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Particles trapped by optical tweezers, behaving as me-
chanical oscillators in optomechanical system, have
found tremendous applications in various disciplines
and are still arousing research interests in frontier and
fundamental physics. These optically trapped oscilla-
tors provide compact particle confinement and strong
oscillator stiffness. But these features are limited by
the size of the focused light spot of laser beams, which
is typically restricted by the optical diffraction limit.
Here, we propose to build optical potential well with
fine features assisted by the nonlinearity of the particle
material, which is independent of the optical diffraction
limit. We show that the potential well shape can have
super-oscillation-like features and Fano-resonance-like
phenomenon, and the width of optical trap is far be-
low the diffraction limit. The particle with nonlinearity
trapped by ordinary optical beam provides a new plat-
form with sub-diffraction potential well and can have
applications in high accuracy optical manipulation and
high precision metrology. © 2023 Optical Society of America

OCIS codes: (350.4855) Optical tweezers or optical manipulation;
(190.3970) Microparticle nonlinear optics; (320.2250) Femtosecond phe-
nomena.
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Optical tweezers have found tremendous of applications in
various areas, including colloidal sciences, chemistry and bio-
physics since its invention in several decades ago [1–4]. Es-
pecially, trapping with focused laser beams has advantages of
non-contact, non-clamping and tunability. They are still arous-
ing research interests in frontier and fundamental physics [5–
12], such as obtaining negative pulling force [13, 14], search-
ing non-Newtonian force [9], detecting gravitational wave [10],
building quantum Carnot engine [11] and investigating the ther-
modynamics of non-equilibrium steady system [12]. In these
researches, manipulating the particles in micro/nano-scale plays
a key role. Trapping and manipulating particles in micro/nano-
scale provide compact confinement, thus strong stiffness and

high frequency of the optical trapped oscillator. These features
make high sensitivity metrology and the observation of micro-
scale dynamics possible [5, 15].

However, the size of the focused light spot of laser beams
is typically restricted by the optical diffraction limit [16]. Light
spot (or the trapping potential well) with sub-diffraction size
means that we can trap two particles away from each other while
keeping the distance between them below the diffraction limit.
This provides a way for parallel manipulation with compact
size (particle arrangement below sub-diffraction at the same
time) and high precision manipulation. Also, the width of the
potential well will affect the stiffness of the trapped oscillator
in optomechanical systems. Higher stiffness will increase the
oscillation frequency and the sensitivity of the metrology ap-
plications based on the trapped oscillator. In order to obtain
the sub-diffraction potential well, super-oscillation beams has
been proposed to get smaller light spot [17–19]. Though super-
oscillation beam can have a spot much smaller than the wave-
length, the spot takes only a very minor part of the total incident
power, which reduces the efficiency.

In those research above, the trapped particle or the oscillator
is made of optical linear materials. Here, we investigate the
trapping behaviors of particles with various high-order nonlin-
earities and report the building of a narrow potential well with
width far below the diffraction limit. The proposal is based on
the trapping theory of nonlinear particles. And recently, the
effect induced by particle nonlinearity has been noticed with
the introduction of the femtosecond light pulse [20–22]. Though
the nonlinear coefficient of the particle is small, the strong light
intensity of femtosecond laser beam makes the nonlinearity in-
duced effect observable. The theory here then can be verified
with the developing experiment techniques in the near future.

This paper is organized as follows. First, we describe the
system investigated and the method used. Second, we show
that different orders of nonlinearity exert different effects on the
system. The potential well function can have Fano-resonance-
like phenomenon and super-oscillation-like fine features. Then,
we discuss the the experiment realization and validity of our
theory.

Typically, gradient force generated by a light spot is used in
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the optical potential well for (a) linear
particle and (b) nonlinear particle in a single light spot.

optical trapping of micro/nano particles. Without loss of gener-
ality, we use a linear polarized Gaussian laser beam to represent
this light spot, where the electromagnetic field has transverse
distribution of the form E(ρ) = |E| = E0e−ρ2

. The radial dis-
tance from the center is denoted by ρ and the amplitude of the
electric field in the center is E0 . The wave-vector of the inci-
dent beam is km in the particle’s surrounding medium, where
km = nmk0 = 2πnm/λ0 and the wavelength in vacuum is λ0.
The refractive index of the particle and the surrounding medium
are np and nm respectively. For a small spherical particle with
radius a fulfilling the Rayleigh approximation (i.e., kma ≪ 1 and
npk0a ≪ 1), the gradient force exerted by the electromagnetic
field is F = 1

4 εmε0Re(α)∇|E|2. Here, α = α0/(1 − ik3
mα0/6πεm)

is the effective polarizability of the particle, α0 = 4πa3 εr−1
εr+2 is the

static polarizability [16, 23] and εr = εp/εm is the relative refrac-
tive index. The phenomenological potential function is defined
as U(ρ) = −

∫
F(ρ)dρ. It’s noted here that we consider the gra-

dient force only to make the analysis of the trapping mechanism
clearer. In the experiment, the scattering force should be elimi-
nated by a counter-propagating beam. Otherwise, the analysis
here is valid only on the radial direction on the transverse plane
of the beam waist. For a particle with linear optical material,
the polarizability is independent of the location, thus we have
U = − 1

4 εmε0Re(α)|E|2. The shape of the trapping potential thus
is the same with the profile of the light spot, which has a size
limited by the diffraction limit (illustrated qualitatively by Fig.
1(a)).

However, for a particle with nonlinear optical material, the
effective polarizability α depends on E (thus also dependent on
particle location ρ). The susceptibility of the particle material
with high order nonlinearity in a light spot is location dependent
and reads

χ(ρ) = χ(1) + χ(3)E2 + χ(5)E4 + .... (1)

Considering a field distribution with Gaussian shape in its trans-
verse plane as before, the permittivity (ε = 1 + χ) of the particle
is also location dependent and reads

ε(ρ) = ε1 + ∆ε3e−2ρ2
+ ∆ε5e−4ρ2

+ .... (2)

Among Eq. (2), ε1 = 1 + χ(1) and different orders of nonlinear
coefficient cause different permittivity changes and are denoted
as ∆εi = χ(i)Ei−1

0 (i = 3, 5, 7, · · · ) respectively. And finally, the
effective polarizability α of the particle is location dependent,
which induces changes in the potential function as illustrated
qualitatively in Fig. 1(b).

Though the accurate potential function can be calculated with
numerical integration of force F, we provide an approximate
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Fig. 2. The normalized potential for various nonlinearity
when only the third order nonlinearity χ(3) is included. (a)
Approximate explicit potential Uapprox for different ∆ε3 when
ε
′
1 = −10 and ε

′′
1 = 1.0. (b) Potential well shape for Uapprox

with several different ∆ε3. (c-d) The same as Figs. (a-b) for ac-
curate potential U calculated with numerical integration.

analytical expression to investigate it first. Suppose the location
dependence of the permittivity ε(ρ) is much less than that of
the electrical field and the polarizability α ≈ α0 for a Rayleigh
particle, the approximate potential function thus is

Uapprox = −c1Re(
εr(ρ)− 1
εr(ρ) + 2

)|E|2. (3)

Among Eq. (3), c1 = πa3εmε0 is independent of the particle
location and we takes it as a normalization coefficient of the
potential function. This approximate expression is different from
the accurate numerical result sometimes as shown later, because
we have supposed the location dependence of the permittivity
ε(ρ) is much less than that of the electrical field. But it provides
us a guidance to predict the main behaviors of the potential-
well. Now, we show the results for various order of nonlinearity
and their effects. Without loss of generality, it is supposed that
the permittivity of the surrounding medium εm equals 1 (thus
εr = εp) below.

For particles with only the third order nonlinearity coefficient
χ(3), the permittivity change is ∆ε = ∆ε3e−2ρ2

= χ(3)E2
0e−2ρ2

.
The particle’s linear relative permittivity is ε1 = ε

′
1 + iε

′′
1, where

the real and imaginary part of the permittivity are denoted with
ε
′
1 and ε

′′
1 respectively. The normalized potential function thus

reads

Uapprox = −Re(
ε
′
1 + iε

′′
1 + ∆ε3e−2ρ2 − 1

ε
′
1 + iε′′1 + ∆ε3e−2ρ2

+ 2
)e−2ρ2

= −e−2ρ2
+

3e−2ρ2
(ε

′
1 + ∆ε3e−2ρ2

+ 2)

(ε
′
1 + ∆ε3e−2ρ2

+ 2)2 + ε
′′2
1

≜ Ulinear + U(3)
nonlinear. (4)

It can be seen that the linear potential function Ulinear keeps

the Gaussian shape, while the nonlinear potential U(3)
nonlinear =
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Fig. 3. The normalized potential for various absorption when
only the third order nonlinearity χ(3) is included. (a) Approxi-
mate explicit potential Uapprox for different ε

′′
1 when ε

′
1 = −10

and ∆ε3 = 9. (b) Potential well shape for Uapprox with several
different ∆ε

′′
1. (c-d) The same as (a-b) for accurate potential U

calculated with numerical integration.

3e−2ρ2
U(3)

core shows a Fano-like shape core with a Gaussian en-
velop, as shown in Fig. 2(a-b). When ∆ε3 (proportional to χ(3))
increases, the potential function changes from single potential
well to double potential well, and even get a third potential well
in the center (when ∆ε3 = 12 as shown in Fig. 2(a)). Accurate
potential well U got from the numerical integration of force F ar-
rives the similar result as shown in Fig. 2(c-d). The potential well
changes from single well to double well as predicted, and the
location of the double well coincides with the approximation re-
sult for cases where the ∆ε3 is away from the just splitting point.

The core function U(3)
core =

ε
′
1+∆ε3e−2ρ2

+2
(ε

′
1+∆ε3e−2ρ2+2)2+ε

′′2
1

shows its maxi-

mum/minimum values ± 1
2ε

′′
1

when ε
′
1 + ∆ε3e−2ρ2

+ 2 = ±ε
′′
1.

These points are also the points of the maximum/minimum of
the Fano-like shape of potential function. The depth and width
of the potential well is different from the approximate analyt-
ical result, which is mainly affected by the imaginary part of
the permittivity ε

′′
1 as we will show below. We also show the

corresponding normalized force F for various ∆ε3 in Fig. 4(a)
as a reference. In the numerical calculation, a = 30 nm and
λ0 = 840 nm. However, as long as the Rayleigh approximation
is fulfilled, the radius of the particle doesn’t affect the shape of
the normalized potential well in fact.

While ∆ε3 determines the location of the transition point, the
absorption part ε

′′
1 mainly affects the width and depth of the

potential well. We show these behaviors of the shape of the po-
tential well in Fig. 3(a-b) for various ε

′′
1. It can be seen that when

the absorption ε
′′
1 is small, the potential well depth increases

very much and the Fano-like shape is pronounced. Large ε
′′
1 (i.e.,

large particle absorption) will flat the potential curve and even
change the double well into single well. Numerical result shows
similar behaviors and the flatting effect of the imaginary part
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Fig. 4. (a) The normalized force F(ρ) for different ∆ε3 when
ε
′
1 = −10 and ε

′′
1 = 1.0. (b) The normalized force F(ρ) for

different ε
′′
1 when ε

′
1 = −10 and ∆ε3 = 9.

of the permittivity is more obvious. The normalized force F for
various ε

′′
1 is also shown in Fig. 4(b).

When the permittivity is real, the simplified potential reads

U0 = −(1 − 3
ε1 + 2 + ∆ε3e−2ρ2 )e

−2ρ2
. (5)

Among Eq. (5), there is a singular point when ε1 + 2 +

∆ε3e−2ρ2
= 0. It is corresponding to the maximum/minimum

point of the double-well potential function as mentioned above
when ε

′′
1 is very small. This point has been experimentally

observed before [20], where they used the gold nano-particle.
For metallic particle such as gold particle, ε1 + 2 < 0 and
∆ε3e−2ρ2

> 0.
If higher order nonlinearity is included, they change the part

∆ε and the potential shape could have more details. Taking χ(5)

as an example, the normalized potential function reads

Uapprox = −Re(
ε
′
1 + iε

′′
1 + ∆ε3e−2ρ2

+ ∆ε5e−4ρ2 − 1

ε
′
1 + iε′′1 + ∆ε3e−2ρ2

++∆ε5e−4ρ2
+ 2

)e−2ρ2

= −e−2ρ2
+

3e−2ρ2
(ε

′
1 + ∆ε3e−2ρ2

+ ∆ε5e−4ρ2
+ 2)

(ε
′
1 + ∆ε3e−2ρ2

+ ∆ε5e−4ρ2
+ 2)2 + ε

′′2
1

≜ Ulinear + U(5)
nonlinear. (6)

The nonlinear potential U(5)
nonlinear = 3e−2ρ2

U(5)
core also has a Gaus-

sian envelop. If the sign of χ(5) is the same as that of χ(3),
it doesn’t change the shape of the total nonlinearity-induced
permittivity ∆ε because ∆ε3e−2ρ2

and ∆ε5e−4ρ2
have the same

monotonicity. Thus the potential shape keeps the same as the
case of χ(3). However, χ(5)with opposite sign will show more
oscillations as shown in Fig. 5(a-b). As shown in Fig. 5(b), the
potential function shows a super-oscillation-like behavior with
chosen parameters. For a strongly focused light spot, the total
width of the Gaussian envelop is limited by the diffraction limit
and thus the single wells in this super-oscillation-like potential
well will have width far below the diffraction limit.

More higher order nonlinearities cannot introduce more os-
cillations. All the changed permittivity terms (∆εie−(i−1)ρ2

) can
be gathered together into two groups, according to the sign of
the nonlinearity coefficient. All the terms associated with posi-
tive/negative high-order nonlinearities shows the same mono-
tonicity when the location of the particle changes. Then the
behaviors induced by all the nonlinearities are the same as the
case where only χ(3) and χ(5) are included.
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Fig. 5. (a) The normalized potential function Uapprox for vari-
ous ∆ε5 when ε1 = −5 + 0.1i and ∆ε3 = 10. (b) Several rep-
resentative potential-well function for different ∆ε5. Higher-
order nonlinearity can induce obvious super-oscillation-like
potential function such as ∆ε5 = −8.4.

The inclusion of even-order nonlinearities shows the same
behaviors as we have found before. In the above discussion, we
only consider odd-order nonlinearities for simplification because
the material of the trapped particle is usually with central inver-
sion symmetry. Materials with this symmetry have only zero
even-order nonlinearities. However, even if we introduce even-
order nonlinearities, they can be analyzed as what we did for
higher order nonlinearities. Through grouping positive and neg-
ative nonlinearity coefficients, the total potential function show
the same behaviors as when only χ(3) and χ(5) are included.

In discussion, we would like to investigate the experiment
realization and validity of our theory. The nonlinearity of the
material is usually small and it is hard to observe the nonlinear-
ity induced trapping effect. But the ultra-high light intensity can
induce enough permittivity change [20, 21, 24–28] and the po-
tential well splitting using gold particle has been demonstrated
with the aid of femtosecond pulse laser [20, 21]. Thus we dis-
cussed metallic particles as examples in the study above, where
the particle permittivity is negative. It’s noted that the high light
intensity may damage the particle because of heating. However,
we believe two factors will still promise the experimental veri-
fication. The first one is the material with no central-inversion
symmetry. In this case, materials can have even order nonlin-
earity, such as χ(2). As effects of χ(3) has already been observed,
material with χ(2) and χ(3) can show the phenomena we dis-
cussed here within the reach. The second one is the developing
material science and realization of meta-materials [29]. Artificial
materials with desired high-order nonlinearity will demonstrate
the theory here under lower light intensity in the future. Finally,
we would like to mention that we discussed the materials with
scalar nonlinearity coefficients in this work, which is true for
homogeneous and isotropic materials. For anisotropic materials,
the nonlinearity coefficient is a tensor. The trapping will then
have more colorful phenomena deserved future investigations.

In summary, we investigated the features of the potential well
of an optically trapped particle with various orders of nonlin-
earity. The potential well shape can have super-oscillation-like
features and Fano-resonance-like phenomenon, which provides
finer particle confinement far beyond the optical diffraction limit.
It provides a new method to manipulate micro/nano-particles
parallel with sub-diffraction distance and may build a platform
for high sensitivity measurement in opto-mechanical system.
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