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Levitation offers extreme isolation of mechanical systems from their environment, while enabling
unconstrained high-precision translation and rotation of objects. Diamagnetic levitation is one of
the most attractive levitation schemes, because it allows stable levitation at room temperature with-
out the need for a continuous power supply. However, dissipation by eddy currents in conventional
diamagnetic materials significantly limits the application potential of diamagnetically levitating sys-
tems. Here, we present a route towards high Q macroscopic levitating resonators by substantially
reducing eddy current damping using graphite particle based diamagnetic composites. We demon-
strate resonators that feature quality factors Q above 450,000 and vibration lifetimes beyond one
hour, while levitating above permanent magnets in high vacuum at room temperature. The com-
posite resonators have a Q that is more than 400 times higher than that of diamagnetic graphite
plates. By tuning the composite particle size and density, we investigate the dissipation reduction
mechanism and enhance the Q of the levitating resonators. Since their estimated acceleration noise
is as low as some of the best superconducting levitating accelerometers at cryogenic temperatures,
the high Q and large mass of the presented composite resonators positions them as one of the most
promising technologies for next generation ultra-sensitive room temperature accelerometers.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The low dissipation and high quality factor (Q) of me-
chanical resonators makes them the devices of choice in
precision time-keeping, frequency filtering, and sensing
applications. With the emergence of nano- and micro-
electromechanical systems, and the drive towards quan-
tum limited mechanical elements, pushing the perfor-
mance boundaries of resonators has become a matter of
high scientific and societal relevance [1–6]. In particu-
lar, mechanical energy loss via the clamping points has
become a dominant factor, limiting the Q of these res-
onators. As a consequence, attention has moved towards
the field of levitodynamics [7, 8]. By employing levitating
resonators that are well isolated from their environment,
losses can be minimised and extreme sensitivities can be
achieved.

Optically, superconducting, and electrically levitating
micro and nanoresonators have been shown to feature
high Qs in the range 106 − 107 [9–12]. Although these
techniques are of great interest for fundamental studies,
the requirement for continuous position control and cool-
ing power supply [8], narrows their application range,
since the levitating object will collapse in a situation of
power loss. Diamagnetic levitation is the only known
method for realizing stable continuous vacuum levitation
of objects at room temperature without external power
supply [13–16]. Moreover, unlike optical and electrical
levitation that are limited to nano-gram objects [17, 18],
diamagnetic levitation is the method of choice for levi-
tating macroscopic objects whose larger mass can signifi-

cantly enhance the sensitivity of sensors like accelerome-
ters [19] and gravimeters [20–23]. However, the Q of con-
ventional diamagnetic materials such as graphite that has
high magnetic susceptibilities is significantly limited by
eddy current damping forces [15]. While the diamagnetic
levitation of non-conductive materials such as silica could
make the levitodynamic system immune to the presence
of eddy current damping forces, their magnetic suscepti-
bility is lower, such that it normally only is suitable for
levitating microscopic objects [24, 25].

Here, we demonstrate millimeter scale composite
plates comprising graphite microparticles dispersed in
epoxy resin that levitate stably above permanent mag-
nets and exhibit Qs above 450,000. The strong diamag-
netic susceptibility of the graphite particles allows passive
levitation of the composite plates, while the epoxy acts
as an insulating material that suppresses eddy currents.
To investigate the dependence of Q on composite prop-
erties, we perform simulations and experiments on com-
posites with different particle sizes and volume fractions.
We confirm that by reducing particle size, damping can
be significantly decreased while maintaining the macro-
scopic size of the levitating object. Finally, we com-
pare the performance of the realized diamagnetic com-
posite resonator to state-of-the-art accelerometers and
show that it leads to one of the lowest acceleration noise
figures achieved thus far in levitating sensors.
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of a diamagnetic plate levitating above 4 cubic Nd2Fe14B magnets with alternating magnetization.
(b) Schematic of the eddy currents (red circular arrows) generated inside the graphite microparticles that are distributed in
the composite. (c) The relationship between the eddy current damping force Fe and particle size d, for a spherical particle
with electrical resistivity ρr moving in a magnetic field (see S5 for details). (d) An array of graphite-epoxy composite plates
of different sizes levitating above magnets at room temperature and pressure. (e) Confocal microscopy image of the surface of
the composite plate with particle size of 17.6 um and volume fraction of 0.21, showing the distribution of the graphite particles
(white) in the epoxy (black). (f) Scanning electron microscopy image showing the size and morphology of the graphite particles.

II. RESULTS

A. Diamagnetically levitating composites

To realize diamagnetically levitating resonators with
high Qs, we fabricate composite materials with dis-
tributed graphite microparticles by dispersing them in
epoxy resin through mechanical mixing, and then curing
the resin in an oven (see Methods and S1). The fabrica-
tion process enables a high degree of freedom in size of
graphite particles and selection of resin composition. Due
to the strong diamagnetic susceptibility of graphite, the
composite levitates stably above permanent Nd2Fe14B
magnets arranged in a checkerboard configuration with
alternating magnetization (see Fig. 1a). We expect that
the epoxy between the microparticles acts as an insulator,
confining eddy currents within the particles (Fig. 1b),
and thus diminishing eddy current damping forces and in-
creasing Q [15]. Furthermore, since for a composite with
particle size d moving in a magnetic field, the eddy cur-
rent damping force per volume scales quadratically with
particle size (Fe ∝ d2 see Fig. 1c and S5 [26]), we expect
that by reducing the microparticle size in the composite,
high mechanical Qs can be achieved while maintaining
macroscopic mass. To experimentally investigate this ef-
fect, square graphite/epoxy composite plates of different
size with a constant 90 µm thickness are prepared, as
shown in Fig. 1d. The successful levitation of the com-
posite plates with graphite volume fraction Vf of 21 %,
as shown in Fig. 1d, confirms that the diamagnetism of
graphite is maintained in the microparticles and that the

diamagnetic force remains strong enough to oppose the
gravitational force, even though the graphite particles
have anisotropic magnetic susceptibilities and are ran-
domly oriented inside the epoxy matrix. In Fig. 1e,f we
show microscopic images of the composite and graphite
microparticles from which we note that the particle sizes
are distributed over a wide range (see the particle size
measurement in S2.1). Moreover, we quantitatively ana-
lyze the particle distribution (see S2.2) and observe that
the graphite particles are randomly distributed inside the
epoxy matrix.

B. Q-factor measurement

To probe the vibrations of the levitating plates, we use
a Polytec MSA400 Laser Doppler Vibrometer (LDV) and
measure their out-of-plane velocity in a vacuum chamber
at a pressure of 0.1 mbar (see Fig. 2a and the Methods).
We characterize the spectral response of the levitating
objects by driving them electrostatically at different fre-
quencies. Fig. 2b shows the area-averaged magnitude of
the spectral response for a 1.8× 1.8× 0.09 mm3 compos-
ite plate with 8.6 µm graphite particles. Three plate res-
onance peaks can be identified in the spectral response,
which correspond to the two rotational modes at 29.7 Hz
(Mode 1) and 31.4 Hz (Mode 2) and the translational
rigid body mode of vibration at 34.0 Hz (Mode 3). In
this work, we focus on the Q of the out-of-plane trans-
lational mode that relates to the vertical motion (Mode
3). The mode shapes are identified by scanning the laser
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FIG. 2. Experimental setup and rigid body dynamic response of a levitating composite resonator. (a) Schematic of the
measurement setup comprising a MSA400 Polytec Laser Doppler Vibrometer (LDV) for the readout and electrostatic force as
the actuation means. The drive voltage is generated by the function generator and is amplified by a 20× voltage amplifier
that drives the levitating plate into resonance. The electrostatic force is generated by applying voltage between the magnets
beneath the levitating plate. By focusing the vibrometer’s laser beam on the plate, the plate motion is captured, and the
acquired velocity is used for spectral analysis. (b) The frequency response curve of a 1.8× 1.8× 0.09 mm3 levitating composite
plate with 8.6 µm graphite particles measured at 0.1 mbar. Three of the measured mode shapes using LDV are shown close to
the corresponding resonance peaks.

over the plate surface at the corresponding resonance fre-
quencies, and are shown in Fig. 2b.

Since eddy current and air damping [15] are the ma-
jor sources of dissipation in diamagnetically levitating
objects, we minimize the effect of air damping by op-
erating the composite plate resonator in high vacuum
(10−6mbar). In Fig. 3a, we compare the resonant re-
sponse of the plate’s translational mode in low (0.1mbar)
and high (10−6mbar) vacuum environments. We find an
increase in the resonance frequency which we attribute
to a reduction in mass loading by the surrounding gas.
Moreover, the high vacuum results in a much sharper
peak, with much higher Q, due to the reduction of air
damping effects. In fact, the Q is so high that it is diffi-
cult to accurately determine it using a frequency response
measurement, due to the limited resolution bandwidth of
the measurement setup.

To determine the Q more accurately while also mini-
mizing the influence of spectral broadening, we perform
ringdown measurements. These are conducted by first
electrostatically exciting the composite plate at its reso-
nance frequency, then switching off the excitation volt-
age and recording the free vibration decay. The ampli-
tude of the underdamped vibration decays proportional
to ∝ e− t

τ , where τ = Q
πfres

is the decay constant and fres

is the resonance frequency of the plate. In Fig. 3b we
show a typical measurement for the translational mode
of the levitating composite. Note that a very long vi-
bration lifetime of ∼ 4, 000s is observed, corresponding
to a Q of 8.2 × 104. In the inset of Fig. 3b we also
show the free vibrations of the plate over a 0.5 s time
interval, demonstrating a clear sinusoidal response dur-
ing the energy decay measurements. It is noted that due
to the presence of low-frequency perturbations from the
vacuum pump and the environment, the amplitude of the

high-Q composites might fluctuate during the ringdown
measurements as shown in Fig. 3d. However, the fluc-
tuations do not influence the Q factor measurements as
they are very small compared to the vibration amplitude.

To ensure that the energy decay constant τ is not
limited by air damping, we sweep the pressure from
10−6 − 103 mbar and measured Q as a function of air
pressure (see Fig. 3c). The data for two composite plates
with d = 8.6 µm particle size and different graphite vol-
ume fractions show three distinct regions in the Q ver-
sus pressure plot. When the pressure is reduced below
3× 10−5 mbar, Q reaches a plateau, as shown in Fig. 3c.
This suggests that air damping has become negligible,
and Q is solely limited by eddy currents. The Qs shown
in the rest of this work are measured at a pressure below
5× 10−6 mbar to eliminate the effect of air damping in
our measurements.

C. Tailoring composite properties to suppress eddy
currents

To investigate the effect of the graphite particle size
and volume fraction on the levitation forces and the eddy
current damping, we fabricate square plates with differ-
ent graphite volume fractions Vf , side length L and par-
ticle size d. In Fig. 3d we compare the ringdown re-
sponse of three 1.8× 1.8× 0.09 mm3 graphite composite
plates with different particle sizes, namely d = 15.0, 8.6
and 2.7 µm. We find that the plate that encompasses the
smallest particle size exhibits the largest value of Q. Re-
markably, we observe an increase of nearly 410 times in
Q for the 2.7 µm particle composite plates compared to
the levitating graphite plate.

To better understand this observation and gain deeper
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FIG. 3. Energy dissipation measurements. (a) Frequency response curves for the translational mode of the 1.8 × 1.8 ×
0.09 mm3 levitating composite plate measured at 0.1 mbar and 2×10−6mbar. The frequency response curve at 0.1 mbar has
been multiplied by a factor of 20 for visibility. (b) Undriven ringdown of the same composite plate for a duration of 4.000 s at
2×10−6mbar and its fitted envelope. The time signal for a 0.5 s interval is also shown in the inset. (c) The Q as a function of
pressure for two sizes of composite plate shows three characteristic regions comprising the region where air damping is dominant
(right), region where both air and eddy current damping contribute to dissipation (middle), and region where eddy current
damping is dominant (left). (d) Ringdowns of a levitating graphite plate and three composite plates composed of different
particle size, revealing that decreasing the particle size results in higher Q of the samples. The dashed line separates the time
span between the excitation is on and off.

insight into the mechanisms accountable for Q enhance-
ment, simulations based on Finite Element Method
(FEM) are performed to calculate the levitation height
and eddy current damping force using COMSOL multi-
physics. These simulations are carried out assuming that
the graphite particles have a spherical shape and are dis-
tributed inside the matrix (see S3 for details of the nu-
merical modelling and parameter values used in our sim-
ulations). We note that graphite is inherently anisotropic
[13]. However, in our fabrication procedure graphite par-
ticles are randomly oriented in the epoxy matrix, and
thus by considering all possible orientations in the ma-
trix, the local anisotropy can be averaged out and the
effective macroscopic behavior can be viewed isotropic.
For this reason, in our study we treat the magnetic sus-
ceptibility of graphite as an effective value χeff which we
evaluate by fitting our FEM simulations to the measured
levitation height of the composite from experiments (see
Fig. S8 for more details).

In Fig. 4a we show the levitation height of the com-
posite plates with particle size d = 17.6 µm as a function
of volume fraction Vf . We find that composites with a

graphite volume fraction below 14% (Vf < 0.14) do not
provide sufficient diamagnetic force to counteract gravity
and thus do not levitate. For composites with a graphite
volume fraction above 43% (Vf > 0.43), the samples can
not be produced with sufficient structural integrity due
to the high particle content. Between these two limits, we
observe a steady increase in the levitation height which
agrees well with the simulations. These results indicate
that the increase of the magnetic force is dominant over
the increase in the overall gravitational force through the
higher mass density of the graphite particles compared to
the epoxy, see Table II in S3.

We also study the influence of volume fraction Vf on
the measured Q for composite plates with particle sizes
d = 8.6 µm and d = 17.6 µm, as shown in Fig. 4b. It is
interesting to see that unlike levitation height, Q does not
significantly change with Vf , even though the measured
bulk conductivity reveals an increase in the conductivity
with the increase of Vf (see S4). This result suggests
that the variations in bulk conductivity do not contribute
considerably to the observed dissipation. A similar effect
is seen in Fig. 4c, where we show the experimentally
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FIG. 4. Dependence of the levitation force and dissipation on composite particle and plate size. (a) Levitation gap H of the
1.8 × 1.8 × 0.09 mm3 plate with 17.6 µm particles as a function of volume fraction. (b) Q-factor of two 1.8 × 1.8 × 0.09 mm3

plates with different particle size as a function of volume fraction. The gray area in Fig. 4a-b represents the volume fraction of
which the composites can not be levitated. (c) Q-factor of square composite plates with a thickness of 90 µm as a function of
plate side length L. The composite plates are made from d=17.6 µm particles with 0.21 volume fraction. (d) Dependence of Q
on particle size. The left side of the graph (before the short dashed line) shows the Q of composite plates with varying graphite
particle size. Since the Q is only weakly dependent on the volume fraction and side length (see Fig. 4b-c), the error bars in the
data on the left side of Fig. 4d are obtained by analyzing the Qs obtained from plates with a thickness of 90 µm but different
side lengths (1.2-2.7 mm) and volume fraction (0.14-0.32) at fixed d. The right side of the graph (after the short dashed line)
shows the experimental Q of levitating plates made of pyrolytic graphite with 0.28 mm thickness and different side lengths L
on the x-axis. The insets show schematics of the composite and graphite plate. In Fig. 4, the dashed and solid lines correspond
to the FEM simulations for composite and graphite plates as described in S3, respectively. Moreover, the dashed-dotted line
in Fig. 4d represents the Qs obtained from Eq. (1). The dots represent experimental data.

obtained Q of square plates with different side lengths L,
that are cut out of the same composite with d = 17.6 µm
and Vf = 0.21. It is observed from the figure that a
reduction in side length does not substantially increase
Q. This observation contrasts with Qs estimated from
COMSOL simulations for pyrolytic graphite plates, that
increase close to an order of magnitude with reducing
L[15].

The volume fraction and plate size independent Qs ob-
tained from both experiments and simulations in Fig.
4b-c indicate that the majority of eddy current damping
occurs inside the graphite particles and is not caused by
currents flowing in between them. Thus, increasing the
particle density increases the stored kinetic energy Ek

(proportional to the mass) by approximately the same
factor as the eddy current dissipation Ed (proportional
to number of particles) (see Fig. S9 in S3.2), such that
the Q, which is proportional to their ratio Ek/Ed, re-

mains nominally constant.

After having investigated the effect of volume fraction
and composite plate size, we now investigate the effect
of graphite particle size d on Q. It can be observed from
both the experimental and numerical results (see left side
of Fig. 4d) that reducing the particle size d results in a
clear increase in the Q of the composite plates. The Q
increases from about 10,000 at d=22.7 µm, to a value as
high as 460,000 at d = 2.7 µm, which is to our knowledge
a record value for passively levitating diamagnetic res-
onators at room temperature. On the right side of Fig.
4d the Qs of pyrolytic graphite plates with varying side
lengths are shown. These plates also show an increasing
Q with decreasing plate size[15].
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III. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

To understand these findings, and in particular the
increase in Q as a function of d, we use Faraday’s
law and obtain an analytic expression for the Q of a
graphite/epoxy composite plate that moves in a mag-
netic field (see S5 for the detailed derivation):

Q =
80πfresρr((ρg − ρe) + ρe/Vf)

(Crd)2∇2B
, (1)

where ρr is the resistivity, ρg is the density of graphite,
ρe is the density of epoxy, and Cr is the effective particle
size factor which we use to account for experimental de-
viations from the theoretical model due to variations in
particle size, composition, morphology and distribution.
Moreover, ∇2B represents the Laplacian of the magnetic
field, which is

∇2B =

∫
Vplate

(
dB
dz

)2
dVplate

Vplate
. (2)

To compare our experimental findings in Fig. 4d to the
analytical expression Eq. (1), we take fres = 35 Hz, ρr =
5× 10−6 Ω ·m, ρg = 2260 kg/m3, ρe = 1100 kg/m3 ,
and use COMSOL simulations to calculate ∇2B =
1.1× 106 (T/m)2 for a 1.8 × 1.8 × 0.09 mm3 plate that
levitates 0.26 mm above the magnets, corresponding to
a composite with Vf = 0.32 (see Fig. 4a). Using these
values and Cr = 6.3 as a fit parameter, we can match
the experimental data shown in Fig. 4d with good ac-
curacy. These results show that the Q in our levitating
composites is inversely proportional to d2, providing ev-
idence that the strong dependence of Q on particle size
can be mainly accounted for using Eq. (1), which is based
on dissipation due to eddy currents that flow inside the
graphite particles. The high sensitivity of Q to d, allows
us to engineer and increase the Q of our levitating res-
onators by using different particle size while keeping the
macroscopic dimensions of the plate constant. The high-
est Q we obtain with this fabrication process is 4.6× 105

for a 2.7× 2.7× 0.09 m3 composite plate with d = 2.7 µm
particles and Vf = 0.21 volume fraction, which is two or-
ders of magnitude higher than a pyrolytic graphite plate
of the same size as shown in Fig. 4d.

It is of interest to note that extrapolation of the
graphite plate data in the right side of Fig. 4d to smaller
values of d leads to much higher values of Q than that are
obtained experimentally with the composites in the left
part of Fig. 4d. Several mechanisms might account for
this difference, including the random orientation of the
graphite particles in the composite, the particle size and
shape variations, inactive layers on the particle surfaces
and material parameter differences between the graphite
in the plates and particles. In Fig. 4d the combined
effect of these mechanisms are captured by the effective
particle size factor Cr. Although we can not fully account
quantitatively for the relatively large value of Cr = 6.3

of this factor, possibly a small fraction of larger particles
or clusters of particles in the composite accounts for a
large part of the damping force. Microscopic images of
the composites in S2 support this hypothesis, by show-
ing that the dispersion of the particles is random and less
homogeneous inside the epoxy matrix with local particle
clusters. It might also be that not all sources of damping
are included in Eq. (1) and more sophisticated models
will need to be developed. Nevertheless, we foresee that
by further control of the particle size and optimization
of its distribution, levitating composites can achieve Qs
above 1 million for millimeter composites with 1 µm or
smaller particles.

The combination of high Q and large mass of the lev-
itating composites promises low noise floor levels in ac-
celerometry. In Fig. 5 we benchmark the presented lev-
itating composite plates against state-of-the-art levito-
dynamic systems by plotting mass against Q (Fig. 5a)
and the square root of the acceleration noise power spec-
tral density Saa ∝ fres/(mQ) [19] (Fig. 5b), which is
a measure of the limit of detection of an accelerometer.
The plots compare a range of superconducting, diamag-
netically, electrically, and optically levitating systems,
at room temperature (labeled with RT in Fig. 5), at
cryogenic temperature (CT) or using feedback cooling
(RT-FC). Note that RT-FC stands for natural Qs that
are estimated from feedback cooling measurements. The
plots also show the theoretical estimates of Q and

√
Saa

(dashed lines) as a function of mass for diamagnetically
levitating pyrolytic graphite. It appears from this bench-
mark that in terms of acceleration noise floor and Q,
diamagnetic composites stand out, providing the possi-
bility to levitate large, high-Q objects using relatively
weak fields from permanent magnets. The combination
of large levitating proof mass and high Q make these
composites attractive materials for realizing next gener-
ation room temperature accelerometers with theoretical
sensitivities as low as 0.16 ng/

√
Hz, that are comparable

to superconducting levitodynamic systems at cryogenic
temperatures (Fig. 5b).

In conclusion, we demonstrate diamagnetic high Q
composite plate resonators consisting of graphite par-
ticles dispersed in an epoxy matrix that can be levi-
tated at room temperature above permanent magnets
with graphite volume fractions as low as 14%. By insu-
lating the graphite particles, eddy currents are reduced
and confined within the particles, allowing us to sup-
press the associated damping forces. This enables a re-
markable enhancement in Q, reaching values as high as
nearly 0.5 million at room temperature. Measurements
of the dependence of damping to particle volume frac-
tion, plate length, and particle size are compared to
FEM models, and show good agreement with an analyt-
ical model for eddy current damping forces that predicts
Q to be inversely proportional to the squared particle
size Q ∝ 1/d2. Reduction of the particle size and op-
timization of particle distribution and orientation, can
lead to novel composites that further enhance the per-
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FIG. 5. (a) Q-factor versus mass of different levitating systems (optical [9, 10, 27–29], diamagnetic [15, 24, 25, 30, 31],
superconducting [11, 19, 32, 33] and electrical [12]). (b) Plot of acceleration noise floor against mass of different levitating
accelerometers (optical [9, 10, 17, 27–29, 34–38], diamagnetic [15, 24, 25, 30, 31], superconducting [11, 19, 32, 33] and electrical
[12]). RT stands for Qs measured at room temperature without feedback cooling, CT stands for Qs measured at cryogenic
temperature without feedback cooling, RT-FC stands for natural Qs estimated from feedback cooling measurements. The Q and√
Saa of different levitating systems are also shown in Table III-V of S6. The Q and

√
Saa shown as dashed lines are simulated

using COMSOL for graphite plates with different size L (detailed material parameter values used for these simulations can be
found in Table 1 of S3). In the simulations the plate thickness t and magnet size D are taken proportional to the plate side
length (D = 1.2L and t = 0.03L). The grey area in Fig. 5a-b sets the boundary of the Q and acceleration noise floor against
mass of available levitodynamic systems in the literature.

formance of future macroscopic levitating devices used as
accelerometers[19], gravimeters[20–23], or sensors for ex-
ploring macroscopic limits of quantum mechanics [5, 39–
41].

IV. METHODS

A. Composite fabrication

Graphite micro powders (purity >99.9%) with mean
sizes from 2.7 − 22.7 µm are purchased from Nanografi
Nano Technology. Particle size distribution measure-
ments are performed using Malvern Mastersizer 3000 on
0.1% weight/volume aqueous solution of the powders us-
ing sodium dodecyl sulfate solution as surfactant. The
particle size d of each type of powder is represented by the
mean value of the distribution. The morphology of these
powders is confirmed via Scanning Electron Microscopy
(JEOL JSM-7500F).

The details of the graphite composite fabrication pro-
cess are shown in Fig. S1. First, the two components
of the epoxy (Epotek 302-3M from Gentec Benelux) are
mixed at 3500 rpm for 5 minutes in a Dual Asymmet-
ric Centrifuge mixer (DAC 150.1 FVZ-K ) followed by
the addition and mixing of the graphite powder at 500
rpm for 5 minutes. To reduce the viscosity of the result-
ing graphite-epoxy paste, ethanol is added, and further
mixed at 500 rpm for 5 mins. This maximises dispersion
and homogeneity of the paste with the graphite particles
in the epoxy-ethanol matrix. The paste is then trans-
ferred into circular holes (φ = 10 mm) in a thin plastic
mould with thickness of 0.12 mm on the top of a flat

steel mould. The deposited paste is left at room temper-
ature and pressure for 30 minutes to let the ethanol fully
evaporate before curing the epoxy in order to minimise
porosity. The graphite/epoxy paste is then compressed
by steel moulds and cured in an oven at 100 °C for around
12 hours. After curing, an Optec micro laser cutter is
used to cut the composite into square plates with desired
lengths. Finally, fine sand paper (5 µm grain) is used to
polish composite surface to the desired thickness.

B. Measurement

In our experiments, the excitation voltage is generated
by the Polytec MSA400 vibrometer for the resonance fre-
quency measurements, and by a function generator for
the ringdown response measurements. The electrostatic
force is generated as shown in Fig. 2a, by applying a
voltage difference between the magnets beneath the lev-
itating plate. To isolate the magnets from one another
we use Kapton tape. When a voltage is applied between
the two electrodes, the levitating plate acts as a float-
ing electrode between the two electrodes, thereby form-
ing a capacitive divider. In the area at which the plate
overlaps with the electrodes, an electrostatic downward
force is exerted that depends on the overlap area, volt-
age difference, and gap size. Since the electrostatic force
is proportional to the square of the voltage, a DC offset
voltage is added to make sure the electrostatic force has
a component of the same frequency as the output volt-
age. Finally, to read out the motion, a Polytec LDV is
used. The LDV measurements are conducted in a vac-
uum chamber over a pressure range of 10−6 − 1000 mbar
at room temperature.
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Supplementary Information

In S1, we show the details of graphite composite fabrication process. S2 details out particle size measurement
(S2.1) and particle dispersion analysis (S2.2). S3 presents the FEM methodology used to calculate the eddy current
damping in a graphite (S3.1) and a composite plate (S3.2). S4 shows the electrical conductivity measurements of
composites with different volume fractions. In S5, we present the analytical model to calculate the eddy current
damping of a composite plate moving in a magnetic field. Finally, in S6 we show the Qs and acceleration noise floor
of state-of-the-art levitodynamic systems.

S1: COMPOSITE FABRICATION PROCESS

Epoxy resin Ethanol

Graphite powder Mix in a SpeedMixer 
at 500 rpm for 5 mins 

Ethanol evaporate at RT 
and pressure for 30 mins

Plastic mould

Cure at 100°C with pressure
 for 12 hours

Steel mould

FIG. S1. The schematic of composite fabrication process.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.16.L011003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.16.L011003


10

The details of graphite composite fabrication process is shown in Fig. S1. First, the two components of the epoxy
are mixed at 3500 rpm for 5 minutes in a Dual Asymmetric Centrifuge mixer (DAC 150.1 FVZ-K ) followed by
the addition and mixing of the graphite powder at 500 rpm for 5 minutes. To reduce the viscosity of the resulting
graphite-epoxy paste, ethanol is added, and further mixed at 500 rpm for 5 mins. This maximises dispersion and
homogeneity of the paste with the graphite particles in the epoxy-ethanol matrix. The paste is then transferred into
circular holes (φ = 10 mm) in a thin plastic mould with thickness of 0.12 mm on the top of a flat steel mould. The
deposited paste is left at room temperature and pressure for 30 minutes to let the ethanol fully evaporate before curing
the epoxy to minimise porosity. Afterwards, the graphite/epoxy paste is compressed by steel moulds with pressure,
which is then cured in an oven at 100 °C for around 12 hours. Once the graphite/epoxy composite is cured, we use a
micro laser cutter to cut the composite into square plates with desired lengths and use fine sand paper (5 µm grain)
to polish its surface to the desired thickness.

S2: PARTICLE SIZE MEASUREMENT AND PARTICLE DISPERSION ANALYSIS

S2.1: Particle size measurement
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FIG. S2. Particle size distribution for different particles used in the experiments.

Fig. S2 shows the size distribution of the graphite powders used in our experiments. The particle size distribution
measurements are performed using Malvern Mastersizer 3000 on 0.1% w/v aqueous solution of the powders using
sodium dodecyl sulfate solution as surfactant. The measurement of each type of powders is repeated five times. From
this figure, it can be seen that the particle size of each type of powder has a wide range of distribution. In the main
text, we use the mean value of the distribution to represent the particle size d.

S2.2:Particle dispersion analysis

Fig. S3 shows microscopic images of composites with 17.6 µm particles and different volume fractions. To obtain
these images, samples are first polished with a fine sand paper to obtain a clear interface between the graphite particles
and epoxy. The graphite particles are appearing in white color due to the reflection of light from the microscope. To
quantify the dispersion quality of the particles inside epoxy, we use the Area Disorder (AD) of the Delaunay network
as described in reference [42]. AD is a dimensionless quantity with values between 0 and 1. AD = 0 means the
dispersion is perfect and particles are homogeneously distributed inside the matrix. AD = 1 means the dispersion is
worst with clusters, as shown in Fig. S5. To obtain the AD, we first identify the particle boundaries (Fig. S4b) from
the optical image (Fig. S4a), and then locate the particles’ center of mass (Fig. S4c). Next, we build the Delaunay
network (Fig. S4d) to calculate AD. Fig. S5 shows the AD for the composites in Fig. S3. From Fig. S5, we can see
that the dispersion of our composites is random-like.
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FIG. S3. Microscopic images of composites with 17.6 µm particles and different volume fractions.
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FIG. S4. Particle dispersion analysis on a composite with 17.6 µm particles and 20.8 % volume fraction. To obtain the Area
Disorder AD, we first take an image of the composite (a) and then identify the particles (b) using ImageJ. Afterwards, the
particles’ center of mass (c) is located, from which we build their Delaunay network (d) to calculate the AD.

S3: COMSOL SIMULATIONS FOR OBTAINING EDDY CURRENT DAMPING FORCES

S3.1. FEM: Eddy current damping in a graphite plate

This section details out the methodology we use to calculate the eddy current damping forces of a square graphite
plate levitating above four permanent magnets. The geometry of the model is shown in Fig. S6.

We simulate the magnetic field using COMSOL Multiphysics 5.6. Assuming that the influence of the diamagnetic
plate on the field is negligible, the integrated magnetic force on the plate, FB, can be determined using

FB = ∇
∫
V
M ·BdV =

µ0

2

∫
V
∇(χxH

2
x + χyH

2
y + χzH

2
z )dV, (3)

where χx, χy, χz are the magnetic susceptibility of the levitating plate in x, y, z directions, V is the volume of the plate,
B is the magnetic field and M is the plate’s magnetization. The components of the magnetic field inside the plate
are Hx,y,z = Bx,y,z/µ, where µ ≈ µ0 is the magnetic permeability of graphite. By calculating the magnetic force in z
direction with different levitation gaps between the plate and magnets, the levitation height where the z-component
of magnetic force is equal and opposite to the gravitational force is obtained. Using the levitation height, the stiffness
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FIG. S5. Quantitative analysis of the particle dispersion in composites with different volume fractions. The Area fraction Af

is obtained via image processing.

FIG. S6. Geometry model of magnets and graphite plate.

of the magnetic force k can then obtained by taking the derivative of Fz over z at the equilibrium point. Next, the

resonance frequency fres is calculated using fres = 1
2π

√
k
m , where m is the mass of the plate.

Then, we simulate the eddy current damping of the plate. We note that when a conductor moves with velocity
vector v through a magnetic flux density field B, the charge carriers inside the conductor feel an electric field v ×B
due to the Lorentz’ force in addition to the field from the electric potential Ve, that generates an eddy current density
J given by

J = −σ∇Ve + σ(v ×B), (4)

where σ is the electrical conductivity. By combining Eq. (4) with the current continuity condition ∇ · J = 0 and the
boundary condition J · n = 0 (n is the unit vector perpendicular to the boundary), we determine the eddy current
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TABLE I. Material properties used for the simulations of the levitating pyrolytic graphite.

Property Symbol Value Unit
Density ρ 2070 kg/m3

Susceptibility ⊥ [13] χz -450 ×10−6

Susceptibility ‖ [13] χx,y -85 ×10−6

Conductivity ⊥[43] σz 200 S/m
Conductivity ‖[43] σx,y 200000 S/m

density distribution J numerically for known v, σ, B. We then evaluate the the total damping contribution due to
eddy currents as follows

Fe =

∫
V
J×BdV, (5)

where integration is done over the graphite plate volume V. Noting that the eddy current damping force Fe is
proportional and in the opposite direction of the velocity v, we then estimate the damping coefficient c. Finally, Q of
the plate can be obtained as

Q =
2πmfres

c
. (6)

All the parameters used in our simulations for pyrolytic graphite plates are listed in Table I.

S3.2 Eddy current damping in a composite plate

FIG. S7. COMSOL model. (a) Geometry model of magnets and graphite particles. (b) Spherical graphite particles.

(a) (b)

In this section we explain how the eddy current damping forces of a composite plate levitating above four permanent
magnets are calculated. Because the magnetic susceptibility and electrical conductivity of the epoxy are negligible,
the composite is modeled only by the graphite spheres to reduce the computation time, assuming that spheres are
distributed homogeneously. As discussed in the main text, to account for experimental deviations from the theoretical
model due to variations in particle size, composition, morphology and distribution, we use Crd as the effective particle
size in the simulation for particles with mean size of d, where Cr = 6.3 is an effective particle size factor. Fig. S7a
shows the geometry model of four permanent magnets and 1/8 fraction of the graphite particles. The simulation
procedure is similar to that of graphite plates. The parameters used in our simulations for the composite plates are
given in Table II.

We note that graphite is inherently anisotropic [13]. However, in our fabrication procedure graphite particles are
randomly oriented in the epoxy matrix, and thus by considering all possible orientations in the matrix, the local
anisotropy can be averaged out and the effective macroscopic behavior can be viewed isotropic. For this reason , in
our study we treat the magnetic susceptibility of graphite as an effective value χeff which we evaluate by fitting our
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FIG. S8. Magnetic force as a function of levitation gap obtained by COMSOL simulations using different susceptibilities (solid
lines), and the measured natural levitation gap (dot).

FEM simulations to the measured levitation height of the composite from experiments. In Fig. S8 we showcase how
χeff is estimated from experiments. We first measure the natural levitation gap of the composite using the Keyence
microscope. By knowing the natural levitation gap and the gravitational force we then use our FEM model to estimate
the magnetic force for different values of χeff , and find the best value that fits the experimental finding. In Fig. S8 we
show this procedure for a composite plate with 1.8× 1.8× 0.09 mm3, with volume fraction Vf = 0.21 and particle size
d = 17.6 µm. It can be seen that the green line which matches our experimental result is below the upper bound of
the magnetic forces evaluated considering anisotropic magnetic susceptibilities, and the evaluated effective magnetic
susceptibility χeff = −120× 10−6 agrees well with the reported value in reference [44].

TABLE II. Material properties of the graphite particles and epoxy used for the simulations of the levitating composite plates.

Property Symbol Value Unit
Graphite density ρg 2250 kg/m3

Epoxy density ρe 1100 kg/m3

Graphite susceptibility χeff -120 ×10−6

Graphite resistivity[43] ρr 1/200000 Ω m

Fig. S9a-c show the change of mass m, resonance frequency fres and damping coefficient c of composite plates with
different particle volume fraction Vf . Fig. S9d-f show the change of mass m, resonance frequency fres and damping
coefficient c of composite plates with different plate length L. Fig. S9g-i show the change of mass m, resonance
frequency fres and damping coefficient c of composite plates with different particle size d.

S4: ELECTRICAL CONDUCTIVITY OF THE COMPOSITES

Fig. S10 shows the bulk conductivity of two composites made from d = 8.6 µm and d = 17.6 µm particles with
different volume fractions. The conductivity is measured by the two-point measurement method with Agilent 4263B
LCR meter (Santa Clara, CA, USA). It can be seen from the figure that the bulk conductivity of the composite is
increasing with higher graphite volume fractions.

S5: ANALYTICAL MODELLING OF EDDY CURRENT DAMPING

In this section we obtain the Q-factor of a diamagnetic particle moving in a magnetic field, analytically. We consider
a spherical particle with radius R = d/2 that moves inside a magnetic field

#»

B as shown in Fig. S11. To calculate the
eddy current loss of the sphere, we assume the sphere consists of cylinders with varying radius r and height w(r) as
shown in Fig. S11. It is also assumed that the sphere is small compared to the magnetic field distribution and that
the magnetic field B is not changing in different locations on the sphere. According to Faraday’s law of induction,
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FIG. S9. (a-c) Changes in mass m, resonance frequency fres and damping coefficient c of 1.8×1.8×0.09 mm3 composite plates
with d=17.6 µm particles and different volume fraction Vf ; (d-f) Changes in mass m, resonance frequency fres and damping
coefficient c of composite plates with d=17.6 µm particles and volume fraction Vf = 0.21, but different plate length L; (g-i)
Changes in mass m, resonance frequency fres and damping coefficient c of 1.8× 1.8× 0.09 mm3 composite plates with volume
fraction Vf = 0.32 and different particle size d. The lines correspond to data obtained from COMSOL simulations and dots
represent measured data.
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FIG. S10. Conductivity of two composites as a function of volume fraction.

the induced voltage on each ring (dr) of the sphere can then be calculated as [26]:

emf =
dΦ

dt
=

d(πr2B)

dt
= πr2 dB

dz

dz

dt
= πr2v

dB

dz
, (7)
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FIG. S11. A sphere model.

where Φ is the magnetic flux, and v is the velocity of the sphere. The induced current in the ring will then be

dI = πr2v
dB

dz

w(r)dr

2πrρr
, (8)

where ρr is the electrical resistivity of the sphere. Using Eq. (7) and (8), the power loss in the ring can then be
calculated as

dP = πr3v2

(
dB

dz

)2
w(r)dr

2ρr
, (9)

from which the total loss inside the sphere will become

P = πv2

(
dB

dz

)2
1

2ρr

∫ R

0

r32
√
R2 − r2dr =

2πv2R5

15ρr

(
dB

dz

)2

. (10)

Finally, the eddy current loss per unit volume of the sphere becomes

Punit =
v2R2

10ρr

(
dB

dz

)2

. (11)

Considering Punit = Feddyv = cunitv
2, and using Eq. 11, the damping coefficient cunit can then be expressed as

cunit =
R2

10ρr

(
dB

dz

)2

. (12)

Which results in the following expression for the Q-factor solely due to eddy currents:

Qsphere =
2πmspherefres

csphere
=

2πρdVspherefres

cunitVsphere
=

2πρdfres

cunit
=

20πfresρdρr

R2(dB/dz)2
, (13)

in which msphere is the mass of the particle, fres is the resonance frequency, ρd is the density and Vsphere is the volume
of the sphere.

For a composite plate consisting of spheres of radius R dispersed in an insulating matrix, the Q can be determined
similar to Eq.(13) as follows:

Qplate =
2πmplatefres

cplate
=

2πρpVplatefres∫
Vspheres

cunitdVspheres
=

20πfresρpρrVplate

R2
∫
Vspheres

(
dB
dz

)2
dVspheres

, (14)

where ρp is the density of the composite plate, Vplate is the volume of the plate, and Vspheres is the volume of the
spherical particles. For a graphite/epoxy composite plate with volume fraction of Vf , the Q is then

Qplate =
20πfresρrVplate(Vf(ρg − ρe) + ρe)

(CrR)2
∫
Vspheres

(
dB
dz

)2
dVspheres

=
20πfresρrVplate(Vf(ρg − ρe) + ρe)

(CrR)2∇2BVfVplate
=

20πfresρr((ρg − ρe) + ρe/Vf)

(CrR)2∇2B
, (15)
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where ρg is the density of graphite, ρe is the density of epoxy, and Cr is the apparent particle size factor that accounts
for the uncertainties related to particle size, morphology and distribution. And

∇2B =

∫
Vplate

(
dB
dz

)2
dVplate

Vplate
, (16)

that can be obtained numerically using Comsol.

S6: Q-FACTORS AND ACCELERATION NOISE FLOOR OF STATE-OF-THE-ART LEVITODYNAMIC
SYSTEMS

In Table III - V we list the Qs and acceleration noise floors
√
Saa of different levitodynamic systems showed in Fig.

5 of the main text. In Table III, the Qs were measured directly without feedback cooling either at room temperature
or cryogenic temperature. In Table IV, we show the Qs measured at room temperature with feedback cooling and
the natural Qs estimated at room temperature without feedback cooling. In Table V, the reported acceleration noise
floor of different levitodynamic systems under different measurement conditions are listed. The data marked with [∗]
are estimated using the following equation [19]:

√
Saa =

√
8πfreskBT

mQ
(17)

where fres is the resonance frequency, m is the mass, Q is the quality factor, T is the temperature and kB is the
Boltzmann constant.

TABLE III. Q-factors of different levitodynamic systems without feedback cooling (RT: room temperature).

mass(kg) Q Levitation method Temperature Reference
3.3× 10−18 1.0× 107

optical
RT [9]

3.7× 10−14 2.1× 104 RT [27]
9.6× 10−17 1.5× 106 electrical RT [12]
6.1× 10−10 1.3× 107

superconducting

4.2K [11]
1.1× 10−10 1.0× 106 <90K [32]
5.7× 10−11 5.0× 104 5K [33]
4.0× 10−6 5.5× 103 5K [19]
2.7× 10−13 2.0× 107

diamagnetic

3K [30]
7.8× 10−8 1.5× 105 RT [31]
1.0× 10−5 362 RT [15]
2.3× 10−5 176 RT [15]
3.9× 10−5 115 RT [15]
6.3× 10−5 76 RT [15]
2.3× 10−6 4.6× 105 RT this work

TABLE IV. Q-factors of different levitodynamic systems with feedback cooling.

mass(kg)
With feedback cooling Estimated natural damping

Levitation method Ref
Q Effective temperature Q Effective temperature

1.4× 10−19 440 3mK 4.4× 107 300K optical [10]
3.1× 10−17 38.6 460mK 2.5× 104 300K optical [28]
3.0× 10−14 14.8 10K 445 300K optical [29]
2.5× 10−10 175 9K 5.8× 103 300K

diamagnetic
[25]

3.1× 10−15 13.7 1.2mK 3.2× 106 295K [24]
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TABLE V. Acceleration noise floor of different levitodynamic systems showed in Fig. 5 of the main text. Data marked with
[∗] represent the estimated value.

mass(kg)
√
Saa(g/

√
Hz) levitation method Effective temperature Reference Note

3.3× 10−18 1.1× 10−3

optical

RT [9] ∗
3.7× 10−14 1.2× 10−4 RT [27] ∗
1.4× 10−19 3.9× 10−3 3mK [10] feedback cooling, ∗
3.1× 10−17 5.4× 10−3 460mK [28] feedback cooling
3.0× 10−14 7.0× 10−4 10K [29] feedback cooling
1.4× 10−18 2.3× 10−3 3K [34] feedback cooling
8.4× 10−14 1.2× 10−5 ∼ [35] feedback cooling
1.4× 10−13 3.6× 10−5 1K [36] feedback cooling
1.5× 10−13 7.5× 10−6 ∼mK [37] feedback cooling
1.2× 10−11 4.0× 10−7 ∼ [17] feedback cooling
9.4× 10−13 9.5× 10−8 50 µK [38] feedback cooling
9.6× 10−17 2.4× 10−5 electrical RT [12] ∗
6.1× 10−10 8.5× 10−10

superconducting

4.2K [11] ∗
1.1× 10−10 5.0× 10−8 <90K [32] ∗
5.7× 10−11 1.6× 10−8 5K [33] ∗
4.0× 10−6 1.2× 10−10 5K [19] ∗
2.7× 10−13 4.8× 10−9

diamagnetic

3K [30] ∗
7.8× 10−8 9.7× 10−10 RT [31] -
2.5× 10−10 3.6× 10−8 9K [25] feedback cooling
3.1× 10−15 3.1× 10−6 1.2mK [24] feedback cooling, ∗
1.0× 10−5 2.6× 10−9 RT [15] ∗
2.3× 10−5 2.3× 10−9 RT [15] ∗
3.9× 10−5 2.1× 10−9 RT [15] ∗
6.3× 10−5 1.9× 10−9 RT [15] ∗
2.3× 10−6 1.6× 10−10 RT this work ∗
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