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Abstract  
Cathodoluminescence (CL), the emission of light induced by accelerated free electrons, has been 

extensively utilized in various applications, such as displays, streak cameras, and high-spatial-

resolution analysis of optical material, surpassing the diffraction limit of light. Despite its long 

history, the photon statistics of CL have only recently been examined, revealing unexpectedly 

large bunching of photons. Here we find that this peculiar photon bunching contains information 

of intervening excitation processes before the photon emission, which can be extracted from the 

photon statistics within each excitation event by a single free electron. Using this approach, we 

experimentally unveiled the statistical differences of coherent CL involving a single 

electromagnetic interaction process and incoherent CL involving multiple excitation processes. 

The developed formulation is universally applicable for particle generation processes in general to 

investigate the nature of cascade reactions.  
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Introduction 

Cathodoluminescence (CL), light emission by free electron excitation, has long been known since 

the discovery of electrons by Thomson in the late 19th century and utilized for cathode ray tube 

(CRT) displays for almost a century until recently. Nowadays, the capability of fast CL signal 

switching by electron beam (e-beam) is applied to streak cameras to visualize ultrafast phenomena. 

Another significant achievement of CL is to analyze the optical properties of materials using 

electron microscopes, offering much higher spatial resolution than purely optical means beyond 

the diffraction limit of light 1–3. The CL process is typically categorized into two types, namely 

coherent CL, where the photons are emitted through pure electromagnetic interaction with the fast 

electron, and incoherent CL, which involves relaxation processes through the excitation of 

particles or quasi-particles, such as secondary electrons, plasmon or excitons 4. While incoherent 

CL imaging and spectroscopy have been employed to analyze semiconductors and minerals since 

the 1970s 5–9, coherent CL has been more popularly used in the last decades in the field of 

nanophotonics and plasmonics, which allows visualizing the electromagnetic field at nanoscales 

10–12. For coherent CL, use of entanglement between free electrons and emitted photons have been 

recently proposed for quantum applications 13–16. 

Regardless of its long history and prevalence, the nature of the free-electron excited light 

in terms of photon statistics has been examined only recently 17–19. The CL photons show unusual 

statistics giving colossal bunching in the second order correlation (𝑔(2)) larger than two for almost 

all materials, including both coherent and incoherent CL even at room temperature 20–24. This 

peculiar nature has been empirically described by semi-classical as well as quantum approaches, 

and it was elucidated that the CL photon statistics basically originate from random excitation by 

individual electrons 21,25,26. However, this raises a question of whether the true CL photon statistics 

without the effect of the excitation modulation by a free electron are available. 

In this study, we propose an approach to extract the intrinsic CL photon statistics within 

the single electron excitation to access the excitation/emission processes in the material. We 

experimentally quantify the CL photon statistics and verify the photon generation processes for 

both coherent CL with Poisson distributions and incoherent CL with super-Poisson distributions. 

And finally, a comprehensive description of this statistical analysis including multiple cascade 

processes will be shown. 
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Fig. 1. Photon statistics analysis of cathodoluminescence. 

(A) Schematic illustration of the photon statistics measurement in 

cathodoluminescence (CL). CL photons generated upon free electron 

excitation are introduced to a 50-50 beam splitter and counted by detectors A 

and B. (B) The coincidence events of the two detectors are counted as a 

function of the delay time difference between the two detectors to produce a 

coincidence histogram. CL typically shows a bunching feature with higher 

counts at the zero time delay. (C) Illustrations of the coherent and incoherent 

CL. In the coherent CL, photons are electromagnetically generated as a single 

process, keeping the electromagnetic coherence between the incident electron 

and generated photon, while in the incoherent CL, relaxation processes, 

including the generation of mediator particles are involved, through which the 

coherence between the incident electron and the generated photon is lost.  

 

Results and Discussion 

Extraction of CL photon statistics within single electron excitation event  

We used a scanning transmission electron microscope (STEM) equipped with a Hanbury Brown-

Twiss (HBT) setup consisting of a half beam splitter, two photon counters and a correlator, as 

shown in Fig. 1A. The CL-HBT approach enables measuring the second order correlation function 

𝑔(2)  of the generated CL photons 27,28, which is obtained after normalizing the coincidence 

histogram by the flat uncorrelated background signal ℎuncorr (Fig. 1B). 𝑔(2) of CL basically shows 

peculiar bunching because electrons in the beam, which are randomly separated in time, excite 
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photons with an average interval longer than their decay time (Fig. 1A) 25. Thus, the temporal 

excitation modulation disguises the photon statistics of emission excited by single electrons. By 

comparing the correlated counts 𝑁corr (see Fig. 1B) and background ℎuncorr, one can extract a 

correlation factor 𝜅corr, which corresponds to second order coherence of the emitted light within 

the single electron excitation event: 

𝜅corr =
𝐼e𝑡bin

𝑒

𝑁corr

ℎuncorr
=

 ⟨𝑛2⟩ − ⟨𝑛⟩ 

⟨𝑛⟩2
.                                          (1) 

𝐼e is the beam current, 𝑡bin is the time bin width, 𝑒 is the elementary charge, and n is the photon 

number in a single electron excitation event. ⟨∙∙∙⟩ represents an ensemble average within a single 

electron excitation event. Using 𝜅corr, one can extract the inherent statistics of generated photons 

within the single excitation event (i.e., single electron incidence) without the effect of the 

excitation modulation by free electron 25. From Eq. 1, it is evident that the Poisson distributions of 

photons (such as coherent state) give 𝜅corr = 1. Here, the correspondence to the conventional 𝑔(2) 

of CL can be given as follows (see also Methods section) 21:  

𝑔CL
(2)(0) = 1 +

𝑒

2𝐼e𝜏w
𝜅corr. (2) 

 

Coherent CL 

We start evaluating the correlation factor 𝜅corr  for the coherent CL. In the coherent CL, the 

photons are directly generated by free electrons only through an electromagnetic interaction 4. 

Thus, coherent CL involves only a single process (Fig. 1C). For such coherent CL, the photon state 

by each electron excitation event can reasonably be assumed as a coherent state 29. Then, the 

photon statistics should follow the Poisson distribution, and 𝜅corr  = 1 is expected. (Even if 

electron-photon entanglement arises in the coherent CL process, the photon statistics are the same 

as the coherent state.) We verify these coherent CL statistics using various systems, as summarized 

in Fig. 2. 



 

5 

 

 

Fig. 2. Statistical analysis results of coherent cathodoluminescence.  

(A) Localized surface plasmon emission, (B) transition radiation, (C) Smith-

Purcell radiation, and (D) Cherenkov radiation. The second row in each panel 

shows the second order correlation function of CL photons in a representative 

condition. The correlation factors extracted for various conditions are plotted 

in the third row.  

 

First, we evaluate the correlation factor 𝜅corr of a single dipole radiation, which is the 

simplest example of coherent CL. We use a silver sphere with a diameter of 220 nm as a coherent 

CL source, which supports localized surface plasmons (LSPs), i.e. collective oscillations of free 

electrons of a metal particle, and can be treated as a single electric dipole, as shown in Fig. 2A 30. 

The second row of Fig. 2A shows the correlation function, presenting the typical bunching feature. 

The obtained correlation time 𝜏w (Fig. 1B) is approximately 400 to 500 ps, which is limited by the 

temporal resolution of the instrument (see supplementary information Sec.), showing that the 

lifetime of coherent CL is extremely short and cannot be resolved 31,32. The height of the bunching 

peak is inversely proportional to the e-beam current, meaning that the bunching is caused by the 

excitation modulation (see Eq. 2). The correlation factor 𝜅corr is independent of the e-beam current 

and shows approximately constant values 𝜅corr~1. This verifies that the single process of photon 

generation in a coherent LSP dipole follows the Poisson statistics.  
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As the second example of a simple coherent dipole case, we examine transition radiation 

(TR). TR can be considered an effective dipole generated at the interface between metal and 

dielectric, as illustrated in Fig. 2B 4. We utilize a 200 nm silver film and evaluate the acceleration 

voltage dependency of 𝜅corr. The 𝑔(2)(𝜏) curve shows that the characteristic fast decay is similar 

to the LSP case. The correlation factor is independent of the acceleration voltage and remains 

𝜅corr~1 (Fig.  2B), which is basically identical to the LSP case. We here note that even when a 

free electron produces TR and another coherent emission excited through SPPs from a plasmonic 

structure at a distance in a combined structure, the 𝜅corr value still stays around one (𝜅corr = 0.94 

± 0.09) (see Supplementary Information). This fact indicates that the distribution of the target 

electromagnetic wavefunction does not play a prominent role in the generated photon statistics as 

long as the CL process is coherent.   

 We also test “thicker” structures compared to the simple dipole cases presented above. The 

first example of the thick structure is the Smith-Purcell (S-P) radiation, another type of coherent 

CL, which is produced when a charged particle travels along a periodic structure (Fig. 2C) 33,34. 

Thanks to the long interaction length along the beam path, S-P radiation attains strong intensities 

even without electrons directly hitting the structures, i.e., aloof excitation. We use a silver-coated 

periodic structure (periodicity: 800nm, lattice height: 350nm). The correlation factor 𝜅corr  is 

acquired in the aloof condition with the e-beam located 100 nm away from the structure surface. 

The value of 𝜅corr in this configuration is approximately one independent of the e-beam current, 

which is again consistent with the Poisson statistics of the coherent CL. We noticed that the 𝜅corr 

value exceeds one (𝜅corr > 10) when the e-beam hits the structure directly, which is investigated 

by line-scanning the e-beam along the structure to vacuum (see Supplementary Information). We 

attribute this effect to the reduction of the effective beam current due to the e-beam scattering or 

absorption since the smaller beam current shows larger apparent bunching, as shown in Eq.2 

25,26(see Supplementary Information).  

As the last example of coherent CL with a long interaction length, Cherenkov radiation 

(CR) is examined. We use a natural mica membrane with a refractive index of ~1.6, which gives 

the threshold electron energy of ~140 keV for CR (see Supplementary Information). Since CR is 

emitted toward the traveling direction of the electron (Fig. 2D), we deposited a silver layer on the 

bottom side of the exfoliated mica membrane, which reflects the CR upwards, in order to 

efficiently collect CR 35. Although we observe the inclusion of the impurity (incoherent) emission 

in the spectrum for lower acceleration, at the acceleration voltage of 200 kV we observe only 
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dominant CR 20,35(see Supplementary Information). 𝜅corr values are around one independent of 

the thickness of the sample (interaction length) at 200 kV acceleration, as shown in Fig. 2D. At the 

lower acceleration voltages, we observed lower 𝜅corr  values (0.48 ± 0.01  and 0.26 ± 0.07  for 

160 and 120 kV, respectively) (see Supplementary Information). Because the lifetime of the 

impurity emission, which becomes non-negligible at lower acceleration, is much longer than CR, 

the inclusion of this incoherent impurity CL contributes to the uncorrelated background (ℎuncorr 

in Fig. 1B) and decreases the apparent 𝜅corr value.   

 As explained above for all the coherent CL systems, we successfully excluded the effect of 

electron modulation and extracted the inherent photon statistics within a single excitation event 

i.e., 𝜅corr, which follows the theoretically expected Poisson distribution. 

 

Incoherent CL 

In incoherent CL, the photons are generated through multi-step (cascade) processes (Fig. 1D). 

Although the photon statistics in incoherent CL are previously analyzed 21,26, we here develop an 

analytical description of incoherent CL by considering the particle number probability of each 

excitation step. The first step is the excitation event by free electron.   

 As described in Fig. 1D, photons are excited through mediator particles, such as bulk plasmons 

or secondary electrons, thus involving relaxation processes 4. As the simplest model, we can 

consider two excitation processes: (1) fast electrons generate mediator particles, and (2) the 

mediator particles generate photons. The correlation factor for this incoherent CL process is then 

expressed as follows:  

𝜅corr = 𝜅corr
med +

1

⟨𝑛med⟩
𝜅corr

ph
 . (3) 

Here, we introduced the correlation factor for the mediator particle  𝜅corr
med =

⟨(𝑛med)
2

⟩−⟨𝑛med⟩

⟨𝑛med⟩
2  and 

that of the photon generation from the mediator particle  𝜅corr
ph

=
 ⟨(𝑛ph)

2
⟩
1med

−⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

 

⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

2 , where the 

suffix “1med” for the angle bracket denotes averaging per mediator particle. (see Supplementary 

Information for the detailed derivation) When each single process can be considered to follow the 

Poisson statistics, 𝜅corr
med = 𝜅corr

ph
= 1, which results in a similar expression as the previous study 

21. 

We apply this analysis to incoherent CL of Y2SiO5: Ce (YSO), as shown in Fig. 3A. Since 
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the average number of mediator particles per electron ⟨𝑛med⟩ should depend on the thickness, one 

can vary ⟨𝑛med⟩ value by sample thickness. We scanned the e-beam from the thin position X to 

the thick position Y, as described in Fig. 3A-D. Fig. 3E shows the correlation factor 𝜅corr plotted 

as a function of the photon count rate. The obtained 𝜅corr values are larger than 1 unlike coherent 

CL, showing super Poisson statistics of photons even within the excitation event by a single free 

electron. As predicted by Eq. 3, 𝜅corr is inversely proportional to the photon count rate, thus also 

to ⟨𝑛med⟩. We excluded the thinnest two points with the lowest count rates for the fitting in Fig. 

3E, which we discuss later. The asymptotic 𝜅corr  value for a large count rate in Fig. 3E, 

corresponding to  𝜅corr
med in Eq. 3, is 1.01 ± 0.03. This indicates that the statistics of the mediator 

particle generated within a single electron excitation event follows the Poisson distribution.  

 

Fig. 3. Statistical analysis results of incoherent cathodoluminescence. 

(A) Schematic illustration of incoherent CL emission from YSO sample. (B) 

STEM bright field (BF) image and (C) panchromatic CL image of the 

measured sample. White dashed lines indicate the e-beam line scan trace from 

the thin position X to the thick position Y. (D) X-Y line profile of the photon 

count rate. (E) Correlation factor 𝜅corr, (F) mean mediator particle number 

per electron ⟨𝑛med⟩ , and (G) mean photon number per mediator particle 

⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

 plotted as functions of the count rate. The solid red line in (E) 

indicates the fitting line excluding the two left-most points. All the 

measurements were performed with the accelerating voltage of 80 kV and the 

beam current of 1.9 pA. 
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To estimate the average number of the mediator particle per electron ⟨𝑛med⟩  from the 

experimentally obtained value of 𝜅corr using Eq.3, we can sensibly assume that the generation of 

photons from a single mediator particle follows the Poisson statistics, i.e., 𝜅corr
ph

= 1. Figure 3F 

shows the dependency of ⟨𝑛med⟩ on the count rate, showing a linear trend. This proportionality 

originates from the process that a mediator particle produces ⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

 photons in average when 

a homogeneous sample can be assumed. One can also calculated the average number of photons 

excited by a single mediator particle ⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

  using the count rate being equal to  

𝜂
𝐼e

𝑒
 ⟨𝑛med⟩ ⟨𝑛ph⟩

1med
 , where 𝜂  ~2.2% is the detection efficiency of the system. Harnessing 

⟨𝑛med⟩ values from the correlation measurement, ⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

 is plotted along the beam scan in Fig. 

3G, showing constant values independent of the count rate or thickness, except for the two thinnest 

(lowest count rate) positions. One of the possible mediators is a bulk plasmon induced by incident 

free electrons 36. Since the bulk plasmon has sufficiently higher energy than produced photons, a 

single plasmon can produce multiple photons while the number of photons per plasmon should 

stay constant. The smaller ⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

  values in the thinnest regions, or the lowest count rate 

positions, can be explained by non-radiative relaxation (particle annihilation without producing 

photons) at the surface 37. We note that additional effects, such as saturation of the photon source, 

interaction between mediator particles, or diffusion, could potentially alter the final photon 

statistics.  

The values of 𝜅corr > 1  in incoherent CL do not coincide with the 𝑔(2)(𝜏)  of the 

photoluminescence (PL), meaning PL and incoherent CL show fundamentally different photon 

statistics although both basically emit the same spectral photons after relaxation. This indicates 

that the photon statistics, which is the property of the stationary optical field, reflect 

nonequilibrium relaxation processes from the initial excitation to the final photon emission.  

 

Generalized photon statistics with multiple excitation steps 

On the basis of the above-mentioned description as well as the experimental verification, we here 

generalize the CL photon statistics using the correlation factor, even including the modulation by 

incident free electrons (Eq. 2). Eq. 3 can explain that the excitation modulation by a mediator 

particle enhances the final correlation factor. This enhancement mechanism is actually similar to 
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the excitation modulation by the free electrons as described previously 25. If mediator excitation 

processes are multiple (cascade) and independent of each other (i-th step mediator only excites 

i+1-th step mediator), we can generalize the correlation factor as (see Supplementary Information 

for details): 

g(2)(0) = 1 +
𝑒

2𝜏𝑤𝐼e
(𝜅corr

(1)
+

1

⟨𝑛(1)⟩
(∙∙∙ (𝜅corr

(m−1)
+

1

⟨𝑛(m−1)⟩
𝜅corr

m ))) , (4) 

where 𝜅corr
(m)

=
⟨(𝑛(m))

2
⟩−⟨𝑛(m)⟩

⟨𝑛(m)⟩
2   is the correlation factor of the 𝑚-th step particles excited by a single 

(𝑚 − 1)-th step particle. Considering the 0-th step particle as the fast electron and the final step 

particle as the photon, this model represents the CL process in general. The first term of one 

corresponds to the Poissonian distribution of the electron, and the coefficient of the second term 

to the modulation by free electrons. The nested terms within the first parenthesis correspond to the 

previous 𝜅corr in Eq. 1 and Eq. 3, which is the pure photon statistics excluding the modulation by 

randomly incident free electrons. Then, for coherent CL, the first step particle (m = 1) is the photon, 

while for incoherent CL with one additional mediating step the first step particle (m = 1) is the 

mediator particle (e.g., plasmons) and the second step particle (m = 2) is the photon. This 

expression universally describes the CL process both for coherent and incoherent processes and 

distinguishes the presence and absence of intermediate excitation processes. We note that the 

nested expression under the first parenthesis in Eq. 4 is a general formulation of particle statistics 

with multi-step (cascade) excitation processes. 

   

Conclusion 

We have demonstrated an approach to obtain the intrinsic photon statistics of CL photons within 

the individual electron excitation events by excluding the influence of excitation timing 

modulations in the e-beam. We experimentally evaluated the correlation factor, which describes 

pure photon statistics within a single electron excitation event, by varying several measurement 

parameters for both coherent and incoherent CL. The obtained results confirmed the theoretical 

description of photon statistics in coherent CL and clarified how mediator particles contribute to 

the photon statistics in incoherent CL explaining the origin of the super-Poisson distribution. Thus, 

the proposed approach gives a comprehensive interpretation of the excitation mechanism of CL, 

which can also be potentially applied to PL with multi-step excitation processes. This study shows 

that the CL method not only offers higher spatial resolution than purely optical measurement but 
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also provides insights into the intervening excitation processes before light emission through 

photon statistics. 
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Methods 
 

Instrumentation 

A scanning transmission electron microscope JEM 2000FX (JEOL., Japan) equipped with a 

parabolic mirror above the sample to collected the light emission was used for the measurement. 

(Fig.S1(a)) The light beam from the sample is split into two paths by a 50:50 beam splitter and 

delivered into two single photon counting modules, DA and DB (PDM, MPD, Italy). The histogram 

𝐻(𝜏) (see Fig. S1(b)) of coincidence events between DA and DB is acquired by using the electric 

correlator (TimeHarp260 PICO, Pico Quant, Germany). The photon detection efficiency of our 

system is estimated to be ~2.20% (see also Supplementary Information). 

 

Photon statistics and second order correlation in CL 

We here derive the relation of  𝜅corr and 𝑔(2) and their expressions used in the main text. The 

Hanbury-Brown=Twiss (HBT) method enables measuring the second order correlation function of 

intensity I, 𝑔(2)(𝜏) =
⟨𝐼(𝑡)𝐼(𝑡+𝜏)⟩

⟨𝐼(𝑡)⟩⟨𝐼(𝑡+𝜏)⟩
 =

⟨𝑛A(𝑡)𝑛B(𝑡+𝜏)⟩

⟨𝑛A(𝑡)⟩⟨𝑛B(𝑡+𝜏)⟩
 , where 𝑛A(B) is the number of photons 

introduced into the detector DA(B) at time 𝑡, 𝜏 is time delay and ⟨∙∙∙⟩ means ensemble average.(Fig. 

1(a)) When the integration time of the statistical data is sufficiently long, the time averaging can 

be treated as ensemble averaging according to the ergodic theorem, leading to  𝑔(2)(𝜏) =
𝐻(𝜏)

𝐻(𝜏→∞)
. 

The coincidence counting event with time delay 𝜏 in the CL-HBT measurement can be classified 

into two cases: (i) coincidence counting of photons excited by different electrons and (ii) 

coincidence counting of photons excited by the same electron.  

Firstly, we consider case (i). The delay of photon detection events excited by different 

electrons is affected by the correlation of electron arrival times. When the delay is sufficiently 

longer than the electron coherence time, the electron arrival events are uncorrelated, and therefore, 

these events contribute to the flat background shown in the blue shaded area of the histogram in 

Fig. 1(b). The background height ℎuncorr  is same also for the zero delay 𝜏 = 0  because the 
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coherence time (𝜏c~fs) of the thermal electron gun used in this study is significantly shorter than 

the time resolution ~500ps of our correlation measurement setup (see the section of Instrument 

Response Function in the Supplementary Information). 

Now we define 𝑝n as the probability of 𝑛 photons being emitted by one electron incident 

event. When the emitted 𝑛  photons are split by the beam splitter, 𝑘  and 𝑛 − 𝑘  photons are 

delivered into detectors DA and DB, respectively. Then the average photon number in these 

detectors ⟨𝑛A⟩ and ⟨𝑛B⟩ are derived as: 

⟨𝑛A⟩ = 𝜂A

𝐼e

𝑒
(∑ 𝑝n ∑

𝐶𝑛 𝑘

2𝑛

𝑛

𝑘=0

∞

𝑛=0

𝑘) =
1

2
𝜂A

𝐼e

𝑒
∑ 𝑝n

∞

𝑛=0

𝑛  ,  

⟨𝑛B⟩ = 𝜂B

𝐼e

𝑒
(∑ 𝑝n ∑

𝐶𝑛 𝑘

2𝑛

𝑛

𝑘=0

∞

𝑛=0

(𝑛 − 𝑘)) =
1

2
𝜂B

𝐼e

𝑒
∑ 𝑝n

∞

𝑛=0

𝑛  , (5) 

where 𝐼e is electron beam current, 𝑒 is elementary charge, and 𝜂A(B) is overall detection efficiency 

of the system. Using the total coincidence count ⟨𝑛A⟩𝑇 ∙ ⟨𝑛B⟩𝑇 within the integration time 𝑇 and 

the number of bins 
𝑇

𝑡bin
, the uncorrelated count ℎuncorr in binning time 𝑡bin can be expressed as 

ℎuncorr =
⟨𝑛A⟩𝑇⟨𝑛B⟩𝑇

𝑇
𝑡bin

=
1

4
𝜂A𝜂B (

𝐼e

𝑒
)

2

𝑇𝑡bin (∑ 𝑝n

∞

𝑛=0

𝑛)

2

. (6) 

This ℎuncorr  corresponds to the flat background count, as shown as blue-shaded region with 

𝐻(𝜏) ≤ ℎuncorr in Fig. 1 (b). 

Secondly, we consider the case (ii) (shaded area in the histogram in Fig. 1(b), the 

coincidence of the photons generated by the same electron. The total number of coincident count 

of photons excited by the same electron is described as 

𝑁corr = 𝜂A𝜂B𝑇
𝐼e

𝑒
∑ 𝑝n ∑

𝐶𝑛 𝑘

2𝑛
𝑘(𝑛 − 𝑘)

𝑛

𝑘=0

∞

𝑛=0

=
1

4
𝜂A𝜂B𝑇

𝐼e

𝑒
∑ 𝑝n𝑛(𝑛 − 1)

∞

𝑛=0

. (7) 

Photons excited by one electron are observed within time 𝜏w, which consists of the lifetime of 

photon source and the instrument response time. The total coincident count 𝑁corr is spread within 

the typical correlation time width of 𝜏w. In the histogram of Fig. 1(b), the integrated count higher 

than the flat background (the red-shaded area (𝐻(𝜏) > ℎuncorr) around 𝜏 = 0 with the width of 

approximately 𝜏w) corresponds to the coincident count 𝑁corr. Here, we introduce a shape factor 

𝛽(> 0) to describe the red-shaded region in Fig. 1, and describe 𝑁corr as: 
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𝑁corr =
2𝛽𝜏wℎcorr

𝑡bin
, (8) 

where ℎcorr is the height of the red-shaded area in Fig. 1(b), which is described as ℎcorr = 𝐻(0) −

ℎuncorr.  

Using Eq. (6-8), the peak value at 𝜏 = 0 of the correlation function becomes 

𝑔(2)(0) =
ℎcorr + ℎuncorr

ℎuncorr
= 1 +

𝑒

2𝛽𝐼e𝜏w
𝜅corr , (9) 

where the correlation factor 𝜅corr =
∑ 𝑝n𝑛(𝑛−1)∞

𝑛=0

(∑ 𝑝n
∞
𝑛=0 𝑛)

2 =
⟨𝑛(𝑛−1)⟩1e

⟨𝑛⟩1e
2 =

 ⟨𝑛2⟩
1e

−⟨𝑛⟩1e 

⟨𝑛⟩1e
2   is introduced. The 

suffix “1e” represents averaging within a single electron excitation event. For the typical time 

decay of an exponential function, 𝛽 = 1 can be reasonably assumed21. The coefficient of 𝜅corr (the 

factor of 
𝑒

2𝛽𝐼e𝜏w
) in Eq. 5 can be understood as the temporal modulation of a series of excitation 

events, which consequently modulates the photon statistics. 𝜅corr  provides the statistical 

fluctuation in the number of emitted photons during individual excitation events. In other words, 

𝜅corr  corresponds to the intensity correlation of photons, or pure photon statistics, within the 

excitation event by a single electron. When the photon statistics follows the Poisson distribution, 

𝜅corr = 1  holds. According to the previously reported expression26, we can write the time 

dependent expression with exponential decay (𝛽 = 1) as,  

𝑔(2)(𝜏) = 1 +
𝑒

2𝐼e𝜏w
𝜅corr exp (−

|𝜏|

𝜏𝑤
) . (10) 
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Photon Statistics in Coherent CL 

In the coherent CL process, a free electron directly excites photons 1. This process can be 

described using the scattering operator �̂� = exp(𝑔�̂��̂�† − 𝑔∗�̂�†�̂�)  2, where 𝑔  is a coupling 

strength, �̂�† and �̂� are electron energy ladder operators, and �̂�† and �̂� are photon creation and 

annihilation operators, respectively. Provided that �̂�†  and �̂�  are treated as c-numbers 3, the 

scattering operator �̂� behaves as a displacement operator �̂� 4. Then, the coherent CL process 

generates a coherent state of light |𝛼⟩ = exp (−
|𝛼|2

2
)∑

𝛼𝑛

√𝑛!
|𝑛⟩𝑛 , where |𝑛⟩ is the Fock state and 

𝛼 is a complex number. The photon statistics of this state follows the Poisson distribution, i.e., 

𝜅corr = 1. Even if �̂�† and �̂� cannot be treated as c-numbers (e.g. the photon and electron are 

entangled), the diagonal elements of the reduced density matrix of the photon system are 

unchanged, meaning that the photon statistics still follows the Poisson distribution in coherent CL. 

Thus, the correlation factor of coherent CL is expected to equal one (𝜅corr = 1) regardless of the 

mean photon number ⟨𝑛⟩.  

 

Photon Statistics in Incoherent CL 

We analytically describe the incoherent CL photon statistics within a single electron 

excitation event using generation probabilities of photocarriers. In the incoherent CL, photons are 

excited through mediator particles, such as bulk plasmons or secondary electrons, thus involving 
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relaxation processes 5. As the simplest model, we consider two steps in the excitation process: (1) 

fast electrons generate mediator particles and (2) the mediator particles generate photons. Suppose 

that a single electron excites 𝑛med mediator particles and the 𝑚-th mediating particle excites 

𝑛𝑚
ph

 photons. We define the excitation probabilities of the mediator particles and photons as 

𝑃med(𝑛med) and 𝑃ph(𝑛ph), respectively. Assuming that the excitations by individual mediator 

particles are independent, we can calculate the mean (ensemble average) ⟨𝑛ph⟩
𝑛med

 and mean 

square of photons ⟨(𝑛ph)
2
⟩
𝑛med

 by 𝑛med mediator particles as: 

⟨𝑛ph⟩
𝑛med

= ∑ ∑ 𝑛𝑚
ph
∙ 𝑃ph(𝑛𝑚

ph
)

∞

𝑛𝑚
ph
=0

𝑛med

𝑚=1

= 𝑛med ∙ ⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

 

⟨(𝑛ph)
2
⟩
𝑛med

= ∑ ∑ 𝑛𝑚
ph
∙ 𝑃ph(𝑛𝑚

ph
) ∑ 𝑛

𝑚′
ph
∙ 𝑃ph(𝑛

𝑚′
ph
)

∞

𝑛
𝑚′
ph
=0

∞

𝑛𝑚
ph
=0

𝑛med

𝑚≠𝑚′

+ ∑ ∑ (𝑛𝑚
ph
)
2
∙ 𝑃ph(𝑛𝑚

ph
)

∞

𝑛𝑚
ph
=0

𝑛med

𝑚=0

= 𝑛med(𝑛med − 1)⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

2
+ 𝑛med ⟨(𝑛ph)

2
⟩
1med

, (S7)

 

where ⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

= ∑ 𝑛𝑚
ph
∙ 𝑃ph(𝑛𝑚

ph
)∞

𝑛𝑚
ph
=0

 is the mean number of photons generated by a single 

mediator particle and ⟨(𝑛ph)
2
⟩
1med

= ∑ (𝑛𝑚
ph
)
2
∙ 𝑃ph(𝑛𝑚

ph
)∞

𝑛𝑚
ph
=0

.  By averaging these values 

over 𝑛med, we obtain 

⟨𝑛ph⟩
1e
= ∑ ⟨𝑛ph⟩

𝑛med
∙ 𝑃med(𝑛med)

∞

𝑛med=0

= ⟨𝑛med⟩
1e
∙ ⟨𝑛ph⟩

1med
  

⟨(𝑛ph)
2
⟩
1e
= ∑ ⟨(𝑛ph)

2
⟩
𝑛med

∙ 𝑃med(𝑛med)

∞

𝑛med=0

= (⟨(𝑛med)
2
⟩
1e
− ⟨𝑛med⟩

1e
) ⟨𝑛ph⟩

1med

2
+ ⟨𝑛med⟩

1e
∙ ⟨(𝑛ph)

2
⟩
1med

, (S8)

 

where ⟨𝑛med⟩
1e
= ∑ 𝑛med ∙ 𝑃med(𝑛med)∞

𝑛med=0  is the mean number of mediator particles 

generated by a single electron and ⟨(𝑛med)
2
⟩
1e
− ⟨𝑛med⟩

1e
= ∑ ((𝑛med)

2
− 𝑛med) ∙∞

𝑛med=0
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𝑃med(𝑛med). We note that ⟨𝑛med⟩
1e

 is expressed as ⟨𝑛med⟩ without suffix “1e” in the main text 

for the ease of reading. Considering 𝜅corr = (⟨(𝑛
ph)

2
⟩
1e
− ⟨𝑛ph⟩

1e
) ⟨𝑛ph⟩

1e

2
⁄   and Eq. (S7) and 

(S8), the correlation factor for incoherent CL is described as: 

𝜅corr = 𝜅corr
med +

1

⟨𝑛med⟩1e
𝜅corr
ph
  , (S9) 

where 𝜅corr
med =

 ⟨( 𝑛med)
2
  ⟩
1e
−⟨ 𝑛med⟩

1e
 

⟨ 𝑛med⟩
1e

2 and 𝜅corr
ph

=
 ⟨(𝑛ph)

2
⟩
1med

−⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

 

⟨𝑛ph⟩
1med

2 . Assuming that each 

excitation probability follows the Poisson distribution, 𝜅corr
med = 𝜅corr

ph
= 1, we can rewrite Eq. (S9) 

as:  

𝜅corr = 1 +
1

⟨𝑛med⟩1e
. (S10) 

In incoherent CL, including successive multiple excitation processes, the correlation factor 𝜅corr 

exceeds one, being enhanced by the mean number (ensemble average per electron) of mediator 

particles ⟨𝑛med⟩
1e

. Thus, 𝜅corr  is expected to provide insights into the photon generation 

processes and enables us to distinguish the coherent and incoherent CL.  

Since the expression of Eq. (S9) can be applied multiple times, i.e., 𝜅corr
ph

 in Eq. (S9) 

contains another excitation process, we can extend this approach to the multi-step excitation 

process with nested terms:  

𝜅corr = 𝜅corr
(1) +

1

⟨𝑛(1)⟩
(𝜅corr

(2) +
1

⟨𝑛(2)⟩
∙∙∙ (𝜅corr

(m−1) +
1

⟨𝑛(m−1)⟩
𝜅corr
m )) .                 (S11) 

𝜅corr
(m)

=
⟨(𝑛(m))

2
⟩−⟨𝑛(m)⟩

⟨𝑛(m)⟩
2   is the correlation factor of the 𝑚-th step particles excited by a single 

(𝑚 − 1)-th step particle. This expression corresponds to the term of the parenthesis in Eq. 4 in the 

main text.  

 

 

Instrument Response Function 

The shape of the correlation curve reflects the physical properties of the sample and the 

instrument response function (IRF). By performing the HBT measurement of ultrafast pulsed laser 
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with a pulse width of 50 fs, we can evaluate the IRF. Figure S2 shows results with the ultrafast 

pulse laser at two wavelengths, 400 and 800 nm. By fitting with a double Gaussian function,  

 𝑔(2)(𝜏) = 𝑎1 exp(−(
𝜏

𝜏1
)
2

) + 𝑎2 exp(−(
𝜏

𝜏2
)
2

) + 1, (S12) 

we obtained the decay time 𝜏1 = 0.056 ns and 𝜏2 = 0.460 ns for the wavelength of 400 nm, 

and 𝜏1 = 0.058 ns, 𝜏2 = 0.453 ns for the wavelength of 800 nm, as shown in Fig. S2. For 

instance, the Cherenkov radiation (coherent CL) from mica at the acceleration voltage of 200 kV 

shows correlation time of 𝜏𝑤 = 0.495 ns, which is governed by the decay 𝜏2. The small increase 

of the correlation time from the IRF is related to the pulse shape deterioration in the electric signal 

due to the longer electrical cables used in the CL-HBT measurement compared to the IRF 

measurement.   

 

 

Fig. S2. Instrument response function. Correlation curves measured with femto-second pulsed 

laser at two wavelengths, namely (a) 400 nm and (b) 800 nm. The obtained data are fitted with a 

double Gaussian function expressed by Eq. (S12). 

 

 

Detection Efficiency 

The detection efficiency of the CL measurement system can be estimated from the 

measurement of transition radiation (TR), which can be theoretically calculated 5. Considering the 

detection solid angle Ω by the parabolic mirror as a half of the upper hemisphere (Ω = 𝜋), the 

excitation probability of TR in the wavelength range of 300-900 nm by a single electron is shown 

in Fig. S3 for different acceleration voltages. The theoretical excitation probability of TR at 200 

kV is 1.06 × 10−3 [photons/electron], as shown in Fig. S3. Using the experimentally obtained 
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photon count rate of 6 × 10−4 [photons/s] at 200 kV and the electron beam current of 400 pA, a 

detection efficiency of 2.2% is obtained 6. 

 

 

Fig. S3. Calculated excitation probability of TR. The dielectric constant of silver is given by 

Palik 7. The probability values are integrated over the wavelength range of 300 to 900 nm. 
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Coherent CL from Flat Silver Surface Connected to Periodic Structure 

We evaluate 𝜅corr from a one-dimensional (1D) plasmonic crystal (PlC) connected to a flat 

metal surface, where the surface plasmon polaritons (SPPs) excited by the incident electron beam 

propagate over the surface and are converted into photons by the periodic protrusions 6. Here, we 

use a silver substrate consisting of one-dimensional grating with 600 nm periodicity with a 

neighboring flat area, as illustrated in Fig. S4(a). The lattice height of the grating is 50 nm. Figure 

S4(b) displays the color intensity plot of the CL spectrum as a function of the electron beam 

position in the line scan. No detection angle selection was performed. The edge position of the 

grating is set as the origin of the beam position. The PlC features in the spectrum (wavelength 

axis) are observed in the grating region while only TR is observed in the flat region sufficiently 

away from the grating. Interferences of SPP and TR appear around the boundary of these two-

region, indicating the electron excites both modes 8. The correlation factor 𝜅corr  can be 

considered as a constant value around one in all the regions including the flat and interfering 

positions at 200 kV acceleration voltage (Fig. S4(c)). We also observed no acceleration voltage 

dependence (Fig. S4(d)). Therefore, we can conclude that the photon statistics do not change 

regardless of the type of coherent radiation from the metal surface, i.e., TR, SPP radiation, or even 

their mixture with interference where the wavefunction spreads over the surface. 
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Fig. S4. Results for a plasmonic crystal structure connected to a flat metal surface. (a) 

Schematic illustration of a one-dimensional silver plasmonic crystal (grating) and a flat surface. 

(b) Color intensity plot of CL spectrum and (c) correlation factor as a function of the beam position. 

The origin of the beam position (horizontal axis) is set at the boundary of the flat and grating region 

(see panels (a) and (b)). Inset of (c): correlation curve obtained at a beam position of 250 nm. (d) 

Acceleration voltage dependency of the correlation factor acquired from the plasmonic crystal 

region. Inset of (d): correlation curve obtained at the acceleration voltage of 200 kV. 

 

Smith-Purcell Radiation (Coherent CL) 

To evaluate the Smith-Purcell (S-P) radiation, we used a one-dimensional periodic structure 

(periodicity: 800nm, lattice height: 350nm) out of silver, as shown in Fig. S5(a) 9. The correlation 

factor 𝜅corr is acquired by scanning the electron beam from the sample area to the vacuum going 

across the structure as shown in Fig. S5(b). The simultaneously obtained count rate (red line) and 

the secondary electron signal (green line) profiles are superposed for comparison. The origin of 

the electron beam position is set at the boundary of the structure and vacuum. We notice that 𝜅corr 

exceeds one at the position where the electron beam hits the grating structure directly. We attribute 

this to the reduction of the effective beam current due to the electron beam absorption and 

scattering by the sample because the focal position of the parabolic mirror is set 10 m below the 

sample top surface so that the S-P radiation is efficiently collected. This reduction of the effective 

beam current increases the apparent value of 𝜅corr as described in Eq. (S6).  

Figures S5(c) shows the correlation factor with different beam currents and acceleration 

voltages in the aloof excitation with the beam position set at 100 nm from the side edge of the 

sample. The correlation factors larger than 1 is due to the reduction of the effective beam current 

because the finite convergence angle of the electron beam and a slight tilt of the sample cause 

some portion of electrons hitting the sample, resulting in a reduced effective current.  
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Fig. S5. Smith-Purcell (S-P) radiation. (a) Schematic illustration of S-P radiation. The grating 

has the periodicity of 800 nm and the lattice height of 350nm. (b) Correlation factor plotted as a 

function of the beam position (blue scattered plot). Secondary electron signal (green line), tracing 

the geometry of the structure, and photon count rate (red line) profiles are superposed. The edge 

of the grating is set as the origin of the line scanning measurement. (c) Beam current of the 

correlation factor obtained in the aloof condition with the electron beam located approximately 

100 nm away from the side surface of the sample. The focal position of the parabolic mirror was 

set 10 m below the top surface of the sample so that the S-P radiation is efficiently collected. 

Insets of (c) represent correlation curves obtained at (41 pA, 200 kV).  

 

Cherenkov Radiation (Coherent CL) 

 The radiation angle 𝜃 of Cherenkov radiation (CR) with respect to the direction of a free 

electron moving is defined with the refractive index of the medium 𝑛 and the electron velocity 𝑣 

10:  

 cos 𝜃 = 𝑛
𝑣

𝑐
. (S13) 

The electron velocity 𝑣  is a function of acceleration voltage 𝐸 , described as 𝑣 =

𝑐√1 − (
𝑒𝐸

𝑚0𝑐
2)
−2

, where 𝑚0 is the rest mass of an electron and c the lightspeed. The threshold 

electron velocity for CR corresponds to the emission angle 𝜃 = 0° . Using a natural mica 

membrane with the refractive index of ~1.60, the threshold acceleration voltage for CR is 

calculated as 141 kV 11. 

 

Thickness of Mica 
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For the CR measurement, we deposited a 100-200 nm silver layer on the bottom side of 

the mica membrane and captured the upward-reflected CR. The CR spectra display an etalon 

pattern that depends on the thickness of mica 12. By using a pinhole mask to select the radiation 

angle 𝜃, as shown in Fig. S6(a), the mica thickness 𝑑 can be calculated as: 

𝑑 =
𝑚

2√𝑛2 − sin2 𝜃
(
𝜆1𝜆2
𝜆2 − 𝜆1

) (S14) 

where 𝜆1 and 𝜆2 are the peak wavelengths of the etalon pattern, 𝑚 is the number of peaks 

between the selected 𝜆1 and 𝜆2, and 𝑛 is the refractive index of mica. Figure S6 shows the 

spectra of mica with five different thicknesses mentioned in the main text. The selected emission 

angle was 53°. As shown in Fig. S6(g), the calculated thickness and the integrated intensity of the 

spectrum exhibit a proportional relationship, which supports the thickness estimation obtained 

from the etalon pattern. 

 

 
Fig. S6. Mica spectrum for Cherenkov radiation. (a) Schematic diagram of the detection setup 

for CR. (b-f) CL spectra of mica with different thickness obtained at the acceleration voltage of 

200kV. The peak wavelengths of the etalon pattern (𝜆1 and 𝜆2), the number of peaks between the 

selected peaks (𝑚) and the thickness of the mica (𝑑) are indicated. (g) Plot of the integrated 

intensity of the spectrum (400~800 nm) as the function of the thickness obtained from the etalon 

pattern. 

 

Master Equation Approach for Correlation Factor 
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To derive the correlation factor, incorporating the effect of electron beam current, we here 

employ a master equation approach. This approach is similar to the chemical master equation, 

which describes dynamics of chemical reactions 13.  

Firstly, we consider the coherent CL with a single excitation process. The “reaction” can 

be described as follows: 

            

        ∅
   𝜆0  
→   A0

          A0
𝜆1,𝑚
→   𝑚 A1

   A1
   𝛾1   
→  ∅ 

  .                                                                (S15) 

A0 is an electron incident into the “reaction chamber” with the rate of  𝜆0 [s-1], corresponding to 

the beam current (  𝜆0 = 𝐼𝑒/𝑒 ). The single electron (A0  particle) generates 𝑚  photons (A1 

particles) with the rate of  𝜆1,𝑚  [s-1], where 𝑚  varies stochastically. Each of the generated 

photons disappears with the rate of 𝛾1 [s-1], which corresponds to the decay time (𝛾1 = 1/𝜏𝑤). 

This leads to a master equation: 

 
𝑑𝑃(𝑛0, 𝑛1; 𝑡)

𝑑𝑡
= 𝜆0𝑃(𝑛0 − 1, 𝑛1; 𝑡) − 𝜆0𝑃(𝑛0, 𝑛1; 𝑡) 

+∑{𝜆1,𝑚(𝑛0 + 1)𝑃(𝑛0 + 1, 𝑛1 −𝑚1; 𝑡)}

𝑛1

𝑚=0

− 𝜆1𝑛0𝑃(𝑛0, 𝑛1; 𝑡) 

+𝛾1(𝑛1 + 1)𝑃(𝑛0, 𝑛1 + 1; 𝑡) − 𝛾1𝑛1𝑃(𝑛0, 𝑛1; 𝑡)     .                                   (S16)                   

 

𝑃(𝑛0, 𝑛1; 𝑡) is a probability of having 𝑛0 number of A0 particles (electrons) and 𝑛1 number of 

A1 particles (photons) at time 𝑡. We also define 𝜆1 = ∑ 𝜆1,𝑚
∞
𝑚=0     he time derivative of the 

expectation value of 𝑛0, ⟨𝑛0⟩ = ∑ 𝑛0𝑃(𝑛0, 𝑛1; 𝑡)𝑛0,𝑛1 , should equal to zero for the steady state, 

which is denoted by suffix “ss”:  

𝑑⟨𝑛0⟩

𝑑𝑡
= 𝜆0⟨𝑛0 + 1⟩ − 𝜆0⟨𝑛0⟩ + 𝜆1⟨(𝑛0 − 1)𝑛0⟩ − 𝜆0⟨𝑛0

2⟩ + 𝛾1⟨𝑛0𝑛1⟩ − 𝛾1⟨𝑛0𝑛1⟩ 

= 𝜆0 − 𝜆1⟨𝑛0⟩      
steady state
→         ⟨𝑛0⟩ss = 𝜆0/𝜆1     .                                                      (S17) 

In the same manner, we obtain the following expressions: 

⟨𝑛1⟩ss = ⟨𝑚1⟩1A0𝜆0/𝛾1 , 

⟨𝑛0
2⟩ss = (

𝜆0

𝜆1
)
2
+
𝜆0

𝜆1
 , 

⟨𝑛0𝑛1⟩ss =
1

𝜆1 + 𝛾1
{𝜆1⟨𝑚1⟩1A0(⟨𝑛0

2⟩ss − ⟨𝑛0⟩ss) + 𝜆0⟨𝑛1⟩ss}  , 
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⟨𝑛1
2⟩ss =

1

2𝛾1
{𝜆1⟨𝑚1

2⟩1A0⟨𝑛0⟩ss + 𝛾1⟨𝑛1⟩ss + 2𝜆1⟨𝑚1⟩1A0⟨𝑛0𝑛1⟩ss}  ,           (S18)   

where ⟨𝑚1⟩1A0 = ∑ 𝑚
𝜆1,𝑚

𝜆1
𝑚  corresponds to the average number of generated A1 (photon) 

particles per A0 particle (electron) and ⟨𝑚1
2⟩1A0 = ∑ 𝑚2

𝜆1,𝑚

𝜆1
𝑚 . Using the expressions above, we 

obtain 

𝑔(2)(0) =
 ⟨𝑛1

2⟩ss − ⟨𝑛1⟩𝑠𝑠 

⟨𝑛1⟩ss
2 = 1 +

𝛾1
2𝜆0

⟨𝑚1
2⟩1A0 − ⟨𝑚1⟩1A0
⟨𝑚1⟩1A0

2 = 1 +
𝑒

2𝜏𝑤𝐼𝑒
𝜅corr  .      (S19) 

Eq. S19 is identical to Eq. 2 in the main text and Eq. S5. 

Secondly, we consider the incoherent CL with a two-step excitation process. For this process 

the “reaction” is described as, 

    ∅
   𝜆0  
→   A0

         A0
𝜆1,𝑚1
→    𝑚1A1

         A1
𝜆2,𝑚2
→    𝑚2A2

A2
   𝛾2   
→  ∅

  .                                                              (S20) 

Here A0 is again the incident electron, A1 is now the secondary (mediator) particle, and A2 is 

the photon. Repeating almost the same calculation as that for the coherent CL, we can derive the 

following expression: 

𝑔(2)(0) = 

1 +
𝜆2𝛾2

2𝜆0(𝜆2 + 𝛾2)
{
⟨𝑚1

2⟩1A0 − ⟨𝑚1⟩1A0
⟨𝑚1⟩1A0

2 +
𝜆2 + 𝛾2
𝜆2

1

⟨𝑚1⟩1A0

⟨𝑚2
2⟩1A1 − ⟨𝑚2⟩1A1
⟨𝑚2⟩1A1

2 } , (S21) 

where ⟨𝑚𝑘⟩1A𝑘−1 = ∑ 𝑚𝑘
𝜆𝑘,𝑚𝑘

𝜆𝑘
𝑚𝑘  and ⟨𝑚𝑘

2⟩1A𝑘−1 = ∑ 𝑚𝑘
2
𝜆𝑘,𝑚𝑘

𝜆𝑘
𝑚𝑘  with 𝜆𝑘 = ∑ 𝜆𝑘,𝑚𝑘

∞
𝑚𝑘=0

 

(𝑘 = 1, 2 .  We can reasonably assume that the “reaction” of generating A2  (photons) by 

secondary A1 particles is much faster than the decay of A2 (photons), i.e., 𝛾2 ≪ 𝜆2. This leads 

to  

𝑔(2)(0) = 1 +
𝑒

2𝜏𝑤𝐼𝑒
{𝜅corr
(1)

+
1

⟨𝑚1⟩1A0
𝜅corr
(2)
} ,                                     (S22) 

which is identical to the expression of Eq. 3 in the main text. We can derive the general expression 

of Eq. 4 for the multi-step excitation process in the same manner, also considering the multi-step 

treatment of Eq. S19. 
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