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Clean loading of silica nanoparticles with a radius as small as ∼ 50 nm is required for experiments in levitated optome-
chanics that operate in ultra-high vacuum. We present a cheap and simple experimental method for dry launching of
silica nanoparticles by shaking from a polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) surface. We report on the successful launching
of single silica nanoparticles with a minimum radius of 43 nm, which is enabled by the low stiction to the launching
surface. Nanoparticles with radii of 43 nm and 71.5 nm are launched with a high flux and small angular spread of
∼ ±10◦, which allows for trapping in a tightly focused optical tweezer within a couple of minutes. The measured
velocities are significantly smaller than 1 m/s. The demonstrated launching method allows for controlled loading of
dry nanoparticles with radii as small as 43 nm into optical traps in (ultra-)high vacuum, although we anticipate that
loading of smaller sizes is equally feasible.

I. INTRODUCTION

Levitated particles and the manipulation of their center-of-
mass motion in vacuum with optical tweezers, magnetic or
Paul traps recently emerged as promising candidate systems
to address questions in macroscopic quantum physics, ther-
modynamics in the quantum regime and for the search of new
physics beyond the standard model1. Optically levitated sil-
ica nanoparticles of around 100 nm in diameter have recently
been prepared in their motional quantum ground state2–5. Fur-
thermore, various proposals consider nanoparticles of simi-
lar sizes in order to create macroscopic superpositions or for
matter-wave interferometry6,7. In addition, the absence of
clamping allows for unique experimental possibilities such
as dynamic and non-linear potential landscapes7,8, making
levitated nanoparticles a valuable resource in technological
applications such as force sensing9,10. However, most ex-
periments with levitated nanoparticles suffer from decoher-
ence induced by gas collisions. This is in large part due to
the loading mechanism, which is typically based on spray-
ing nanoparticles from an aqueous solution with an ultrasonic
nebulizer11. While this method is easy and cheap to imple-
ment, it contaminates the vacuum chamber and optical com-
ponents within, and requires ambient pressure conditions to
be carried out12. Therefore, current efforts push towards tech-
nological improvements to routinely operate in ultra-high vac-
uum (UHV).

An ideal loading strategy for the next generation of experi-
ments in levitated optomechanics should be cost-efficient and
adaptable to the variety of trapping techniques and experi-
ments currently under development. Several loading mecha-
nisms have been developed in this direction. Laser-induced
acoustic desorption (LIAD) is able to load various particle
sizes and materials into Paul traps at pressures down to ∼
10−7 mbar13–15. Despite the large release velocity of parti-
cles, Paul traps create deep potential wells, thus allowing for
trapping of fast particles in ultra-high vacuum by switching
the trap on with precise timing14. However, direct loading
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FIG. 1. State of the art launching mechanisms at low pressures (un-
der ballistic conditions). Solid lines show the range of particle sizes
that has been launched with a certain method, while the dashed lines
present the potential for launching of smaller sizes. Laser-induced
acoustic desorption (LIAD) is able to launch particles with small
sizes, however with velocities higher than 1 m/s (in the ballistic
regime)13–15. Loading with hollowcore fibers (HCF) allows for the
precise control of the nanoparticle velocities, and has been demon-
strated for nanoparticles with a radius of 122.5 nm16,17. Shaking
off nanoparticles from a substrate with the piezoelectric transducer
(piezo) has been reported for particles with a radius of 88.5 nm18.
In this work we present the setup that is able to launch nanoparticles
with a radius of 43 nm.

under similar conditions is difficult for the relatively shallow
optical potentials without relying on the residual gas to slow
down particles. Another strategy focuses on the transport of
an externally trapped particle into the vacuum chamber, either
by transporting the particle using a load-lock method19,20 or
with an optical conveyor belt through a hollowcore fiber16,21.
Although these methods were successful in handing over a
nanoparticle into an optical tweezer, they come with addi-
tional optical components and lasers that add a significant
overhead to experimental setups.

In the pioneering work on optical tweezers, microparticles
with a radius of ∼ 10 µm were shaken off glass substrates
by using piezoelectric transducers (piezos)22. This method is
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FIG. 2. (a) The piezoelectric launching setup. A sinusoidal drive signal from the function generator (FG) is amplified with the high voltage
amplifier by a factor of 100 and applied to the piezo, which is clamped to the PTFE-coated slide. Nanoparticles with radius R are launched
from the surface of the oscillating PTFE coated slide. (b) The acceleration provided by the piezo at the piezo resonance frequency of 235.5
kHz as a function of the driving voltage. The acceleration increases drastically as the voltage increases. (c) The blue and the green shaded
regions below the highest measured acceleration (red dotted line) represent the particle sizes that can be launched from the glass and the
PTFE-coated slides, respectively. Acceleration required to launch nanoparticles from the glass slide as provided by the DMT model (blue solid
line), crossing the maximum acceleration close to the launched nanoparticle size of R = 492.5 nm (blue dashed line). Particles as small as
R = 43 nm were launched from the PTFE-coated slide (green dashed line).

cheap, simple, and versatile since it can in principle be used
with any trap and in any environment. Although the parti-
cles are not transported deterministically into the final trap, the
contamination of the environment is negligible in comparison
to using a nebulizer. Recently, there has been a revived interest
in launching small nanoparticles with this method18,23–26. The
main challenge is to overcome the strong stiction forces as the
acceleration required to launch a nanoparticle scales with the
inverse of the particle cross-section. In our experiment, we
successfully release nanoparticles as small as 43 nm in radius
from a polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) coated substrate. In
Figure 1 we compare our result to the above-mentioned load-
ing mechanisms in terms of velocity and particle sizes, high-
lighting the potential of the method developed in this work. In
the following, we present the experimental setup and provide
a detailed procedure to prepare particles on the substrate. We
then characterize the flux, angular spread and velocity distri-
bution of the launched nanoparticles. The analysis is based
on images provided by scanning electron microscopy (SEM),
which confirm the presence of single particles released from
the launching substrate.

II. VAN DER WAALS FORCE

The use of piezos to launch silica particles from glass
surfaces has previously been realized in several experi-
ments18,22–26. However, high piezo drives are required to
overcome the van der Waals stiction force between the par-
ticles and the surface, and the smallest launched particle had
a radius of 88.5 nm18. The Derjaguin-Muller-Toporov (DMT)
theory predicts the stiction force between two particles with
radii R1 and R2

27,28:

FDMT = 4πReffγ, (1)

where γ is the effective solid surface energy between the two
particles, and Reff = R1R2/(R1 +R2). For a particle with the

radius R1 ≡ R deposited on a flat surface (R2 → ∞) it fol-
lows that the stiction force per mass (i.e. acceleration) in-
creases as FDMT/m ∝ R−2. The effective surface energy of
silica of γ = 0.014 J/m2 has been measured between two silica
microparticles27. The stiction force can effectively be reduced
by using different materials with lower surface energies γ . In
contrast to previous experiments, we use PTFE coated slides
(coating thickness: 20 µm) instead of glass slides, as the sur-
face energy of PTFE is in general expected to be lower than
for silica. However, there is little known about the stiction
force between PTFE and silica under experimental conditions
similar to the ones in our system. We note that higher sur-
face roughness of the launching substrate might lead to signif-
icantly lower stiction force as it decreases the contact surface
between the particles and the substrate29–33.

III. LAUNCHING SETUP

The launching setup is shown in Figure 2(a). The me-
chanical design, based on previous works23, uses a clamped
piezo to launch silica particles from a PTFE coated slide. One
side of the PTFE coated slide is clamped to the piezo, while
the particles are deposited on the other end by scraping them
off a baked glass slide. Importantly, the process of baking
a glass substrate with nanoparticles ensures that the stiction
force dominates over any other attractive force, e.g. the cap-
illary force27,34. The piezo is driven with a sinusoidal signal
with frequency ω , which is close to a piezo resonance such
that the slide oscillates with maximum amplitude. Further in-
formation on the setup and the slide preparation can be found
in Appendix A.

The acceleration transferred to nanoparticles has to over-
come the van der Waals force such that a = FDMT/m ∝ R−2.
This expression should be compared to the maximum accel-
eration provided by driving the piezo, apiezo = ω2δd, where
δd is the substrate displacement. We choose the piezo res-
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onance frequency at 235.5 kHz, where the measured dis-
placements (Appendix B) correspond to accelerations of up
to ∼ 6× 107 m/s2 (Figure 2(b)). This sets the limit for the
minimum particle radius that can be launched for a given sub-
strate material and roughness (red dotted line, Figure 2(c)).
Given the maximally achieved accelerations, following from
the simple DMT model we should be able to launch parti-
cles from the glass slide down to R ∼ 630 nm. In practice,
we are able to launch a small number of particles with a ra-
dius of 492.5 nm and no particles with a radius of 377.5 nm,
which approximately fits to the estimate. On the other hand,
we are able to launch particles with a radius of 43 nm from
the PTFE surface. We conclude that the acceleration required
to launch particles from the PTFE surface is more than two
orders of magnitude smaller than for the glass slide. We note
that nanoparticles with smaller radii were unavailable at the
time of our measurements.

Using this method, we have successfully trapped 71.5 nm
particles in an optical trap (waist of∼ 0.7 µm) in the diffusive
regime at pressures around ∼ 100 mbar (Appendix E). For
the remainder of the text we focus on the characterization of
the launching method, namely on the flux, angular spread and
launching velocities. We conduct all launching efforts at a
pressure of∼ 10−3 mbar, where the nanoparticles move in the
ballistic regime (Appendix C). Throughout our work we use
silica nanoparticles with the nominal radii of (43±3) nm and
(71.5±2) nm (Microparticles GmbH.). Note that these sizes
are of particular interest as they correspond to particles that
have recently been prepared in the motional quantum ground
state2–4.

IV. LAUNCHING CHARACTERIZATION

A. Flux and angular spread

It order to have a high repetition rate of experiments in lev-
itated optomechanics, it is imperative to trap a nanoparticle
in a reasonable time. Successful trapping of a nanoparticle
depends strongly on the angular spread of launched particles
and their flux, i.e. the number of particles passing through
the trapping potential in a given time frame. In our consid-
eration we focus on launching into an optical tweezer as it is
presently the most common trapping method in experiments.
The trap volume of an optical tweezer is given by∼ λ 3, where
λ is the laser wavelength. In our experiment we use λ = 1064
nm, such that the flux numbers are reported as a number of
particles passing through an area of ∼ 1 µm2 per second at a
distance of 12 mm from the launching substrate.

The setup to characterize the flux and the angular spread of
the particles launched from the PTFE coated slide is shown in
Figure 3(a). A fraction of the launched particles and clusters
travel through a long rectangular slit with a width of 150 µm
and fall for approximately 12 mm until they are deposited on
a glass collection slide. We image the slide with a scanning
electron microscope (SEM) with a magnification chosen such
that a single particle covers ∼ 10 pixels in each image. The
total scanned area corresponds to the particles that have tra-
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FIG. 3. Measurement of the flux and angular spread of the launched
nanoparticles. (a) The particles are launched along gravity onto the
collection slide. A 150 µm wide slit selects a subset of the launched
particles emulating a point source and is placed 12 mm above the
collection slide. Inset: SEM image showing single 43 nm particles
and clusters launched onto the collection slide. Zoom in: SEM im-
age of a single 43 nm nanoparticle on the collection slide. (b) The
angular dependence of the launched particles is obtained by counting
nanoparticles from the SEM images along the width of the slit. The
total number of launched particles and the angular spread is lower
for the 43 nm particles, which is expected due to the higher van der
Waals force to the substrate.

versed the slit through an area of (200× 150) µm2 around
its center. The images are then processed such that single
particles and clusters are isolated from the background (Ap-
pendix D), however only the single particles are of interest to
us for future experiments.

The total single particle count is 4.56×106 for the 71.5 nm
particles and 2.3× 106 for the 43 nm particles in two hours
of launching, giving a total flux for the given scanned area
of (0.021± 0.005) µm−2s−1 and (0.011± 0.005) µm−2s−1,
respectively. The higher count of the larger particles is ex-
pected as they require smaller accelerations to be launched.
Although the flux is decreased for the smaller size, the high
count suggests that launching of even smaller nanoparticles is
feasible. However, this remains to be shown in future studies
as particles with smaller radii were unavailable in the course
of this work. We plot the particle count as a function of the
angle in Figure 3(b). We assume a Gaussian distribution of
the collected nanoparticles and extract the angular spread of
(8.7±0.5)◦ ((11.5±0.5)◦) for the 43 nm (71.5 nm) nanopar-
ticles, which is comparable to other techniques15. The angular
spread is larger for the larger particle size. We attribute this
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FIG. 4. Measurement of the launching velocities. (a) Nanoparti-
cles with a radius of 71.5 nm are released along the horizontal axis
and pass through a 150 µm wide slit. The center of the slit is placed
h = 11 mm above a horizontally mounted collection slide, which is
long enough to capture all particles that are launched with a velocity
smaller than 1 m/s. (b) We capture SEM images of the slide along
its length and count the number of particles as a function of their dis-
tance from the slit. Insets: Three SEM photos are shown here from
different sections of the slide as an example. The number of launched
single nanoparticles and clusters clearly decreases the further away
the image is taken is from the slit. (c) Cumulative probability of the
launched nanoparticles as a function of the launched velocity.

again to the smaller force required to launch the larger parti-
cles, which allows for a larger velocity component parallel to
the launching slide.

B. Launching velocities

The trap depth of the optical tweezer is typically well be-
low 10000 K. In order to increase chances of trapping a
nanoparticle flying through the trap volume, it is desirable to
launch nanoparticles with energies smaller or on the order of
the trap depth. We characterize the launching velocities with
the setup presented in Figure 4. The launching assembly is
now mounted vertically in order to release the nanoparticles

in the horizontal direction. We mount a 150 µm wide slit par-
allel to the launching substrate. The slit is placed at a height
of h = 11 mm above a 5.0 cm long glass slide, such that single
71.5 nm particles and clusters that pass through the slit follow
a parabolic trajectory and land at various distances from the
base of the slit. We calculate the initial launching velocity for
each nanoparticle from the measured travelled distance.

The collection slide is imaged in steps along its length with
the SEM. The image resolution is again chosen such that
each particle is resolved by about 10 pixels. The insets in
Figure 4 show the SEM images at three different distances
along the collection slide, which clearly demonstrate that the
particles and clusters are more densely concentrated in the
vicinity of the launching assembly. The area scanned by the
SEM in each image corresponds to particles passing through
a (150× 120) µm2 area of the slit. We count the particles
as a function of the distance along the collection slide (Ap-
pendix D) and calculate the velocity distribution histogram.
The total particle count is 9.46× 105 in an hour of launch-
ing time. The total flux is then (0.015± 0.005) µm−2s−1,
which is consistent with the flux obtained in previous mea-
surements. We observe that 30% of the collected nanoparti-
cles had a velocity smaller than 0.2 m/s, allowing for direct
cooling and trapping in an existing optical cavity2,35. Around
17% of nanoparticles have a velocity smaller than 0.07 m/s
– corresponding to the temperature of T = mv2/kB ∼ 1000 K
in a harmonic potential – which could be captured in the opti-
cal tweezer with the help of methods developed for LIAD and
hollowcore fibers14,17. We note that the probability of launch-
ing slower nanoparticles might be increased by decreasing the
piezo drive voltage, however this remains to be tested in future
studies.

V. CONCLUSION

We present a cheap and simple method that launches dry
nanoparticles off a PTFE coated substrate driven with a piezo
in vacuum. We demonstrate successful launching of silica
nanoparticles with a radius as small as 43 nm, although from
the measured particle flux we expect that launching of smaller
particles is feasible. We show that particles with radii of 71.5
nm and 43 nm are launched with angular spreads of around
±10◦. Furthermore, 50% of the launched particles have a
launching velocity smaller than ∼ 0.3 m/s. Based on our
measurements a single particle would pass through the trap
volume of an optical tweezer within 1−2 minutes, depending
on the size of the particle. The launching setup has a small
footprint and can be easily implemented in any optical, mag-
netic or electric trap, thus enabling the next generation of ex-
periments with levitated nanoparticles.
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Appendix A: Experimental setup and preparation of launching
slides

The launching assembly is shown in Figure 2(a). A cylin-
drical piezo (APC International, Ltd. part number 70-2221)
is used throughout this project. The piezo was clamped on
a PTFE coated glass slide (SPI supplies, part number 02285-
AB). We cut the PTFE coated slides into pieces with dimen-
sions 27 mm×50 mm. The PTFE layer is 20 µm thick. The
function generator (FG) provides a continuous sine wave at
the resonant frequency of the piezo, with maximum peak-to-
peak voltages of 7V. A high power voltage amplifier (Trek
PZD350A) amplifies the signal by a factor of 100. The am-
plifier can output signals with voltages up to 700 V and fre-
quencies up to 250 kHz in bipolar mode, while the bandwidth
is increased up to 350 kHz in unipolar driving mode. As a re-
sult, the highest possible resonance frequency, i.e. 235.5 kHz,
was chosen for the experiments presented in this paper (see
Appendix B for more information on the resonances of the
piezo).

The nanoparticles are produced by Microparticles GmbH
and come in an aqueous solution with a nanoparticle weight
concentration of 5%. We dilute the solution with isopropanol
with a concentration of 5% for 71.5 nm and 2.5% for 43 nm
particles. Around 50 µl (100 µl) of the solution of the 71.5 nm
(43 nm) nanoparticles is deposited on a glass slide. We sub-
sequently bake the slides at the temperature of 90◦C for more
than an hour in order to evaporate the water and isopropanol,
as well as impurities off the porous silica particles. The dry
particles are then scraped onto one end of the PTFE coated
slide. This step is crucial as the low surface tension between
the isopropanol-based solution and the PTFE coated slide pre-
vents the direct deposition of the solution on the slide. The
PTFE coated slide with the deposited particles is then baked in
the oven at the same temperature for another 30 minutes in or-
der to get rid of the remaining impurities and possibly the ab-
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FIG. 5. The S21 transfer function of the setup shown in the
main text. The main frequencies are located at 155.8, 235.5, and
364.4 kHz. Due to the amplifier’s limited bandwidth, the resonance
around 235.5 kHz was selected to drive the piezo.

sorbed water due to the humid environment during the scrap-
ing procedure. The humidity increases the stiction force34,
thus negatively affecting the flux of launched particles as the
capillary force becomes non-negligible.

Appendix B: Characterization of the setup

The frequency response of the mounted piezo was mea-
sured using a network analyzer (impedance: 50 Ω) in order
to find the optimal operating frequency. Figure 5 shows the
transmission S-coefficient S21 as a function of the driving fre-
quency, which is defined as S21 = v2/v1. The impedance Z of
the setup can be calculated as:

Z = 50
1−S21,linear

S21,linear
, where S21,linear = 10S21,dB/20. (B1)

Here, S21,linear and S21,dB are the values of the S21 transfer
function in linear and logarithmic scales, respectively. The
lower impedances correspond to the higher displacements of
the piezo, thus resulting in higher accelerations to the parti-
cles. Its S21 function is shown figure 5. We detect several
resonances at high frequencies: 155.8 kHz, 235.5 kHz, and
364.4 kHz. As the acceleration depends on the frequency
as ∝ ω2, the largest frequency and displacement of the piezo
would result in the highest acceleration. However, we select
the resonance at the frequency of 235.5 kHz as it provides
large oscillation amplitudes and is within the bandwidth of
the high-voltage amplifier.

We measure the displacement of the substrate by monitor-
ing the shift of the laser beam that is reflected off the sub-
strate (Figure 6). A laser pointer was reflected off a glass slide
clamped to the piezo, and directed to a quadrant photodetec-
tor (QPD). The signal was calibrated by manually moving the
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substrate in steps of 0.5 µm. The displacement was measured
for the drive voltages of up to 350 V at the drive frequency
of 235.5 kHz. We subsequently calculate the accelerations at
the given drive frequency. We observe a nonlinear response
of the piezo as we increase the voltage. Note that the cal-
culation of the second derivate of the displacement over time
provided a consistent measurement of the acceleration, which
is the method of choice in Figure 2(b) in the main text.

Laser pointer

pie
zo

QPD

FIG. 6. The measurement of the displacement of the launching
substrate. The laser light (power: ∼ 10 mW) was reflected off the
glass slide driven by the piezo and collected on a quadrant photodi-
ode (QPD). The displacement of the launching substrate is detected
by the displacement of the laser beam on the QPD.

Appendix C: Validity of the ballistic approximation

We consider a nanoparticle flying in a gas environment
dominated by nitrogen. The nanoparticle of radius R cov-
ering a distance dx sweeps a cylinder of volume σdx,
where σ = R2π is the nanoparticle cross-section. The num-
ber of gas molecules N it encounters is nσdx, where n =
1019 molecules/m3 is the molecular density of the gas. During
the fall over a distance of dx = 11 mm the nanoparticle will
experience about N = 54 collisions with gas molecules. In the
worst case, a gas molecule imparts the momentum 2Nmv to
the particle motion, where v =

√
2RT/M is the most prob-

able velocity of the gas molecules, R = 8.314 JK−1 mol−1,
M = 0.028 kg/mol and m = 4.65×10−26 kg is the molecular
mass of nitrogen. All the collisions will maximally modify
the nanoparticle momentum by ∆p≈ 10−21 kg m/s, which in
turn would slow down the nanoparticle by ∆v = ∆p/2Mp ≈
7.5× 10−4 m/s, where Mp = 2.83× 10−18 kg is the mass of

the nanoparticle. This change of velocity is an order of magni-
tude smaller than the width of individual bar (7× 10−3 m/s)
in the velocity histogram. Given the negligible momentum
kick transferred to the nanoparticles from the collisions with
gas molecules, the assumption of the ballistic regime holds for
this pressure and the particle sizes under consideration.

Appendix D: Post-processing of the SEM images

The SEM images were taken along several adjacent parallel
lines around the center of the collection slide to build a linear
mosaic. The magnification of the SEM images was chosen
such that each particle covers an area of around 3×3 pixels2.
The images were processed with a custom filter in order to
increase the contrast of particles to the background, which is
noisy mostly due to the uneven layers of gold coating applied
to be used with the SEM. We first calculate the mean and the
standard deviation of the values of the background pixels. We
define all pixels as white if they have values higher than three
to four standard deviations above the mean value of the back-
ground. Various thresholds result in different particle counts,
which are then used to provide an error bar to the particle
counting method. As a comparison, we analyzed the unfil-
tered images with the OpenCV python package, which detects
circular objects and fits a circle to each particle. Both meth-
ods provide consistent numbers of detected nanoparticles. In
the main text we choose to analyze the images based on the
former method.

Appendix E: Optical trapping of nanoparticles

We have successfully trapped a single nanoparticle with a
radius of 71.5 nm launched with our method. In the absence
of optical cooling methods, we demonstrate this at the pres-
sure of ∼ 100 mbar, where the nanoparticle motion is diffu-
sive and the gas friction helps slowing down the nanoparticle.
The trap was generated by a 1064nm laser beam focused to a
waist of ∼ 0.7 µm (numerical aperture of the trapping lens:
NA = 0.77). The piezo was driven for 30 seconds with the
voltage of 350 V at the resonance frequency of 235.5 kHz, af-
ter which the drive was turned off. A particle was trapped in
the optical tweezer within minutes. The pressure in the vac-
uum chamber was then reduced to 1 mbar in order to obtain
good detection of the nanoparticle motion in the forward di-
rection. The power spectral density of the particle motion is
shown in Figure 7. We note that we have trapped a single
nanoparticle as trapping of clusters is unstable at lower pres-
sures. We further verify this by loading a single nanoparticle
with the nebulizer in the same experimental conditions, where
the motional frequencies and the brightness on the camera are
comparable to the case of loading by substrate shaking.
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M. Aspelmeyer, “Cooling of a levitated nanoparticle to the motional quan-
tum ground state,” Science 367, 892–895 (2020).

3L. Magrini, P. Rosenzweig, C. Bach, A. Deutschmann-Olek, S. G. Hofer,
S. Hong, N. Kiesel, A. Kugi, and M. Aspelmeyer, “Real-time optimal quan-
tum control of mechanical motion at room temperature,” Nature 595, 373–
377 (2021).

4F. Tebbenjohanns, M. L. Mattana, M. Rossi, M. Frimmer, and L. Novotny,
“Quantum control of a nanoparticle optically levitated in cryogenic free
space,” Nature 595, 378–382 (2021).

5A. Ranfagni, K. Børkje, F. Marino, and F. Marin, “Two-dimensional
quantum motion of a levitated nanosphere,” Physical Review Research 4,
033051 (2022).

6J. Bateman, S. Nimmrichter, K. Hornberger, and H. Ulbricht, “Near-field
interferometry of a free-falling nanoparticle from a point-like source,” Na-
ture Communications 5, 4788 (2014).

7L. Neumeier, M. A. Ciampini, O. Romero-Isart, M. Aspelmeyer, and
N. Kiesel, “Fast Quantum Interference of a Nanoparticle via Optical Po-
tential Control,” (2022), arXiv:2207.12539 [quant-ph].

8L. Rondin, J. Gieseler, F. Ricci, R. Quidant, C. Dellago, and L. Novotny,
“Direct measurement of Kramers turnover with a levitated nanoparticle,”
Nature Nanotechnology 12, 1130–1133 (2017).

9G. Ranjit, D. P. Atherton, J. H. Stutz, M. Cunningham, and A. A. Geraci,
“Attonewton force detection using microspheres in a dual-beam optical trap
in high vacuum,” Phys. Rev. A 91, 051805 (2015).

10E. Hebestreit, M. Frimmer, R. Reimann, and L. Novotny, “Sensing static
forces with free-falling nanoparticles,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 063602 (2018).

11M. D. Summers, D. R. Burnham, and D. McGloin, “Trapping solid aerosols
with optical tweezers: A comparison between gas and liquid phase optical
traps,” Optics Express 16, 7739 (2008).

12J. Gieseler, Dynamics of optically levitated nanoparticles in high vacuum,
Ph.D. thesis, Universitat Politècnica de Catalunya (2014).

13P. Asenbaum, S. Kuhn, S. Nimmrichter, U. Sezer, and M. Arndt, “Cavity
cooling of free silicon nanoparticles in high vacuum,” Nature Communica-

tions 4, 2743 (2013).
14D. S. Bykov, P. Mestres, L. Dania, L. Schmöger, and T. E. Northup, “Direct

loading of nanoparticles under high vacuum into a paul trap for levitody-
namical experiments,” Applied Physics Letters 115, 034101 (2019).

15M. Nikkhou, Y. Hu, J. A. Sabin, and J. Millen, “Direct and clean loading of
nanoparticles into optical traps at millibar pressures,” in Photonics, Vol. 8
(MDPI, 2021) p. 458.

16J. Rieser, Towards Optical Levitation in UHV: Loading using Hollow-Core
Photonic Crystal Fibers (Master thesis, University of Vienna, 2020).

17S. Lindner, Towards optical levitation of nanoparticles below 10−9 mbar
(Master thesis, University of Vienna, 2021).

18C. Montoya, E. Alejandro, W. Eom, D. Grass, N. Clarisse, A. Witherspoon,
and A. A. Geraci, “Scanning force sensing at micrometer distances from a
conductive surface with nanospheres in an optical lattice,” Applied optics
61, 3486–3493 (2022).

19P. Mestres, J. Berthelot, M. Spasenović, J. Gieseler, L. Novotny, and
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