defines an emitted- or scattered-particle-state factor. It

is I
(2)
d = I

(1)
d1

× I
(1)
d2

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 VA =
∑

kσqλ gA(k;q, λ)d
†
k+qσckσaqλ, where

d†kσ is the creation operator for the photoelectrons with
momentum k and spin σ, ckσ is the annihilation operator
for the electrons in the target matter, aqλ is the annihi-
lation operator for the photons with momentum q and
polarization λ. Introduce the electron-photon interaction

relevant S-matrix SA = Tt exp[−
i
~

∫ +∞

−∞
dt VA,I(t) ·F (t)],

where VA,I(t) = eiHA,0t/~VAe
−iHA,0t/~. Here Tt is a time-

ordering operator, HA,0 includes the Hamiltonians of the
target electrons, the incident photons and the emitted
photoelectrons, and F (t) = θ(t +∆td/2)− θ(t −∆td/2)
defines one time window where θ is the step function.
Suppose the incident photons from the pulse source

have momentum q and polarization λ with a distribution
function PA(q, λ) and the emitted photoelectrons are fo-
cused with fixed momentum k and spin σ. The photoe-
mission probability of one single-photoelectric process is
defined by

Γ
(1)
A,IF =

∣∣〈Φ(1)
A,F |S

(1)
A |Φ

(1)
A,I〉

∣∣2, (3)

where S
(1)
A is the first-order expansion of the SA ma-

trix, |Φ
(1)
A,I〉 = |Ψα〉 ⊗ |χi(qλ)〉 ⊗ |0(d)〉 is the initial

state and |Φ
(1)
A,F 〉 = |Ψβ〉 ⊗ |χf (qλ)〉 ⊗ |n

(d)
kσ 〉 is the fi-

nal state. Here |Ψα〉 and |Ψβ〉 are the target-electron
eigenstates with the respective eigenenergies Eα and Eβ ,
|χi(qλ)〉 and |χf (qλ)〉 are the photon initial and final

states, and n
(d)
kσ = 0 or 1 is the photoelectron number de-

fined for the photoelectron states. It should be remarked

that Γ
(1)
A,IF defines the photoemission probability of once

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

Γ
(1)
A,IF = Γ

(1)
A,αβ · I

(1)
A,χ · I

(1)
A,d, (4)

where Γ
(1)
A,αβ is a target-electron form factor, I

(1)
A,χ is a

photon-state factor and I
(1)
A,d is a photoelectron-state fac-

tor, the latter two of which are defined by

I
(1)
A,χ =

∣∣〈χf (qλ)|aqλ|χi(qλ)〉
∣∣2,

I
(1)
A,d =

∣∣〈n(d)
kσ |d

†
kσ|0

(d)〉
∣∣2. (5)

Note that I
(1)
A,d = 0 (1) when n

(d)
kσ = 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

Γ
(1)
A =

∑

IF

PA(q, λ) · Γ
(1)
A · I

(1)
A,χ · I

(1)
A,d, (6)

where
∑

IF =
∑

qλχiχfn(d) , and Γ
(1)
A =

1
Z

∑
αβ e

−βEαΓ
(1)
A,αβ defines the photoemission prob-

ability of the ARPES obtained previously [9],

Γ
(1)
A =

|gA|
2∆td
~

A(k− q, σ;E
(1)
A ) · nF (E

(1)
A ). (7)

Here A(k, σ;E) = −2 ImGσ(k, iωn → E + iδ+) is the
spectral function of the imaginary-time Green’s function

Gσ(k, τ) = −〈Tτckσ(τ)c
†
kσ(0)〉, nF (E) is the Fermi-Dirac

distribution function, gA = gA(k − q;q, λ), and E
(1)
A is

the transferred energy in the photoelectric process. E
(1)
A

is defined by E
(1)
A = ε

(d)
k + Φ − ~ωq, where ε

(d)
k is the

photoelectron energy, Φ is the work function, and ~ωq is
the photon energy.
It should be remarked that the photoelectron-state fac-

tor I
(1)
A,d makes us to obtain the absolute counting of the

photoemission probability in realistic ARPES measure-

ment, with zero counting when n
(d)
kσ = 0 and I

(1)
A,d = 0

and finite counting when n
(d)
kσ = 1 and I

(1)
A,d = 1. This

is different from the conventional ARPES measurement,

where only the signals with n
(d)
kσ = 1 and I

(1)
A,d = 1 are

recorded and only the relative photoemission 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, λ) and the photoelectrons arrived at two single-
photoelectron detectors have fixed momenta and spins
(k1σ1) and (k2σ2), 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

Γ
(2)
A,IF =

∣∣〈Φ(2)
A,F |S

(2)
A |Φ

(2)
A,I〉

∣∣2, (8)

where S
(2)
A is the second-order expansion of the SA matrix

[9], |Φ
(2)
A,I〉 and |Φ

(2)
A,F 〉 are the corresponding initial and fi-

nal states which are defined by |Φ
(2)
A,I〉 = |Ψα〉⊗|χi(qλ)〉⊗

|0(d)〉 and |Φ
(2)
A,F 〉 = |Ψβ〉⊗|χf(qλ)〉⊗|n

(d)
k1σ1

n
(d)
k2σ2

〉. Γ
(2)
A,IF
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can be shown to follow

Γ
(2)
A,IF = Γ

(2)
A,αβ · I

(2)
A,χ · I

(2)
A,d, (9)

where the target-electron form factor Γ
(2)
A,αβ follows

Γ
(2)
A,αβ =

|gA,1gA,2|
2

~4

∣∣Φ(2)
A,αβ(kA,1σ1,kA,2σ2; ΩA, ωA)

∣∣2

(10)
with kA,1 = k1 − q, kA,2 = k2 − q, gA,1 = gA(kA,1;q, λ)
and gA,2 = gA(kA,2;q, λ). Here in order to describe the

coincidence probability Γ
(2)
A,αβ , we have introduced a two-

body Bethe-Salpeter wave function in particle-particle
channel [20, 21],

Φ
(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1t1;k2σ2t2) = 〈Ψβ |Ttck2σ2(t2)ck1σ1(t1)|Ψα〉.

(11)
Defining tc = (t1 + t2)/2 and tr = t2 − t1, we can
introduce another expression of the two-body Bethe-

Salpeter wave function, Φ
(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1,k2σ2; tc, tr) =

Φ
(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1t1;k2σ2t2). Φ

(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1,k2σ2; Ω, ω) is the

Fourier transformation of Φ
(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1,k2σ2; tc, tr) and

defined as

Φ
(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1,k2σ2; Ω, ω)

=

∫∫ +∞

−∞

dtcdtrΦ
(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1,k2σ2; tc, tr)e

iΩtc+iωtr . (12)

In Eq. (10), the center-of-mass frequency ΩA and the
relative frequency ωA are defined by ΩA = (EA,1 +
EA,2)/~, ωA = (EA,2 − EA,1)/2~, where the two trans-
ferred energies in the two photoelectric processes are de-

fined by EA,1 = ε
(d)
k1

+Φ−~ωq and EA,2 = ε
(d)
k2

+Φ−~ωq.

In Eq. (9), the photon-state factor I
(2)
A,χ is defined by

I
(2)
A,χ =

∣∣〈χf (qλ)|a
2
qλ|χi(qλ)〉

∣∣2, (13)

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

I
(2)
A,d = I

(1)
A,d1

× I
(1)
A,d2

, (14)

where

I
(1)
A,d1

=
∣∣〈n(d)

k1σ1
|d†k1σ1

|0(d)〉
∣∣2,

I
(1)
A,d2

=
∣∣〈n(d)

k2σ2
|d†k2σ2

|0(d)〉
∣∣2. (15)

Since I
(1)
A,d1

= 0 (1) when n
(d)
k1σ1

= 0 (1) and I
(1)
A,d2

= 0 (1)

when n
(d)
k2σ2

= 0 (1), I
(2)
A,d records the coincidence counting

of the pulse-resolved photoelectrons arrived at two single-
photoelectron detectors D1 and D2.
The statistical average of the coincidence probability

of pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes from every
one of the sequential photon pulses is given by

Γ
(2)
A =

1

Z

∑

IF

e−βEαPA(q, λ) · Γ
(2)
A,αβ · I

(2)
A,χ · I

(2)
A,d, (16)

where
∑

IF =
∑

αβ

∑
qλχiχf

∑
n
(d)
1 n

(d)
2

. It should be

remarked that Γ
(2)
A,IF has a same structure to Γ(2) in

Eq. (1) and I
(2)
A,d = I

(1)
A,d1

× I
(1)
A,d2

follows in both

Γ
(2)
A,IF and Γ

(2)
A . This shows that the coincidence

probability of pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes

can be obtained by I
(2)
A,d 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 I
(1)
A,d1

= 1 and I
(1)
A,d2

= 1, Γ
(2)
A can recover the

previous results we have obtained 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 cARPES measurement [9] where only

the coincidence detection signals with I
(1)
A,d1

= 1 and

I
(1)
A,d2

= 1 are recorded. This difference comes from

the introduction of a photoelectron-state factor I
(2)
A,d =

I
(1)
A,d1

× I
(1)
A,d2

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
R1, R2, · · · , RM 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 Ri and Rj by using the coincidence count-

ing I
(2)
d,ij = I

(1)
d,i × I

(1)
d,j . Therefore, the post-experiment

cARPES will be a highly efficient 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 VB =∑

qiqfσiσf
gB(q)f

†
qfσf

τσfσi
fqiσi

·S⊥(q) with q = qf−qi.

Here f †
qσ and fqσ are the neutron creation and annihi-

lation operators with momentum q and spin σ, τ is the
Pauli matrix, and S⊥(q) is a target-electron spin relevant
operator. S⊥(q) is defined as S⊥(q) = S(q) · (1 − q̂q̂),
where S(q) =

∑
l Sle

−iq·Rl with Sl being the target-
electron spin operator at position Rl and q̂ = q/|q|.
The electron-neutron scattering S-matrix is defined by

SB = Tt exp[−
i
~

∫ +∞

−∞
dt VB,I(t) · F (t)], where VB,I(t) =
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eiHB,0t/~VBe
−iHB,0t/~. Here HB,0 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 |Φ
(1)
B,I〉 = |Ψα〉 ⊗

|nqiσi
〉 and the final state |Φ

(1)
B,F 〉 = |Ψβ〉⊗ |nqfσf

〉. Here
nqσ = 0 or 1 is the neutron number defined for the
neutron states. The scattering probability of this single

neutron-scattering process can be defined by Γ
(1)
B,IF =∣∣〈Φ(1)

B,F |S
(1)
B |Φ

(1)
B,I〉

∣∣2, where S
(1)
B is the first-order expan-

sion of the SB matrix. Following the above procedure for
the ARPES and the previous derivation for the INS [11],
we can show that

Γ
(1)
B,IF = Γ

(1)
B,αβ · I

(1)
B,χ · I

(1)
B,d, (17)

where Γ
(1)
B,αβ is a target-electron spin form factor, I

(1)
B,χ =

∣∣〈0|fqiσi
|nqiσi

〉
∣∣2 defines an incident-neutron-state fac-

tor and I
(1)
B,d =

∣∣〈nqfσf
|f †

qfσf
|0〉

∣∣2 defines a scattered-

neutron-state factor. It should be noted that I
(1)
B,χ = 0 (1)

when nqiσi
= 0 (1) and I

(1)
B,d = 0 (1) when nqfσf

=

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

P
(1)
B (qi, σi) = P

(1)
B (qi)·P

(1)
B (σi), where the neutron spins

are in the mixed states defined by
∑

σi
P

(1)
B (σi)|σi〉〈σi| =

1
2 (| ↑〉〈↑ |+ | ↓〉〈↓ |), and suppose the scattered neutrons
which arrive at the single-neutron detector have fixed
momentum qf but arbitrary spin σf . The statistical av-
erage of the single neutron-scattering probability for the
INS measurement can be shown to follow

Γ
(1)
B =

∑

IF

P
(1)
B (qi) · Γ

(1)
B · I

(1)
B,χ · I

(1)
B,d, (18)

where
∑

IF =
∑

qininf
, and Γ

(1)
B follows

Γ
(1)
B =

|g(q)|2∆td
~

χB(q, E
(1)
B ) · nB(E

(1)
B ). (19)

Here χB(q, E) = −2 ImD(q, iνn → E+ iδ+) is the spec-
tral function of the target-electron spin Green’s function

D(q, τ) = −
∑

ij〈TτSi(q, τ)S
†
j(q, 0)〉(δij − q̂iq̂j), nB(E)

is the Bose-Einstein distribution function. The trans-
ferred energy E

(1)
B = E(qf ) − E(qi), where E(qi) and

E(qf ) are respectively the incident and the scattered neu-
tron energies. In the derivations of Eqs. (18) and (19),

we have used the identity 1
2

∑
σiσf

〈σi|τ
l|σf 〉〈σf |τ

l′ |σi〉 =

δll′ 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 |Φ
(2)
B,I〉 = |Ψα〉 ⊗ |nqi1σi1

nqi2σi2
〉 and the fi-

nal state |Φ
(2)
B,F 〉 = |Ψβ〉 ⊗ |nqf1

σf1
nqf2

σf2
〉, the coin-

cidence probability of the two neutron-scattering pro-
cesses caused by one incident neutron pulse is defined by

Γ
(2)
B,IF =

∣∣〈Φ(2)
B,F |S

(2)
B |Φ

(2)
B,I〉

∣∣2, where S
(2)
B is the second-

order expansion of the SB matrix. It can be shown that

Γ
(2)
B,IF = Γ

(2)
B,αβ · I

(2)
B,χ · I

(2)
B,d, (20)

where Γ
(2)
B,αβ is a target-electron spin form factor, I

(2)
B,χ =

∣∣〈0|fqi1σi1
|nqi1σi1

〉
∣∣2 ·

∣∣〈0|fqi2σi2
|nqi2σi2

〉
∣∣2 is an incident-

neutron-state factor, and I
(2)
B,d is a scattered-neutron-

state factor defined by

I
(2)
B,d = I

(1)
B,d1

× I
(1)
B,d2

, (21)

where I
(1)
B,d1

=
∣∣〈nqf1

σf1
|f †

qf1
σf1

|0〉
∣∣2 and I

(1)
B,d2

=
∣∣〈nqf2

σf2
|f †

qf2
σf2

|0〉
∣∣2. It is noted that Γ

(2)
B,IF has a

same structure to Eq. (1). Since I
(1)
B,d1

= 0 (1) when

nqf1
σf1

= 0 (1) and I
(1)
B,d2

= 0 (1) when nqf2
σf2

= 0 (1),

I
(2)
B,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 P
(2)
B (qi1 ,qi2 ) = P

(1)
B (qi1 ) · P

(1)
B (qi2 ) and

P
(2)
B (σi1 , σi2) = P

(1)
B (σi1 ) · P

(1)
B (σi2 ). Here P

(1)
B (σi) is

defined as in the above INS case with the same neutron-
spin mixed states. Suppose the two scattered neutrons
are focused with fixed momenta (qf1 ,qf2) but arbitrary
spins (σf1 , σf2). The statistical average of the coincidence
probability of pulse-resolved two neutron-scattering pro-
cesses from every one of the sequential neutron pulses
follows

Γ
(2)
B =

∑

IF

P
(2)
B (qi1 ,qi2) · Γ

(2)
B · I

(2)
B,χ · I

(2)
B,d, (22)

where
∑

IF =
∑

qi1qi2

∑
ni1ni2nf1

nf2
, and Γ

(2)
B is given

by [11]

Γ
(2)
B = Γ

(2)
B,1 + Γ

(2)
B,2, (23)

with the two contributions defined as

Γ
(2)
B,1 =

1

Z

∑

αβij

e−βEαC1

∣∣φ(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; ΩB, ωB)

∣∣2,

Γ
(2)
B,2 =

1

Z

∑

αβij

e−βEαC2

∣∣φ(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; ΩB , ωB)

∣∣2.(24)

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

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1t1,q2t2) = 〈Ψβ |TtS

(j)
⊥ (q2, t2)S

(i)
⊥ (q1, t1)|Ψα〉.

(25)

Similar to the definition of Eq. (12), φ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; Ω, ω)

is the Fourier transformation of φ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; tc, tr) =

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1t1,q2t2) with tc = (t1 + t2)/2 and tr = t2 − t1.
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The two contributions, Γ
(2)
B,1 and Γ

(2)
B,2, come from two

different classes of microscopic neutron-scattering pro-
cesses, the former with the neutron-state changes as
|qi1σi1 〉 → |qf1σf1〉 and |qi2σi2 〉 → |qf2σf2〉, and the lat-
ter with the neutron-state changes as |qi1σi1 〉 → |qf2σf2〉
and |qi2σi2 〉 → |qf1σf1〉. In Eq. (24), the transferred
momenta are defined by q1 = qf1 − qi1 ,q2 = qf2 −
qi2 ,q1 = qf1 − qi2 ,q2 = qf2 − qi1 , and the transferred
frequencies are defined by ΩB = (EB,1 + EB,2)/~, ωB =

(EB,2 −EB,1)/2~,ΩB = (EB,1 +EB,2)/~, ωB = (EB,2 −

EB,1)/2~, where the transferred energies are defined as

EB,1 = E(qf1) − E(qi1 ), EB,2 = E(qf2 )− E(qi2 ), EB,1 =

E(qf1 ) − E(qi2 ), EB,2 = E(qf2 ) − E(qi1 ). The two con-
stants C1 and C2 are given by C1 = |gB(q1)gB(q2)|

2/~4

and C2 = |gB(q1)gB(q2)|
2/~4. It is noted that the coin-

cidence probabilities Γ
(2)
B,IF and Γ

(2)
B both follow Eq. (1)

with I
(2)
B,d = I

(1)
B,d1

× I
(1)
B,d2

. Therefore, the coincidence
probability of pulse-resolved two neutron-scattering pro-

cesses can be obtained by I
(2)
B,d 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-experiment

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 t ≤ ti, a system is in thermodynamic
equilibrium which can be described by a density matrix

ρ0 =
1

Z
e−βH0 , (26)

whereH0 is a time-independent Hamiltonian and the par-
tition function Z = Tr(e−βH0). At time ti, a detection
interaction V (t) is turned on and the Hamiltonian be-
comes into the following form as

H(t) = H0(t) + V (t), (27)

where H0(t) may become time dependent after

ti. Let us introduce two time-evolution operators

U0(t, ti) = Tt exp[−
i
~

∫ t

ti
dt1H0(t1)] and UH(t, ti) =

Tt exp[−
i
~

∫ t

ti
dt1H(t1)]. An S-matrix in the interaction

picture can be defined as S(t, ti) = U †
0 (t, ti)UH(t, ti),

which can be shown to follow

S(t, ti) = Tt exp[−
i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1VI(t1)], (28)

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

VI(t) = U †
0 (t, ti)V (t)U0(t, ti). (29)

The statistical ensemble average of an observable
operator A at time t (t > ti) is defined as
〈A〉(t) = Tr[ρ0AH(t)], where the observable opera-
tor in the Heisenberg picture is defined by AH(t) =

U †
H(t, ti)A(t)UH(t, ti). It can be easily shown that, in

the interaction picture,

〈A〉(t) = Tr[ρI(t)AI(t)] = Tr[ρ0S(ti, t)AI(t)S(t, ti)],
(30)

where ρI(t) = S(t, ti)ρ0S(ti, t) is the density matrix in
the interaction picture, and AI(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, ti)

=

+∞∑

n=0

1

n!

(
−
i

~

)n ∫ t

ti

dtn · · ·

∫ t

ti

dt1Tt[VI(tn) · · ·VI(t1)], (31)

and S(ti, t) = [S(t, ti)]
†. 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 HA,0.
At the beginning time ti of each photon-pulse de-
tection, the electron-photon interaction VA is turned
on. The relevant S-matrix is defined by SA(tf , ti) =

Tt exp[−
i
~

∫ tf
ti

dtVA,I(t)]. Let us introduce the time-

window function F (t) = θ(t + ∆td/2) − θ(t − ∆td/2)
for each photon-pule detection, where ti = −∆td/2 and
tf = +∆td/2. The S-matrix can be expressed into
another form as given in the Results section, SA =

Tt exp[−
i
~

∫ +∞

−∞
dt VA,I(t) ·F (t)]. Because ∆td ≫ tc,∆tp,

we will set ti → −∞ and tf → +∞ in the final deriva-
tions.
The initial states of the combined system at the be-

ginning time ti of each photon-pulse detection can be de-

scribed by the density matrix ρA =
∑

I PA,I |Φ
(1)
A,I〉〈Φ

(1)
A,I |,

where the distribution function PA,I is defined by PA,I =
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1
Z e

−βEαPA(q, λ) and
∑

I =
∑

αqλχi
. Z = Tr(e−βHs),

where Hs is the target-electron Hamiltonian with eigen-
values Eα. Since the photoemission probability of the
ARPES measurement is mainly dominated by the single-
photoelectric processes, it can be defined by

Γ
(1)
A = Tr[ρ

(1)
A,I(tf )1

(1)
A ] = Tr[ρAS

(1)
A (ti, tf )1

(1)
A S

(1)
A (tf , ti)].

(32)

Here ρ
(1)
A,I(tf ) is the first-order part of the density ma-

trix ρA,I(tf ) = SA(tf , ti)ρASA(ti, tf ). S
(1)
A (tf , ti) is

the first-order perturbation expansion of the SA-matrix

and defined as S
(1)
A (tf , ti) = − i

~

∫ tf
ti

dt1VA,I(t1), and

S
(1)
A (ti, tf ) = S

(1)†
A (tf , ti). In Eq. (32), 1

(1)
A is a

projection operator for the final states of the single-
photoelectric processes of the ARPES measurement

and defined by 1
(1)
A =

∑
F |Φ

(1)
A,F 〉〈Φ

(1)
A,F | with

∑
F =

∑
βqλχfn(d) . Γ

(1)
A can be reexpressed into the following

form as

Γ
(1)
A =

∑

I

PA,I〈Φ
(1)
A,I(tf )|1

(1)
A |Φ

(1)
A,I(tf )〉, (33)

where |Φ
(1)
A,I(tf )〉 = S

(1)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(1)
A,I〉. The photoemission

probability of the ARPES measurement can be shown to
follow

Γ
(1)
A =

1

Z

∑

IF

e−βEαPA(q, λ)
∣∣〈Φ(1)

A,F |S
(1)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(1)
A,I〉

∣∣2,

(34)
where

∑
IF =

∑
αβqλχiχfn(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

Γ
(2)
A = Tr[ρ

(2)
A,I(tf )1

(2)
A ] = Tr[ρAS

(2)
A (ti, tf )1

(2)
A S

(2)
A (tf , ti)],

(35)

where ρ
(2)
A,I(tf ) is the second-order part of the den-

sity matrix ρA,I(tf ). S
(2)
A (tf , ti) is the second-order

perturbation expansion of the SA-matrix and defined

by S
(2)
A (tf , ti) = 1

2 (−
i
~
)2
∫∫ tf

ti
dt2dt1Tt[VA,I(t2)VA,I(t1)],

and S
(2)
A (ti, tf ) = S

(2)†
A (tf , ti). 1

(2)
A is a projection op-

erator for the final states of the cARPES measurement
and defined as 1

(2)
A =

∑
F |Φ

(2)
A,F 〉〈Φ

(2)
A,F | with

∑
F =

∑
βqλχfn(d) . Similarly, Γ

(2)
A can be reexpressed into the

below form as

Γ
(2)
A =

∑

I

PA,I〈Φ
(2)
A,I(tf )|1

(2)
A |Φ

(2)
A,I(tf )〉, (36)

where |Φ
(2)
A,I(tf )〉 = S

(2)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
A,I〉. The coincidence

probability of pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes
for the post-experiment cARPES measurement can be
shown to follow

Γ
(2)
A =

1

Z

∑

IF

e−βEαPA(q, λ)
∣∣〈Φ(2)

A,F |S
(2)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
A,I〉

∣∣2,

(37)
where

∑
IF =

∑
αβqλχiχfn(d) . This is one main result of

the S-matrix perturbation theory for the post-experiment

cARPES. From the detailed derivation in Section III 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,

Jk1σ1k2σ2 = d†k2σ2
dk2σ2d

†
k1σ1

dk1σ1 , where d†k1σ1
(dk1σ1)

and d†k2σ2
(dk2σ2 ) are the creation (annihilation) oper-

ators of the photoelectrons arrived at two detectors D1

and D2, respectively. From Eq. (30), the statistical ob-
servation value of Jk1σ1k2σ2 at the observation time tf
can be defined by

〈Jk1σ1k2σ2〉 = Tr[ρASA(ti, tf)JI,k1σ1k2σ2(tf )SA(tf , ti)],
(38)

where JI,k1σ1k2σ2(t) is the pair-photoelectron operator in
the interaction picture. From the discussion in Section III
of Supplementary material, we can show the following
relation

Γ
(2)
A ≃ 〈Jk1σ1k2σ2〉. (39)

This is a very interesting result that the coincidence prob-

ability Γ
(2)
A we have introduced for the cARPES mea-

surement is equivalent approximately to the observation
value of the pair-photoelectron operator Jk1σ1k2σ2 , 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 H0 at time t ≤ ti. At time ti, a detection interaction
V (t) is turned on and the Hamiltonian of the system becomes into the following form as

H(t) = H0(t) + V (t), (1)

where H0(t) may become time dependent after time ti. Suppose the system is in a quantum state |Ψ(ti)〉 at time ti.
After time ti, this quantum state follows the Schrödinger equation i~ ∂

∂t |ΨS(t)〉 = H(t)|ΨS(t)〉 and thus follows a time
evolution as

|ΨS(t)〉 = UH(t, ti)|Ψ(ti)〉, UH(t, ti) = Tt exp[−
i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1H(t1)], (2)

where Tt is a time-ordering operator. Proof of this result is given as follows. If the time evolution of the quantum
state |ΨS(t)〉 follows Eq. (2), then

∂

∂t
|ΨS(t)〉 = lim

∆t→0

1

∆t
(|ΨS(t+∆t)〉 − |ΨS(t)〉)

= lim
∆t→0

1

∆t

{
Tt exp[−

i

~

∫ t+∆t

ti

dt1H(t1)]− Tt exp[−
i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1H(t1)]

}
|Ψ(ti)〉)

= lim
∆t→0

1

∆t
[e−

i
~
H(t)∆t − 1]Tt exp[−

i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1H(t1)]|Ψ(ti)〉)

= −
i

~
H(t)Tt exp[−

i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1H(t1)]|Ψ(ti)〉)

= −
i

~
H(t)|ΨS(t)〉). (3)

Therefore, |ΨS(t)〉 follows the Schrödinger equation. Eq. (2) describes the time evolution of the quantum state in the
Schrödinger picture.
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Consider an observable operator A. The expectation value of A at time t in the quantum state ΨS(t) is given by

〈A〉(t) = 〈ΨS(t)|A(t)|ΨS(t)〉 = 〈Ψ(ti)|U
†
H(t, ti)A(t)UH(t, ti)|Ψ(ti)〉. (4)

Introduce the representation of A in the Heisenberg picture,

AH(t) = U †
H(t, ti)A(t)UH(t, ti), (5)

the expectation value of A at time t can be reexpressed in the Heisenberg picture as

〈A〉(t) = 〈Ψ(ti)|AH(t)|Ψ(ti)〉. (6)

Introduce the representation of A in the interaction picture,

AI(t) = U †
0 (t, ti)A(t)U0(t, ti), U0(t, ti) = Tt exp[−

i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1H0(t1)]. (7)

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

〈A〉(t) = 〈ΨI(t)|AI(t)|ΨI(t)〉, (8)

where the quantum state in the interaction picture |ΨI(t)〉 follows

|ΨI(t)〉 = S(t, ti)|Ψ(ti)〉, S(t, ti) = U †
0 (t, ti)UH(t, ti). (9)

Let us now consider the time evolution of the S-matrix. When t > ti, U
†
0 (t, ti) follows

U †
0 (t, ti) = [U0(t, ti)]

† = T̃t exp[−
i

~

∫ ti

t

dt1H0(t1)], (10)

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

∂

∂t
U †
0 (t, ti) = lim

∆t→0

1

∆t
[U †

0 (t+∆t, ti)− U †
0 (t, ti)]

= lim
∆t→0

1

∆t
T̃t exp[−

i

~

∫ ti

t

dt1H0(t1)][e
i
~
H0(t)∆t − 1]

= U †
0 (t, ti)[

i

~
H0(t)]. (11)

From Eq. (3), UH(t, ti) can be shown to follow

∂

∂t
UH(t, ti) = −

i

~
H(t)UH(t, ti). (12)

Thus, S(t, ti) follows

∂

∂t
S(t, ti) =

[
∂

∂t
U †
0 (t, ti)

]
UH(t, ti) + U †

0 (t, ti)

[
∂

∂t
UH(t, ti)

]

= U †
0 (t, ti)[

i

~
H0(t)−

i

~
H(t)]UH(t, ti)

= U †
0 (t, ti)[−

i

~
V (t)]U0(t, ti)U

†
0 (t, ti)UH(t, ti)

= −
i

~
VI(t)S(t, ti). (13)

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

S(t, ti) = Tt exp[−
i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1VI(t1)] =

+∞∑

n=0

1

n!

(
−
i

~

)n ∫ t

ti

dtn · · ·

∫ t

ti

dt1Tt[VI(tn) · · ·VI(t1)]. (14)
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Suppose at time t ≤ ti, the system is in thermodynamic equilibrium which is represented by an ensemble with a
density matrix

ρ0 =
1

Z
e−βH0 =

1

Z

∑

α

e−βEα |Ψα〉〈Ψα|, (15)

where the partition function Z = Tr(e−βH0) and |Ψα〉 are the eigenstates of H0 with the corresponding eigenvalues
Eα. The statistical ensemble average of the observable operator A at time t (t > ti) can be described in three different
pictures, the Heisenberg picture, the Schrödinger picture and the interaction picture as following:

〈A〉(t) = Tr[ρ0AH(t)] = Tr[ρS(t)A(t)] = Tr[ρI(t)AI(t)]. (16)

Here the density matrix at time t in the Schrödinger picture follows

ρS(t) =
1

Z

∑

α

e−βEα |Ψα,S(t)〉〈Ψα,S(t)| = UH(t, ti)ρ0U
†
H(t, ti), (17)

and the density matrix in the interaction picture follows

ρI(t) =
1

Z

∑

α

e−βEα |Ψα,I(t)〉〈Ψα,I(t)| = S(t, ti)ρ0S(ti, t), (18)

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

S(ti, t) = T̃t exp[−
i

~

∫ ti

t

dt1V
†
I (t1)] =

+∞∑

n=0

1

n!

(
−
i

~

)n ∫ ti

t

dt1 · · ·

∫ ti

t

dtnT̃t[V
†
I (t1) · · ·V

†
I (tn)]. (19)

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

〈A〉(t) = Tr[ρI(t)AI(t)] = Tr[ρ0S(ti, t)AI(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

〈A〉(t) = 〈AI(t)〉0 −
i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1〈[AI(t), VI(t1)]〉0, (21)

which can lead us the linear response function of the system to the external perturbation interaction V . Here
〈A〉0 = Tr(ρ0A), and V †(t) = V (t) is assumed. It should be noted that from Eq. (20) and the perturbation
expansions of S(t, ti) and S(ti, t), it can be easily shown that, when H0(t) is time independent for t > ti, all operators
in the interaction picture can be equivalently defined by

AI(t) = e
i
~
H0tA(t)e−

i
~
H0t, (22)

which is the initial time ti independent.
Let us consider the time-resolved angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (TR-ARPES) [1]. At time t ≤ ti,

H0 = Hs is the Hamiltonian of the target electrons. At time ti, the pump field and the probe field are turned
on and H0(t) = Hs + Hpump(t) and V (t) = Hprob(t), where Hpump(t) and Hprob(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 Jd at time t > ti. Since the finite observation value of Jd in the
TR-ARPES is mainly dominated by the single-photoelectric processes, the observation value of Jd can be calculated
approximately by

〈Jd〉(t) = Tr[ρ0S1(ti, t)Jd,I(t)S1(t, ti)], (23)

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

S1(t, ti) = −
i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1VI(t1), (24)

S1(ti, t) = +
i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1V
†
I (t1). (25)
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Therefore, the observation value of Jd in the TR-ARPES follows

〈Jd〉(t) =
1

~2

∫∫ t

ti

dt2dt1〈V
†
I (t2)Jd,I(t)VI(t1)〉0. (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 Hs, the incident photons with a Hamiltonian Hp =
∑

qλ ~ωq(a
†
qλaqλ + 1

2 ), and the

emitted photoelectrons with a Hamiltonian Hd =
∑

kσ ε
(d)
k d†kσdkσ. Here a

†
qλ and aqλ are the creation and annihilation

operators for the photons with momentum q and polarization λ, and d†kσ and dkσ are the creation and annihilation
operators for the photoelectrons with momentum k and spin σ. The Hamiltonian for the ARPES measurement is
given by

HA = HA,0 + VA, (27)

where HA,0 = Hs +Hp +Hd, and the electron-photon interaction VA is defined by

VA =
∑

kσqλ

gA(k;q, λ)d
†
k+qσckσaqλ, (28)

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

SA(tf , ti) = Tt exp[−
i

~

∫ tf

ti

dtVA,I(t)], VA,I(t) = e
i
~
HA,0tVAe

− i
~
HA,0t. (29)

For the photon-pulse source, ti and tf define the time window for every one photon-pulse detection, which can be
described by a time-window function F (t) = θ(t + 1

2∆td) − θ(t − 1
2∆td), where θ is the step function and ∆td is

the time window between sequential two photon pulses. From the definition of F (t), it shows that ti = − 1
2∆td and

tf = + 1
2∆td. Because ∆td ≫ tc,∆tp, where tc is the characteristic time scale of the physics we are interested in and

∆tp is the time width of the photon pulse, we will set ti → −∞ and tf → +∞ 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 |χi(qλ)〉 with a distribution function PA(q, λ) and the emitted photoelectrons
are focused with fixed momentum k and spin σ. The density matrix for the initial states of the combined system at
the beginning time ti of every photon-pulse emission is defined by

ρA =
∑

I

PA,I |Φ
(1)
A,I〉〈Φ

(1)
A,I |, (30)

where the distribution function PA,I and the initial states |Φ
(1)
A,I〉 are defined as

PA,I =
1

Z
e−βEαPA(q, λ), (31)

|Φ
(1)
A,I〉 = |Ψα〉 ⊗ |χi(qλ)〉 ⊗ |0(d)〉. (32)

Here
∑

I =
∑

αqλχi
, Z = Tr(e−βHs) and |Ψα〉 are the eigenstates of Hs with the corresponding eigenvalues Eα,

|0(d)〉 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 tf can be defined by

Γ
(1,t)
A = Tr[ρ

(1)
A,I(tf )] = Tr[S

(1)
A (tf , ti)ρAS

(1)
A (ti, tf )], (33)
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where ρ
(1)
A,I(tf ) is the first-order part of the density matrix ρA,I(tf ) = SA(tf , ti)ρASA(ti, tf ). S

(1)
A (tf , ti) is the first-

order perturbation expansion of the SA-matrix, which is relevant to the single-photoelectric processes and defined as

S
(1)
A (tf , ti) = − i

~

∫ tf
ti

dtVA,I(t), and S
(1)
A (ti, tf ) = S

(1)†
A (tf , ti). Physically, Γ

(1,t)
A can be expressed into the below form

as

Γ
(1,t)
A =

∑

I

PA,I〈Φ
(1)
A,I(tf )|Φ

(1)
A,I(tf )〉, |Φ

(1)
A,I(tf )〉 = S

(1)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(1)
A,I〉. (34)

This clearly shows that Γ
(1,t)
A defines the state probability of the combined system at time tf 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 σ,

1
(1)
A =

∑

F

|Φ
(1)
A,F 〉〈Φ

(1)
A,F |, |Φ

(1)
A,F 〉 = |Ψβ〉 ⊗ |χf (qλ)〉 ⊗ |n

(d)
kσ 〉, (35)

where
∑

F =
∑

βqλχfn(d) , |Ψβ〉 are the eigenstates of the target electrons, |χf (qλ)〉 describe the final photon states

and n
(d)
kσ = 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 σ can be defined by

Γ
(1)
A =

∑

I

PA,I〈Φ
(1)
A,I(tf )|1

(1)
A |Φ

(1)
A,I(tf )〉, (36)

which has another physically equivalent form as

Γ
(1)
A = Tr[ρ

(1)
A,I(tf )1

(1)
A ]. (37)

It can be shown that Γ
(1)
A follows

Γ
(1)
A =

1

Z

∑

IF

e−βEαPA(q, λ)
∣∣〈Φ(1)

A,F |S
(1)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(1)
A,I〉

∣∣2, (38)

where
∑

IF =
∑

αβqλχiχfn(d) . 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 |Φ
(1)
A,I〉

and one final state |Φ
(1)
A,F 〉, which can be defined by

Γ
(1)
A,IF =

∣∣〈Φ(1)
A,F |S

(1)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(1)
A,I〉

∣∣2. (39)

When we introduce the simplified representations for the initial and final states as |Φ
(1)
A,I〉 = |Ψα;χi(qλ); 0

(d)〉 and

|Φ
(1)
A,F 〉 = |Ψβ;χf (qλ);n

(d)
kσ 〉, it can be shown that

Γ
(1)
A,IF =

∣∣∣(− i

~
)

∫ tf

ti

dt〈n
(d)
kσ ;χf (qλ); Ψβ |VA,I(t)|Ψα;χi(qλ); 0

(d)〉
∣∣∣
2

=
∣∣∣(− i

~
)

∫ tf

ti

dt
∑

k′σ′q′λ′

gA(k
′;q′, λ′)〈n

(d)
kσ ;χf (qλ); Ψβ |d

†
k′+q′σ′(t)ck′σ′(t)aq′λ′(t)|Ψα;χi(qλ); 0

(d)〉
∣∣∣
2

=
∣∣∣(− i

~
)

∫ tf

ti

dt
∑

k′σ′

gA(k
′ − q;q, λ)〈Ψβ |ck′−qσ(t)|Ψα〉〈χf (qλ)|aqλ|χi(qλ)〉〈n

(d)
kσ |d

†
k′σ′ |0

(d)〉ei[ε
(d)

k′
/~−ωq]t

∣∣∣
2

. (40)

Here the sum over k′ and σ′ describes all possible photoemissions in the single-photoelectric process with the emitted

photoelectrons created by d†k′σ′ . Physically, Γ
(1)
A,IF can be reexpressed into the following simplified form as

Γ
(1)
A,IF =

∣∣∣
∑

m

〈Φ
(1)
A,F |Φ

(1)
m (tf )〉

∣∣∣
2

, (41)
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where |Φ
(1)
m (tf )〉 with m ≡ k′σ′ is defined by

|Φ(1)
m (tf )〉 = (−

i

~
)

∫ tf

ti

dt gA(k
′ − q;q, λ)d†k′σ′(t)ck′−qσ′(t)aqλ(t)|Φ

(1)
A,I〉. (42)

We introduce CF,m = 〈Φ
(1)
A,F |Φ

(1)
m (tf )〉 to describe the probability of one quantum state |Φ

(1)
m (tf )〉 in the final state

|Φ
(1)
A,F 〉. Thus, Γ

(1)
A,IF =

∣∣∑
m CF,m

∣∣2 =
∑

m1m2
C∗

F,m1
CF,m2 , which defines all probability of the linear superpo-

sition quantum state
∑

m |Φ
(1)
m (tf )〉 in the final state |Φ

(1)
A,F 〉. In the realistic ARPES measurement, when each

single-photoelectron detector focuses on the emitted photoelectrons with fixed momentum k and spin σ, the final
state relevant to one single-photoelectron detector has definite momentum k and spin σ. Thus, the photoemission
probability detected by this detector is only relevant to one special quantum state with m = kσ. Therefore, we have

Γ
(1)
A,IF =

∣∣CF,kσ

∣∣2δkk′δσσ′ =
∣∣〈Φ(1)

A,F |Φ
(1)
kσ (tf )〉

∣∣2δkk′δσσ′ . (43)

The above discussion shows that Γ
(1)
A,IF defines all probability of different k′σ′ relevant photoemissions detected

by one single-photoelectron detector with one focused final state |Φ
(1)
A,F 〉. Physically, in each ARPES detection with

one focused final state |Φ
(1)
A,F 〉, only one k′σ′ relevant photoemission occurs with only one k′σ′-photoelectron emitted

from this photoemission. During this ARPES detection, the single-photoelectron detector detects the number of the

photoelectron n
(d)
kσ . n

(d)
kσ = 0 when the emitted photoelectron with k′ 6= k and σ′ 6= σ, and n

(d)
kσ = 1 when k′ = k

and σ′ = σ. Therefore, we can introduce a photoelectron-state factor I
(1)
A,d to define the photoelectron states of the

single-photoelectron detector. It can be defined by

I
(1)
A,d =

∣∣〈n(d)
kσ |d

†
kσ|0

(d)〉
∣∣2. (44)

I
(1)
A,d = 0 when no photoelectron arrives at the detector with n

(d)
kσ = 0, and I

(1)
A,d = 1 when one photoelectron arrives

at the detector with n
(d)
kσ = 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, Γ
(1)
A,IF can be expressed into the form as

Γ
(1)
A,IF = Γ

(1)
A,αβ · I

(1)
A,χ · I

(1)
A,d, (45)

where Γ
(1)
A,αβ is a target-electron form factor, I

(1)
A,χ is a photon-state factor and I

(1)
A,d is the photoelectron-state factor.

I
(1)
A,χ is defined by

I
(1)
A,χ =

∣∣〈χf (qλ)|aqλ|χi(qλ)〉
∣∣2. (46)

The target-electron form factor Γ
(1)
A,αβ is defined and calculated as following:

Γ
(1)
A,αβ =

|gA|
2

~2

∣∣∣
∫ tf

ti

dt〈Ψβ |ck−qσ(t)|Ψα〉e
i[ε

(d)
k

/~−ωq]t
∣∣∣
2

=
|gA|

2

~2

∣∣∣
∫ tf

ti

dt〈Ψβ |e
iHst/~ck−qσe

−iHst/~|Ψα〉e
i[ε

(d)
k

/~−ωq]t
∣∣∣
2

=
|gA|

2

~2

∣∣〈Ψβ |ck−qσ|Ψα〉
∣∣2 ·

∣∣∣
∫ tf

ti

dtei[(Eβ−Eα+ε
(d)
k

)/~−ωq]t
∣∣∣
2

=
2π|gA|

2∆td
~

∣∣〈Ψβ|ck−qσ|Ψα〉
∣∣2 δ[Eβ − Eα + ε

(d)
k − ~ωq], (47)

where gA = gA(k− q;q, λ). In the last step to derive Eq. (47), we have set ti = − 1
2∆td and tf = + 1

2∆td, and
sin2(ax)

x2 = πaδ(x) when a → +∞ has been used with the limit ∆td → +∞.
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The statistical average of the photoemission probability of the ARPES measurement can be calculated from Eq.
(38), which follows

Γ
(1)
A =

1

Z

∑

IF

e−βEαPA(q, λ) · Γ
(1)
A,αβ · I

(1)
A,χ · I

(1)
A,d, (48)

where
∑

IF =
∑

αβqλχiχfn(d) and Γ
(1)
A,αβ is given by Eq. (47). Let us introduce the single-particle Green’s func-

tion Gσ(k, τ) = −〈Tτckσ(τ)c
†
kσ(0)〉, where τ is an imaginary time. The corresponding imaginary-frequency Fourier

transformation is defined by Gσ(k, iωn) =
∫ β

0
dτGσ(k, τ)e

iωnτ . The single-particle spectral function A(k, σ;E) =

−2 ImGσ(k, iωn → E + iδ+) can be shown to follow

A(k, σ;E) =
2π

Z

∑

αβ

(e−βEα + e−βEβ)
∣∣〈Ψβ |ckσ|Ψα〉

∣∣2 δ(E + Eβ − Eα). (49)

Γ
(1)
A can be expressed into the following form as

Γ
(1)
A =

∑

IF

PA(q, λ) · Γ
(1)
A · I

(1)
A,χ · I

(1)
A,d, (50)

where
∑

IF =
∑

qλχiχfn(d) , and Γ
(1)
A = 1

Z

∑
αβ e

−βEαΓ
(1)
A,αβ is given by

Γ
(1)
A =

|gA|
2∆td
~

A(k − q, σ;E
(1)
A ) · nF (E

(1)
A ). (51)

Here E
(1)
A is the transferred energy in the single-photoelectric process and nF (E) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution

function. E
(1)
A is defined as E

(1)
A = ε

(d)
k

+ Φ − ~ωq, where ε
(d)
k

is the photoelectron energy and ~ωq is the photon

energy. Here the work function Φ has been included in the definition of E
(1)
A . Consider a simple case where there

is only one incident photon and the final state is focused with one photoelectron. In this case, I
(1)
A,χ and I

(1)
A,d can be

given by

I
(1)
A,χ =

∣∣〈0qλ|aqλ|1qλ〉
∣∣2 = 1, I

(1)
A,d =

∣∣〈1(d)kσ |d
†
kσ|0

(d)〉
∣∣2 = 1. (52)

Thus, we can recover the previous result of the ARPES [3] that Γ
(1)
A = Γ

(1)
A .

It should be remarked that the photoelectron-state factor I
(1)
A,d makes us to obtain the absolute counting of the

photoemission probability in realistic ARPES measurement, with zero counting when n
(d)
kσ = 0 and I

(1)
A,d = 0 and finite

counting when n
(d)
kσ = 1 and I

(1)
A,d = 1. This is different from the conventional ARPES measurement, where only the

signals with n
(d)
kσ = 1 and I

(1)
A,d = 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 Jkσ = d†kσdkσ for one single-photoelectron detector. The observation
value of Jkσ at the observation time tf is defined by its statistical ensemble average following Eq. (20), 〈Jkσ〉 =
Tr[ρASA(ti, tf)JI,kσ(tf )SA(tf , ti)]. Since the observation value of Jkσ is mainly dominated by the single-photoelectric
processes, it can be calculated approximately by

〈Jkσ〉 ≃ Tr[ρAS
(1)
A (ti, tf )d

†
kσ(tf )dkσ(tf )S

(1)
A (tf , ti)]

= Tr[ρAS
(1)
A (ti, tf )d

†
kσ(tf ) 1

′(1)
A dkσ(tf )S

(1)
A (tf , ti)]

=
∑

IF ′

PA,I〈Φ
(1)
A,I |S

(1)
A (ti, tf )d

†
kσ(tf )|Φ

(1)
A,F ′〉〈Φ

(1)
A,F ′ |dkσ(tf )S

(1)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(1)
A,I〉

=
∑

IF ′

PA,I

∣∣〈Φ(1)
A,F ′ |dkσS

(1)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(1)
A,I〉

∣∣2

=
1

Z

∑

IF ′

e−βEαPA(qλ)
∣∣〈Φ(1)

A,F |S
(1)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(1)
A,I〉

∣∣2. (53)
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Here 1
′(1)
A =

∑
F ′ |Φ

(1)
A,F ′〉〈Φ

(1)
A,F ′ | with

∑
F ′ =

∑
βqλχfn(d) and |Φ

(1)
A,F ′〉 = |Ψβ〉⊗|χf(qλ)〉⊗|n

(d)
kσ 〉. The relation between

|Φ
(1)
A,F 〉 and |Φ

(1)
A,F ′〉 is defined by |Φ

(1)
A,F 〉 = d†

kσ|Φ
(1)
A,F ′〉 = |Ψβ〉 ⊗ |χf (qλ)〉 ⊗ |n

(d)
kσ 〉 with n

(d)
kσ = 1 (0) when n

(d)
kσ = 0 (1).

It should be noted that the time dependent phase factor of dkσ(tf ), e
−iε

(d)
kσ

tf/~, is irrelevant to the observation value
〈Jkσ〉. Therefore, from Eqs. (38) and (53), we have the following relation

Γ
(1)
A ≃ 〈Jkσ〉 = 〈d†kσdkσ〉. (54)

This is an interesting result that the photoemission probability Γ
(1)
A we have introduced for the ARPES measurement

is equivalent approximately to the observation value of the photoelectron operator Jkσ = d†kσdkσ. It should be noted
that the observation value of Jkσ has a similar formula to a photoelectron current operator introduced previously in
the reference [2].

III. 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 detectorsD1 andD2 detect the emitted photoelectrons from each photon pulse with
fixed momenta and spins (k1σ1) and (k2σ2), 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

Γ
(2)
A = Tr[ρ

(2)
A,I(tf )1

(2)
A ] = Tr[ρAS

(2)
A (ti, tf )1

(2)
A S

(2)
A (tf , ti)]. (55)

Here ρ
(2)
A,I is the second-order part of the density matrix ρA,I(tf ), ρA is defined by Eq. (30) with the initial states of

the combined system same to that of the ARPES measurement, i.e., |Φ
(2)
A,I〉 = |Φ

(1)
A,I〉. S

(2)
A (tf , ti) and S

(2)
A (ti, tf ) are

the second-order perturbation expansions of the SA-matrices and defined as

S
(2)
A (tf , ti) =

1

2
(−

i

~
)2

∫∫ tf

ti

dt2dt1Tt[VA,I(t2)VA,I(t1)], (56)

S
(2)
A (ti, tf ) =

1

2
(−

i

~
)2

∫∫ ti

tf

dt1dt2T̃t[V
†
A,I(t1)V

†
A,I(t2)]. (57)

In Eq. (55), 1
(2)
A is a projection operator for the final states of the post-experiment cARPES measurement and defined

as

1
(2)
A =

∑

F

|Φ
(2)
A,F 〉〈Φ

(2)
A,F |, |Φ

(2)
A,F 〉 = |Ψβ〉 ⊗ |χf (qλ)〉 ⊗ |n

(d)
k1σ1

n
(d)
k2σ2

〉, (58)

where
∑

F =
∑

βqλχfn(d) , n
(d)
k1σ1

and n
(d)
k2σ2

are the numbers of the photoelectrons arrived at two single-photoelectron

detectors D1 and D2, respectively. Γ
(2)
A can be expressed into another form as

Γ
(2)
A =

∑

I

PA,I〈Φ
(2)
A,I(tf )|1

(2)
A |Φ

(2)
A,I(tf )〉, |Φ

(2)
A,I(tf )〉 = S

(2)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
A,I〉, (59)
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where PA,I is defined by Eq. (31). Therefore, the coincidence probability of the post-experiment cARPES measurement
can be shown to follow

Γ
(2)
A =

1

Z

∑

IF

e−βEαPA(q, λ)
∣∣〈Φ(2)

A,F |S
(2)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
A,I〉

∣∣2, (60)

where
∑

IF =
∑

αβqλχiχfn(d) . 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 |Φ

(2)
A,I〉

and one final state |Φ
(2)
A,F 〉. The coincidence probability of the two photoelectric processes can be defined by

Γ
(2)
A,IF =

∣∣〈Φ(2)
A,F |S

(2)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
A,I〉

∣∣2, (61)

which follows, with the simplified denotations |Φ
(2)
A,I〉 = |Ψα;χi(qλ); 0

(d)〉 and |Φ
(2)
A,F 〉 = |Ψβ;χf (qλ);n

(d)
k1σ1

n
(d)
k2σ2

〉,

Γ
(2)
A,IF =

∣∣∣1
2
(−

i

~
)2
∫∫ tf

ti

dt2dt1〈n
(d)
k1σ1

n
(d)
k2σ2

;χf (qλ); Ψβ |Tt[VA,I(t2)VA,I(t1)]|Ψα;χi(qλ); 0
(d)〉

∣∣∣
2

=
∣∣∣(− i

~
)2

∫∫ tf

ti

dt2dt1
∑

k′

1σ
′

1k
′

2σ
′

2

gA,1gA,2〈Ψβ |Ttck′

2−qσ2
(t2)ck′

1−qσ1
(t1)|Ψα〉〈χf (qλ)|a

2
qλ|χi(qλ)〉

× 〈n
(d)
k1σ1

|d†
k′

1σ
′

1
|0(d)〉〈n

(d)
k2σ2

|d†
k′

2σ
′

2
|0(d)〉e

i[ε
(d)

k′

1
/~−ωq]t1+i[ε

(d)

k′

2
/~−ωq]t2

∣∣∣
2

, (62)

where we have taken account of two contributions which are equal under the transformations (k1 ↔ k2, σ1 ↔ σ2, t1 ↔

t2). Here gA,1 = gA(k
′
1 − q;q, λ1) and gA,2 = gA(k

′
2 − q;q, λ2). With a similar discussion for Γ

(1)
A,IF , we can express

Γ
(2)
A,IF into the following simplified form as

Γ
(2)
A,IF =

∣∣〈Φ(2)
A,F |Φ

(2)
k1σ1k2σ2

(tf )〉
∣∣2δk1k

′

1
δσ1σ′

1
δk2k

′

2
δσ2σ′

2
, (63)

where |Φ
(2)
k1σ1k2σ2

(tf )〉 is defined by

|Φ
(2)
k1σ1k2σ2

(tf )〉 = (−
i

~
)2

∫∫ tf

ti

dt2dt1gA,1gA,2Tt[d
†
k2σ2

(t2)ck2−qσ2(t2)aqλ(t2)d
†
k1σ1

(t1)ck1−qσ1(t1)aqλ(t1)]|Φ
(2)
A,I〉. (64)

With a same trick to introduce a photoelectron-state factor for the ARPES measurement, Γ
(2)
A,IF can be expressed

into the form as

Γ
(2)
A,IF = Γ

(2)
A,αβ · I

(2)
A,χ · I

(2)
A,d, (65)

where Γ
(2)
A,αβ is a target-electron form factor, I

(2)
A,χ is a photon-state factor and I

(2)
A,d is a photoelectron-state factor.

The target-electron form factor Γ
(2)
A,αβ for the post-experiment cARPES measurement follows

Γ
(2)
A,αβ =

∣∣∣(− i

~
)2

∫∫ tf

ti

dt2dt1 gA,1gA,2〈Ψβ |Ttck2−qσ2(t2)ck1−qσ1(t1)|Ψα〉e
i[ε

(d)
k1

/~−ωq]t1+i[ε
(d)
k2

/~−ωq]t2
∣∣∣
2

=
|gA,1gA,2|

2

~4

∣∣∣
∫∫ tf

ti

dt2dt1 Φ
(2)
A,αβ(k1 − qσ1t1;k2 − qσ2t2)e

i[ε
(d)
k1

/~−ωq]t1+i[ε
(d)
k2

/~−ωq]t2
∣∣∣
2

, (66)

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

Φ
(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1t1;k2σ2t2) = 〈Ψβ |Ttck2σ2(t2)ck1σ1(t1)|Ψα〉. (67)

Defining the center-of-mass time tc = (t1 + t2)/2 and the relative time tr = t2 − t1, we can introduce another

expression for the two-body Bethe-Salpeter wave function, Φ
(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1,k2σ2; tc, tr) = Φ

(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1t1;k2σ2t2). The

Fourier transformation of Φ
(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1,k2σ2; tc, tr) can be defined as

Φ
(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1,k2σ2; Ω, ω) =

∫∫ +∞

−∞

dtcdtrΦ
(2)
A,αβ(k1σ1,k2σ2; tc, tr)e

iΩtc+iωtr . (68)
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Thus, the target-electron form factor Γ
(2)
A,αβ can be shown to follow

Γ
(2)
A,αβ =

|gA,1gA,2|
2

~4

∣∣Φ(2)
A,αβ(kA,1σ1,kA,2σ2; ΩA, ωA)

∣∣2, (69)

where kA,1 = k1 − q, kA,2 = k2 − q, gA,1 = gA(kA,1;q, λ) and gA,2 = gA(kA,2;q, λ). Here we have set ti → −∞ and
tf → +∞ in the last step of the derivation. In Eq. (69), the center-of-mass frequency ΩA and the relative frequency
ωA are defined by ΩA = (EA,1 + EA,2)/~, ωA = (EA,2 − EA,1)/2~, where the two transferred energies in the two

photoelectric processes are defined by EA,1 = ε
(d)
k1

+Φ− ~ωq and EA,2 = ε
(d)
k2

+Φ− ~ωq. The photon-state factor I
(2)
A,χ

and the photoelectron-state factor I
(2)
A,d in Eq. (65) for Γ

(2)
A,IF are defined by

I
(2)
A,χ =

∣∣〈χf (qλ)|a
2
qλ|χi(qλ)〉

∣∣2, (70)

I
(2)
A,d = I

(1)
A,d1

× I
(1)
A,d2

, (71)

where the two photoelectron-state factors I
(1)
A,d1

and I
(1)
A,d2

are defined by

I
(1)
A,d1

=
∣∣〈n(d)

k1σ1
|d†k1σ1

|0(d)〉
∣∣2, I

(1)
A,d2

=
∣∣〈n(d)

k2σ2
|d†k2σ2

|0(d)〉
∣∣2. (72)

Since I
(1)
A,d1

= 0 (1) when n
(d)
k1σ1

= 0 (1) and I
(1)
A,d2

= 0 (1) when n
(d)
k2σ2

= 0 (1), I
(2)
A,d records the coincidence counting of

the pulse-resolved photoelectrons arrived at two single-photoelectron detectors D1 and D2.
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

Γ
(2)
A =

1

Z

∑

IF

e−βEαPA(q, λ) · Γ
(2)
A,αβ · I

(2)
A,χ · I

(2)
A,d, (73)

where
∑

IF =
∑

αβ

∑
qλχiχf

∑
n
(d)
1 n

(d)
2

. It should be remarked that Γ
(2)
A,IF has a same structure to Γ(2) in Eq. (1) of

the main text, i.e., Γ
(2)
A,IF = Γ

(2)
A,αβ ·I

(2)
A,χ ·I

(2)
A,d, and I

(2)
A,d = I

(1)
A,d1

×I
(1)
A,d2

follows in both Γ
(2)
A,IF and Γ

(2)
A . This shows that

the coincidence probability of pulse-resolved two photoelectric processes can be obtained by I
(2)
A,d 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

I
(1)
A,d1

= 1 and I
(1)
A,d2

= 1, Γ
(2)
A 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 Φ
(2)
A,αβ. From Eq. (67), it is

clear that the two-body Bethe-Salpeter wave function for the cARPES describes the dynamical 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]

φ
(2)
A,αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2; Ω, ω) = 2πδ [Ω + (Eβ − Eα) /~]φ

(2)
A,αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2;ω) , (74)

where φ
(2)
A,αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2;ω) follows

φ
(2)
A,αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2;ω) =

∑

γ

[
i〈Ψβ|ck2σ2 |Ψγ〉〈Ψγ |ck1σ1 |Ψα〉

ω + iδ+ + (Eα + Eβ − 2Eγ)/2~
+

i〈Ψβ |ck1σ1 |Ψγ〉〈Ψγ |ck2σ2 |Ψα〉

ω − iδ+ − (Eα + Eβ − 2Eγ)/2~

]
. (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 δ-function, δ [Ω + (Eβ − Eα) /~], which shows the energy transfer

conservation in the center-of-mass channel; (2) The inner-pair dynamical physics described by φ
(2)
αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2;ω),

which shows the propagatorlike resonance structures, peaked at ω = ±(Eα+Eβ−2Eγ)/2~ with the weights defined by
〈Ψβ |ck2σ2 |Ψγ〉〈Ψγ |ck1σ1 |Ψα〉 and 〈Ψβ |ck1σ1 |Ψγ〉〈Ψγ |ck2σ2 |Ψα〉. The spectral function of the two-body Bethe-Salpeter

wave function φ
(2)
A,αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2; Ω, ω) 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 Γ
(1)
A and the observation value of the photoelectron operator Jkσ = d†kσdkσ as shown in Eq. (54), we now make

a similar discussion on the relation between the coincidence probability Γ
(2)
A and a pair-photoelectron operator for the

cARPES measurement Jk1σ1k2σ2 = d†k2σ2
dk2σ2d

†
k1σ1

dk1σ1 . Here the operators d†k1σ1
(dk1σ1) and d†k2σ2

(dk2σ2) are de-
fined for the two single-photoelectron detectors D1 and D2, respectively. The statistical ensemble average of Jk1σ1k2σ2

at the observation time tf can be defined following Eq. (20), 〈Jk1σ1k2σ2〉 = Tr[ρASA(ti, tf )JI,k1σ1k2σ2(tf )SA(tf , 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 〈Jk1σ1k2σ2〉. Therefore, 〈Jk1σ1k2σ2〉 can be calculated approximately by

〈Jk1σ1k2σ2〉 ≃ Tr[ρAS
(2)
A (ti, tf )d

†
k1σ1

(tf )d
†
k2σ2

(tf )dk2σ2(tf )dk1σ1(tf )S
(2)
A (tf , ti)]

= Tr[ρAS
(2)
A (ti, tf )d

†
k1σ1

(tf )d
†
k2σ2

(tf ) 1
′(2)
A dk2σ2(tf )dk1σ1(tf )S

(2)
A (tf , ti)]

=
∑

IF ′

PA,I〈Φ
(2)
A,I |S

(2)
A (ti, tf )d

†
k1σ1

(tf )d
†
k2σ2

(tf )|Φ
(2)
A,F ′〉〈Φ

(2)
A,F ′ |dk2σ2(tf )dk1σ1(tf )S

(2)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
A,I〉

=
∑

IF ′

PA,I

∣∣〈Φ(2)
A,F ′ |dk2σ2dk1σ1S

(2)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
A,I〉

∣∣2

=
1

Z

∑

IF ′

e−βEαPA(q, λ)
∣∣〈Φ(2)

A,F |S
(2)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
A,I〉

∣∣2. (76)

Here 1
′(2)
A =

∑
F ′ |Φ

(2)
A,F ′〉〈Φ

(2)
A,F ′ | with

∑
F ′ =

∑
βqλχfn(d) and |Φ

(2)
A,F ′〉 = |Ψβ〉⊗|χf (qλ)〉⊗|n

(d)
k1σ1

n
(d)
k2σ2

〉, and |Φ
(2)
A,F 〉 =

d†k1σ1
d†k2σ2

|Φ
(2)
A,F ′〉 = |Ψβ〉 ⊗ |χf (qλ)〉 ⊗ |n

(d)
k1σ1

n
(d)
k2σ2

〉 with n
(d)
kσ = 1 (0) when n

(d)
kσ = 0 (1). From Eqs. (60) and (76), we

can show that

Γ
(2)
A ≃ 〈Jk1σ1k2σ2〉 = 〈d†k2σ2

dk2σ2d
†
k1σ1

dk1σ1〉. (77)

This is a very interesting result that the coincidence probability Γ
(2)
A we have introduced for the cARPES mea-

surement is equivalent approximately to the observation value of the pair-photoelectron operator Jk1σ1k2σ2 =

d†k2σ2
dk2σ2d

†
k1σ1

dk1σ1 . Here the pair-photoelectron operator Jk1σ1k2σ2 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 dk1σ1(tf ) and dk2σ2(tf ) are irrelevant to the observation value 〈Jk1σ1k2σ2 〉, 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

Gc(k1σ1,k2σ2; t1, t2; t
′
2, t

′
1) = (i)2〈Tcc

†
k1σ1

(t′1)c
†
k2σ2

(t′2)ck2σ2(t2)ck1σ1(t1)〉, (78)

where 〈A〉 = 1
ZTr(e−βHsA) with Hs being the target-electron Hamiltonian. Here Tc is a contour-time ordering

operator defined on the time contour C = C+ ∪ C−, where t ∈ C+ evolves as ti → tf and t′ ∈ C− evolves as tf → ti.
The definition of Tc is given by [3, 6, 7]

Tc[A(t1)B(t2)] =

{
A(t1)B(t2), if t1 >c t2,
±B(t2)A(t1), if t1 <c t2,

(79)

where >c and <c 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 Γ
(2)
A in Eq. (59), we have

Γ
(2)
A =

∑

I

PA,I〈Φ
(2)
A,I |S

(2)
A (ti, tf ) 1

(2)
A S

(2)
A (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
A,I〉. (80)

It can be shown that Γ
(2)
A follows

Γ
(2)
A =

(−i)2

~4

∑

IF

PA(qλ)|gA,1gA,2|
2

∫

[t′1,t
′

2,t2,t1]

Gc(kA,1σ1,kA,2σ2; t1, t2; t
′
2, t

′
1)e

i[EA,1(t1−t′1)+EA,2(t2−t′2)]/~ I
(2)
A,χ · I

(2)
A,d,

(81)
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where
∑

IF =
∑

qλχiχf

∑
n
(d)
1 n

(d)
2

, kA,1 = k1 − q, kA,2 = k2 − q, gA,1 = gA(kA,1;q, λ), gA,2 = gA(kA,2;q, λ),

EA,1 = ε
(d)
k1

+Φ− ~ωq and EA,2 = ε
(d)
k2

+Φ− ~ωq. The contour-time integral is defined by

∫

[t′1,t
′

2,t2,t1]

=

∫∫ ti

tf

dt′1dt
′
2

∫∫ tf

ti

dt2dt1. (82)

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

Gc(k1σ1,k2σ2;ω1, ω2;ω
′
2, ω

′
1) =

∫

[t′1,t
′

2,t2,t1]

Gc(k1σ1,k2σ2; t1, t2; t
′
2, t

′
1)e

i(ω1t1+ω2t2−ω′

2t
′

2−ω′

1t
′

1). (83)

Γ
(2)
A can be expressed into the form as

Γ
(2)
A =

(−i)2

~4

∑

IF

PA(qλ)|gA,1gA,2|
2 Gc(k1σ1,k2σ2;ωA,1, ωA,2;ωA,2, ωA,1) · I

(2)
A,χ · I

(2)
A,d, (84)

where ωA,1 = EA,1/~ and ωA,2 = EA,2/~. Therefore, Γ
(2)
A 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 = HB,0 + VB , (85)

whereHB,0 = Hs+Hn withHs being the Hamiltonian of the target-electron spin system andHn being the Hamiltonian
of the neutrons. Hn =

∑
qσ E(q)f

†
qσfqσ, where f †

qσ and fqσ are the neutron creation and annihilation operators with

momentum q and spin σ. The electron-neutron spin interaction VB is given by [8–11]

VB =
∑

qiqfσiσf

gB(q)f
†
qfσf

τ σfσi
fqiσi

· S⊥(q) (86)

with q = qf − qi. Here τ is the Pauli matrix and S⊥(q) is a target-electron spin relevant operator. S⊥(q) is defined
as S⊥(q) = S(q) · (1− q̂q̂), where S(q) =

∑
l Sle

−iq·Rl with Sl being the target-electron spin operator at position Rl

and q̂ = q/|q|. The electron-neutron scattering S-matrix is defined by

SB(tf , ti) = Tt exp[−
i

~

∫ tf

ti

dtVB,I(t)], VB,I(t) = e
i
~
HB,0tVBe

− i
~
HB,0t. (87)

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

ρB =
∑

I

P
(1)
B,I |Φ

(1)
B,I〉〈Φ

(1)
B,I |, (88)

where the distribution function P
(1)
B,I and the initial states |Φ

(1)
B,I〉 are defined by

P
(1)
B,I =

1

Z
e−βEαP

(1)
B (qi, σi), (89)

|Φ
(1)
B,I〉 = |Ψα〉 ⊗ |nqiσi

〉. (90)

Here
∑

I =
∑

αqiσini
, Z = Tr(e−βHs) and |Ψα〉 are the eigenstates of the target-electron spin system with the

corresponding eigenvalues Eα, nqiσi
= 0, 1 is the incident neutron number, and P

(1)
B (qi, σi) 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

P
(1)
B (qi, σi) = P

(1)
B (qi) · P

(1)
B (σi), where the incident neutron spins are in the thermal mixed states defined by

∑

σi

P
(1)
B (σi)|σi〉〈σi| =

1

2
(| ↑〉〈↑ |+ | ↓〉〈↓ |) . (91)

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)
B =

∑

F

|Φ
(1)
B,F 〉〈Φ

(1)
B,F |, |Φ

(1)
B,F 〉 = |Ψβ〉 ⊗ |nqfσf

〉, (92)

where
∑

F =
∑

βσfnf
, and nqfσf

= 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 tf in
the interaction picture is given by

ρB,I(tf ) = SB(tf , ti)ρBSB(ti, tf). (93)

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

Γ
(1)
B = Tr[ρ

(1)
B,I(tf )1

(1)
B ] = Tr[ρBS

(1)
B (ti, tf )1

(1)
B S

(1)
B (tf , ti)], (94)

where ρ
(1)
B,I(tf ) is the first-order part of the density matrix ρB,I(tf ), S

(1)
B (tf , ti) is the first-order perturbation expansion

of the SB-matrix and defined as S
(1)
B (tf , ti) = − i

~

∫ tf
ti

dtVB,I(t), and S
(1)
B (ti, tf ) = S

(1)†
B (tf , ti). From a similar

discussion for the ARPES, Γ
(1)
B can be expressed into the following form as

Γ
(1)
B =

∑

I

P
(1)
B,I〈Φ

(1)
B,I(tf )|1

(1)
B |Φ

(1)
B,I(tf )〉, (95)

where |Φ
(1)
B,I(tf )〉 = S

(1)
B (tf , ti)|Φ

(1)
B,I〉. Therefore, the scattering probability of the single neutron-scattering processes

for the INS measurement follows

Γ
(1)
B =

1

Z

∑

IF

e−βEαP
(1)
B (qi, σi)

∣∣〈Φ(1)
B,F |S

(1)
B (tf , ti)|Φ

(1)
B,I〉

∣∣2, (96)

where
∑

IF =
∑

αβqiσiσfninf
. Eq. (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 |Φ
(1)
B,I〉 and one final state |Φ

(1)
B,F 〉. The

scattering probability of this single neutron-scattering process is defined by

Γ
(1)
B,IF =

∣∣〈Φ(1)
B,F |S

(1)
B (tf , ti)|Φ

(1)
B,I〉

∣∣2. (97)

Γ
(1)
B,IF can be calculated as following:

Γ
(1)
B,IF =

∣∣∣(− i

~
)

∫ tf

ti

dt〈nqfσf
; Ψβ|VB,I(t)|Ψα;nqiσi

〉
∣∣∣
2

=
∣∣∣(− i

~
)

∫ tf

ti

dt
∑

q′

iq
′

f
σ′

iσ
′

f

gB(q
′)〈Ψβ |S⊥(q

′, t)|Ψα〉 · τσ′

f
σ′

i
〈nqfσf

|f †

q′

f
σ′

f

(t)|0〉〈0|fq′

i
σ′

i
(t)|nqiσi

〉
∣∣∣
2

=
|gB(q)|

2

~2

∣∣∣〈Ψβ |S⊥(q)|Ψα〉 · τσfσi
〈nqfσf

|f †
qfσf

|0〉〈0|fqiσi
|nqiσi

〉

∫ tf

ti

dtei[Eβ−Eα+E
(1)
B

]t/~
∣∣∣
2

. (98)

In the last step, we have used the trick to introduce the variables 〈0|fqiσi
|nqiσi

〉 and 〈nqfσf
|f †

qfσf
|0〉 to describe the

incident and the scattered neutron states. Here E
(1)
B is the transferred energy defined by E

(1)
B = E(qf )−E(qi), where
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E(qi) and E(qf ) are the incident and the scattered neutron energies, respectively. With a similar derivation of Eq.

(45), Γ
(1)
B,IF can be shown to follow

Γ
(1)
B,IF = Γ

(1)
B,αβ · I

(1)
B,χ · I

(1)
B,d, (99)

where Γ
(1)
B,αβ is a target-electron spin form factor given by

Γ
(1)
B,αβ =

2π|gB(q)|
2∆td

~
|〈Ψβ|S⊥(q)|Ψα〉 · τσfσi

|2 δ(Eβ − Eα + E
(1)
B ), (100)

I
(1)
B,χ is an incident-neutron-state factor and I

(1)
B,d is a scattered-neutron-state factor, which are defined by

I
(1)
B,χ =

∣∣〈0|fqiσi
|nqiσi

〉
∣∣2, (101)

I
(1)
B,d =

∣∣〈nqfσf
|f †

qfσf
|0〉

∣∣2. (102)

It is noted that I
(1)
B,χ = 0 (1) when nqiσi

= 0 (1) and I
(1)
B,d = 0 (1) when nqfσf

= 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

Γ
(1)
B =

1

Z

∑

IF

e−βEαP
(1)
B (qi, σi) · Γ

(1)
B,αβ · I

(1)
B,χ · I

(1)
B,d, (103)

where
∑

IF =
∑

αβqiσiσfninf
. Let us first consider the sum over the spins σi and σf as following:

Γ̃
(1)
B,IF ≡

∑

σiσf

P
(1)
B (σi)|〈Ψβ |S⊥(q)|Ψα〉 · τσfσi

|2 · I
(1)
B,χ · I

(1)
B,d

=
∑

ij

∑

σiσf

P
(1)
B (σi)〈Ψα|S

(i)†
⊥ (q)|Ψβ〉〈Ψβ |S

(j)
⊥ (q)|Ψα〉τ

i
σiσf

τ
j
σfσi

· I
(1)
B,χ · I

(1)
B,d

=
∑

ij

〈Ψα|S
(i)†
⊥ (q)|Ψβ〉〈Ψβ |S

(j)
⊥ (q)|Ψα〉

∑

σiσf

1

2
〈σi|τ

i|σf 〉〈σf |τ
j |σi〉 · I

(1)
B,χ · I

(1)
B,d

=
∑

i

〈Ψα|S
(i)†
⊥ (q)|Ψβ〉〈Ψβ |S

(i)
⊥ (q)|Ψα〉 · I

(1)
B,χ · I

(1)
B,d. (104)

Here we have used
∑

σiσf

1
2 〈σi|τ

i|σf 〉〈σf |τ
j |σi〉 = δij . Another trick in the last step for Eq. (104) is based on the fact

that I
(1)
B,χ, I

(1)
B,d = 0 or 1. Therefore, only the terms with I

(1)
B,χ = 1 and I

(1)
B,d = 1 have contribution to Γ̃

(1)
B,IF , and the

sum over the spins σi and σf can be calculated independently on the detailed values of I
(1)
B,χ and I

(1)
B,d. Let us introduce

an imaginary-time spin Green’s function D(q, τ) = −
∑

ij〈TτSi(q, τ)S
†
j (q, 0)〉(δij− q̂iq̂j). The corresponding spectral

function χB(q, E) is defined by χB(q, E) = −2 ImD(q, iνn → E + iδ+), which can be shown to follow

χB(q, E) =
2π

Z

∑

αβij

e−βEα〈Ψα|S
†
i (q)|Ψβ〉〈Ψβ |Sj(q)|Ψα〉(δij − q̂iq̂j)n

−1
B (E)δ(E + Eβ − Eα), (105)

where nB(E) is the Bose distribution function. Note that
∑

i S
(i)†
⊥ (q)S

(i)
⊥ (q) =

∑
ij S

†
i (q)Sj(q)(δij − q̂iq̂j), the

statistical average of the single neutron-scattering probability for the INS measurement can be shown to follow

Γ
(1)
B =

∑

IF

P
(1)
B (qi) · Γ

(1)
B · I

(1)
B,χ · I

(1)
B,d, (106)

where
∑

IF =
∑

qininf
, and Γ

(1)
B follows

Γ
(1)
B =

|g(q)|2∆td
~

χB(q, E
(1)
B ) · nB(E

(1)
B ). (107)

The transferred energy E
(1)
B is defined as above for Eq. (98), E

(1)
B = E(qf ) − E(qi) with E(qi) and E(qf ) being the

incident and the scattered neutron energies. In the simple case with I
(1)
B,χ = 1 and I

(1)
B,d = 1, we can recover the

previous result for the instantaneous INS [8] that Γ
(1)
B = Γ

(1)
B .
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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-experiment 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 P
(2)
B (qi1 ,qi2) = P

(1)
B (qi1 ) · P

(1)
B (qi2 ) and P

(2)
B (σi1 , σi2) = P

(1)
B (σi1 ) · P

(1)
B (σi2 ). Here

P
(1)
B (σi) 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 D1 and D2 have fixed momenta (qf1 ,qf2 ) but arbitrary
spins (σf1 , σf2). The density matrix of the initial states of the pulse-resolved two neutron-scattering processes of the
post-experiment cINS measurement is defined by

ρ̃B =
∑

I

P
(2)
B,I |Φ

(2)
B,I〉〈Φ

(2)
B,I |, (108)

where P
(2)
B,I and |Φ

(2)
B,I〉 are defined by

P
(2)
B,I =

1

Z
e−βEαP

(2)
B (qi1 ,qi2)P

(2)
B (σi1 , σi2), (109)

|Φ
(2)
B,I〉 = |Ψα〉 ⊗ |nqi1σi1

nqi2σi2
〉. (110)

Here
∑

I =
∑

αqiσini
, nqi1σi1

, nqi2σi2
= 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

1
(2)
B =

∑

F

|Φ
(2)
B,F 〉〈Φ

(2)
B,F |, |Φ

(2)
B,F 〉 = |Ψβ〉 ⊗ |nqf1

σf1
nqf2

σf2
〉, (111)

where
∑

F =
∑

βσfnf
, and nqf1

σf1
, nqf2

σf2
= 0 or 1 are defined for the scattered neutrons which arrive at two single-

neutron detectors D1 and D2, respectively. When we introduce the density matrix of the combined system at the
observation time tf as

ρ̃B,I(tf ) = SB(tf , ti)ρ̃BSB(ti, tf), (112)

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

Γ
(2)
B = Tr[ρ̃

(2)
B,I(tf )1

(2)
B ] = Tr[ρ̃BS

(2)
B (ti, tf )1

(2)
B S

(2)
B (tf , ti)], (113)

where ρ̃
(2)
B,I(tf ) is the second-order part of the density matrix ρ̃B,I(tf ), S

(2)
B (tf , ti) and S

(2)
B (ti, tf ) are the second-order

perturbation expansions of the SB-matrices and defined by

S
(2)
B (tf , ti) =

1

2
(−

i

~
)2

∫∫ tf

ti

dt2dt1Tt[VB,I(t2)VB,I(t1)], (114)

S
(2)
B (tf , ti) =

1

2
(−

i

~
)2

∫∫ ti

tf

dt1dt2T̃t[V
†
B,I(t1)V

†
B,I(t2)]. (115)

Similarly, Γ
(2)
B can expressed into the following form as

Γ
(2)
B =

∑

I

P
(2)
B,I〈Φ

(2)
B,I(tf )|1

(2)
B |Φ

(2)
B,I(tf )〉, |Φ

(2)
B,I(tf )〉 = S

(2)
B (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
B,I〉. (116)

Thus, the coincidence probability of the post-experiment cINS measurement can be shown to follow

Γ
(2)
B =

1

Z

∑

IF

e−βEαP
(2)
B (qi1 ,qi2)P

(2)
B (σi1 , σi2)

∣∣〈Φ(2)
B,F |S

(2)
B (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
B,I〉

∣∣2, (117)

where
∑

IF =
∑

αβqiσiσfninf
. 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 |Φ
(2)
B,I〉 and one final state |Φ

(2)
B,F 〉. The coincidence probability of the two neutron-scattering processes is defined

by

Γ
(2)
B,IF =

∣∣〈Φ(2)
B,F |S

(2)
B (tf , ti)|Φ

(2)
B,I〉

∣∣2. (118)

Γ
(2)
B,IF can be calculated by

Γ
(2)
B,IF =

∣∣∣1
2
(−

i

~
)2
∫∫ tf

ti

dt2dt1〈nqf1
σf1

nqf2
σf2

; Ψβ|Tt[VB,I(t2)VB,I(t1)]|Ψα;nqi1σi1
nqi2σi2

〉
∣∣∣
2

=
∣∣∣1
2
(−

i

~
)2
∫∫ tf

ti

dt2dt1
∑

q′

iq
′

f
σ′

iσ
′

f

∑

ij

gB(q
′
1)gB(q

′
2)〈Ψβ |S

(j)
⊥ (q′

2, t2)S
(i)
⊥ (q′

1, t1)|Ψα〉 τ
j
σ′

f2
σ′

i2

τ
i
σ′

f1
σ′

i1

×〈nqf1
σf1

nqf2
σf2

|f †

q′

f2
σ′

f2

(t2)f
†

q′

f1
σ′

f1

(t1)|0〉〈0|fq′

i2
σ′

i2
(t2)fq′

i1
σ′

i1
(t1)|nqi1σi1

nqi2σi2
〉
∣∣∣
2

= Γ
(2,1)
B,IF + Γ

(2,2)
B,IF . (119)

Γ
(2,1)
B,IF and Γ

(2,2)
B,IF define the two contributions from two different classes of microscopic neutron-scattering pro-

cesses. Γ
(2,1)
B,IF comes from the neutron-scattering processes with the neutron-state changes as |qi1σi1 〉 → |qf1σf1〉 and

|qi2σi2 〉 → |qf2σf2〉, and Γ
(2,2)
B,IF stems from the neutron-state changes as |qi1σi1 〉 → |qf2σf2〉 and |qi2σi2 〉 → |qf1σf1 〉.

Let us introduce a two-spin Bethe-Salpeter wave function for the target-electron spin system [8],

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1t1,q2t2) = 〈Ψβ |TtS

(j)
⊥ (q2, t2)S

(i)
⊥ (q1, t1)|Ψα〉. (120)

With a similar treatment for the cARPES, we can define a center-of-mass time tc = (t1 + t2)/2 and a relative time

tr = t2 − t1. The two-spin Bethe-Salpeter wave function can be reexpressed into the form as φ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; tc, tr) =

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1t1,q2t2). The frequency Fourier transformation form φ

(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; Ω, ω) can be defined by

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; Ω, ω) =

∫∫ +∞

−∞

dtcdtrφ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; tc, tr)e

iΩtc+iωtr . (121)

In the limit with ti =→ −∞ and tf =→ +∞, it can be shown that

Γ
(2,1)
B,IF = Γ

(2,1)
B,αβ · I

(2)
B,χ · I

(2)
B,d, (122)

Γ
(2,2)
B,IF = Γ

(2,2)
B,αβ · I

(2)
B,χ · I

(2)
B,d, (123)

where Γ
(2,1)
B,αβ and Γ

(2,2)
B,αβ are given by

Γ
(2,1)
B,αβ =

|gB(q1)gB(q2)|
2

~4

∣∣∑

ij

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; ΩB, ωB)τ

j
σf2

σi2
τ
i
σf1

σi1

∣∣2, (124)

Γ
(2,2)
B,αβ =

|gB(q1)gB(q2)|
2

~4

∣∣∑

ij

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; ΩB, ωB)τ

j
σf2

σi1
τ
i
σf1

σi2

∣∣2. (125)

I
(2)
B,χ is an incident-neutron-state factor and I

(2)
B,d is a scattered-neutron-state factor, which are defined for the post-

experiment cINS detection as

I
(2)
B,χ =

∣∣〈0|fqi1σi1
|nqi1σi1

〉
∣∣2 ·

∣∣〈0|fqi2σi2
|nqi2σi2

〉
∣∣2, (126)

and

I
(2)
B,d = I

(1)
B,d1

× I
(1)
B,d2

, (127)

where I
(1)
B,d1

and I
(1)
B,d2

are defined by

I
(1)
B,d1

=
∣∣〈nqf1

σf1
|f †

qf1
σf1

|0〉
∣∣2, I

(1)
B,d2

=
∣∣〈nqf2

σf2
|f †

qf2
σf2

|0〉
∣∣2. (128)
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It should be noted that I
(1)
B,d1

= 0 (1) when nqf1
σf1

= 0 (1) and I
(1)
B,d2

= 0 (1) when nqf2
σf2

= 0 (1). Therefore, I
(2)
B,d

records the coincidence counting of the scattered neutrons arrived at two single-neutron detectors. In Eqs. (124) and
(125), the transferred momenta are defined by

q1 = qf1 − qi1 ,q2 = qf2 − qi2 ,q1 = qf1 − qi2 ,q2 = qf2 − qi1 , (129)

and the transferred frequencies are defined by

ΩB =
1

~
(EB,1 + EB,2), ωB =

1

2~
(EB,2 − EB,1),ΩB =

1

~
(EB,1 + EB,2), ωB =

1

2~
(EB,2 − EB,1). (130)

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

EB,1 = E(qf1 )− E(qi1 ), EB,2 = E(qf2 )− E(qi2 ), EB,1 = E(qf1 )− E(qi2 ), EB,2 = E(qf2 )− E(qi1 ). (131)

In summary, Γ
(2)
B,IF can be expressed into the form as

Γ
(2)
B,IF = Γ

(2)
B,αβ · I

(2)
B,χ · I

(2)
B,d, (132)

where Γ
(2)
B,αβ is defined as

Γ
(2)
B,αβ = Γ

(2,1)
B,αβ + Γ

(2,2)
B,αβ. (133)

Here Γ
(2,1)
B,αβ and Γ

(2,2)
B,αβ are given by Eqs. (124) and (125). It should be remarked that in the derivation of the two

contributions 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

Γ
(2)
B =

1

Z

∑

IF

e−βEαP
(2)
B (qi1 ,qi2 )P

(2)
B (σi1 , σi2) · Γ

(2)
B,αβ · I

(2)
B,χ · I

(2)
B,d, (134)

where
∑

IF =
∑

αβqiσiσfninf
. With a same method for the sum over the spins σi and σf as used in Eq. (104), Γ

(2)
B

can be shown to follow

Γ
(2)
B =

∑

IF

P
(2)
B (qi1 ,qi2) · Γ

(2)
B · I

(2)
B,χ · I

(2)
B,d, (135)

where
∑

IF =
∑

qi1qi2

∑
ni1ni2nf1

nf2
, and Γ

(2)
B follows [8]

Γ
(2)
B = Γ

(2)
B,1 + Γ

(2)
B,2, (136)

with the two contributions defined as

Γ
(2)
B,1 =

1

Z

∑

αβij

e−βEαC1

∣∣φ(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; ΩB, ωB)

∣∣2, (137)

Γ
(2)
B,2 =

1

Z

∑

αβij

e−βEαC2

∣∣φ(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; ΩB, ωB)

∣∣2. (138)

Here the two constants C1 and C2 are given by C1 = |gB(q1)gB(q2)|
2/~4 and C2 = |gB(q1)gB(q2)|

2/~4. It should be

noted that I
(2)
B,d = I

(1)
B,d1

×I
(1)
B,d2

follows in Γ
(2)
B,IF and Γ

(2)
B . Therefore, the coincidence probability of the post-experiment

cINS measurement can be obtained by I
(2)
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 I
(2)
B,χ = 1 and I

(2)
B,d = 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]:

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; Ω, ω) = 2πδ [Ω + (Eβ − Eα) /~]φ

(ij)
αβ (q1,q2;ω) , (139)

where φ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2;ω) follows

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2;ω) =

∑

γ

[
i〈Ψβ|S

(j)
⊥ (q2)|Ψγ〉〈Ψγ |S

(i)
⊥ (q1)|Ψα〉

ω + iδ+ + (Eα + Eβ − 2Eγ)/2~
−

i〈Ψβ|S
(i)
⊥ (q1)|Ψγ〉〈Ψγ |S

(j)
⊥ (q2)|Ψα〉

ω − iδ+ − (Eα + Eβ − 2Eγ)/2~

]
. (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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