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Optical tweezers enable non-contact trapping of micro-scale objects using light. Despite their
widespread use, it is currently not known how tightly it is possible to three-dimensionally trap
micro-particles with a given photon budget. Reaching this elusive limit would enable maximally-stiff
particle trapping for precision measurements on the nanoscale, and photon-efficient tweezing of light-
sensitive objects. Here we solve this problem by customising a trapping light field to suit a specific
particle, with the aim of simultaneously optimising trap stiffness in all three dimensions. Initially
taking a theoretical approach, we develop an efficient multi-parameter optimisation routine to design
bespoke optical traps for a wide range of micro-particles. We show that the confinement volume
of micro-spheres held in these sculpted traps can be reduced by one-to-two orders-of-magnitude
in comparison to a conventional optical tweezer of the same power. We go on to conduct proof-
of-principle experiments, and use a wavefront shaping inspired strategy to suppress the Brownian
fluctuations of optically trapped micro-spheres in every direction concurrently, thus demonstrating
order-of-magnitude reductions in their confinement volumes. Our work paves the way towards the
fundamental limits of optical control over the mesoscopic realm.

The ability to remotely control the motion of small par-
ticles with laser light has become a key tool in a diverse
range of scientific disciplines, from tests of fundamen-
tal physics to applications in the life sciences [1–4]. The
most widely used approach is the “optical tweezer”, first
introduced by Arthur Ashkin in 1986 [5], enabling three-
dimensional trapping of microscopic dielectric particles
by tightly focusing a single Gaussian laser beam onto the
target object. Since their conception, optical tweezers
have found a multitude of applications. They have been
used to reveal the bio-mechanics of molecular motors and
protein-DNA interactions [6, 7], to drive artificial micro-
machines [8, 9], to test the fundamental relationship be-
tween entropy and information [10, 11], and to suspend
nano-particles as their motion is cooled to the quantum
ground state [12, 13].

Given the widespread use of optical trapping, it may
seem surprising that after more than 30 years, the most
commonly employed spatial shape of laser beams used to
create an optical tweezer is still the conventional Gaus-
sian beam profile first suggested by Ashkin [5]. Indeed,
Gaussian beams do come with many advantages: they
are straight-forward to create and highly versatile – op-
erating in a broadly similar manner over a wide range of
micro-particle sizes and shapes [2, 14].

However, this versatility comes at a cost: a Gaussian
beam is typically not the optimal shape of light field to
tightly trap a given micro-particle. This drawback is ex-
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acerbated for larger particles whose size is greater than
the trapping wavelength. Such objects, which include
many types of biological cells, are typically only weakly
optically tweezed, suffering from a low trapping stiffness
in a Gaussian beam. A straightforward way to overcome
this issue is to crank up the laser power: doubling the in-
tensity of the trapping light in turn doubles the trapping
stiffness in all dimensions, thus confining a particle more
tightly. Unfortunately, increasing the power focused onto
the trapped object can lead to a variety of undesirable
effects: excess photons can damage photosensitive biolog-
ical systems [15], heat the particle and its local environ-
ment [16], and increase decoherence effects in quantum
ground state experiments [13].

In this article we explore an alternate paradigm: we
demonstrate to what extent it is possible to enhance 3D
trap stiffness without increasing laser power, by instead
tailoring the spatial profile of the laser beam. Optical
fields have been previously shaped in a plethora of dif-
ferent ways to exert targeted optical forces and torques
on micro-particles [17–29]. As far as enhancing trapping
stiffness is concerned, various beam shapes have been
tried in the past [30–35]. An important step forward
was taken by Taylor et al. in 2015, who demonstrated
that carefully sculpting the incident optical field can
deliver impressive one-dimensional lateral stiffness en-
hancements of trapped micro-spheres – by up to a factor
of ∼ 30 compared to conventional optical tweezers of the
same power [26]. It is possible to identify globally opti-
mum structured fields that accomplish these 1D stiffness
enhancements using eigenvalue-based approaches [36–
40]. However, as we show in Supplementary Information
(SI) §1, these 1D trapping enhancements place no con-
straints on stiffness in other dimensions, and so do not
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FIG. 1: 3D optimised optical trapping. (a) Confinement volume (Vc) of an optically trapped micro-particle in a conven-
tional (violet) and an optimised (blue) optical trap, with simulated trajectories of the CoM shown. The confinement volume
corresponding to the optimised trap is ∼74 times smaller. (b) Simulations showing the x-component of the optical force ex-
erted on a micro-sphere as it is displaced laterally in the x-direction. (c) An equivalent plot to (b) but for the z-component
of the optical force as the micro-sphere is displaced axially. A plot for the y-direction is available in SI §10. (d) Schematic
of the intensity of a 3D optimised optical trap (here we have accentuated the field inside the particle to present its features
more clearly). In this figure we model a micro-sphere of 5.56 µm in radius, with a refractive index of 1.48, immersed in water
(n = 1.3), and illuminated from the negative z-direction with laser light of wavelength 1.064 µm, through a numerical aperture
(NA) of 1.25.

guarantee that a particle is tightly trapped in 3D, or even
stably trapped at all [41].

It is not straightforward to extend such eigenvalue-
based strategies to enhance multi-dimensional optical
trapping, since the stiffnesses along different directions
are not independent. Consequently, the optimum 3D
trapping field will not simply be a superposition of op-
timal trapping fields for the individual axes. Thus, de-
spite multiple decades of research into optical trapping,
an understanding of how to calculate the shape of ‘opti-
mal’ three-dimensional optical traps, or the level of multi-
dimensional stiffness enhancement they may deliver, has
remained out of reach [41].

Here, we overcome these difficulties by designing
bespoke trapping beams using an integrated multi-
parameter optimisation strategy, guided efficiently to a
solution by the information held within the Generalised
Wigner Smith (GWS) operator [39, 40]. Our approach
allows all three dimensions to be considered simultane-
ously – in terms of both stiffness enhancement and trap
stability. Remarkably, we predict that custom-tailored
trap shapes can hold micro-spheres up to a factor of 200
times more tightly than a Gaussian trap of equivalent
power. To validate this concept experimentally, we
develop a real-time optimisation routine that iteratively
adapts the trapping wavefront to the shape of the parti-
cle. We experimentally demonstrate order-of-magnitude
improvements in how tightly it is possible to hold micro-
spheres in three dimensions. Our work establishes that
dramatic gains in 3D optical trapping efficiency are pos-
sible by judiciously structuring light fields, and presents
new theoretical and experimental routes to achieve them.

Designing bespoke optical traps
When submerged in a liquid, a trapped particle is
constantly jostled around by collisions with surround-
ing molecules which are undergoing Brownian motion.
But regardless of the direction in which the particle
is displaced, the laser light of the trapping field is
deflected to generate a near-Hookean optical restoring
force, pulling the particle back towards its equilibrium
position. For small displacements this force vector is
given by fopt = −κ∆r, where κ is a 3×3-element stiff-
ness matrix encapsulating the translational trapping stiff-
ness in any direction, and vector ∆r describes the parti-
cle’s 3D displacement from equilibrium [42, 43].

Thermal motion of the fluid thus drives the particle’s
centre-of-mass (CoM) to stochastically explore a small re-
gion around its equilibrium position. To quantify the size
of this region, we utilise the concept of the confinement
volume Vc – see Fig. 1(a), also referred to as the ther-
mal ellipsoid [44]. The shape of the confinement volume
is typically a prolate ellipsoid with its long axis parallel
to the optical axis of the trapping beam – reflecting the
lower axial trapping stiffness arising from weaker inten-
sity gradients in this direction. Vc is given by:

Vc = 36π

√
k3

BT
3

κxκyκz
, (1)

and is such that the probability of finding the CoM in-
side it is p ∼ 0.99. Here kB is Boltzmann’s constant, T
is the absolute temperature of the surrounding fluid, and
κx,y,z are the eigenvalues of κ, which represent the stiff-
nesses of the optical trap along the principal axes of the
thermal ellipsoid (see SI §2). Our aim in this work is to
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find the shape of light fields that minimise the particle’s
confinement volume by maximising all eigenvalues of the
stiffness matrix simultaneously.

We begin by investigating the level of 3D optical trap-
ping enhancement possible from a theoretical perspec-
tive. We use the T-matrix formalism [45–47] (see SI §3)
to model the interaction of a shaped incident light field u
with a microscopic particle in an optical tweezers setup.
The incident field coefficients held in the column vector
u are defined at the pupil plane of the objective lens,
expressed in the Bessel beam basis (see SI §4), enabling
us to explore the consequences of spatially shaping the
intensity and wavefront of the trapping beam.

We seek the power-normalised complex values of u that
correspond to a structured light field that maximises the
trapping stiffness in three dimensions, while also stably
holding the particle. To this end, we employ a con-
strained numerical optimisation routine, where we treat
the desired relative stiffness in each dimension as a tun-
able parameter – yielding flexibility in the final aspect
ratio of the particle’s confinement volume (see Methods
and SI §5). A large number of optimisation variables N
(i.e. elements of u) is required in order to shape the light
effectively. This makes the problem computationally de-
manding, with previous examples of numerical 1-D trap-
ping field optimisation taking on the order of days to
converge [26, 48]. Therefore we hone the efficiency of our
optimisation routine to significantly speed up this pro-
cess.

The cornerstone of our approach is the GWS operators
for optical force (Q) and trapping stiffness (K) [39, 40,
49, 50]. These operators reduce the evaluation of force
and stiffness along a particular direction to a single ma-
trix equation. For example, along the x-dimension we
have:

fopt
x = u†Qxu = u†

(
−iS†∂xS

)
u, (2)

κx = u†Kxu = u† (−∂xQx)u, (3)

where S is the scattering matrix describing how the
light interacts with the particle (i.e. which incident
light modes are scattered into which outgoing modes),
∂x indicates a partial derivative with respect to the
x-position of the particle, and † indicates a conjugate
transpose. Equivalent expressions can be written down
for any other degree of freedom, including rotations.
Crucially, Q and K only encapsulate properties of the
particle, and are independent of the incident field. As
such, they only need to be evaluated once, before the
optimisation routine commences, significantly cutting
down on computational time. Expressions for fopt

and κ are also readily differentiable with respect to u,
providing access to analytical expressions for gradients
and Hessians, thus further speeding up the optimisation.
See SI §1,6-8 for more detail on S, Q, and K, including
our derivations of analytical expressions for calculating

the derivatives in Eqs. 2–3. This approach reduces the
time-scale for a single trap design from days to minutes
(see SI §9), allowing us to explore the enhancements
achievable over a wide range of different particles.

Theoretical trapping enhancements
An example of one such optimised trap can be seen in
Fig. 1 – here designed for a micro-sphere of diameter
∼10 times larger than the laser wavelength. Our mod-
elling shows that the achieved confinement volume is ∼74
times smaller than that of a conventional optical trap car-
rying the same power – as seen in Fig. 1(a). Figure 1(b-c)
presents optical force curves of the optimised trap, indi-
cating that the trapping stiffness has been increased by
factors of ∼19 and ∼15 in the x and z-directions respec-
tively. In Fig. 1(d) we see that inside the particle the op-
timised optical field tracks around the micro-sphere’s sur-
face – in stark contrast to a conventional Gaussian beam
which typically focuses at its centre. This optimised field
shape can be understood by considering that momentum
transfer between laser light and a trapped particle can
only take place where there is a spatial gradient in refrac-
tive index – i.e. at the interface between the particle and
the surrounding medium [51] (for a non-absorbing, ho-
mogeneous and isotropic particle, as in this case). Thus
our optimiser achieves three dimensional trapping stiff-
ness enhancement by boosting the intensity of light at the
particle’s boundaries, as well as simultaneously ensuring
a stable trap by balancing momentum transfer due to
specular reflections from the particle. Figure 2 shows
the theoretical optical trapping enhancements possible
for 900 scenarios involving spherical particles of different
sizes (in the range 0.8 – 5.7 µm in radius) and refractive
indices (n = 1.33 – 2.4). We optimise the complex am-
plitude of N = 820 spatial modes within each trapping
beam. Figures 2(g-l) show examples of the intensities of
these bespoke optical traps in transverse and axial cross-
sections through the particles. We compare the theoret-
ical performance of these optimised optical traps against
a conventional optical trap of the same NA in two ways:
we show the directional stiffness enhancement as the fac-
tor of improvement in the eigenvalues of κ in Fig. 2(a-c),
and the confinement volume reduction V rel

c as the factor
of improvement in Vc in Fig. 2(d).

Our simulations indicate that it is possible to achieve
very substantial 3D trapping enhancements – in some
cases of up to a 200-fold reduction in the confinement vol-
ume, and with stiffness enhancements exceeding ∼20 in
all dimensions simultaneously for a broad range of micro-
sphere sizes and refractive indices. Equivalently, these
reductions in particle confinement volume can be trans-
lated into improvements in relative trapping efficiency
ηrel: the factor of reduction in trapping power needed to
hold a particle as tightly as a conventional optical trap,

where ηrel =
(
V rel

c

)2/3
(see SI §11). In Fig. 2(e) we see
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FIG. 2: Exploring 3D optical trap enhancement as a function of micro-sphere size and refractive index. (a-c)
Simulated trapping stiffness enhancement (when compared to a conventional optical trap) achieved simultaneously in each
dimension, as a function of micro-sphere radius and refractive index. (d) Volume and (e) power reduction resulting from these
stiffness enhancements. Lavender shaded areas indicate particles which cannot be stably trapped along the axial direction in
conventional optical tweezers. Note that (a-e) are plotted on a logarithmic scale to better reveal detail. (f) Simulated z-stiffness
achieved with our optimised traps; note that by design x, y-stiffness is 3.2 times greater than the z-stiffness (see SI §5) and
follows the exact same trend. (g-l) Examples of optimised trap intensity cross-sections; the light is propagating in the positive
z-direction, and the white-red outline indicates the edges of the micro-sphere. Here we used the same parameters as in Fig. 1.

that ηrel is over a factor of ten for a wide range of parti-
cles – predicting that the same trapping performance as
a conventional optical tweezer can be achieved using less
than one-tenth of the laser power. We find that these
enhancements are highly repeatable, irrespective of the
choice of initial values used for the complex optimisation
variables u (see SI §12). This suggests we may be finding
solutions that are close to the global optimum, given the
set of constraints that we have enforced.

A notable feature of our method is that it predicts an
extension of the range of particle parameters over which
optical trapping is possible: conventional optical tweezers
fail to create stable z-equilibria for high refractive index
particles, while we see in Fig. 2(f) that stiff and stable op-
tical trapping becomes possible in this high-index regime
by shaping the structure of the trapping field. Another
dominant trend in these results is that large particles
with low refractive indices benefit the most. The en-
hancements are lower for small dielectric particles (<1 µm
radii) because the diffraction limit restricts the extent to
which the trapping light can be shaped within the foot-
print of the particle.

Driven by typical experimental capabilities, we also
investigate enhanced optical trapping using phase-only

beam shaping, rather than the intensity and phase
control employed so far. We reformulate our numerical
optimisation routine to incorporate this constraint – see
SI §13. We observe that the thermal volume compression
achieved by phase-only optimised traps is typically
∼ 60 % of that achieved with full-field light shaping,
across the 900 scenarios considered. Nonetheless, our
analysis shows substantial trapping enhancements over
conventional optical tweezers are still possible with
phase-only light modulation.

Live-optimised 3D optical trapping
Encouraged by the predictions of our fully vectorial 3D
model, we now investigate the experimental implementa-
tion of optimised 3D optical trapping. We employ holo-
graphic optical tweezers and a 3D particle tracking plat-
form, shown schematically in Fig. 3(a). The trapping
field is shaped with a liquid crystal spatial light modu-
lator (SLM), conjugated with the pupil of the objective
lens, and the 3D motion of trapped particles, immersed in
water, is tracked in real-time (at up to 1 kHz) using high-
speed stereo-microscopy, delivering nano-metric precision
in three dimensions [32, 52]. See Methods for more detail.

A number of specific challenges arise when seeking to
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FIG. 3: Experimental results of live-optimised optical trapping. (a) Schematic of the holographic optical tweezers
system used for the experiments presented here. (b) Experimental data showing the thermal volume explored by a 5 µm
radius silica micro-sphere, with projections of 2D position probability distributions of the CoM. (c) Example of the progression
of the live optimiser in experiment. (d) Typical stiffness enhancements obtained for a range of particle radii (as quoted by
manufacturers) and (e) corresponding volume reduction factors. We also simulate the ideal performance of live-optimisation,
points shown in grey in (e). See SI §21 for a discussion of errors.

apply a numerically pre-designed trapping field in a real-
world experiment. Commercially available colloids ex-
hibit a statistical variation in size, and our modelling
shows (SI §14) that the optimal trap shape is highly de-
pendent on the exact physical properties of the target
particle. The volumetric trapping fields must also be
generated with extremely high fidelity, since the mechan-
ical response of the particle is highly sensitive to small
variations in the applied trapping field. The creation of
pre-designed fields is influenced by factors including: the
imperfect response of the SLM [53, 54], the precise action
of the objective lens [55–57], and the configuration of the
oil-glass-water interfaces that light passes through on its
way to the target particle [58] – even after in situ aber-
ration correction is performed with the SLM [59]. The
combined effect of the above factors means that employ-
ing pre-designed optimised traps is very challenging.

We therefore devise a new experimental strategy com-
patible with these challenges: we take inspiration from
the field of wavefront shaping which has emerged as a
powerful way to optimise coherent light transport in un-
known complex scattering environments [60–62]. We im-
plement a live iterative optimisation routine that au-

tomatically tailors the trapping field to the (unknown)
properties of a target particle. The optimisation is
conducted using real-time measurements of the three-
dimensional trapping strength, as inferred from the
stochastic trajectory of the particle. Crucially, our ap-
proach does not require a priori knowledge of the prop-
erties of the target particle, or the optical characteristics
of optical tweezers platform itself, since the optimisation
is conducted based purely on experimentally-measured
metrics. See Methods for a detailed description of our
algorithm.

Figure 3(b) displays measured point clouds represent-
ing the confinement volume explored by the CoM of a
5 µm radius silica micro-sphere trapped in water using
conventional optical tweezers (left) and an optimised trap
(right). We see that the thermal ellipsoid has shrunk in
all dimensions – in this case reducing in volume by a
factor of V rel

c ∼ 13. We validate our live optimisation
strategy on silica micro-spheres ranging in size from 2.5-
5 µm in radius. Figure 3(c) shows a typical progression
of the live optimiser.

Figure 3(d) shows examples of trapping stiffness en-
hancements for these different micro-sphere sizes. In all
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cases we observe that stiffness enhancement factors in the
x and y dimensions (∼ 6−8) exceed those in the z dimen-
sion (∼ 2− 3). Cases where the z stiffness enhancement
is larger result in a concomitant reduction in the x and
y enhancements, as highlighted for the trap optimisation
targeting the 4.5 µm radius micro-sphere (points enclosed
by a dashed ellipse).

Figure 3(e) shows the 3D confinement volume re-
duction factors (V rel

c ) for each micro-sphere size. Our
experimentally optimised traps deliver about an order of
magnitude reduction in the confinement volume across
all tested particles. This corresponds to an improvement
in trapping efficiency by a factor of ∼ 5: i.e. the same
3D trapping stiffness as conventional optical tweezers
can be achieved using only ∼ 20% of the laser intensity.
Traps optimised for larger micro-spheres tend to yield
higher enhancements, consistent with our expectations
from theory and simulations. For the smallest and
largest micro-spheres, we perform five optimisation runs
on different particles within the sample to demonstrate
the repeatability of our live-optimisation strategy (see
SI §15), despite variation in particle size, and the pres-
ence of significant measurement noise.

Discussion
We have shown the first experimental demonstrations of
optical traps specifically customised to enhance micro-
particle confinement in all three dimensions simulta-
neously. For the experimentally tested range of sil-
ica micro-spheres, our modelling of ideal pre-designed
traps predicts that it is possible to use phase-only
optimisation to suppress confinement volumes by fac-
tors of V rel

c ≈ 15− 30 (see SI §16.). Our proof-of-
principle experiments reach ∼ 33 − 50% of these values
(V rel

c ≈ 8− 13). We attribute these differences mainly to
the reduced search space available to the live optimiser
(see Methods for a detailed discussion of this effect).

In order to better understand the limitations of our
live optimisation strategy, we simulate its performance
when stiffness measurements are subjected to the level of
noise found in our experiments (for experimental noise
analysis see SI §17.). Figure 3(e) shows the anticipated
reduction in confinement volume based on these simu-
lations (grey circles). By comparison, our experiments
reach ∼ 70-90 % of these values. Residual differences are
due to real-world SLM diffraction losses that occur as
the complexity of the displayed patterns increases (see
SI §20), and the presence of minor system aberrations
that break the circular symmetry of the trapping field,
neither of which feature in our simulations.

In the future it may be possible to develop faster and
more sophisticated live-optimisation algorithms with im-
proved resilience to noise [63, 64]. Furthermore, we an-
ticipate it will become feasible to directly experimentally
deploy pre-optimised traps following high-fidelity system
and sample calibration – so that the trap design algo-

rithm accurately captures the capabilities of the exper-
imental platform. SI §16 shows a direct comparison of
our experimental results with all simulated optimisation
approaches, highlighting the future potential of such cus-
tomised 3D optical trapping.

We now consider the advantages and trade-offs of en-
hanced optical trapping more broadly. Our optimised
trap design algorithm is efficient and versatile: capable
of full-field or phase-only optimisation, compatible with
microscopes of any numerical aperture up to a solid an-
gle of 4π (thus including counter-propagating dual-beam
trapping [65, 66]), and can be readily extended to opti-
mise beams with spatially varying polarisation, and to
multi-spectral light control. Our strategy also allows
the aspect-ratio of the confinement volume to be freely
tuned [32] (as shown in SI §5.). Additional optimisa-
tion criteria, such as prescribed optical forces, or optical
torques about any axis, can also be specified using the
GWS operators [28, 29, 40].

Here we have focused on the discovery of new traps
for homogeneous and isotropic micro-spheres. However,
these design techniques can be applied to optimise traps
for particles of arbitrary geometry by first pre-calculating
the shape’s T-matrix – in these cases, the optimised trap-
ping fields will depend upon particle orientation. We
have shown how high refractive index particles, previ-
ously considered ‘untrappable’, have the potential to be
stably held using appropriately shaped beams. Fur-
thermore, our design algorithm can also generate new
forms of optimised ‘bottle-beam’ or ‘dark’ optical tweez-
ers [18, 67], capable of stably holding objects of lower
refractive index than the surrounding medium. Cur-
rent dark trap design methods struggle with extended
low-index particles that are significantly larger than the
diffraction limit [68] – a challenge our optimiser can over-
come, as shown in SI §18.

It is important to note that trapping stiffness enhance-
ments tend to come at the expense of a reduction in
the energy barrier preventing a particle from escaping
the trap – as also observed previously for 1D optimised
traps [26]. This effect is noticeable in Fig. 1(b-c), where
the stiffness at the origin is many times higher for the
optimised trap (red curve), yet the trapping range, as
well as the maximum restoring force, are reduced (see
also extended plots in SI §10.) In practice, this means
that the beam must carry enough power to counteract
the thermal motion of the particle and prevent it from
‘jumping out’ of the trap, and this effect becomes more
acute for traps optimised for particles of high refractive
index (see SI §19).

Our concept relies on being able to shape the incident
field across the footprint of the target object. There-
fore, dielectric particles of a diameter close to the diffrac-
tion limit and smaller do not benefit from dramatic 3D
stiffness enhancements over conventional optical tweezers
– although we note that sub-diffraction limited super-
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oscillating beams may offer new opportunities for tightly
trapping smaller particles [35]. In addition, lossy metal-
lic particles cannot presently be treated by our fast op-
timiser in its current form, due to its reliance on flux-
conservation. Recently, efficient single-parameter numer-
ical optimisation of force or torque on metallic nano-
particles was demonstrated [69], pointing to a way for-
ward in this regime.

Finally, we note that holographic beam shaping
has previously been used to adapt the 3D intensity
of light to match the shape of trapped particles [70]
– an approach capable of holding irregularly shaped
objects at desired positions and orientations, which can
be viewed as optimising the trapping stability. Our
concept is fundamentally different – we aim to optimise
trapping stiffness, which entails shaping light fields to
create high intensity gradients on the boundaries of a
homogeneous particle, rather than projecting uniform
intensity throughout its volume. Recent work has also
begun to explore new ways to identify regions of high
refractive index gradients within large inhomogeneous
particles, in order to exert higher optical forces by
focusing light onto these areas [71].

Conclusions
In summary, we have shown there is plenty of scope to
enhance optical trapping through wavefront shaping, and
that order of magnitude improvements in 3D particle con-
finement are now within reach. In the future we envision
a union of customised light fields applied in concert with
specifically engineered micro-particles will lead to new
ultra-stiff and high-force optical traps with specialist ca-
pabilities [19, 51, 72, 73]. The areas of optical trapping
that we expect to benefit most from these advances are
those that require ultra-precise manipulation of micro-
particles, or feature samples intolerant of high optical
intensities. Examples include optical traps used to iso-
late particles as their motion is cooled to the quantum
ground state – where excess photons result in additional
heating and quantum decoherence [74], precision posi-
tioning of microscopic sensors [75], automated optical
assembly of micro-scale structures [76], and the study
of photo-sensitive biological systems [15]. The work we
have presented here offers new routes towards the optimal
transfer of momentum from the photonic to the micro-
mechanical regime – pushing towards the fundamental
limits of passive far-field optical control over matter.

METHODS

Simulated optimisation of optical traps
Our modelling framework is built upon the freely avail-
able Optical Tweezers Toolbox (OTT) [46], with several
custom modifications to integrate the GWS operators
which allow fast optical force and stiffness calculations.

For the optimisation itself we used MATLAB’s ‘fmincon’
function with the ‘interior-point’ algorithm, which is de-
signed for non-linear constrained optimisation. We note
that the ‘fmincon’ function is not capable of dealing with
complex numbers, so we split u into its real and imagi-
nary parts to perform the optimisation.

We set κx as the objective function to be maximised,
and then, to make sure that the solution light field
possess the desired stiffness and stability requirements
we set the following constraints. Mimicking the prop-
erties of the conventional optical trap we want the
transverse stiffness to be isotropic, so we require that
κy = κx. And to further cement this property and avoid
solutions which preferentially treat the y = x or y = −x
direction, we also require that κy=x,y=−x = κx. For
the z-direction we follow the symmetries of a diffraction
limited spot (i.e. lower stiffness axial trapping) and
require that κz = κx/3.2 . We do note, however, that
any desired aspect ratio between the stiffnesses along
different dimensions can be specified (see SI §5). We
further require that there is no optical force acting on
the particle at the origin – fx,y,z(0) = 0 – so as to
ensure existence of a stable equilibrium. And lastly,
we require normalised power such that |u|2 = 1. We
also note that some of these constraints can be removed
if the basis in which u is expressed is itself limited to
certain symmetries as, for example, is the case for our
phase-only optimiser.

Live experimental optimisation
In our experimental optimisation routine, we aim to min-
imise the number of optimisation variables N in order to
converge to a solution as rapidly as possible. We achieve
this by exploiting knowledge of the symmetries of tar-
get particles and the optical system itself. We mimic the
Bessel basis used in simulations by splitting our SLM
screen into N evenly radially-spaced rings, and aim to
determine the relative phase that should be imparted to
light reflecting from each ring. In this geometry, use of
circularly-polarised light limits the search space to cylin-
drically symmetric fields – well matched to the spheri-
cally shaped target particles.

The phase of each ring is optimised as follows. At the
start of each iteration, the optimiser randomly selects
half of the N rings, and adds a small phase change ∆φ
to them. The particle’s CoM is then tracked for a time ∆t
to accumulate enough data for evaluating the trap stiff-
ness κ+∆φ (using the Equipartition theorem [2]). Next,
∆φ is subtracted from the same set of rings, and κ−∆φ

is evaluated. We then also perform the stiffness evalu-
ation on the initial phase configuration – this way we
avoid the optimiser getting stuck in a noise-induced false
‘high-stiffness’ configuration. From the three phase con-
figurations the one with the best stiffness is selected – this
completes one iteration, and the process is then repeated.
The ‘best field’ within each iteration is determined as the
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one that increases κx,y and does not decrease κz (or vice
versa), and we rely on the symmetries of the rings, the
spherical particle itself, and circularly polarised light to
ensure that κy does not diverge significantly from κx.

Substantial measurement times ∆t are required for
precise and accurate measurements of trap stiffness, due
to the stochastic nature of Brownian motion [77]. In
order not to wait too long per iteration, we use the
shortest time that still enables successful optimisation,
which means the convergence process is inherently noisy
as shown in Fig. 3(c). The phase step size ∆φ tested
at each iteration must be small enough to ensure that
any trial fields projected onto the particle will not eject
it from the trap and end the experiment. At the same
time, ∆φ needs to be large enough so that the change
in stiffness is detectable above the thermal noise, for the
chosen measurement time ∆t. Typical values in our ex-
periments were ∆φ = π/10, N = 30, and ∆t = 10 s. We
also avoid abrupt jumps in the phase profile displayed
on the SLM (which lead to higher loss in diffraction ef-
ficiency) by linearly interpolating the phase between the
N rings.

Our live-optimisation algorithm is designed to be
relatively tolerant of noisy experimental measure-
ments [64]. However, in comparison to the optimiser
used to pre-design optical traps, live optimisation has
a reduced search space, due to the need to maintain
trap stability at all steps throughout the optimisation
pathway. This constraint limits the enhancements that
live-optimisation can deliver when compared to the
pre-designed traps, even in noiseless conditions (see SI
§16).

Holographic optical tweezers with 3D tracking
Our holographic optical tweezers setup is schematically
detailed in Fig. 3(a). It is based on a modified ver-
sion of the “cube” optical tweezers platform presented
in ref. [78]. A 1064 nm continuous-wave diode-pumped
solid-state laser (Laser Quantum: VentusIR, 3 W) is ex-
panded to fill a liquid crystal spatial light modulator
(Boulder Nonlinear Systems: XY-series, 512 × 512 res-
olution), which is in turn re-imaged onto the back of a
1.3 NA 100 x oil-immersion objective (Olympus) using a
4f -imaging system. A sample slide holding a dilute sus-
pension of silica micro-spheres (microParticles Gmbh) is
placed in the front focal plane of the objective, where
the micro-spheres can be manipulated using wavefront-
shaped optical traps.

We implement stereoscopic vision for 3D particle track-
ing. The sample is back-illuminated with two red LED
sources, forming twin views of the sample from different
angles. The two images are collected by the same objec-
tive lens and later passed through two spatially adjacent
prisms, positioned in the Fourier plane of the sample,
to separate the two ‘eyes’ of the stereo-vision system.
Finally the two spatially separated views of the sam-

ple are imaged side-by-side onto a high-speed camera
(Mikrotron, EoSens CL). 2D centre-of-symmetry based
real-time tracking in each image enables reconstruction
of 3D micro-sphere trajectories using parallax [32], with
nanometric axial precision [52] (see SI §21). The system
is operated using the LabVIEW based “Red Tweezers”
software [79], which is modified to incorporate stereo-
vision 3D tracking. For this work we made further
changes to implement our custom live-optimisation rou-
tine.

The optical traps used in the experiments presented
here were generated using the first diffraction order from
the light shaped by the SLM. We found that using the
full NA of the objective lens resulted in higher levels of
aberration. To combat this, we reduce the NA of our
system from 1.3 to 1.13 by including a circular aperture
on the phase masks displayed on the SLM – thus only
light reflecting from within the aperture is transmitted
to the first diffraction order, cutting out light from the
edges of the SLM. This circular aperture was used for all
Gaussian and optimised trapping experiments to ensure
an identical NA in all cases.
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