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The dynamics of three interacting objects has been investigated extensively in Newtonian gravita-
tional physics (often termed the three-body problem), and is important for many quantum systems,
including nuclei, Efimov states, and frustrated spin systems. However, the dynamics of three macro-
scopic objects interacting through quantum vacuum fluctuations (virtual photons) is still an unex-
plored frontier. Here, we report the first observation of Casimir interactions between three isolated
macroscopic objects. We propose and demonstrate a three terminal switchable architecture exploit-
ing opto-mechanical Casimir interactions that can lay the foundations of a Casimir transistor. Beyond
the paradigm of Casimir forces between two objects in different geometries, our Casimir transistor
represents an important development for control of three-body virtual photon interactions and will
have potential applications in sensing and information processing with the Casimir effect.

The interaction between three objects give rise to many fas-
cinating phenomena such as chaos of astronomical objects [1],
Efimov bound states of ultracold atoms [2], and frustrated
states of quantum spin systems [3]. It is intriguing to con-
sider the potential of three-body interactions arising solely
from quantum vacuum fluctuations (virtual photons) [4–6].
The Casimir effect due to virtual photons can provide a new
approach to couple mechanical resonators [7]. Different from
optomechanical coupling with real photons in cavity optome-
chanics [8–11], optomechanical coupling with virtual photons
will not suffer from cavity loss and thus will not require a
high-quality cavity. Recently, the Casimir effect was used
to increase the quality factor of a mechanical resonator [12]
and couple two separate mechanical resonators [13, 14]. In
addition, the Casimir effect has been utilized to realize non-
linear oscillation [15], quantum trapping and self-assembling
[16, 17]. While the paradigm of Casimir effect between two
objects has been extensively explored [18–25], the Casimir
force between three macroscopic objects has not been de-
tected yet. Beyond its fundamental interest, a Casimir system
with three objects can open the route to realize crucial techno-
logical building blocks such as a transistor-like three-terminal
device with quantum vacuum fluctuations.

In this article, we propose and demonstrate the first three-
body Casimir system that can switch and amplify quantum-
vacuum-mediated energy transfer, in analogy to a field effect
transistor. Our unique three-body Casimir system consists
of three closely-spaced optomechanical oscillators, as shown
in Fig.1(a). Their motions are monitored by three indepen-
dent fiber-optic interferometers. There are random quantum
vacuum fluctuations between them and hence each cantilever
experiences a separation-dependent Casimir force. We first
measure the Casimir force between three objects. We then
apply parametric modulation on cantilever 2 to couple their
motion by the Casimir effect. In this way, energy can flow

from cantilever 1 to cantilever 2 and to cantilever 3. The cen-
ter cantilever serves as a gate for controlling the energy trans-
fer through the Casimir effect. By adding gain to the cen-
ter cantilever with active feedback, we also realize amplifica-
tion of the quantum-fluctuation-mediated energy transfer. Our
Casimir transistor will have promising application in sensing
[26, 27] and information processing [28, 29].

We first measure the Casimir force in our sphere-plate-
sphere system (Fig.1). Assuming three surfaces are all made
of ideal conductive metal and they are sufficiently thick, the
Casimir force on the center one is [22]
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where d1 and d2 are the separation between cantilever 1 and
cantilever 2, and the separation between cantilever 2 and can-
tilever 3 as shown in the inset of Fig.1.(b). R1 and R2 are
the radii of the sphere on cantilever 1 and cantilever 3, re-
spectively. The Casimir interaction between real materials
can be calculated by the Lifshitz theory [14, 30]. We use the
dynamic force measurement scheme to measure the Casimir
force. More details about the calculation and measurement
can be found in Methods and Supplementary Information.

The measured Casimir force gradient on cantilever 2 in our
three-body system is shown in Fig 1.(b). We fix the position
of cantilever 1 and 3 such that d1 + d2 = 760 nm. Mean-
while, we change the position of the cantilever 2 (center). As
the center cantilever moves from left side to the right side, the
gradient meets the lowest value when d1 = d2 if R1 = R2.
At this specific separation, the net Casimir force on cantilever
2 is zero. The calculation based on Lifshitz’s formula and
proximity force approximation is shown in the solid red curve.
The measurement is in good agreement with the calculation.
We also show the measured Casimir force gradient on can-
tilever 2 when separation d1 is changed by moving cantilever
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FIG. 1. Casimir interaction between three optomechanical resonators. (a) Three modified cantilevers with resonant frequencies ω1, ω2

and ω3 experience Casimir force between each two nearby surfaces. The vibration amplitudes of three cantilevers are denoted as A1, A2 and
A3. Additional parametric modulations are applied on the center cantilever to couple them by the Casimir effect. We can switch on and off
the Casimir coupling between cantilever 1 and cantilever 3 by controlling the parametric modulations. In addition, we can amplify the energy
transfer through Casimir effect by adding an extra gain to cantilever 2. (b). Measured Casimir force gradient on cantilever 2 (center) as a
function of its position when the other two surfaces are fixed such that d1 + d2 = 760 nm. (c). The measured Casimir force on cantilever 2
is shown as a function of d2. (d). Measured Casimir force gradient experienced by cantilever 2 as a function of d1 when d2 is fixed at 310
nm. The red diamonds are the total force gradient − 1

R
dF
dx

measured from cantilever 2. The blue circles are the force gradient contributed
from cantilever 1. The red solid curve corresponds to the interaction between cantilever 1 and 2. The gray dashed line corresponds to the
interaction between cantilever 2 and 3 and hence it is independent of d1 under additivity approximation. (e). Measured Casimir force gradient
on cantilever 2 as a function of d2 when d1 is fixed at 276 nm.

1 in Fig.1.(d), and similarly when separation d2 is changed
by moving cantilever 3 in Fig.1.(e). While there have been
many studies of Casimir interaction between two objects, our
work reports the first measurement of the Casimir force be-
tween three separate objects. It opens up the possibility for
studying Casimir interaction between more complicated con-
figurations, and can study the nonadditivity nature [31, 32] of
the Casimir interaction by reducing the thickness of the center
plate (see Supplementary Information for more details).

We now use the Casimir effect to efficiently couple the
motions of three cantilevers for realizing a more advanced
Casimir-based device. The natural frequencies and damping
rates of three cantilevers are ω1 = 2π × 5661 Hz, ω2 =
2π × 6172 Hz, ω3 = 2π × 4892 Hz, γ1 = 2π × 3.22
Hz, γ2 = 2π × 6.06 Hz, and γ3 = 2π × 3.58 Hz when
they are far apart. These frequencies shift under Casimir
interaction. The direct Casimir coupling strength between
three cantilevers is smaller than the frequency differences be-
tween them. To solve this issue, we use parametric coupling
[14, 33] by modulating the separation between each two can-
tilevers at a slow rate ωmod1,2 and a modulation amplitude
δd1,2. This is achieved by changing the position of the can-
tilever 2 as δd1 cos(ωmod1t) + δd2 cos(ωmod2t). Such para-
metric modulation effectively couples three cantilever when
ωmod1 = |ω1 − ω2| and ωmod2 = |ω3 − ω2|, as shown in

Fig.2.(a). Different from direct coupling that requires identi-
cal resonant frequencies, parametric coupling provides more
freedom to couple different resonators. Under the paramet-
ric coupling scheme, the simplified Hamiltonian of the three-
body system in the interaction picture is (see Methods and
Supplementary Information for its derivation) [14]:

H =

−iγ12 g12
2 0

g12
2 −iγ22 − δ2

g23
2

0 g23
2 −iγ32 − δ3

 . (2)

where γ1,2,3 denote the damping rates of the three cantilevers.
g12 = Λ1

2
√
m1m2ω1ω2

and g23 = Λ2

2
√
m2m3ω2ω3

are the coupling
strengths between cantilever 1 and cantilever 2, and between
cantilever 2 and cantilever 3, respectively. Here we have Λ1 =
d2FC(d1)
dx2 δd1 and Λ2 = d2FC(d2)

dx2 δd2. δ2 = ω1 + ωmod1 −
ω2 and δ3 = ω1 + ωmod1 − ωmod2 − ω3 are the detuning
of the system which depend on the modulation frequencies.
The eigenvalues of this Hamiltonian near resonant coupling
conditions are shown in Fig.2.(b). We can observe a clear
two-fold anti-crossing when the detunings δ3 = δ2 = 0.

Our experimental results of the level repulsion behavior due
to the Casimir coupling between three cantilevers are show
in Fig.2.(c) and (e). We study this behaviour experimen-
tally by scanning the power spectrum densities (PSD) of can-
tilever 3 (Fig.2.(c)) and cantilever 2 (Fig.2.(e)) as a function
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FIG. 2. Coupling the vibrations of three cantilevers with the Casimir effect. (a). Parametric modulation of the Casimir interaction is
applied in our system. When ωmod1 = ω2 − ω1, cantilever 1 and cantilever 2 are coupled. Similarly, cantilever 2 and cantilever 3 are coupled
when ωmod2 = ω2−ω3. (b). Three eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian in Eq.(2) as a function of δ3 when δ2 = 0 and |g12| = |g23| = 2π×20 Hz.
(c) Power spectrum density (PSD) of cantilever 3 as a function of the modulation frequency ωmod2. (e) PSD of cantilever 2 as a function of
ωmod2. The modulation amplitudes are δd1 = 10.4 nm and δd2 = 14.1 nm. The modulation frequency ωmod1 is fixed at 440 Hz. (d) and (f).
The simulated PSD for two cantilevers. The separations are d1 = 88 nm and d2 = 90 nm.
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FIG. 3. Switching quantum-fluctuation-mediated energy transfer. (a). A symbolic switch. (b). A symbolic field effect transistor. (c). The
quantum-fluctuation-mediated energy transfer between cantilever 1 and 3 can be switched on and off by the modulation on cantilever 2. (d).
Measured displacement of two cantilevers when modulation is off. (e). Measured displacement of two cantilevers when modulation is on.
Energy from cantilever 1 is transferred efficiently to cantilever 3. Here ωmod1 = 2π × 465 Hz, ωmod2 = 2π × 1230 Hz, δd1 = 6.0 nm, and
δd2 = 8.5 nm. The separations are d1 = 100 nm and d2 = 105 nm. (f). The transduction ratio is shown as a function of the modulation
frequency ωmod2 when ωmod1 is on resonant. (g). The transduction ratio as a function of modulation amplitude δd1 when ωmod2 = 2π×1231
Hz (on resonant, blue dots) and ωmod2 = 2π × 1150 Hz (off resonant, red diamonds). ωmod1 is on resonant for both cases.
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FIG. 4. Amplifying quantum-fluctuation-mediated energy transfer. (a). An extra gain is applied on cantilever 2 by feedback control
together with parametric modulation. (b). The signal on cantilever 1 is transmitted to cantilever 3 with amplification. (c). The transduction
ratio A3/A1 is shown as a function of modulation frequency ωmod2 when the gain is on and off. ωmod1 is on resonant for both cases. (d). The
amplitude A3 is shown as a function of amplitude A1 for three different gain coefficients. The parametric modulation is applied resonantly
at the same time. (e). The ratio A3/A1 is shown as a function of modulation amplitude δd1 for cases with gain, no gain, and off-resonant
modulation. δd2 = 1.42δd1. (f). The transduction ratio A3/A1 is shown as a function of the extra feedback gain G applied on cantilever 2.

of the modulation frequency ωmod2 when ωmod1 = |ω1−ω2|.
Fig.2.(e) shows three branches which correspond to the hy-
brid modes of three cantilevers after being projected to can-
tilever 2. Since ωmod1 is fixed at the resonant value that can
couple cantilever 1 and cantilever 2, we notice a clear anti-
crossing behavior (a horizontal dark line around 6080 Hz) in-
dependent of ωmod2. The two horizontal branches describe
the coupled motion of cantilevers 1 and 2 . When we vary
ωmod2, we also observe an inclined branch with a frequency
ω3 + ωmod2 which corresponds to the motion of cantilever
3. When this inclined branch intersects with the other two
branches at ωmod2 = |ω3 − ω2|, a more complicated level re-
pulsion is observed. One mode disappears in the PSD of can-
tilever 2 as this mode only involves the motion of cantilever
1 and 3. More detailed discussion about the eigenvalues and
PSD of the system is included in the Supplementary Informa-
tion. Numerical simulation results are shown in Fig.2.(d) and
(f), which agree well with experimental results. Thus we have
strongly coupled the motions of three objects with quantum
vacuum fluctuations.

Our three-body Casimir system enables switching
(Fig.3.(a)) and amplifying quantum-fluctuation-mediated en-
ergy transfer in analogy to a field effect transistor (Fig.3.(b)).
The quantum-fluctuation-mediated energy transfer between
cantilever 1 and 3 can be easily switched on and off by
controlling the modulation on cantilever 2 (Fig.3.(c)). When

ωmod1 and ωmod2 are on resonance, vibration energy from
cantilever 1 can be transferred to cantilever 3 efficiently
(Fig.3.(e)). However, when the modulation is off, the ex-
citation on cantilever 1 can not be transferred to cantilever
3 efficiently (Fig. 3.(d)). In Fig.3.(f), the measured am-
plitude ratio A3/A1 is shown as a function of modulation
frequency ωmod2 for both switch on and off cases. We notice
that the amplitude ratio can achieve up to 0.44 when the
modulation is on resonance, and close to zero when the
modulation if off resonance. Thus we can switch on and off
the quantum-fluctuation-mediated energy transfer with high
contrast.

Under the steady state when the cantilever 1 is driven with a
small amplitude and the parametric modulation on cantilever
2 is on resonant, the transduction ratio A3/A1 in this three-
body Casimir system is (see Methods):

A3

A1
= | Λ1Λ2

4m2m3ω2ω3γ2γ3 + Λ2
2

|. (3)

where Λ1 = d2FC(d1)
dx2 δd1 and Λ2 = d2FC(d2)

dx2 δd2. In Fig.3.(g),
the measured transduction ratio A3/A1 is shown as a function
of modulation amplitude δd1 when δd2 = 1.42δd1. The trans-
duction ratio is close to zero for the off-resonant case. As
expected, the ratio A3/A1 increases when δd1 increases under
resonant coupling. Our experimental results agree well with
Eq.3 and numerical simulation results (Fig.3.(g)).
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To realize a Casimir transistor with high efficiency, we in-
troduce an extra gain to the system (Fig.4.(a)) to amplify the
quantum-fluctuation-mediated energy transfer. The extra gain
is applied to cantilever 2 by feedback control such that the
damping rate of cantilever 2 becomes γ2 = γ20 − G, where
γ20 is the natural damping rate of cantilever 2 and G is the
gain coefficient (More details can be found in the Supple-
mentary information). γ2 becomes negative when G > γ20.
Based on Eq.3, the transduction ratio A3/A1 increases when
γ2 decreases. Under such condition, energy from cantilever 1
is first transferred to cantilever 2 and get amplified and then
transferred to cantilever 3. For example, we apply a fixed gain
to cantilever 2 such that G = 2π × 8.73 Hz to realize the
amplification of energy transfer, as shown in Fig.4.(b). Other
parameters are the same as those in Fig.3.(e).

Figure 4.(c) shows amplification of quantum-fluctuation-
mediated energy transfer with our Casimir transistor. When
a gain is applied to cantilever 2, energy transfer from can-
tilever 1 to cantilever 3 shows a similar resonant behavior as
the no-gain case, but has a striking improvement by a factor
of 8 on the transduction ratio . The additional gain improves
the quantum-fluctuation-mediated energy transfer efficiency
significantly. As expected, the transduction ratio A3/A1 in-
creases when the parametric modulation amplitude (Fig.4.(e))
or the gain coefficient (Fig.4.(d),(f)) increases until the system
becomes unstable when the modulation amplitude or the gain
is too large. Thus we have demonstrated amplification in a
three-body Casimir system. The amplification function will
be crucial for future applications of Casimir-based devices.
For example, Casimir parametric amplification has been the-
oretically proposed for zeptometer metrology [26] and ultra-
sensitive magnetic gradiometry at the 10−18 T/cm level [27].

In conclusion, we have measured the Casimir interaction
between three objects, and demonstrated efficient coupling
of three optomechanical resonators with virtual photons for
the first time. Compared to the conventional optomechanical
coupling with real photons in a high-Q cavity [8, 9], optome-
chanical coupling with virtual photons [7, 34] does not need
a high-Q cavity. Inspired by a field effect transistor, we also
demonstrate switching and amplifying quantum-fluctuation-
mediated energy transfer in our three-body Casimir system.
As proposed by former theoretical studies, Casimir-based am-
plification and switching will have applications in sensing
[26, 27] and information processing [28, 29].
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METHODS

Casimir force calculation. At a finite temperature, the
Casimir interaction comes from both quantum and thermal
fluctuations. At temperature T and separation x, the Casimir
energy per unit area between two surfaces is given by [30]

E(x, T ) =
kBT

2π

∞∑
l=0

′
∫ ∞

0

k⊥dk⊥{ln[1− r2
TM (iξl, k⊥)e−2xq]

+ ln[1− r2
TE(iξl, k⊥)e−2xq]} ,(4)

where ξl = 2πkBTl
~ is the Matsubara frequency and

k⊥ =
√
k2
x + k2

y is the wave vector parallel to the surface.

rTE(iξl, k⊥) and rTM (iξl, k⊥) are reflection coefficients of
the transverse-electric and transverse-magnetic modes. The
separation between two surfaces is far smaller than the dimen-
sions of the cantilever and the sphere. Therefore, we can ap-
ply the proximity-force approximation and the Casimir force
between a sphere with radius R and a plate is FC(x, T ) =
−2πRE(x, T ). The calculation in [14] has shown that the
contribution from thermal fluctuations at room temperature is
less than 4% when the separation is less than 800 nm Thus,
the Casimir interaction in our system is dominated by quan-
tum vacuum fluctuations. In our system, the thickness of the
center cantilever is 1 µm and the typical separation in our
measurement is from 50 nm to 800 nm. Under such con-
dition, the contribution from the nonadditivity is negligible
compared to the sum of the pair potential and hence we take
the additivity approximation [31]. Under the thermal equi-
librium, the force on the center cantilever can be simplified
as F2,C = −FC(d1, T ) + FC(d2, T ). Under the additivity
approximation, the force gradient between cantilever 1 and
cantilever 2 is calculated by subtracting the force gradient be-
tween cantilever 2 and cantilever 3 from the total gradient ex-
perienced by cantilever 2, as shown in Fig.1.(d).

Experimental setup and force measurement. In the ex-
periment, we use three modified AFM cantilevers to build the
three-body Casimir system. The left and right cantilever has
a dimension of 450 × 50 × 2 µm3. The center cantilever has
a dimension of 500 × 100 × 1 µm3. Two 70-µm-diameter
polystyrene spheres are attached to the free end of the left and
right cantilevers to create the sphere-plate-sphere geometry.
Additional 100-nm-thick gold layers are coated on both the
sphere and cantilever surfaces.

During the measurement, we use phase-lock loop (PLL) to
track the resonant frequency in the presence of the Casimir
interaction. Then we can get the force gradient as dF

dx =

−2k δωω , where k is the spring constant of the cantilever, δω
is the frequency shift in the presence of the interaction and
ω is the natural resonant frequency. The separation between
each two surfaces is calibrated by the electrostatic force. The
frequency shift due to the electrostatic force and the Casimir
force is ∆ω = − ω

2k
πε0R
x2 [(Vext − Vc)

2 + V 2
rms] − ω

2k
dFC

dx ,
where Vext is the external voltage applied on the surface, Vc
is the patch potential, Vrms is the rms voltage fluctuations.
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dFC

dx is the force gradient of the Casimir interaction at separa-
tion x. By measuring the frequency shift of the cantilever for
different external voltage Vext, we can calculate the real sep-
aration between two surfaces. Our measurements show that
the contribution from the rms voltage fluctuations is negligi-
ble compared to the Casimir force. After canceling the contri-
bution from electrostatic force, we can get the Casimir force
gradient. The Casimir force gradient can be integrated over
separation to obtain the Casimir force.

Casimir force coupling and energy transfer. Under a
slow modulation on cantilever 2, the separation between each
two cantilevers is time-dependent such that

d1(t) = d10 − δd1 cos(ωmod1t)− δd2 cos(ωmod2t)

+x1(t)− x2(t),

d2(t) = d20 + δd1 cos(ωmod1t) + δd2 cos(ωmod2t)

+x2(t)− x3(t). (5)

Here d10,20 is the equilibrium separation when there is no
modulation applied, δd1,d2 is the modulation amplitude, and
ωmod1,2 are two modulation frequencies. x1(t), x2(t) and
x3(t) describe vibrations of three cantilevers near their equi-
librium positions. The motions of the cantilevers follow equa-
tions

m1ẍ1 +m1γ1ẋ1 +m1ω
2
1x1 = FC(d1(t))

m2ẍ2 +m2γ2ẋ2 +m2ω
2
2x2 = −FC(d1(t)) + FC(d2(t))

m3ẍ3 +m3γ3ẋ3 +m3ω
2
3x3 = −FC(d2(t)) (6)

Here we generalize the displacements x1,2,3(t) to complex
values z1,2,3(t) such that x1,2,3(t) = Re[z1,2,3(t)]. We sep-
arate the fast-rotating term and the slow-varying term for
z1,2,3(t) such that

z1,2,3(t) = B1,2,3(t)e−iω1,2,3t, (7)

where B1,2,3(t) is the slow-varying amplitudes and we can
neglect their second derivative terms B̈1,2,3(t) in the equations
of motion. Under the limit of the small damping rate of three
cantilevers such that γ1,2,3 � ω1,2,3 and the rotating wave

approximation, the equation of motion can written as

i

Ḃ′1(t)

Ḃ′2(t)

Ḃ′3(t)

 =

−i
γ1
2

Λ1

4m1ω1
0

Λ1

4m2ω2
−iγ22 − δ2

Λ2

4m2ω2

0 Λ2

4m3ω3
−iγ32 − δ3


B′1(t)
B′2(t)
B′3(t)

 ,

(8)
where Λ1,2 = d2FC

dx2 |d01,02δd1,2. We have applied the trans-
formation such that B′1(t) = B1(t), B′2(t) = B2(t)eiδ2t,
and B′3(t) = B3(t)eiδ3t, where δ2 = ω1 + ωmod1 − ω2

and δ3 = ω1 + ωmod1 − ωmod2 − ω3 are the system detun-
ings. Under the steady condition, Ḃ1, Ḃ2, and Ḃ3 all equal
to zero. The vibration amplitude of three cantilevers A1,2,3 is
the absolute value of the slow-varying component so we have
A1,2,3(t) = |B1,2,3(t)|. In this way, the ratio of A3/A1 is

A3

A1
= |B3

B1
| = | Λ1Λ2

4m2m3ω2ω3γ2γ3 + Λ2
2

|. (9)

The vibrations of the three cantilevers can be quantized
as phonons. By introducing normalized amplitudes c1 =√

m1ω1

~ B′1, c2 =
√

m2ω2

~ B′2, and c3 =
√

m3ω3

~ B′3, we ob-
tain the equation of motion for the phonon modes as

i

ċ1ċ2
ċ3

 =

−iγ12 g12
2 0

g12
2 −iγ22 − δ2

g23
2

0 g23
2 −iγ32 − δ3

c1c2
c3

 , (10)

where g12 = Λ1

2
√
m1m2ω1ω2

= d2FC

dx2 |d01δd1
1

2
√
m1m2ω1ω2

, and

g23 = Λ2

2
√
m2m3ω2ω3

= d2FC

dx2 |d12δd2
1

2
√
m2m3ω2ω3

. Here we
consider a special case that g12 = g23, γ1 = γ3, and δ2,3 = 0.
The eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian are

λ1 = −iγ1

2
,

λ2 = −iγ1 + γ2

4
+

√
8g2

12 − (γ1 − γ2)2

4
,

λ3 = −iγ1 + γ2

4
−

√
8g2

12 − (γ1 − γ2)2

4
. (11)

When the coupling strength is large compared to the damp-
ing difference such that |g12| > |γ1−γ2|

2
√

2
, we have Im(λ2) =

−γ1+γ2
4 and hence the steady state requires that

γ1 + γ2 > 0. (12)

When the coupling strength is small compared to damping
difference such that |g12| < |γ1−γ2|

2
√

2
, we have Im(λ2) =

−γ1+γ2
4 +

√
(γ1−γ2)2−8g212

4 . The steady state requires that

γ1 + γ2 −
√

(γ1 − γ2)2 − 8g2
12 > 0. (13)
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