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Optically-levitated dielectric particles can serve as ultra-sensitive detectors of feeble forces and
torques, as tools for use in quantum information science, and as a testbed for quantum coherence in
macroscopic systems. Knowledge of the structural and optical properties of the particles is important
for calibrating the sensitivity of such experiments. Here we report the results of nanomechanical
testing of silica nanospheres and investigate an annealing approach which can produce closer to
bulk-like behavior in the samples in terms of their elastic moduli. These results, combined with our
experimental investigations of optical trap lifetimes in high vacuum at high trapping-laser intensity
for both annealed and as-grown nanospheres, were used to provide a theoretical analysis of the
effects of porosity and non-sphericity in the samples, identifying possible mechanisms of trapping
instabilities for nanospheres with non-bulk-silica-like properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optically-levitated dielectric objects in ultra-high vac-
uum exhibit an excellent decoupling from their environ-
ment, making them highly promising systems for preci-
sion sensing and quantum information science. In par-
ticular, the center of mass modes of optically-trapped
silica nanospheres have exhibited high mechanical qual-
ity factors in excess of 107 [1] and zeptonewton (10−21 N)
force sensing capabilities [2]. Such devices make promis-
ing candidates for sensors of extremely feeble forces [3],
accelerations [4–6], torques [7], and rotations [8–10], test-
ing foundational aspects of quantum mechanics [11], ob-
serving quantum behavior in the vibrational of modes of
mechanical systems [12–14], and tools for quantum infor-
mation science perhaps especially when coupled to other
quantum systems [15].

Optically-trapped dielectric nanoparticles can be used
for a variety of fundamental physics experiments, in-
cluding searches for micron-scale deviations from Newto-
nian gravity [3], tests for millicharged particles [16], and
searches for high frequency gravitational waves [17, 18],
dark matter [18–20] an dark energy [21, 22]. A num-
ber of recent theories including string theory, supersym-
metry, and theories of “large” extra dimensions suggest
the gravitational inverse square law may acquire a new
form at sub-millimeter distances [23, 24]. As the grav-
itational force between massive objects becomes weak
very rapidly as their size and separation distance de-
creases, ultra-precise measurements are a necessity at
sub-millimeter length scales, and previous experiments
have employed sensitive torsion balances [25], cryogenic
microcantilevers [26], and torsional oscillators [27]. Op-
tically trapped spheres can also function as a test mass
in the search for Non-Newtonian gravity-like forces and
Casimir forces.

For such precision sensing experiments it is often desir-

able to know the density and mass of the levitated parti-
cle, for example to properly determine the gravitational
forces exerted on these sensors by nearby objects or by
gravitational waves. Silica is often a material of choice
for the levitated particle due to low optical absorption
and laser-induced heating [28]. Previous data has sug-
gested that the silica nanospheres may not be of solid
density and thus could potentially contain voids [2, 5].
Such voids are deleterious for the proper estimation of
gravitational forces and result in unknown effects on the
scattering of light in the laser trap.

In addition, several groups studying levitated opto-
mechanical systems have observed a variety of trapping
instabilities which occur at high vacuum or while pump-
ing to high vacuum conditions, and some of these may be
related to the material properties of the silica glass [2]. In
Ref. [2], the trapping lifetime in high vacuum for 300 nm
silica particles levitated by a 1064 nm laser was studied.
At higher intensity there was an observed exponential
reduction of lifetime with increasing laser power. The es-
timated time scale to reach thermal equilibrium in these
experiments is less than one second, despite lifetimes
ranging from minutes to a few hours. The exact loss
mechanism is uncertain, but it has been suggested that
a particle may undergo annealing or a glass-crystalline
transition after remaining at an elevated temperature for
a significant time. This could be responsible for ejection
of the particle from the optical trap if the new phase has
higher absorption or if the bead experiences a kick due
to a sudden change in density, size, mass, or refractive
index. Annealing is reported for certain forms of silica at
temperatures as low as 500 K over 30-minute time scales
[29].

In Ref. [5], larger (∼ 10 micron) optically trapped mi-
crospheres had their radius become significantly reduced
(e.g. by as much as ∼ 30%) as the pressure is quickly
reduced from ∼ 0.1 mbar to 10−5 mbar using a turbop-
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ump. Here the effect was attributed to heating of the
particles in high vacuum conditions where gas collisions
can no longer efficiently remove the heat produced by the
laser absorption in the particle.

Measurements of the elastic modulus of the nanopar-
ticles and microspheres both before and after anneal-
ing could be beneficial for explaining these phenomena.
However, the small (nanometer) length scale of the silica
nanospheres makes it challenging to measure their elastic
moduli, making in-situ nanomechanical testing the tool
of choice.

In this paper, we report the characterization of the
elastic modulus of the silica nanoparticles used in opti-
cal levitation experiments for a variety of samples and
annealing preparation conditions. We also report the re-
sults of optical trapping stability tests with annealed and
as-grown nanospheres, and include a theoretical analy-
sis of the expected perturbation on the optical trapping
forces which occurs for in-situ annealing that may occur
while being held in an optical trap at elevated temper-
ature for extended periods of time up to several hours.
Our results may be beneficial for improving the accuracy
of force calibration in precision sensing experiments with
optically trapped particles and for improving the trap-
ping stability of nanoparticles in high vacuum conditions
for a variety of levitated optomechanics experiments.

II. NANOMECHANICAL TESTING

Sample Preparation– Samples of silica nanospheres
available commercially from Bangs Laboratories Inc.
Fishers, IN were deposited by spin- coating methods on
pieces of silicon wafers to produce a disperse uniform cov-
ering of the wafer (see Fig. 1). The spheres had a radius
range of 280−305 nm. The sizes of the wafer pieces were
chosen to be approximately 1 cm x 1 cm, compatible with
the furnace technology and SEM/nano-compression ca-
pabilities. Sets of spin-coated silica nanosphere samples
were run in a flow furnace with nitrogen annealing un-
der different conditions: 25◦C (room temperature, 298 K,
0.15 Tm), 300◦C (576 K, 0.30 Tm) for 1 hour, 450◦C (723
K, 0.37 Tm) for 1 hour, and 700◦C (976 K, 0.50 Tm) for 1
hour, where Tm is the homologous temperature (melting
point of silica in K).

To assess the quality of the annealed nanosphere sam-
ples and to ensure that they are free of contaminants,
we first examined them using a scanning electron micro-
scope (SEM) prior to nano-compression experiments. To
prepare them for SEM they are sputter coated with 5
nm of platinum in order to prevent the samples from be-
ing charged under the electron beam. Energy Dispersive
Spectroscopy (EDS) was employed to verify the chemi-
cal composition of the nanospheres and verify that those
samples used in the nanomechanical testing were rela-
tively free of gross impurities, including salts of Na and
Ca. The data of the clean non-contaminated nanospheres
showed that their atomic makeup is consistent with the

FIG. 1. Scanning electron micrograph of (a) top-view and (b)
side-view of spin-coated 300 nm diameter silica nanospheres
on a silicon wafer, after annealing at 700◦C for 1 hour in a
N2 atmosphere.

manufacturer specifications.

Nano-compression experiments– In-situ SEM nano-
compression testing was conducted in a nanomechani-
cal instrument, which is comprised of a nano-mechanical
tester (Hysitron PI-85) inside of an SEM (FEI Magellan
and FEI Scios). The nanospheres were compressed with
a flat punch conductive diamond tip of 1 µm diameter,
at a nominal displacement rate of 2 nm/s. The continu-
ously captured image scans were recorded as a video file
during the test (see Supporting Information). For each
annealing temperature, the silica nanospheres were com-
pressed to two different strain levels. Four nanospheres
were compressed to lower strain levels of 0.25−0.35, while
another four were compressed to higher strain levels of
0.65− 0.75 (see Fig. 3).

However, at the nano/micro length scales the mechan-
ical properties of silica are known to be severely affected
by the electron beam, and such e-beam induced plas-
ticity has been reported to result in a four-fold differ-
ence in the measured flow stresses even when the ambi-
ent temperatures are near room temperatures [30]. In
order to account for any such superplastic flow in our sil-
ica nanospheres, a parallel set of experiments were con-
ducted in which the e-beam was turned off during the
nano-compression tests (i.e. after the flat punch was in
position on top of the nanosphere). Both sets of experi-
ments were analyzed using the protocols described below.

The elastic moduli of the nanospheres were calculated
from the measured load-displacement data for both the



3

FIG. 2. Silica nanospheres before and after compression to
high strain levels of 0.65 − 0.75 for four different annealing
conditions. These tests were conducted in the ‘e-beam on’
condition.

high and low strain levels using Eqs. 1-6 below.
A spherical shape model developed by Lin et al. [31]

was used to calculate the contact radii a of the spheres
using Equation (1):

a =

√
R′2 − (R− δ)2

(1)

where 2δ is the total displacement in compression, R is
the initial radius of the sphere, and R′ is the diagonal
radius of the compressed sphere (see Fig. 3) which can
be obtained using Eq. 2:

R′2 =
2R3

3(R− δ)
+

(R− δ)2

3
. (2)

The values of R′ from Eq. 2 were also cross-checked using
the SEM measurements taken during the in-situ tests.

FIG. 3. Representative load-displacement responses for Si
nanospheres at high and low strain levels with the electron
beam on and off at (a) 25◦C (298 K, 0.15 Tm) and (b) after
annealing at 700◦C (976 K, 0.50 Tm) for 1 hour. (b inset)
Schematic diagram of a compressed nanosphere under me-
chanical load. Adapted from Ref. [31].

Additionally, we applied Sneddon’s compliance correc-
tion (Eq. (3)) to the measured stiffness values in order
to account for the elastic displacement of the substrate
during compression [32].

CSneddon =

√
π(1− v2)

2Es
√
As

(3)

Here, Es is the elastic modulus of silica, As is the in-
stantaneous contact area of the nanosphere, and v =
0.0361 is the Poisson ratio of silica. The true stiffness
Scorrected is then calculated by subtracting the Sned-
don compliance (CSneddon) from the inverse of the stiff-
ness measured during the nano-compression experiment
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(Smeasured) as

Scorrected =
1(

1
Smeas

)
− CSneddon

. (4)

Finally, the values of the sample moduli were computed
following Hertz theory [33] as:

Eeff =
Scorrected

2a
(5)

1

Eeff
=

1− v2
s

Es
+

1− v2
i

Ei
(6)

Here Eeff is the effective stiffness of the indenter and
the specimen system, v and E are the Poisson’s ratio and
the Young’s modulus, and the subscripts s and i refer to
the specimen and the indenter, respectively (Ei = 1140
GPa, vi = 0.07). Smeasured = dP

d(2δ) , is the experimen-

tally measured stiffness of the upper 50% of the unload-
ing data, and P is the measured load. Additional values
of Smeasured were also calculated using 30%, and 70% of
the unloading curve for comparison. These results are
described in Table I

Results from nano-compression experiments– The re-
sults from the nano-compression experiments on the silica
nanospheres are shown in Figs. 2, 3 and 4 and in Table I.
Fig. 2 shows the silica nanospheres before and after com-
pression to a high strain level of 0.65− 0.75 (also see the
video files in Supporting Information). The images in this
figure are from tests conducted with the electron beam
on throughout the experiment. It is interesting to note
that most of the nanospheres, such as the ones shown in
Fig. 2 that were annealed at 300◦C and 450◦C, show
a crack forming during the nano-compression process.
The initiation of such a crack can also often be traced to
a discontinuity in their respective load-displacement re-
sponses, and occurs primarily when the nanospheres are
compressed to the high strain levels of 0.65−0.75 (see Fig.
3 and the video files in Supporting Information section).
Most of the recorded load-displacement curves at these
higher strain levels show such a discontinuity, suggesting
that such cracks occur in almost all nanosphere samples
(although some might be occurring on the back surface of
the nanospheres and are not visible in the in-situ videos).
Tests at the lower strain levels of 0.25−0.35 do not show
any cracking in the SEM videos/images, nor do they show
any discontinuities in their load-displacement responses.
It is also interesting to note that these cracks occur in
random local areas of the sphere volume, and they ap-
pear to ‘peel off’ the top layer of the nanosphere sam-
ples. This observation suggests that the regions below
the outer top layer of the silica nanospheres might have
a different density than the rest of the material, and this
density difference is non-uniform across the nanosphere
volume.

Figs. 3a and 3b shows representative load-
displacement (strain) nano-compression responses of the
silica nanosphere samples annealed at room temperature

FIG. 4. Comparison of the measured elastic modulus values
for the silica nanospheres annealed at varying temperatures,
then compressed to low (0.25-0.35) and high (0.55-0.65) strain
levels for tests with (a) the electron beam on and (b) beam
off conditions.

(25◦C) and 700◦C respectively. A combination of re-
sponses from both low and high strain levels, and tests
with the e-beam on vs. off are shown. A primary obser-
vation is that the e-beam introduces significant plastic-
ity in the nanosphere. For example, at a representative
strain of 0.4 for the room temperature samples, the load
in the e-beam off condition is 60 % higher than when the
e-beam is kept on during the experiment (200 vs. 125
µN). This is equivalent of a stress increase of 8.5% (1.65
vs. 1.52 GPa). The difference is even higher for the silica
nanospheres annealed at 700◦C. For these samples at a
representative strain of 0.4, the load is 143% higher (425
vs. 175 µN) and the stress is 60% higher (4.63 vs. 3.75
GPa) for the e-beam off vs. on conditions. Hence the me-
chanical properties for the experiments conducted with
the ‘e-beam on’ are expected to be significantly affected
(i.e. lower) than their actual values.

Overall the load-displacement curves show a convex
shape with the slope decreasing as load (or displacement)
increases. This is typical of nano-compression experi-
ments on spherical particles where the contact area in-
creases with load [31]. The curves show a sharper in-
crease in their slopes at strains > 0.4, which is presum-
ably when densification of the material is initiated un-
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der compression especially under the ’e-beam on’ condi-
tion. Such a slope increase due to densification is remi-
niscent of the behavior of porous structures such as verti-
cally aligned carbon nanotube (VACNT) bundles [34, 35]
and open cell foams [36], further indicating that the as-
deposited silica nanospheres are of a lower-than-full den-
sity.

Figure 6 summarizes the elastic modulus computed
from all nano-compression experiments, for both e-beam
on (Fig. 4a) and e-beam off (Fig. 4b) conditions, and
at different strain levels for all four annealing conditions.
First, we note that the tests conducted without keeping
the e-beam on shows higher modulus values for all con-
ditions, as discussed earlier. Similarly, as expected, the
tests stopped before the onset of densification at the low
strain (0.25− 0.35) levels show a lower modulus as com-
pared to the tests at the higher strain (0.55−0.65) levels.
The highest modulus value of 72.9± 2.3 GPa is obtained
from the nano-compression tests on silica nanospheres
annealed at 700◦C (976 K, 0.50Tm, Fig. 4b), which is
identical to the modulus of bulk silica [37].

Assuming spherical voids, the approximate porosity p
in the silica nanospheres can be calculated from the val-
ues of the measured E vs. ideal E0 modulus using MacK-
inzie’s equation [38]

E = E0(1− 1.9p). (7)

If E and E0 are taken to be the measured modulus at
high strain for the 25 and 700◦C tests respectively (Fig.
4b and Table I), then Equation 7 indicates that the silica
nanospheres have an approximate porosity of 25%. In
comparison, the manufacturer reports a ∼ 10% porosity
(calculated from the density provided by the manufac-
turer, 2 g/cm3 vs. the bulk density of silica 2.2 g/cm3).
We expect the actual porosity of the nanospheres to lie
within this range; i.e. within 10-25%.

We note that the modulus values shown in Fig. 4 are
dependent on the measured stiffness, which is typically
calculated using the upper 50% of the unloading data.
Changing the extent of the unloading slope for modulus
calculations from 50% to 30% or 70% causes the mea-
sured sample moduli to increase or decrease respectively,
as shown in Table I. The data in Table I is shown pri-
marily for completeness of our approach; the insights de-
scribed above remain unchanged even though the abso-
lute modulus values can vary when using different extents
of the unloading slopes.

Another point of discussion is the wettability of the sil-
ica nanospheres on the glass substrate as a function of the
annealing temperatures. At the highest annealing tem-
perature (700◦C), the nanospheres are observed to wet
the substrate considerably, and correspondingly appear
less spherical. Figure 2 shows the difference in spheric-
ity of the nanospheres for the four different annealing
temperatures, where the nanospheres annealed at 700◦C
are noticeably less spherical. Notably, the nanospheres
that are not in contact with the substrate but are instead
only touching other nanospheres retain a more spherical

shape (see Fig. 1b and Fig. 2 bottom images). This is
similar to other observations in literature, such as plat-
inum nanocrystals on amorphous silica films [39], where
annealing temperatures of higher than 500◦C can cause
an increased wetting of the two contact surfaces.

Although annealing at 700◦C produces near bulk-
silica-like behavior, possibly leading to improved trap-
ping stability in levitated optomechanics experiments, a
change in sphericity of the nanospheres at these temper-
atures can have significant implications on their trap-
ping stability. To investigate the impact of annealing on
optical trapping stability, we conducted additional op-
tical trapping experiments with annealed and as-grown
nanospheres. These results, and a theoretical analysis of
related trap stability considerations, are described in Sec.
III below.

III. OPTICAL TRAPPING TESTS

Experimental setup.– The stability of annealed and as-
grown 300 nm silica spheres in optical traps was tested
in the experimental setup depicted in Fig. 5. In the
setup a 1064nm laser is split into two paths by a polar-
izing beam splitter and fiber coupled into the vacuum
chamber. The fiber output lenses inside the chamber
are mounted at a separation of 34 mm (approximately
2× their focal length) with a foci separation of about
75µm. Fine anti-parallel alignment and foci separation
are set by a 3-axis kinematic mount holding one of the
fiber output lenses. Both lenses are affixed to a plat-
form which is attached to a stack of 3 piezo actuated
translation stages oriented along the axial, vertical and
horizontal axes. The trap is formed by the balance of
scattering forces of the two counter-propagating beams
focused down to waists of 6.5 µm. The sphere trapped
at the center of the dual beam foci can then be positioned
with micron precision along each axis in the trap. In ad-
dition, half-wave plates before the input into polarization
maintaining fibers allow for the polarization of the two
beams to be rotated to maximize their interference and
the intensity on the trapped sphere. Scattered light from
trapped nanospheres is imaged onto two quadrant pho-
todetectors (QPDs), viewing the particle from the side
and the bottom of the chamber, respectively, to deter-
mine the 3-dimensional displacement spectral density of
the motion of the trapped particles. Fig. 5(b) shows a
typical 3-dimensional spectrum of the nanosphere’s mo-
tion when the trap is in the orthogonal and parallel po-
larization configurations. Ideally the trap intensity in-
creases by a factor of 2 upon polarization rotation, re-
sulting in a frequency shift in the transverse (horizontal

and vertical) motion of the bead by a factor of
√

2. The
axial frequency increases dramatically due to the large
intensity gradient of the standing wave.

To maintain the trapped sphere while pumping to high
vacuum, 780 nm beams modulated by acousto-optic mod-
ulators (AOMs) with active feedback were used to cool
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FIG. 5. a) Schematic of experimental setup used for testing
the trapping stability for nanoparticles in a dual-beam optical
dipole trap in high vacuum. b) Typical displacement spectral
density of a 300 nm sphere in the dual-beam fiber-coupled
optical trap. For orthogonal polarization of the dual beams
(blue), the frequencies along the horizontal (Sx), vertical (Sy)
and axial (Sz) directions are about 3800 Hz, 4250 Hz, and
1300 Hz respectively. Parallel polarization (orange) increases
the frequencies to 4700 Hz, 4800 Hz, and 83 kHz. The change
in the horizontal frequency implies the intensity increased by
at most 1.5×, indicating imperfect interference.

the sphere’s center of mass motion along the three axes
shown in Fig. 5, using similar methods to those used
in our prior work [2]. In order to provide cooling along
three axes, a wave-division multiplexer (WDM) is used
to combine the 780 nm cooling light and 1064 nm trap-
ping light into one of the two fibers for cooling along the
axial (beam) direction, and two additional 780 nm cool-
ing beams are directed from the upwards and horizontal
transverse directions, respectively. Once at pressures of
< 10−5mbar the residual gas is insufficient to cool the
surface of the sphere and it reaches a high equilibrium
temperature determined by a balance between emitted

and absorbed blackbody radiation and power absorbed
by the trapping laser. Trap stability at high vacuum was
evaluated by increasing the intensity of the laser in the
maximally interfering trap configuration and recording
when the sphere was lost from the trap.

Trap stability tests.– Results for the intensity ver-
sus trapping lifetime at high vacuum for as-grown and
annealed spheres (at 700◦C) are shown in Fig. 6.
The spheres were initially trapped, cooled and then
pumped to high vacuum at a trap intensity of 1.22×1010

W/m2. Once the experimental chamber reached ∼ 10−6

mbar, the trap intensity was then gradually increased
to 1.52×1010W/m2 or 1.62×1010 W/m2, where we note
that spheres along the higher intensity path are lost more
quickly.

Our prior results have suggested that the plastic prop-
erties of the silica nanospheres are severely affected by
the e-beam, which can cause e-beam induced plasticity
(Figs. 3 and 4). Similarly, heating under the high in-
tensity trapping laser can also cause in-situ annealing
of the nanospheres, which can be significant for our ex-
perimental parameters. For example, the Inset of Fig.
6 shows that one particular as-grown sphere resided at
1.52×1010W/m2 for about 74000 seconds before the trap
intensity was again increased to 1.62×1010 W/m2 where
it survived an additional 3000 seconds. At such high
vacuum, cooling from background gas collisions becomes
less significant and the equilibrium surface temperature
of the nanosphere is determined by the balance of power
absorbed by the laser and blackbody emission and ab-
sorption from the surrounding environment [2]. Prior
simulations indicate that for such trap intensities, for
example an equilibrium internal temperature of 400◦C-
700◦C is predicted for an imaginary component of the
dielectric permittivity ε2 ranging from ε2 = 2.5 × 10−7

(corresponding to bulk silica glass) to ε2 = 1.0× 106 [2].
Although these results warrant further study and more
data, the current data is suggestive in that annealing
may help increase the duration a sphere remains trapped
at high intensity, and also suggests the possibility that
nanospheres can undergo annealing while trapped at high
intensity for a prolonged time.
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FIG. 6. Trap intensity versus time as-grown and annealed
300nm silica spheres survived at high vacuum. Data points
indicate when the sphere was lost along its heating path. We
note a reduced trapping rate of annealed particles compared
to as-grown, possibly as a result of the particles becoming
much less spherical during annealing at 700◦C as mentioned
in the following sections.

Analysis of Trapping stability– The results from the
nano-compression experiments indicate that (i) the as-
deposited silica nanospheres likely have considerable (10-
25%) porosity, (ii) this porosity is likely localized and not
uniformly distributed across the nanosphere volume and
(iii) while annealing can help with improving the prop-
erties of the nanospheres to a more bulk-like response, it
might also cause them to become non-spherical in shape.
In order to quantify these effects, we consider how mod-
ification of the density, size, mass, or refractive index of
the nanosphere impacts the optical forces acting on it and
the trap stability. In particular, we calculate the scat-
tering and gradient forces on the particle under various
scenarios, and finally consider the momentum imparted
on the trapped nanoparticle should mass be ejected from
the particle while it is being heated by the trapping laser.

Changing the radius to accommodate a density change
leads to quantitatively different optical forces. However,
if the density change occurs uniformly and the parti-
cle retains a spherical shape, the optical forces remain
balanced, and thus the smaller sphere remains stably
trapped. The optical forces are no longer balanced if
the shrinking of the particle is not symmetric, for exam-
ple if the particle changes from spherical to ellipsoidal.
We calculate that such a shape change occuring while
the particle is trapped would cause the particle to get
kicked out of the trap for sufficient deformation, with a
low asymmetry threshold for particle loss for the case
of higher density. Below this threshold, the particle re-
mains trapped, albeit at a slightly different location. Fig.
7 shows the optical forces in these scenarios, along with
the particle trajectories, showing eventual particle loss.
The method for analytically evaluating the optical forces

Ellipsoid (trapped)

Ellipsoid (untrapped)

FIG. 7. (Left:) Optical forces on a levitated particle in the
axial direction. The three plots correspond to the following
scenarios: a sphere of radius 150nm, density ρ = 2g/cm3

and refractive index np = 1.46 (blue); an ellipsoid with δr =
20nm, ρ = 2.2 g/cm3 and np= 1.8 (orange); and an ellipsoid
with δr = 28nm, ρ = 2.2 g/cm3 and np= 1.8 (red). (Right:)
Vector plot of the optical forces and corresponding particle
trajectories for the two ellipsoidal particles in consideration.

for sphere and ellipsoid are described in the Appendix,
and elsewhere [40, 41] and the experimental parameters
are the same as those from Ref. [2].

For the trap stability analysis, we assume that the
trapped particle is a sphere of radius as = 150nm and
density 2.0 g/cm3 before annealing. We assume that as
a result of the annealing process, the shape of the par-
ticle changes from sphere to ellipsoid with the longest
axis along the x axis (semi-axis a), and shortest axis
along the y axis (semi-axis b). The third axis is adjusted
to ensure conservation of mass. This asymmetric shape
change produces the maximum imbalance in the scatter-
ing forces along z direction that would have otherwise
canceled each other for a sphere due to equal power in
the two counter-propagating beams.

Keeping all the material properties constant, we find
that a fractional change of radius (δr = (a − as)/as =
(as − b)/as) of 0.3 is required for the axial forces to not
be balanced at any z. Such an imbalance of forces would
kick the particle out of the trap. For smaller changes in
radii, the forces balance for a non-zero positive z value,
indicating a shift of equilibrium position. This is con-
firmed by mapping a particle’s trajectory in the presence
of such forces, as shown in inset of Fig. 7.

The transition to an non-trappable shape happens for
smaller asymmetry for slightly different material and op-
tical trapping conditions. For example, a density change
from 2 to 2.2g/cm3, accompanied by an increase of 5% in
the refractive index np and a power imbalance of 1%, en-
ables the particle to be lost at a much smaller δr of 0.25.
Given the degree of asymmetry required for destabilizing
the trap, we conclude that such a shape change alone is
unlikely to explain the observed particle loss. However
spheres that are sufficiently deformed with an ellipsoidal
shape while stuck to the trap loading substrate, e.g. as
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shown in Fig. 1b may be impossible to load into the
optical trap to begin with.

In addition to this study, we numerically studied the
effect of having non-concentric spot/hole in the sphere
with a different index (taking n = 1), to simulate the
effect of having a trapped air or water bubble. In the
Rayleigh regime, the effect of such an asymmetry is to
rotate the scatter pattern. Realistic scenarios lead to un-
der a 1 degree rotation, and thus would not be sufficient
to account for particle loss.

Finally, we investigated the effect of mass ejection,
for example if a small water bubble embedded in the
nanosphere migrated to the surface and evaporated under
the sustained heating by the optical trap. We find that
a mass loss of 0.022% at 20◦C provides the nanosphere
with enough momentum for it to escape the trap, assum-
ing that the particle has an initial speed due to thermal
motion and the water bubble leaves at the root-mean-
squared speed of water molecules. At an elevated tem-
perature of 700◦C, a mass loss of only 0.010% would be
sufficient to kick the particle out of the trap. We con-
sider this to be a more likely mechanism of the observed
sudden particle loss from the optical trap.

IV. CONCLUSION

Our results have shown that the density and elastic
modulus of the silica nanospheres increases with anneal-
ing temperature due to densification. After annealing at
700◦C the elastic modulus is approaching that of fused
silica, while for lesser temperatures the nanospheres are
still porous. We have studied the trap lifetime of an-
nealed and as-grown silica nanospheres in an optical trap
in high vacuum, and find trap instabilities at high laser
intensity in both samples, with the annealed samples in-
dicating slightly improved lifetimes. We identify several
possible mechanisms for trap loss, including a change in
the particle density, shape, refractive index, and size that
may occur while the particle is suspended in the laser
trap at elevated temperature. Although other mecha-
nisms remain a possibility, we find trapping instabilities
under high vacuum at high trap laser intensity may be
most likely explained by momentum-recoil from ejection
of trapped water or air from the nanoparticles after be-
ing heated for extended time periods in the optical trap.
Achieving bulk-like silica behavior while retaining the
spherical shape of the nanoparticle may lead to improved
trapping stability in future levitated optomechanics ex-
periments.

V. APPENDIX

In Table I we report the values and uncertainties cor-
responding to the elastic moduli shown in Fig. 4 as de-
termined using two strain rates and varying percentages
of the unload segment in the load-displacement curves.

We also include formulas used to estimate the optical
scattering rates for spherical and elliptical particles in the
Rayleigh limit, which should be a reasonable approxima-
tion for the optical trapping parameters considered.

A. Optical trapping of ellipsoidal particles

This section presents the details of the optical trapping
stability analysis. The average force exerted by an arbi-

trary time-harmonic electromagnetic field ~E on a small
particle (with dimensions� wavelength of light,) is given
by [42]

Fj =
1

2
<{~p∗ · ∂j ~E}, (8)

where Fj denotes the component of (scattering + gra-

dient) force along the j− direction, and ~p = α̂ ~E is the
dipole moment of the particle with α̂ being the polariz-
ability tensor.

We consider an ellipsoidal particle with semiaxes a, b, c
along the x, y, z directions respectively. The component
of polarizability along the j-axis is given by [41]

αj = α′j + iα′′j =
α0
j

1− ik3α0
j

6πεm

, (9)

where

α0
j =

ε0n
2
mV

Lj + 1
m2−1

, (10)

m = np/nm, and

Lx =

∫ ∞
0

abcds

2(s+ a2)3/2(s+ b2)1/2(s+ c2)1/2
. (11)

Ly and Lz can be found by exchanging the semi-axes in
the denominator in Eq. (11). Here, np is the refractive
index of the particle, nm is the refractive index of the
medium, and volume V = 4πabc/3. For our simulations,
we assume np = 1.46 and nm=1.

Along the principal axes coordinate system, the polar-
izability tensor has the form

α̂ =

α′x + iα′′x 0 0
0 α′y + iα′′y 0
0 0 α′z + iα′′z

 . (12)

The polarizability along a rotated coordinate system
can be evaluated by applying the appropriate rotational
transformation [41]. Since we are concerned with esti-
mating the change in optical forces as a result of de-
formation from sphere to ellipsoid, we assume that the
optical axes are aligned with the principal axes of the
ellipsoid in this work.

We calculate optical forces in the dual beam configura-
tion discussed in Ref. [2] and Section 2. We consider the
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(a) Esample (GPa), e-beam on
25ºC 300ºC 450ºC 700ºC
(298 K, 0.15Tm) (576 K, 0.30Tm) (723 K, 0.37Tm) (976 K, 0.50Tm)

Annealing temp. LS HS LS HS LS HS LS HS
30% Unload 28.8 ± 6.3 40.8 ± 2.1 36.5 ± 1.1 50.4 ± 3.0 36.3 ± 5.0 57.1 ± 7.9 47.5 ± 1.9 55.9 ± 9.4
50% Unload 24.7 ± 4.5 37.0 ± 1.8 36.5 ± 2.0 42.0 ± 0.8 29.1 ± 3.1 47.0 ± 7.4 39.0 ± 1.2 49.3 ± 5.9
70% Unload 21.6 ± 4.3 33.8 ± 1.3 23.7 ± 2.7 35.5 ± 1.5 24.9 ± 3.0 40.1 ± 6.9 34.1 ± 1.4 44.4 ± 4.9
(b) Esample (GPa), e-beam off

25ºC 300ºC 450ºC 700ºC
(298 K, 0.15Tm) (576 K, 0.30Tm) (723 K, 0.37Tm) (976 K, 0.50Tm)

Annealing temp. LS HS LS HS LS HS LS HS
30% Unload 30.4 ± 4.3 41.1 ± 2.2 27.9 ± 3.0 40.6 ± 3.3 36.3 ± 2.3 43.1 ± 2.4 53.7 ± 2.4 72.7 ± 2.9
50% Unload 25.9 ± 1.4 38.3 ± 1.6 26.0 ± 1.8 38.9 ± 1.8 34.4 ± 3.3 41.8 ± 3.7 51.2 ± 2.3 72.9 ± 2.3
70% Unload 24.3 ± 1.1 34.5 ± 2.2 24.8 ± 2.4 36.9 ± 2.2 34.2 ± 3.2 40.5 ± 3.2 49.6 ± 2.7 68.3 ± 3.7

TABLE I. Average ± standard deviation elastic modulus values calculated using varying extents (30, 50 and 70%) of the
unloading slope for silica nanosphere samples annealed at varying temperatures and then compressed to low strain (LS =
0.25-0.35) and high strain (HS=0.55-0.65) levels for tests under (a) electron beam on and (b) off conditions.

first Gaussian beam to be propagating along the +z di-
rection and polarized along the +x direction. The second
beam is considered to be polarized along the +y direction
and traveling along the −z direction. The beam foci are
offset by 75 µm, and the total optical power of the two
beams is 2.2W.

In our simulations, the trapped particle is initially a
sphere of radius as = 150 nm and density 2.0 g/cm3. It
undergoes the annealing process and becomes ellipsoidal
with the longest axis along the x direction (semi-axis
a), and the shortest axis along the y direction (semi-
axis b). The semi-axis c also changes so that mass is
conserved. Our goal is to find the fractional change of
radius δr = (a − as)/as = (as − b)/as required for the
optical forces along the z direction to not be balanced at
any z.

Assuming that all the material properties remain con-
stant throughout the annealing process, we find that a
fractional radius change of 0.3 produces sufficient imbal-
ance in the axial forces to kick the particle out of the
trap. By changing the density and refractive index of the
particle, we are able to see particle loss for even smaller
asymmetry. For example, an increase in np of 5% accom-
panied by a density change from 2 to 2.2g/cm3 would
cause the particle to not be trapped for δr = 0.28. Sim-
ilar refractive index modification due to density change
has been observed at microwave frequencies [43]. Along
with material properties, the optical stability geometry
is highly sensitive to power imbalance in the trapping
beams. For example, a power imbalance of even 1% in
the previous scenario changes δr to 0.25. Nevertheless,
the shape change required to transition into an unstable
geometry for optical trapping is quite significant. There-
fore, we conclude that a shape change alone is unlikely

to explain particle loss.
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VII. SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL
INFORMATION

The continuously captured images from the in-situ
scanning electron microscopy (SEM) nano-compression
experiments under the e-beam on condition were
recorded as video files. The four video files in the Sup-
plemental Material section show the nanocompression re-
sponse of a representative silica nanosphere from each of
the four annealing conditions (25, 200, 450 and 700 ºC).
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