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While quantum master equations (QMEs) are the primary workhorse in quantum information
science, quantum optics, spectroscopy, and quantum thermodynamics, verifying complete positivity
of the associated N -level quantum dynamical maps remains an outstanding challenge for N ≥ 3. We
address this challenge by establishing a direct mapping between the Liouvillian and Kossakowski
matrices of an arbitrary Markovian QME. The mapping relies on the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse
of a rectangular matrix composed of the structure constants of SU(N). As an application, we
establish complete positivity of the quantum optical Bloch-Redfield QME for a three-level V-system
driven by incoherent light. Our approach makes it possible to test QMEs for complete positivity
without solving them, and to restore complete positivity by keeping only non-negative eigenvalues
of the Kossakowski matrix.

Quantum master equations (QMEs) describe the time
evolution of a quantum subsystem of interest coupled to a
(typically) much larger environment [1–3]. As such, they
play a vital role in many areas of physics and chemistry,
where the accurate description of environmental effects
on quantum dynamics is essential, such as quantum infor-
mation science [4–14], quantum optics [2, 15], quantum
thermodynamics [16–23], spectroscopy [24–28], and chro-
mophoric energy transport [29–33]. When used within
their respective domains of validity, QMEs offer a robust
and physically meaningful description of environment-
induced relaxation and decoherence in N -level quantum
systems [1–3].

A crucial property of any QME is complete positivity
(CP) of the quantum dynamical map associated with it
[1–3]. The CP condition requires not only that the re-
duced dynamics of a subsystem of interest be positive,
but also that it remains so when the subsystem is en-
tangled with arbitrary ancillae [1–3]. This condition is a
defining property of a quantum channel [3] and its viola-
tion can lead to unphysical effects, such as entanglement
generation by purely local interactions [34, 35] and viola-
tions of the second law of thermodynamics [22, 36]. Given
recent advances in quantum thermodynamics [21, 23] and
quantum information processing [37, 38] with multilevel
quantum systems (qudits), the question of whether the
dynamical map generated by a given QME satisfies the
CP condition acquires critical importance.

In principle, this question can be resolved by map-
ping the QME’s Liouvillian matrix (expressed in terms
of relaxation and decoherence rates) to the so-called Kos-
sakowski matrix A, which parametrizes the canonical
Gorini-Kossakowski-Lindblad-Sudarshan (GKLS) gener-
ator of the quantum dynamical semigroup associated
with the QME [1]. The dynamical map is CP if A has
only nonnegative eigenvalues [1]. The Kossakowski ma-
trix determines the key properties of the quantum dy-
namical map, and plays an essential role in, e.g., quanti-
fying the extent of non-Markovianity of quantum evolu-
tions [12, 39].

While the analytical mapping between the Liouvillian
and Kossakowski matrices is well-established for the two-

level system [1], this is not the case for multilevel quan-
tum systems (N ≥ 3). Although heroic efforts [1, pp. 69]
did yield analytic expressions for the relaxation and de-
coherence rates in terms of the elements of the Kos-
sakowski matrix for N = 3, these expressions are highly
complicated and it is unclear whether these expressions
can be inverted. As a result, Kossakowski matrices are
presently calculated via indirect methods, which are ap-
plicable only to specific subclasses of QMEs, such as
the secular QME [1] and certain nosecular QMEs of the
Bloch-Redfield type, both Markovian and non-Markovian
[5, 6, 40–42]. These QMEs are typically expressed in
operator form, with the Kossakowski matrices expressed
via Fourier transforms of environmental correlation func-
tions. However, a limitation of these approaches is their
lack of generality, i.e., it is not always clear whether a
given QME can be expressed in one of the prescribed op-
erator forms. Thus, calculating the Kossakowski matrices
associated with multilevel QMEs from their Liouvillians
remains an outstanding challenge [1], preventing robust
CP testing of the underlying quantum dynamical maps.

In 2007, Andersson, Cresser, and Hall showed that any
time-local QME can be decomposed into Kraus opera-
tors, and thereby tested for CP by constructing the Choi
matrix associated with its Kraus-type representation [43].
Specifically, a quantum dynamical map is CP if and only
if the corresponding Choi matrix is positive [43, 44]. This
method is applicable to a wide class of QMEs, includ-
ing non-Markovian QMEs written in a time-local form
(which can be obtained from the generalized Nakajima-
Zwanzig-type QME via the time-convolutionless projec-
tion operator method [45–48]). However, the construc-
tion of the Choi matrix and the associated Kraus decom-
position requires explicitly solving the QME [43], which
can be a computationally intensive task for multilevel
QMEs. As such, applications of this approach have been
limited to few-level systems [43].

Here, we present a direct mapping between the Liou-
villian and Kossakowski matrices of N -level Markovian
QMEs. A key ingredient is the transformation tensor T
expressed via the structure constants of SU(N), whose
Moore-Penrose preudoinverse transforms the Liouvillian
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matrix of an N -level QME directly to its Kossakowski
matrix. The latter can be diagonalized to provide the
eigenvalues λi, and the associated quantum dynamical
map proven to be CP if all λi ≥ 0. Unlike the ap-
proach of Ref. [43], our method does not require solving
the QME. As such, it may be expected to be readily ap-
plicable to multilevel quantum systems, such as atoms
and molecules interacting with environmental noise, for
which the analytical or numerical solution of the QME
can be impractical. As a nontrivial application of the
approach, we establish the CP property of the quantum
optical Bloch-Redfield QME [49], which describes noise-
induced Fano coherences in multilevel quantum systems
interacting with incoherent blackbody radiation [50–57].
Finally, our method can be used to obtain regularized
QMEs, whose quantum dynamical maps are guaranteed
to be CP by discarding the negative eigenvalues of the
Kossakowski matrix [12–14]. Our approach makes it pos-
sible to apply the regularization procedure to any QME
expressible in the GKLS form; all that it required is
knowledge of its Liouvillian matrix.

Theory. We begin by specifying the general Markovian
QME for the reduced density operator ρ̂ of an N -level
quantum system interacting with an environment [1, 2]

dρ̂/dt = L̂ρ̂ = (L̂H + L̂D)ρ̂, (1)

where the time-independent Liouvillian L̂ can be sepa-
rated into the Hamiltonian (LH = −i[ĤS , ρ̂]) and dissi-
pative parts. The latter can be expressed in the GKLS
form [1]

L̂Dρ̂ =
1

2

∑
i,k

aik

(
2F̂iρ̂F̂k − ρ̂F̂kF̂i − F̂kF̂iρ̂

)
, (2)

where aik are the elements of the Kossakowski matrix A,
and the basis set {F̂i} is composed of M = N2−1 Hermi-

tian traceless N ×N matrices, which satisfy Tr(F̂iF̂
†
k ) =

δik [1]. For N = 3, the basis matrices F̂i correspond to
the generators of the SU(3) Lie group (the Gell-Mann
matrices [58]). Our goal is to obtain the matrix elements

of A in terms of those of the Liouvillian L̂D.
To this end, it is convenient to reformulate the QME

in terms of the real coherence vector v (identical to the
Bloch vector for N = 2), whose components vi are de-
fined by the SU(N) decomposition of ρ [1, 59, 60]

ρ̂(t) =
1

N
F̂0 +

M∑
i=1

vi(t)F̂i (3)

The components of the coherence vector, vi(t) =

Tr(ρ̂(t)F̂i) satisfy an inhomogeneous QME, which is
equivalent to the original QME [1, 59, 60]

v̇(t) = [Q+R]v(t) + k, (4)

where k is the driving vector and the matrix operators
Q and R describe the Hamiltonian and dissipative evo-
lution analogously to L̂H and L̂D in the density-matrix
formulation (14).

Using the identity F̂mF̂n = 1
N F̂0δmn + i

2

∑M
l=1 z

∗
mnlF̂l,

where zmnl = fmnl + idmnl, and

fijk = −iTr([Fi, Fj ], Fk),

dijk = Tr({Fi, Fj}, Fk) (5)

are the symmetric and antisymmetric structure constants
of SU(N) [1, 59], we can express the elements of R and
k in terms of those of A [1, 59, 60]

rsm =

M∑
i,k=1

Tsm,ikaik (s,m = 1, . . . ,M), (6)

ks =
i

N

M∑
i,k=1

aikfkls (s = 1, . . . ,M), (7)

where

Tsm,ik = −1

4

M∑
l=1

[(fmnl+idmnl)fkls+(fklm−idklm)fils)],

(8)
is an M2 ×M2 transformation tensor T , which depends
only on the symmetric and antisymmetric structure con-
stants of SU(N). To the author’s knowledge, this tensor
has not been explored beyond the two-level system. Its
elements are subject to a set of constraints, which follow
from the sum rules satisfied by the structure constants
of SU(N) as a compact semi-simple Lie group [58]. For
example, one has, for p = 1, . . . ,M

M∑
i,k=1

Tsm,ikfikp = iNdmsp/2. (9)

We are interested in expressing the elements of the
Kossakowski matrix aik in terms of the relaxation and
decoherence rates (rsm and ks), which are available from
either microscopic system-bath models or from experi-
ment [1]. To this end, we note that Eqs. (6)-(7) can be
viewed as system of linear equations for the coefficients
aik with the right-hand side given by the rsm and ks.
Because of the constraints such as Eq. (9), the complex
square tensor T is not of full rank, and hence cannot be
inverted, making the solution of linear equations (6)-(7)
a nontrivial task.

Note that Eq. (6) can be written as a superoperator T̂
(or a process matrix [3]), which acts on the Kossakowski

matrix to produce the rate matrix, T̂ A = R. It is con-
venient to define vectorized (Liouville) representations
[61] of the Kossakowski and rate matrices a = vec(A)
and r0 = vec(R), where the components aα and r0α are
uniquely related to the elements ofA andR, respectively,
and α = {ik} = 1, . . . ,M2 is a composite index. We can
now rewrite Eq. (6) in vectorized notation as T a = r0,

where the superoperator T̂ is represented by a square
M2 ×M2 tensor T with elements Tαβ (note that the el-
ements of ordinary M ×M matrices, such as A = {aik},
are indexed by Latin letters).



3

=

(a)

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Eigenvalue index

0

1

2

3

S
in

g
u
la

r 
v
al

u
e

(b)

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic structure of the matrix equation (11).
The complex rectangular matrix of SU(N) structure constants
T is composed of the complex M2×M2 transformation tensor
T given by Eq. (8) augmented by the M × M2 matrix [see
Eq. (10)]. The right-hand side consists of the vectorized rate
matrix r0 = vec(R) augmented at the bottom by the driving
vector k. (b) Singular values of the tensor T for N = 3. Note
the presence of 8 zero singular values in the bottom right
corner. The solid line is a guide to the eye.

Because the tensor T is not of full rank (see above),
the linear system T a = r0 has infinitely many solutions.
To obtain a unique solution, we need to specify M ad-
ditional constraints, which come in the form of Eq. (7).
To incorporate these constraints, we define a rectangular
tensor T with elements (the essential difference between
the indices s and β = {ik} is noted above)

Tαβ = Tαβ (α, β = 1, . . . ,M2),

TM2+s,β =
i

3
fsik (s = 1, . . . ,M). (10)

As illustrated in Fig. 1(a), this definition amounts to aug-
menting the square tensor T with additional rows popu-
lated by the structure constants (i/3)fsik [see Eq. (10)].
The system of linear equations (6)-(7) can then be recast
in tensor form

Ta = r, (11)

where r is an augmented vectorized rate matrix with
rα = r0α = rik for α = 1, . . . ,M2 and rM2+s = ks [see
Eqs. (6)-(7)].

The (M2+M)×M2 complex rectangular tensor T has
rank M2, and thus the vectorized Kossakowski matrix

a = vec(A) can be obtained as

a = T+r, (12)

where

T+ = (T †T )−1T † (13)

is the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse of T [62–64] (the
superscript + should not be confused with that for Her-
mitian conjugation, †). Equation (12) gives the Kos-
sakowski matrix a = vec(A) in terms of the relaxation
and decoherence rates of a general-form QME encapsu-
lated in r. It is the central result of this work.
Application to the quantum optical partial secular

Bloch-Redfield QME. To flesh out the formalism devel-
oped above, we apply it to the quantum optical par-
tial secular Bloch-Redfield (PSBR) QME [49], which de-
scribes multilevel atoms and molecules interacting with
incoherent radiation fields, such as blackbody radiation.
This process plays a central role in photoexcitation of
atoms, molecules, and photosynthetic light-harvesting
complexes by solar light [50–57, 65]. Significantly, these
dynamics can generate the so-called noise-induced Fano
coherences between nearly degenerate ground and/or ex-
cited states of a multilevel quantum system, even when
the initial state of the system is a coherence-free thermal
mixture [50–57, 66]. The Fano coherences can strongly
affect thermalization dynamics of a multilevel quantum
system interacting with a bath, leading to anomalously
slow approach to thermal equilibrium [51, 54, 56], which
occurs over multiple, often vastly different, timescales
[51–56, 67–69]. The resulting coherent steady states can
break detailed balance [50, 53, 55, 70] thereby enhancing
the efficiency of photovoltaic devices [70]. In addition,
closely related pre-thermal states can have promising ap-
plications in quantum thermometry [71].
However, even though CP of several PSBR equations

has recently been established using alternative methods
(see, e.g., [40, 41]), to our knowledge, it is an open ques-
tion whether or not the dynamical map that corresponds
to the quantum optical PSBR equations is CP. Here, we
settle this question by using our key result [Eq. (12)] to
explicitly calculate the Kossakowski matrix from the re-
laxation and decoherence rates. We show that the eigen-
values of the Kossakowski matrix are non-negative, es-
tablishing the CP property of the dynamical map.
The quantum optical PSBR equation for the three-

level V-system driven by a thermal bath is [49, 52, 66, 72]

ρ̇ii = −(ri + γi)ρii + riρ33 − p(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)ρ

R
12,

ρ̇12 = −iρ12∆− 1

2
(r1 + r2 + γ1 + γ2)ρ12 (14)

+
p

2

√
r1r2(2ρ33 − ρ11 − ρ22)−

p

2

√
γ1γ2(ρ11 + ρ22),

ρ̇13 = −1

2
(2r1 + r2 + γ1)ρ13 −

p

2
(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)ρ23,

ρ̇23 = −1

2
(r1 + 2r2 + γ2)ρ23 −

p

2
(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)ρ13,
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FIG. 2. (a) Schematic of the three-level V-system driven by
incoherent radiation. (b) Nonzero eigenvalues of the Kos-
sakowski matrix calculated using Eq. (12) for the partial sec-
ular BR equation as a function of the ratio of spontaneous de-
cay rates γ1/γ2 for collinear transition dipoles (p = 1). The
eigenvalues are plotted in the weak (n̄ = 0.01, solid lines),
intermediate (n̄ = 1, circles), and strong (n̄ = 100, dashed
lines) pumping regimes, where n̄ = ri/γi is the effective pho-
ton occupation number [50–52].

where i = 1, 2 denote the excited states of the V-system
[see Fig. 2(a)], 3 stands for the ground state, ri and
γi are incoherent absorption and spontaneous emission
rates, ∆ = ω12 is the excited-state energy splitting,
p = µ31·µ32/(|µ31||µ32|) quantifies the alignment of tran-
sition dipole moments µ3i, and ρR12 and ρI12 denote the
real and imaginary parts of ρ12 [50–52]. Equation (14)
is derived in the standard Born-Markov approximation,
which is well-justified for multilevel quantum systems in-
teracting with incoherent radiation fields [2, 49]. We
retain the nonsecular population-to-coherence coupling
terms proportional to p in Eq. (14), which are responsi-
ble for the generation of Fano coherences [50, 51].

To obtain the rate matrix R and the driving vector
k for the three-level V-system, we first define the eight-
component coherence vector v =

√
2(ρR12,−ρI12,

1
2 (ρ11 −

ρ22), ρ
R
13,−ρI13, ρ

R
23,−ρI23,

1√
12
(ρ11+ρ22−2ρ33))

T in terms

of the density matrix elements using the SU(3) decompo-
sition (3), and then recast the QME (14) in the form of
Eq. (4), as described in the Supplemental Material [73].
The resulting 8 × 8 R matrix, whose elements are ex-
pressed in terms of ri, γi, and p [73], is vectorized to form
the 64-component vector r0. The latter is subsequently
augmented with the 8-component k vector to obtain the
72-component vector r on the right-hand side of Eq. (11)
(see above and Fig. 1).

The elements of the transformation tensor T are calcu-
lated using Eq. (10) using the structure constants for the
{Fi} basis of SU(3) [1]. Next, the Moore-Penrose pseudo-
inverse of T is calculated using Eq. (13). To verify the
correctness of this procedure, we calculated the singular
value decomposition of the 64 × 64 complex tensor T

shown by the blue square in Fig. 1(a)

T = UΣV†, (15)

where Σ contains the singular values of T and U and
V are unitary matrices. Figure 1(b) shows that 8 of
the 64 singular values of T are zero. This is consistent
with the expectation that the rank of T is M2 − M ,
with M additional constraints needed to define T (note
that M = N2 − 1 = 8 for the three-level system). We
also verified that Eq. (11) is consistent with Eq. (164) of
Ref. [1, p. 69] (see also Ref. [74]). To our knowledge, the
authors of Refs. [1, 74] expressed the Liouvillian matrix
elements in terms of the aik for N = 3, and did not
perform the crucial inversion step accomplished in this
work [see Eq. (12)], which gives the desired Kossakowski
matrix in terms of relaxation and decoherence rates.

Figure 2(b) shows nonzero eigenvalues of the 8×8 Kos-
sakowski matrix for the quantum optical PSBR equa-
tion (14) calculated using this procedure. We observe
that while most of the eigenvalues are zero, there are
two positive eigenvalues, which increase monotonically
as a function of the ratio of spontaneous emission rates
γ1/γ2. Importantly, the eigenvalues remain positive over
wide intervals of parameters γ1/γ2 and n̄, which indicates
that the dynamical map generated by the quantum opti-
cal PSBR equations is CP across all dynamical regimes
studied. In the weak pumping regime, where the inco-
herent pumping is much slower than spontaneous decay
(n̄ ≪ 1) [51, 52], one of the eigenvalues is much larger
than the other. The gap between the eigenvalues closes
with increasing the pumping rate. At n̄ = 1 the eigenval-
ues are within a factor of two of each other, and become
very similar at n̄ = 100 [the dashed lines in Fig. 2(b)].

In summary, we have established a direct mapping
from the Liouvillian to the Kossakowski matrix of an
arbitrary N -level Markovian QME, thereby enabling
straightforward CP testing of the associated quantum
dynamical maps. Our approach is general in the sense
that it does not require one to specify an operator form
of the QME, and could be applied in a straightforward
manner to many interesting QMEs, such as those, which
occur in quantum thermodynamics [16–23, 70], photo-
synthetic energy transfer [29–33], and spectroscopy [24–
28]. All that is required in the Liouvillian matrix, which
can be expressed in terms of relaxation and decoherence
rates available either from experiments or via microscopic
system-bath models [1, 2]. This will enable one to readily
identify the regimes, in which the CP condition breaks
down, and to apply the recently developed regularization
methods [12–14] to restore CP evolution. An extension
of this approach to non-Markovian QMEs [75–77] may
also be fruitful.

The author is grateful to Suyesh Koyu, Amro Dodin,
Paul Brumer, Mikhail Lemeshko, and Johannes Feist for
stimulating discussions.
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Supplemental Material

In this Supplemental Material (SM) we provide a derivation of the quantum optical partial secular Bloch-Redfield
(PSBR) master equation for the coherence vector [1] defined through the SU(3) decomposition of the density matrix

ρ̂(t) =
1

3
F̂0 +

M∑
i=1

vi(t)F̂i (1)

where M = N2 − 1 = 8, F̂0 is the unit 3 × 3 matrix, and F1 – F8 are 3 × 3 Hermitian traceless matrices, which we
choose to be the Gell-Mann matrices [1].

The components of the M -component coherence vector v are defined as [1]

vi(t) = Tr(ρ̂(t)F̂i) (2)

as can be verified by substituting ρ̂(t) from Eq. (1) and using the orthonormality property Tr(F̂iF̂
†
k ) = δik.

For example (omitting the time variable for brevity)

v1 = Tr(ρ̂F̂1) = Tr

ρ11 ρ22 ρ33
ρ21 ρ22 ρ23
ρ31 ρ32 ρ33

 1√
2

0 1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

 =
1√
2
(ρ12 + ρ21) =

√
2ρR12, (3)

where ρR12 denotes the real part of ρ12. Proceeding in the same way, we obtain all 8 components of the coherence
vector as

v =



v1
v2
v3
v4
v5
v6
v7
v8


=



√
2ρR12

−
√
2ρI12

1√
2
(ρ11 − ρ22)√

2ρR13
−
√
2ρI13√
2ρR23

−
√
2ρI23

1√
6
(ρ11 + ρ22 − 2ρ33)


(4)

To derive the equations of motion for the coherence vector, we begin with the PSBR equations for the density
matrix of the V-system (N = 3) driven by incoherent radiation [49–52] (see also the main text)

ρ̇ii = −(ri + γi)ρii + riρ33 − p(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)ρ

R
12,

ρ̇12 = −iρ12∆− 1

2
(r1 + r2 + γ1 + γ2)ρ12 (5)

+
p

2

√
r1r2(2ρ33 − ρ11 − ρ22)−

p

2

√
γ1γ2(ρ11 + ρ22),

ρ̇13 = −1

2
(2r1 + r2 + γ1)ρ13 −

p

2
(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)ρ23,

ρ̇23 = −1

2
(r1 + 2r2 + γ2)ρ23 −

p

2
(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)ρ13.

To obtain the equations of motion for the components of the coherence vector, we first separate the above equations
into their real and imaginary parts, and then form their linear combinations to match the components in Eq. (4). For
example, the equation of motion for ρ13 becomes

ρ̇R13 = −1

2
(2r1 + r2 + γ1)ρ

R
13 −

p

2
(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)ρ

R
23,

ρ̇I13 = −1

2
(2r1 + r2 + γ1)ρ

I
13 −

p

2
(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)ρ

I
23, (6)

Multiplying these equations by ±
√
2 and using Eq. (4), we get

v̇4 =
√
2ρ̇R13 = −1

2
(2r1 + r2 + γ1)

√
2ρR13 −

p

2
(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)

√
2ρR23 = −1

2
(2r1 + r2 + γ1)v4 −

p

2
(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)v6,

v̇5 = −
√
2ρ̇I13 = −1

2
(2r1 + r2 + γ1)(−

√
2)ρI13 −

p

2
(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)ρ

I
23 = −1

2
(2r1 + r2 + γ1)v5 −

p

2
(
√
r1r2 +

√
γ1γ2)v7,

(7)
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Proceeding in the same way for the other components of v, we obtain the dissipative part of the QME as [cf. Eq. (4)
of the main text]

v̇(t) = Rv(t) + k, (8)

where the rate matrix R is given by



−r̄ − γ̄ 0 0 0 0 0 0 − p
√

3
3

(3r12 + γ12)

0 −r̄ − γ̄ 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 −r̄ − γ̄ 0 0 0 0

√
3

6
[−(3r1 + γ1) + (3r2 + γ2)]

0 0 0 − 1
2
(2r1 + r2 + γ1) 0 − p

2
(
√

r1r2 + γ12) 0 0

0 0 0 0 − 1
2
(2r1 + r2 + γ1) 0 − p

2
(r12 + γ12) 0

0 0 0 − p
2
(r12 + γ12) 0 − 1

2
(r1 + 2r2 + γ2) 0 0

0 0 0 0 − p
2
(r12 + γ12) 0 − 1

2
(r1 + 2r2 + γ2) 0

−p
√

3(r12 + γ12) 0 −
√

3
2

[−(r1 + γ1) + r2 + γ2)] 0 0 0 0 −3r̄ − γ̄


(9)

where γ12 =
√
γ1γ2, r12 =

√
r1r2, r̄ = 1

2 (r1 + r2), and γ̄ = 1
2 (γ1 + γ2). Finally, the driving vector k is given by

k =



−p
√
2

3 γ12
0

− 1
3
√
2
(γ1 − γ2)

0
0
0
0

− 1√
6
(γ1 + γ2)


. (10)
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