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Research on strongly correlated electron systems faces a fundamental challenge due to the com-
plex nature of intrinsic many-body correlations. A key strategy to address this challenge lies in
advancing experimental methods that can directly probe and elucidate the underlying many-body
correlations. In this perspective article, we discuss the theoretically proposed coincidence detection
techniques, which are designed to directly measure two-body correlations in various particle-particle
and particle-hole channels, with momentum, energy, and/or spatial resolution. We also explore the
prospects of these coincidence detection techniques for future theoretical and experimental devel-
opments. The successful implementation and refinement of these coincidence detection techniques
promise to deliver powerful new approaches for unraveling long-standing puzzles in strongly corre-
lated electron systems, such as the enigmatic mechanism of unconventional superconductivity and
the long-sought quantum spin liquids. Furthermore, these coincidence detection techniques will of-
fer powerful new methods to investigate novel phenomena like itinerant magnetism and electronic
nematicity in quantum materials.

I. INTRODUCTION

Strongly correlated electron systems represent a ma-
jor focus of modern condensed matter physics due to
their novel physical properties. Systems such as un-
conventional superconductors [1–6] and quantum mag-
nets [7–9] exhibit a range of unconventional and anoma-
lous phenomena, including non-BCS superconductivity,
pseudogap physics, strange metal behavior, electronic
nematicity, quantum spin liquids, and quantum phase
transitions. These emergent properties are governed by
intrinsic many-body correlations that can not be ad-
equately described within well established theoretical
frameworks like the perturbative Fermi liquid theory
or the Ginzburg–Landau-Wilson theory of phase tran-
sitions. The development of new theoretical and exper-
imental methods to study these correlation-driven phe-
nomena remains a significant challenge. In this perspec-
tive article, we focus on recent progress and ongoing ef-
forts to develop new experimental techniques within this
research field.
A variety of experimental techniques have been devel-

oped to investigate the superconducting states of un-
conventional superconductors. Zero electric resistance
and the diamagnetic Meissner effect are two key sig-
natures of the superconducting phase, while specific
heat measurements establish its macroscopic phase tran-
sition nature. Evidence for Cooper-pair-mediated su-
perconductivity comes from flux quantization experi-
ments [10]. The superfluid density is accessible via
measurements of the magnetic penetration depth [11],
and the low-energy optical conductivity reveals the elec-
trodynamic response of the superfluid condensate and
the corresponding charge-carrier excitations [12]. For
pairing symmetry, angle-resolved photoemission spec-
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troscopy (ARPES) [13] and scanning tunneling spec-
troscopy (STS) [14] offer momentum and spatial reso-
lutions, respectively. Further insights are provided by
nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) [15] and electronic
Raman spectroscopy [16]. Phase-sensitive techniques
have been especially critical in identifying the pairing
symmetry of high-Tc cuprate superconductors [17]. To-
gether, these methods enable a multifaceted investiga-
tion of superconductivity across different channels and
scales. However, a fundamental limitation remains that
none directly probes the intrinsic two-body correlations
of Cooper pairs. Consequently, they can not unequiv-
ocally determine the microscopic pairing mechanism re-
sponsible for high-Tc superconductivity.
Beyond the mystery of high-Tc superconductivity it-

self, the parent normal states in unconventional super-
conductors exhibit equally esoteric properties. In cuprate
superconductors, a pseudogap phase manifests in trans-
port, thermodynamic, and magnetic channels [18–20],
while the strange metal state is characterized by an enig-
matic linear-T resistivity [18, 20–23]. Similarly, elec-
tronic nematicity is ubiquitous in iron-based supercon-
ductors, with ARPES measurements revealing a d-wave
symmetric feature within the nematic phase [24, 25].
Heavy-fermion systems, in turn, display non-Fermi liq-
uid behaviors and diverse quantum critical phenomena,
as observed in specific heat, magnetic susceptibility, and
resistivity measurements [6]. These phenomena collec-
tively point to strong many-body correlations that re-
main elusive to direct experimental probes.
A particularly intriguing class of quantum states in

strongly correlated electron systems is the theoretically
proposed quantum spin liquids [1]. The investigation
of these states remains a prominent and active frontier
in condensed matter physics [7–9, 26]. Experimentally,
techniques such as muon spin spectroscopy, inelastic neu-
tron scattering (INS), NMR, and thermal transport mea-
surements are employed to study their magnetic, ther-
modynamic, and transport properties [26]. Theoreti-
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cally, models based on spin fractionalization predict the
emergence of fractionalized excitations in these systems
[2, 27–29]. However, such fractionalized excitations do
not directly couple to conventional experimental probes,
thereby presenting a major challenge for their direct de-
tection and characterization.

As outlined in the above brief review, a wide array
of experimental techniques has been employed to inves-
tigate strongly correlated electron systems. Despite the
substantial body of experimental data thus accumulated,
research in this field appears to be approaching a bottle-
neck. This impasse may be attributed to two principal
factors. First, the essential intrinsic signatures have yet
to be systematically distilled from the vast and complex
experimental data, hindering the development of sound
phenomenological theories. Second, the existing experi-
mental approaches may be fundamentally limited in their
ability to probe the intrinsic many-body correlations and
their physical manifestations. Unraveling the founda-
tional correlation-driven physics will likely require the
development of new experimental theories and advanced
technologies.

The intrinsic N -body correlations in strongly corre-
lated electron systems can be accessed via N -body re-
sponse measurements. For example, the intrinsic two-
body correlations can be directly probed via two-body
response functions which are dominated by the second-
order perturbation of the interaction between the target
material and an external probe field. Guided by this
principle, several coincidence detection techniques have
recently been proposed for directly measuring two-body
correlations in strongly correlated electron systems. No-
table examples include coincidence angle-resolved pho-
toemission spectroscopy (cARPES), which is designed
to access two-body correlations in the particle-particle
channel, thereby offering a new pathway to elucidate
the mechanism of unconventional superconductivity [30–
32]. Meanwhile, coincidence inelastic neutron scattering
(cINS) has been proposed to probe two-spin correlations,
opening avenues for studying exotic quantum spin liquids
[32, 33]. More recently, a coincidence double-tip scan-
ning tunneling spectroscopy (STS) method has also been
introduced, enabling spatially resolved detection of dy-
namical two-body correlations [34]. Other proposed co-
incidence detection techniques include coincidence angle-
resolved photoemission and inverse-photoemission spec-
troscopy (cARP/IPES) in the particle-hole channel for
studying itinerant magnetism and electronic nematic-
ity [30], coincidence angle-resolved inverse-photoemission
spectroscopy (cARIPES) in the particle-particle channel
for correlated electrons above the Fermi energy [30], and
double photoemission (DPE) for exploring center-of-mass
physics of two-body correlations [35, 36]. The funda-
mental principles underlying these coincidence detection
techniques can be summarized as follows [36]: (1) Intrin-
sic two-body correlations are directly captured through
two-body coincidence detection, and (2) the coincidence
detection probability is governed by the second-order per-

turbation of the interaction between the target material
and the external probe field.
In this perspective article, we will explore the con-

ceptual foundations of these coincidence detection tech-
niques, covering their key theoretical formulations and
applications for probing two-body correlations in vari-
ous specific channels. We will also address the challenges
and prospects for their theoretical development and ex-
perimental implementation.

II. COINCIDENCE DETECTION:
FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES

We begin with the Hamiltonian of the combined system
comprising the target electron system and the external
probe field,

H = H0 + V, (1)

whereH0 includes the individual Hamiltonians of the two
subsystems, and V describes the electron-probe interac-
tion terms involving single-electron scattering processes.
Let us introduce the time-evolution S-matrix defined as

S(t, ti) = Tt exp

[
−
i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1VI(t1)

]
, (2)

where Tt is a time ordering operator, and VI denotes the
representation of V in the interaction picture:

VI(t) = eiH0t/~V e−iH0t/~. (3)

Here, H0 is assumed to be time-independent.
Let the initial states of the combined system at time

ti be described by |ΦI〉 with statistical probabilities PI ,
where I labels the state index. The first-order pertur-
bation of the S-matrix, corresponding to single-electron
scattering processes, is given by

S(1)(t, ti) = −
i

~

∫ t

ti

dt1VI(t1). (4)

The associated single-electron scattering probability
reads

Γ(1) =
∑

IF

PI

∣∣∣〈ΦF |S
(1)(tf , ti)|ΦI〉

∣∣∣
2

, (5)

where |ΦF 〉 are the final states at time tf , labeled by
index F . Similarly, the second-order perturbation ex-
pansion takes the form

S(2)(t, ti) =
1

2

(
−
i

~

)2 ∫∫ t

ti

dt2dt1Tt[VI(t2)VI(t1)], (6)

which captures two-electron scattering processes via the
time-ordered product Tt[VI(t2)VI(t1)]. The correspond-
ing coincidence detection probability of two-electron scat-
tering processes is defined by

Γ(2) =
∑

IF

PI

∣∣∣〈ΦF |S
(2)(tf , ti)|ΦI〉

∣∣∣
2

. (7)



3

While Γ(1) involves single-electron scattering processes
and thus probes the dynamical single-electron physics of
the target electron system, Γ(2) arises from two-electron
scattering processes and captures the dynamical two-
body correlations. This constitutes the conceptual foun-
dation of coincidence detection, which uses the measure-
ment of two-electron scattering processes to reveal the
intrinsic two-body correlations in the target electron sys-
tem. The fundamental principles underlying coincidence
detection can be formally stated as follows [36]:

1. Intrinsic two-body correlations are directly cap-
tured through two-body coincidence detection.

2. The coincidence detection probability is governed
by the second-order perturbation of the interaction
between the target material and the external probe
field.

These principles provide a unified framework for the va-
riety of coincidence detection techniques introduced in
recent works [30–34].
Beyond the coincidence detection probability Γ(2), co-

incidence detection can also be formulated in terms of
operator expectations. Consider an operator O describ-
ing single-electron scattering processes. Its expectation
value is given by

〈O(t)〉 = 〈S(ti, t)OI(t)S(t, ti)〉, (8)

where 〈A〉 ≡ Tr[ρ0A] with ρ0 = 1
Z exp(−βH0), and

S(ti, t) = [S(t, ti)]
†. Introducing the contour-time or-

dered S-matrix,

Sc(ti, ti) = Tc[S(ti, t)S(t, ti)], (9)

where Tc is the contour-time ordering operator along the
contour ti → t → ti, we may write Sc explicitly as

Sc(ti, ti) = Tc exp

[
−
i

~

∫

c

dt1VI(t1)

]
, (10)

with the integration performed along the closed time con-
tour. The expectation value of O then becomes

〈O(t)〉 = 〈TcSc(ti, ti)OI(t)〉. (11)

For two operators O1 and O2, each describing single-
electron scattering processes, the coincidence detection
expectation value is defined by

〈O1(t)O2(t)〉 = 〈TcSc(ti, ti)O1I(t)O2I(t)〉. (12)

This expression provides the fundamental formulation
for coincidence detection in the context of coincidence
double-tip STS measurements [34].

III. COINCIDENCE DETECTION
TECHNIQUES

We will explore the coincidence detection techniques
in this section, which are proposed based upon the fun-
damental principles summarized in Sec. II.

A. cARPES

Coincidence detection of two photoelectric pro-

cesses, in which two incident photons emit two

photoelectrons from the target material, captures

two-body correlations of the correlated electrons in

the particle-particle channel. — cARPES

In cARPES coincidence detection (schematically illus-
trated in Fig. 1 (a) of Reference [32]), two incident
photons induce two photoelectric processes. Two single-
photoelectron detectors separately detect the emitted
photoelectrons. A coincidence detector records the simul-
taneous occurrence events of two photoelectric processes.
The corresponding coincidence detection probability car-
ries information on two-body correlations of the target
electron system.
Suppose the two photoelectric processes are governed

by two electron-photon interaction terms

V1 = g1d
†
k1+q1σ1

ck1σ1
aq1λ1

,

V2 = g2d
†
k2+q2σ2

ck2σ2
aq2λ2

, (13)

where aqλ annihilates an incident photon with mo-
mentum q and polarization λ, ckσ annihilates a tar-

get electron with momentum k and spin σ, and d†kσ
creates a photoelectron. The coupling constants g1 ≡
g(k1;q1λ1) and g2 ≡ g(k2;q2λ2) characterize the inter-
action strengths.
The coincidence detection probability for the simulta-

neous occurrence of two photoelectric processes is given
by [30]

Γ(2) =
1

Z

∑

αβ

e−βEα

∣∣∣〈Φβ |S
(2)(tf , ti)|Φα〉

∣∣∣
2

, (14)

with initial states |Φα〉 = |Ψα〉⊗ |1q1λ1
1q2λ2

〉p⊗|0〉d and
final states |Φβ〉 = |Ψβ〉 ⊗ |0〉p ⊗ |1k1+q1σ1

1k2+q2σ2
〉d.

Here |Ψα〉 and |Ψβ〉 are eigenstates of the target elec-
tron system with energies Eα and Eβ , respectively. The
relevant second-order S-matrix term reads

S(2)(tf , ti) =

(
−
i

~

)2 ∫∫ tf

ti

dt2dt1Tt [V2I(t2)V1I(t1)] .

(15)
Let us introduce a two-body Bethe-Salpeter wave func-

tion in the particle-particle channel as [37, 38]

φ
(2)
αβ (k1σ1t1;k2σ2t2) = 〈Ψβ |Ttck2σ2

(t2) ck1σ1
(t1) |Ψα〉.

(16)
In the limit ti → −∞ and tf → +∞, the coincidence
detection probability becomes [30]

Γ(2) =
(g1g2)

2

~4

1

Z

∑

αβ

e−βEα
∣∣φ(2)

αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2; Ωc, ωr)
∣∣2.

(17)
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Here we have identified φ
(2)
αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2; tc, tr) =

φ
(2)
αβ (k1σ1t1;k2σ2t2), where tc = 1

2 (t1 + t2) and tr =
t2 − t1 denote the center-of-mass and relative times, re-
spectively. The corresponding Fourier transformations
are defined by

φ
(2)
αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2; tc, tr)

=
1

(2π)
2

∫∫ +∞

−∞

dΩdω φ
(2)
αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2; Ω, ω) e

−iΩtc−iωtr ,

φ
(2)
αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2; Ω, ω)

=

∫∫ +∞

−∞

dtcdtr φ
(2)
αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2; tc, tr) e

iΩtc+iωtr .

The center-of-mass frequency Ωc and the inner-pair rel-
ative frequency ωr in Γ(2) are defined as

Ωc =
1

~
(E

(2)
1 + E

(2)
2 ), ωr =

1

2~
(E

(2)
2 − E

(2)
1 ), (18)

with E
(2)
1 and E

(2)
2 being the transferred energies in the

two photoelectric processes

E
(2)
1 = ε

(d)
k1+q1σ1

+Φ− ~ωq1
,

E
(2)
2 = ε

(d)
k2+q2σ2

+Φ− ~ωq2
. (19)

Here ε(d) are the photoelectron energies, ~ω are the pho-
ton energies, and Φ is the target-material work function.
It is noted that the Bethe-Salpeter wave function

φ
(2)
αβ (k1σ1t1;k2σ2t2) describes the dynamical annihila-

tion of two electrons of the target material. The co-
incidence detection probability Γ(2), which probes the

frequency-space wave function φ
(2)
αβ(k1σ1,k2σ2; Ωc, ωr),

therefore directly reveals dynamical two-body correla-
tions in the target electron system. Furthermore, this ap-
proach enables explicit resolution of both center-of-mass
and inner-pair relative frequency dependencies inherent
to these dynamical two-body correlations [30].
In the pairing channel for Cooper pairs, the inner-

pair relative dynamics is governed by a time-retarded
attractive interaction, such as the phonon-mediated pair-
ing interaction in conventional metallic superconductors.
Therefore, the inner-pair relative dynamics encoded in
the Bethe-Salpeter wave function obtained from cARPES
can shed light on the microscopic pairing interaction
governing the formation of Cooper pairs. This makes
cARPES a vital tool for uncovering the microscopic pair-
ing mechanism of superconductivity [30–32, 39–41]. In
cuprate superconductors, the microscopic origin of super-
conductivity has remained a long-standing puzzle. Does
it arise from the coherent motion of holons with paired
spinons, as suggested by the resonating valence bond
(RVB) theory [1, 2]? Or is it mediated by a pairing “glue”
such as dynamical spin fluctuations in a nearly antiferro-
magnetic Fermi liquid [42, 43]? Could it even be related
to a Feshbach resonance scenario [44–46]? Measurements
via cARPES in the pairing channel hold the potential to

resolve this fundamental question. Moreover, cARPES
is poised to make significant contributions to identify-
ing the microscopic pairing mechanisms in other classes
of unconventional superconductors, including iron-based
superconductors [3, 4] and heavy-fermion superconduc-
tors [5, 6]. It has also been proposed recently as a promis-
ing technique for probing the fluctuating nature of light-
enhanced d-wave superconductivity [47], as well as the
off-diagonal matrix-element driven spin spectra in topo-
logical states [48].
In the initial experimental design for cARPES mea-

surement [30, 32], a coincidence detector is employed
to instantaneously record the simultaneous occurrence of
two photoelectric processes. This configuration is termed
instantaneous cARPES. More recently, an alternative im-
plementation was proposed (schematically shown in Fig.
1 (b) of Reference [32]), termed post-experiment cARPES
[32]. To capture the dynamical two-body correlations in
the target electron system, the time interval between the
initiations of two photoelectric processes must be shorter
than the characteristic time scale tc of the physics under
investigation. This can be achieved using a pulse pho-
ton source, where both incident photons originate from
the same pulse with a time width ∆tp ≤ tc. Further-
more, to clearly distinguish individual coincidence detec-
tion events, the time interval ∆td between consecutive
photon pulses must satisfy ∆td ≫ ∆tp, tc. A further re-
finement in the post-experiment cARPES is the use of two
counting recorders R1 and R2, which record photoelec-
trons arriving at two detectors D1 and D2, respectively.
For the n-th photon pulse, the recorded photoelectron
numbers a1(n) and a2(n) in R1 and R2 take values of
0 or 1. The coincidence counting for the n-th pulse is
then computed as a1(n) × a2(n) during post-processing.
This approach, without the coincidence detector used in
the instantaneous cARPES, enables easier and more ef-
ficient identification of two-photoelectric-process coinci-
dence events. As a result, the post-experiment cARPES
technique offers a highly efficient and powerful means for
measuring two-body correlations in the target electron
system [32].
It is worth noting that the cARPES technique shares

conceptual similarities with time-resolved ARPES mea-
surements of two-electron emission events, which was
proposed to investigate electronic noise correlations in
materials [49]. The related theoretical framework has
also been developed to probe two-electron interactions
via coincidence detection of two photoelectric processes
[50].

B. cINS

Coincidence detection of two neutron-scattering

processes is essentially a measurement of two-spin

correlations in the target magnetic material. —
cINS
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A coincidence detection technique in the spin-spin
channel, termed cINS, can be analogously proposed [33].
Here, the two incident particles are neutrons, which in-
teract with the local spin moments of the target magnetic
material and become scattered. These scattered neutrons
can be coincidentally detected either by a dedicated coin-
cidence detector [33] or via a post-experiment coincidence
counting method [32].

The two neutron-scattering processes are governed by
the following electron-neutron interaction terms [32, 33,
51–53]

V1 =
∑

σi1
σf1

g(q1)f
†
qf1

σf1
τ σf1

σi1
fqi1

σi1
· S⊥(q1),

V2 =
∑

σi2
σf2

g(q2)f
†
qf2

σf2
τ σf2

σi2
fqi2

σi2
· S⊥(q2).(20)

Here, f †
qσ and fqσ denote the creation and annihilation

operators for a neutron with momentum q and spin σ,
while τ represents the vector of Pauli matrices. The
quantity S⊥(q) = S(q) · (1 − q̂q̂) is the transverse com-
ponent of the spin operator, where S(q) =

∑
l Sle

−iq·Rl

with Sl being the electron spin operator at site Rl, and
q̂ = q/|q|. In Eq. (20), q1 = qf1−qi1 and q2 = qf2−qi2

describe the momentum transfers in the two neutron-
scattering processes.

Following a procedure analogous to that of cARPES,
we can introduce the second-order term of the time-
evolution S-matrix corresponding to the two electron-
neutron interaction terms, enabling the calculation of
the coincidence detection probability Γ(2) for the simul-
taneous occurrence of two neutron-scattering processes.
Let us define a two-spin Bethe-Salpeter wave function as
[32, 33]

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1t1,q2t2) = 〈Ψβ |TtS

(j)
⊥ (q2, t2)S

(i)
⊥ (q1, t1)|Ψα〉,

(21)
where i and j label the Cartesian components of the
spin operator. It can be shown that the coincidence
detection probability provides direct information on

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; Ωc, ωr), which is obtained via Fourier trans-

formation of φ
(ij)
αβ (q1,q2; tc, tr) = φ

(ij)
αβ (q1t1,q2t2).

Since the two-spin Bethe-Salpeter wave function

φ
(ij)
αβ (q1t1,q2t2) describes the time evolution of the mag-

netic system with two spins excited at times t1 and t2, the
coincidence detection probability effectively probes the
dynamical two-spin correlations, resolving both center-
of-mass and relative internal dynamics of the spin pairs.
As a result, cINS emerges as a promising technique for
investigating two-spin correlations in quantum magnetic
materials [33]. It holds particular potential for uncover-
ing new physics inaccessible to traditional INS measure-
ments, including the long-sought quantum spin liquids in
quantum magnets [7–9].

C. cARP/IPES and cARIPES

Coincidence detection of one photoelectric process

and one inverse-photoemission process probes

two-body correlations of the correlated electrons in

the particle-hole channel. — cARP/IPES

Coincidence detection of two inverse-

photoemission processes accesses two-body

correlations of the correlated electrons in the

particle-particle channel. — cARIPES

The cARPES method can be extended to two other
coincidence detection techniques, coincidence angle-
resolved photoemission and inverse-photoemission spec-
troscopy (cARP/IPES) and coincidence angle-resolved
inverse-photoemission spectroscopy (cARIPES).
In the cARP/IPES measurement, one photon source

and one electron source are employed. The incident
photon induces a photoelectric process, while the inci-
dent electron triggers an inverse-photoemission process,
in which it transits into a low-energy state of the target
material while simultaneously emitting a photon. The
two relevant electron-photon interaction terms govern-
ing the photoelectric and inverse-photoemission processes
are given by [30]

V1 = g1d
†
k1+q1σ1

ck1σ1
aq1λ1

,

V2 = g2c
†
k2σ2

a†q2λ2
dk2+q2σ2

. (22)

Here, the creation and annihilation operators are defined
as in Eq. (13).
Coincidence detection of the photoelectron emitted in

the photoelectric process and the photon emitted in the
inverse-photoemission process yields the joint probabil-
ity of their simultaneous occurrence. The corresponding
coincidence detection probability captures the two-body
correlations in the particle-hole channel, which can be
described by a two-body Bethe-Salpeter wave function
defined as [30]

φ
(3)
αβ (k1σ1t1;k2σ2t2) = 〈Ψβ|Ttc

†
k2σ2

(t2)ck1σ1
(t1)|Ψα〉.

(23)
More specifically, cARP/IPES provides direct access

to its Fourier transformation φ
(3)
αβ (k1σ1,k2σ2; Ωc, ωr),

where Ωc and ωr denote the center-of-mass and inner-
pair relative frequencies associated with the particle-hole
pairs excited in the relevant photoelectric and inverse-
photoemission processes.
cARP/IPES is poised to serve as a powerful tool for

elucidating the long-standing puzzle of the microscopic
mechanism underlying itinerant magnetism in metal-
lic ferro- and antiferromagnets [54]. In such systems,
the magnetic moments originate fundamentally from
particle-hole correlations in the spin channel. Moreover,
cARP/IPES is expected to contribute significantly to the
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study of metallic nematic states [25, 55, 56], which are
governed by particle-hole correlations in the charge chan-
nel. It has also been proposed as a promising technique
for observing collective Fermi arcs arising from particle-
hole excitations in topological Weyl semimetals [57].
In the cARIPES technique, two electron sources

are utilized. Electrons from these sources initiate
two inverse-photoemission processes, respectively, during
which they are injected into the target material, transi-
tion to its low-energy electronic states, and simultane-
ously emit two photons into the vacuum. The electron-
photon interaction terms governing these two inverse-
photoemission processes are given by

V1 = g1c
†
k1σ1

a†q1λ1
dk1+q1σ1

,

V2 = g2c
†
k2σ2

a†q2λ2
dk2+q2σ2

. (24)

Coincidence detection of the two emitted photons re-
veals the joint probability of the simultaneous occurrence
of the two inverse-photoemission processes, which is de-
scribed by a two-body Bethe-Salpeter wave function in
the particle-particle channel [30]

φ
(4)
αβ (k1σ1t1;k2σ2t2) = 〈Ψβ|Ttc

†
k2σ2

(t2)c
†
k1σ1

(t1)|Ψα〉.

(25)
Physically, this Bethe-Salpeter wave function captures
the dynamical correlated creation of two electrons within
the material, thereby characterizing the dynamical cor-
relations of particle-particle pairs. More specifically, the
coincidence detection probability in cARIPES directly
yields the Fourier-transformed Bethe-Salpeter wave func-

tion φ
(4)
αβ(k1σ1,k2σ2; Ωc, ωr), which distinctly resolves

both center-of-mass and inner-pair relative dynamical
two-body correlations. Unlike the cARPES case, the

excited electrons described by φ
(4)
αβ(k1σ1t1;k2σ2t2) re-

side predominantly above the Fermi energy. As a
result, cARIPES probes two-body correlations in the
particle-particle channel mainly for the electrons above
the Fermi energy, making it uniquely suited for investi-
gating Cooper-pair physics in which the paired electrons
primarily occupy states above the Fermi energy [30].

D. Coincidence double-tip STS

Coincidence detection of two quantum tun-

neling currents through two local tips reveals

the spatially resolved dynamical two-body cor-

relations of the correlated electrons. —
Coincidence double-tip STS

A coincidence detection technique for directly probing
spatially resolved dynamical two-body correlations has
recently been proposed, based on the double-tip scan-
ning tunneling microscope (STM) and termed coinci-
dence double-tip STS [34]. A schematic illustration of
its setup is provided in Fig. 1 of Reference [34].

The coincidence double-tip STS setup involves two
probe tips located at positions j1 and j2, biased at
distinct voltages V1 and V2 respectively, with each tip
carrying a quantum tunneling current. At time t, the
measured tunneling currents are denoted as I1(t, n) and
I2(t, n), where n indexes different measurements. A co-

incidence tunneling current observable I
(2)
d is defined as

I
(2)
d =

1

Nn

Nn∑

n=1

I1(t, n) · I2(t, n), (26)

with Nn being the total number of measurements. The-

oretically, I
(2)
d corresponds to the following statistically

averaged correlation function of two local tunneling cur-
rent operators I1 and I2 at positions j1 and j2, respec-
tively, defined by

I
(2)
d = 〈I1(t)I2(t)〉. (27)

By introducing a coincidence dynamical conductance

σj1j2(V1, V2) =
d

dV2

d

dV1
〈I1(t)I2(t)〉, (28)

a nonequilibrium theoretical framework yields the follow-
ing expression

σj1j2(V1, V2) = −

(
e2T1T2

2π~2

)2 ∑

σ1σ2

G
(2)
J (j1σ1, j2σ2;ω1, ω2)

×Ad1
(0)Ad2

(0). (29)

Here, G
(2)
J denotes a second-order contour-time ordered

current correlation function defined by

G
(2)
J (j1σ1, j2σ2;ω1, ω2)

=

∫∫

c

dt2dt1〈TcJ1A(j1σ1; t, t1;ω1)J2A(j2σ2; t, t2;ω2)〉,

(30)

where Tc represents the contour-time ordering operator
defined along a closed time contour ti → t → ti, and the
integrations are performed along this time contour. The
effective current operators J1A and J2A are given by

J1A(j1σ1; t, t1;ω1) = −icj1σ1
(t)c†j1σ1

(t1)e
−iω1(t1−t) + h.c.,

J2A(j2σ2; t, t2;ω2) = −icj2σ2
(t)c†j2σ2

(t2)e
−iω2(t2−t) + h.c..

(31)

The frequencies ω1 and ω2 are related to the bias voltages
by ω1 = −eV1/~ and ω2 = −eV2/~. In Eq. (29), T1

and T2 are the tunneling constants for the two tunneling
currents, while Ad1

(0) and Ad2
(0) represent the single-

particle spectral functions of the two tip-electron systems
at their Fermi energies.
The coincidence dynamical conductance σj1j2(V1, V2)

provides access to dynamical two-body correlations that
go beyond the physics captured by traditional single-tip
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STS technique [34]. For instance, in a nearly free Fermi
liquid, the coincidence dynamical conductance reveals
two correlated dynamical electron propagation processes:
(i) from j1 to j2 (or vice versa) driven by V1, and (ii) from
j2 to j1 (or vice versa) driven by V2. In a superconducting
state, additional propagation channels originating from
the superconducting condensate emerge, coexisting with
the normal electron propagation processes.
Experimental implementation of the double-tip STS

has advanced considerably over the past two decades [58–
62]. However, achieving precise control over tip position-
ings at extremely short length scales remains a major
challenge. Modern double-tip STM setups have success-
fully realized tip separations on the order of ∼ 30 nm
[59, 62]. Nevertheless, such resolutions are still insuffi-
cient for studying most strongly correlated electron sys-
tems, such as various classes of unconventional super-
conductors [2–4], where dominant strong correlations are
highly localized, with typical correlation lengths com-
parable to interatomic distances (a few Å). The re-
cent discovery of unconventional superconductivity and
Mott physics in magic-angle twisted bilayer graphene
[63] offers a promising alternative platform for coinci-
dence double-tip STS. In this system, exotic correlated
phenomena are inherently connected to the moiré su-
perlattice, which exhibits a characteristic periodicity of
∼ 13 nm, a mesoscopic length scale within the resolution
of existing double-tip STM setups. Consequently, moiré
quantum materials represent an ideal platform for im-
plementing coincidence double-tip STS to probe spatially
resolved dynamical two-body correlations in strongly cor-
related electron systems.

E. Double Photoemission

The one-photon-in and two-electron-out scatter-

ing processes, with the two emitted electrons

coincidentally detected, provide information on

the center-of-mass physics of the two-body cor-

relations in the particle-particle channel. —
Double photoemission

In 1998, Berakdar formulated the (γ, 2e) photoemis-
sion technique for studying the correlated electrons in
solids, now commonly known as double photoemission
[35]. This theoretical framework was subsequently ex-
tended to investigate the correlated electrons on solid sur-
faces [64] and in various superconducting pairing states
[65, 66].
In the double photoemission measurement, a single in-

cident photon excites two correlated electrons from the
target material, constituting a one-photon-in and two-
electrons-out scattering event. Since the fundamental
electrodynamics dictates that a single photon can typ-
ically excite only one electron in a photoelectric process,
double photoemission must involve additional electron-

electron interactions. The relevant interaction terms
in the double photoemission measurement comprise the
electron-photon interaction V1 and the electron-electron
interaction V2, defined respectively as

V1(t) =
∑

kqλσ

g d†k+qσ(t)ckσ(t)aqλ(t) (32)

and

V2(t1, t2) =
1

2

∑

k1k2q1σ1σ2

Uf †
k1+q1σ1

(t1)ek1σ1
(t1)

×d†k2−q1σ2
(t2)ck2σ2

(t2), (33)

where the operators c, d, e, f in V2 represent the electrons
in possibly different energy bands. Here, the interaction
constants g ≡ g(k;qλ) and U ≡ U(k1,k2,q1; t1, t2). It
is noted that U generally exhibits strong time-dependent
dynamics, which may stem from electron-phonon inter-
actions or spin/charge-density wave fluctuations. For
brevity, the band-index dependence of g and U is not
explicitly shown.
It is crucial to note that V2 does not originate from

an externally applied field but arises from the intrinsic
electron-electron interactions within the material. Con-
sequently, it can not be directly tuned experimentally.
As a result, double photoemission signals are inher-
ently entangled with complex Coulomb drag processes
[31]. Although the coincidence detection probability of
the double photoemission measurement contains infor-
mation on the two-body Bethe-Salpeter wave function in
the particle-particle channel, it also includes convoluted
contributions from summation over inner-pair momenta
and/or frequency integration [36, 66]. This entanglement
precludes clear resolution of the inner-pair spatial and dy-
namical physics of the two-body correlations in the target
electron system.
A simple explanation for the inability to resolve the

inner-pair physics can be given as follows. Suppose
the incident photon carries momentum q and energy
~ωq, while the two emitted photoelectrons have momenta
(k′

1,k
′
2) and energies (εk′

1
, εk′

2
). Momentum and energy

conservations then yield

q = k′
1 + k′

2 −∆k, ∆k = k1 + k2,

~ωq = εk′

1
+ εk′

2
−∆E, ∆E = E1 + E2, (34)

where (k1,k2) and (E1, E2) denote the momenta and en-
ergies of the two correlated electrons inside the target ma-
terial. Therefore, in the double photoemission measure-
ment with the fixed parameters (q,k′

1,k
′
2, ~ωq, εk′

1
, εk′

1
),

the sum of the momenta k1 and k2 and the sum of the
energies E1 and E2 are determined, but the correspond-
ing differences remain unconstrained. This is the funda-
mental reason why double photoemission can not resolve
the internal structure of the two-body correlations in the
target electron system.
Nevertheless, since the center-of-mass momentum and

energy of the two-body correlations can be accessed via
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Eq. (34), double photoemission remains a valuable tech-
nique for probing the center-of-mass physics of corre-
lated electron pairs. For instance, Mahmood et al. pro-
vided a detailed theoretical study of coincidence two-
body spectral functions in the pair-density-wave (PDW)
and Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov (FFLO) phases,
where Cooper pairs possess finite center-of-mass momen-
tum [66]. Double photoemission can also be employed
to investigate the collective modes of superconducting
condensates [36], such as the Goldstone-Anderson phase
modes [67], the Higgs amplitude modes [68, 69], and
the Leggett modes in superconductors with two coupled
macroscopic superconducting condensates [70].

IV. DISCUSSION AND FUTURE PROSPECTS

In the preceding sections, we have briefly explored
several recently proposed coincidence detection tech-
niques in different measurement channels. These emerg-
ing methods show significant potential for elucidat-
ing the breakdown of Wick’s theorem and uncovering
interaction-driven many-body correlations in quantum
materials [40, 41]. With the exception of double pho-
toemission, which has been under development for more
than two decades, most coincidence detection techniques
remain in their infancy. Future advances are anticipated
along two primary directions, technological innovation
and theoretical development.
On the technological front, a key challenge lies in the

limited resolution of current experimental platforms. Ad-
dressing this challenge will require continuous, state-of-
the-art improvements in both particle sources and detec-
tion systems [40, 41]. For example, enhancing the resolu-
tion of coincidence measurements will depend on progress
in the controlled emission and/or detection of photons,
electrons, or neutrons with high precision in temporal,
spatial, energy, and momentum domains. Insights drawn
from well-established multiphoton coincidence detection
in quantum optics [71–74] may offer valuable guidance in
this context. Moreover, recent rapid advances in attosec-
ond technology [75–78] are expected to provide superior
photon sources, which will substantially benefit studies
of strongly correlated electron systems.
On the theoretical front, a central task is the accu-

rate computation of coincidence detection probabilities,
which are directly connected to dynamical two-body cor-
relations in different physical channels. For instance, cal-
culating coincidence detection probabilities for cARPES
in the particle-particle pairing channel would provide
essential theoretical support for upcoming experiments
to study unconventional superconductors. Such calcula-

tions could help clarify the microscopic mechanisms of
high-Tc superconductivity in cuprate, iron-based, and
heavy-fermion superconductors [1–6, 42–46]. Similarly,
theoretical studies of coincidence detection probabilities
for cINS would elucidate dynamical two-spin correlations
in quantum magnets, potentially revealing new physics
linked to quantum spin liquids [7, 8]. Theoretical pre-
dictions for cARP/IPES coincidence detection in the
particle-hole channel will be essential for understanding
itinerant magnetism in the spin channel [54] and elec-
tronic nematicity in the charge channel [55]. Such ef-
forts may further clarify the roles of antiferromagnetic
and multiorbital fluctuations in the emergence of itiner-
ant magnetism and d-wave nematic order in iron-based
superconductors [25, 56].
It is important to emphasize that the computation of

coincidence detection probabilities in different dynamical
two-particle channels remains highly challenging, both
in theoretical analytical methods and numerical simula-
tions. These challenges originate from the strong many-
body correlations in strongly correlated electron systems,
where a vast number of degrees of freedom are intrinsi-
cally entangled, as well as from the inherent complexity of
dynamical two-body response functions. Consequently,
new conceptual and methodological advances in theoret-
ical analytical methods and numerical simulations will
be essential to unravel the complex and profound physics
encoded in coincidence detection probabilities.
Looking ahead, the development of novel coincidence

detection techniques specifically tailored for strongly cor-
related electron systems holds great promise. Moreover,
given the strong entanglement among spin, charge, and
orbital degrees of freedom in such materials, approaches
capable of directly probing correlations between these
different degrees of freedom could open entirely new re-
search directions. In particular, the simultaneous detec-
tion of two physical processes involving distinct degrees of
freedom would allow direct measurement of their mutual
correlations and entanglement. Such methods hold the
potential to greatly deepen our understanding of strongly
correlated quantum matters, especially in shedding light
on the complex intertwined quantum phases arising from
such strong entanglement.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Prof. Jun Chang for invaluable discussions.
This work was supported by the National Natural Sci-
ence Foundation of China (Grant No. 11874318) and
the Natural Science Foundation of Shandong Province
(Grant No. ZR2023MA015).

[1] P. W. Anderson, The resonating valence bond
state in La2CuO4 and superconductivity,

Science 235, 1196 (1987).

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.235.4793.1196


9

[2] P. A. Lee, N. Nagaosa, and X.-G. Wen, Doping a Mott
insulator: Physics of high-temperature superconductiv-
ity, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78, 17 (2006).

[3] X. Chen, P. Dai, D. Feng, T. Xiang, and F.-C. Zhang,
Iron-based high transition temperature superconductors,
Natl. Sci. Rev. 1, 371 (2014).

[4] G. R. Stewart, Superconductivity in iron compounds,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1589 (2011).

[5] G. R. Stewart, Heavy-fermion systems,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 56, 755 (1984).

[6] G. R. Stewart, Non-Fermi-liquid behavior in d- and f -
electron metals, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73, 797 (2001).

[7] L. Balents, Spin liquids in frustrated magnets,
Nature (London) 464, 199 (2010).

[8] Y. Zhou, K. Kanoda, and T.-K. Ng, Quantum spin liquid
states, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 025003 (2017).

[9] J. R. Chamorro, T. M. McQueen, and T. T.
Tran, Chemistry of quantum spin liquids,
Chemical Reviews 121, 2898 (2021).

[10] C. E. Gough, M. S. Colclough, E. M. Forgan,
R. G. Jordan, M. Keene, C. M. Muirhead, A. I. M.
Rae, N. Thomas, J. S. Abell, and S. Sut-
ton, Flux quantization in a high-Tc superconductor,
Nature (London) 326, 855 (1987).

[11] C. Panagopoulos and T. Xiang, Relationship be-
tween the superconducting energy gap and the
critical temperature in high-Tc superconductors,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 2336 (1998).

[12] D. N. Basov and T. Timusk, Electrodynamics of high-Tc
superconductors, Rev. Mod. Phys. 77, 721 (2005).

[13] A. Damascelli, Z. Hussain, and Z.-X. Shen, Angle-
resolved photoemission studies of the cuprate supercon-
ductors, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 473 (2003).

[14] O. Fischer, M. Kugler, I. Maggio-Aprile,
C. Berthod, and C. Renner, Scanning tunneling
spectroscopy of high-temperature superconductors,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 79, 353 (2007).

[15] K. Asayama, G.-Q. Zheng, Y. Kitaoka, K. Ishida, and
K. Fujiwara, NMR study of high-Tc superconductors,
Physica C: Superconductivity 178, 281 (1991).

[16] T. P. Devereaux and R. Hackl, Inelastic
light scattering from correlated electrons,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 79, 175 (2007).

[17] C. C. Tsuei and J. R. Kirtley, Pair-
ing symmetry in cuprate superconductors,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 72, 969 (2000).

[18] T. Li, A short review of the recent progresses
in the study of the cuprate superconductivity,
Chin. Phys. B 30, 100508 (2021).

[19] H. G. Luo, Y. H. Su, and T. Xiang, Scaling analysis
of normal-state properties of high-temperature supercon-
ductors, Phys. Rev. B 77, 014529 (2008).

[20] C. Proust and L. Taillefer, The remarkable un-
derlying ground states of cuprate superconductors,
Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 10, 409 (2019).

[21] B. Keimer, S. A. Kivelson, M. R. Norman, S. Uchida,
and J. Zaanen, From quantum matter to high-
temperature superconductivity in copper oxides,
Nature (London) 518, 179 (2015).

[22] C. M. Varma, Colloquium: Linear in temper-
ature resistivity and associated mysteries in-
cluding high temperature superconductivity,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 92, 031001 (2020).

[23] J. Zaanen, Planckian dissipation, minimal viscos-
ity and the transport in cuprate strange metals,
SciPost Phys. 6, 61 (2019).

[24] M. Yi, D. Lu, J.-H. Chu, J. G. Analytis, A. P. Sorini,
A. F. Kemper, B. Moritz, S.-K. Mo, R. G. Moore,
M. Hashimoto, W.-S. Lee, Z. Hussain, T. P. Dev-
ereaux, I. R. Fisher, and Z.-X. Shen, Symmetry-
breaking orbital anisotropy observed for detwinned
Ba(Fe1−xCox)2As2 above the spin density wave transi-
tion, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 108, 6878 (2011).

[25] Y. Su, H. Liao, and T. Li, The form and
origin of orbital ordering in the electronic ne-
matic phase of iron-based superconductors,
J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 27, 105702 (2015).

[26] L. Savary and L. Balents, Quantum spin liquids: A re-
view, Rep. Prog. Phys. 80, 016502 (2016).

[27] A. Auerbach, Interacting electrons and quantum mag-

netism, Graduate Texts in Contemporary Physics
(Springer New York, 1994).

[28] A. Kitaev, Anyons in an exactly solved model and be-
yond, Ann. Phys. 321, 2 (2006).

[29] Y. Gao and G. Chen, Some experimental
schemes to identify quantum spin liquids,
Chin. Phys. B 29, 097501 (2020).

[30] Y. Su and C. Zhang, Coincidence angle-resolved pho-
toemission spectroscopy: Proposal for detection of two-
particle correlations, Phys. Rev. B 101, 205110 (2020).

[31] T. P. Devereaux, M. Claassen, X.-X. Huang, M. Zaletel,
J. E. Moore, D. Morr, F. Mahmood, P. Abbamonte, and
Z.-X. Shen, Angle-resolved pair photoemission theory for
correlated electrons, Phys. Rev. B 108, 165134 (2023).

[32] D. Cao and Y. Su, Post-experiment coincidence detection
techniques for direct detection of two-body correlations,
New J. Phys. 27, 123502 (2025).

[33] Y. Su, S. Wang, and C. Zhang, Coincidence inelastic
neutron scattering for detection of two-spin magnetic cor-
relations, Phys. Rev. B 103, 054431 (2021).

[34] Y. Su, G. Zhang, D. Cao, and C. Zhang, Coincidence
double-tip scanning tunneling spectroscopy, (2025),
arXiv:2507.17532 [cond-mat.str-el].

[35] J. Berakdar, Emission of correlated electron pairs fol-
lowing single-photon absorption by solids and surfaces,
Phys. Rev. B 58, 9808 (1998).

[36] Y. Su, K. Cao, and C. Zhang, Coincidence detec-
tion probability of (γ, 2e) photoemission measurement,
J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 36, 505602 (2024).

[37] M. Gell-Mann and F. Low, Bound states in quantum field
theory, Phys. Rev. 84, 350 (1951).

[38] E. E. Salpeter and H. A. Bethe, A relativistic equation
for bound-state problems, Phys. Rev. 84, 1232 (1951).

[39] E. W. Huang, W. O. Wang, J. K. Ding, T. Liu, F. Liu,
X.-X. Huang, B. Moritz, and T. P. Devereaux, In-
tertwined states at finite temperatures in the Hubbard
model, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 90, 111010 (2021).

[40] J. A. Sobota, Y. He, and Z.-X. Shen, Angle-
resolved photoemission studies of quantum materials,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 93, 025006 (2021).

[41] A. Alexandradinata, N. P. Armitage, A. Baydin,
W. Bi, Y. Cao, H. J. Changlani, E. Chertkov,
E. H. da Silva Neto, L. Delacretaz, I. E. Baggari,
G. M. Ferguson, W. J. Gannon, S. A. A. Ghorashi,
B. H. Goodge, O. Goulko, G. Grissonnanche, A. Hal-
las, I. M. Hayes, Y. He, E. W. Huang, A. Kogar,
D. Kumah, J. Y. Lee, A. Legros, F. Mahmood,

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.78.17
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1093/nsr/nwu007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1589
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.56.755
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.73.797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature08917
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.89.025003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.0c00641
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/326855a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.2336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.721
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.75.473
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.79.353
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0921-4534(91)90075-A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.79.175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.72.969
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1674-1056/abfa04
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.77.014529
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature14165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.92.031001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.21468/SciPostPhys.6.5.061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1015572108
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0953-8984/27/10/105702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/80/1/016502
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2005.10.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-1056/ab9df0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.205110
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.108.165134
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1367-2630/ae1e77
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.103.054431
http://arxiv.org/abs/2507.17532
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.9808
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/ad7e74
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.84.350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.84.1232
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.7566/JPSJ.90.111010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.025006


10

Y. Maximenko, N. Pellatz, H. Polshyn, T. Sarkar,
A. Scheie, K. L. Seyler, Z. Shi, B. Skinner, L. Steinke,
K. Thirunavukkuarasu, T. s Victa Trevisan, M. Vogl,
P. A. Volkov, Y. Wang, Y. Wang, D. Wei, K. Wei,
S. Yang, X. Zhang, Y.-H. Zhang, L. Zhao, and
A. Zong, The future of the correlated electron problem,
SciPost Phys. Comm. Rep. , 8 (2025).

[42] P. Monthoux and D. Pines, YBa2Cu3O7:
A nearly antiferromagnetic Fermi liquid,
Phys. Rev. B 47, 6069 (1993).

[43] P. Monthoux and D. Pines, Spin-fluctuation-induced
superconductivity and normal-state properties of
YBa2Cu3O7, Phys. Rev. B 49, 4261 (1994).

[44] A. Bohrdt, E. Demler, and F. Grusdt, Dichotomy of
heavy and light pairs of holes in the t − J model,
Nat. Commun. 14, 8017 (2023).

[45] L. Homeier, P. Bermes, and F. Grusdt, Scattering the-
ory of mesons in doped antiferromagnetic mott insula-
tors: Multichannel perspective and Feshbach resonance,
Phys. Rev. B 109, 125135 (2024).

[46] L. Homeier, H. Lange, E. Demler, A. Bohrdt, and
F. Grusdt, Feshbach hypothesis of high-Tc superconduc-
tivity in cuprates, Nat. Commun. 16, 314 (2025).

[47] Y. Wang, T. Shi, and C.-C. Chen, Fluctuating na-
ture of light-enhanced d-wave superconductivity: A time-
dependent variational non-Gaussian exact diagonaliza-
tion study, Phys. Rev. X 11, 041028 (2021).

[48] K.-S. Lin, G. Palumbo, Z. Guo, Y. Hwang, J. Blackburn,
D. P. Shoemaker, F. Mahmood, Z. Wang, G. A. Fiete,
B. J. Wieder, and B. Bradlyn, Spin-resolved topology
and partial axion angles in three-dimensional insulators,
Nat. Commun. 15, 550 (2024).

[49] C. Stahl and M. Eckstein, Noise correlations in
time- and angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy,
Phys. Rev. B 99, 241111 (2019).

[50] A. F. Kemper, F. Goto, H. A. Labib, N. Gau-
thier, E. H. d. S. Neto, and F. Boschini, Observ-
ing two-electron interactions with correlation-ARPES,
Phys. Rev. B 112, 035168 (2025).

[51] S. W. Lovesey, The theory of neutron scattering from con-

densed matter, Volume 2: Polarization effects and mag-

netic scattering, The International Series of Monographs
on Physics (Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1984).

[52] G. L. Squries, Introduction to the theory of thermal neu-

tron scattering (Dover Publications, Inc., New York,
1996).

[53] F. Fernandez-Alonso and D. L. Price, eds., Neutron scat-

tering – Fundamentals, Experimental Methods in the
Physical Sciences (Volume 44) (Elsevier Inc., 2013).

[54] T. Moriya, Spin fluctuations in itinerant electron mag-

netism (Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 1985).
[55] E. Fradkin, S. A. Kivelson, M. J. Lawler,

J. P. Eisenstein, and A. P. Mackenzie, Ne-
matic Fermi fluids in condensed matter physics,
Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 1, 153 (2010).

[56] T. Li and Y. Su, Driving force of the orbital-
relevant electronic nematicity in Fe-based superconduc-
tors, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 29, 425603 (2017).

[57] Y.-C. Tzeng and M.-F. Yang, Fate of Fermi-arc states in
gapped Weyl semimetals under long-range interactions,
Phys. Rev. B 102, 035148 (2020).

[58] I. Shiraki, F. Tanabe, R. Hobara, T. Nagao, and
S. Hasegawa, Independently driven four-tip probes
for conductivity measurements in ultrahigh vacuum,

Surf. Sci. 493, 633 (2001).
[59] T. Nakayama, O. Kubo, Y. Shingaya, S. Higuchi,

T. Hasegawa, C.-S. Jiang, T. Okuda, Y. Kuwahara,
K. Takami, and M. Aono, Development and appli-
cation of multiple-probe scanning probe microscopes,
Adv. Mater. 24, 1675 (2012).

[60] B. Voigtländer, V. Cherepanov, S. Korte, A. Leis,
D. Cuma, S. Just, and F. Lüpke, Invited re-
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