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All-optical sub-Kelvin sympathetic cooling of a levitated microsphere in vacuum
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We demonstrate all-optical sympathetic cooling of a laser-trapped microsphere to sub-Kelvin tem-

peratures, mediate by optical binding to a feedback-cooled adjacent particle.

Our study opens

prospects for multi-particle quantum entanglement and sensing in levitated optomechanics.
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Single, levitated mesoscopic objects are providing an ex-
cellent platform for sensing weak forces [I] and explor-
ing the classical-quantum boundary with massive objects
[2] due to their weak coupling to the environment and
the ability to cool their centre of mass (CoM) motion.
Intriguing possibilities have been proposed for interact-
ing systems comprising multiple levitated particles, in-
cluding quantum gravity measurements [3], dark matter
detection [4] and quantum friction measurement [5], al-
though there are currently few experimental demonstra-
tions trapping multiple particles [6H9)].

The path to systems of interacting, massive quan-
tum objects requires simultaneous cooling of multiple
trapped particles. We take inspiration from experiments
with cold neutral atoms [I0] and atomic ions [I1], where
an actively cooled object can be used to sympathet-
ically cool another. Recently, sympathetic cooling of
two charged particles held in a Paul trap was shown
[8]. While Coulomb forces provide strong interactions
between particles, they also couple strongly to the envi-
ronment. Hence, an all-optical alternative is desirable,
especially for compatibility with state-of-the-art ground
state cooling methods [2].

Towards this goal, we have developed an optical tweez-
ers system (Fig.[[{a)) that can trap more than one parti-
cle, mediate inter-particle separation and perform para-
metric feedback (PFB) cooling [12] on one particle. Two
rotating microparticles confined in separate but close-
proximity traps exhibit optical binding, a light scattering
mediated interaction whose strength is dependent on the
inter-particle separation [6]. We show, for the first time,
the use of this optical binding to perform sympathetic
cooling: by applying PFB cooling to one particle, the
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FIG. 1. Sympathetic cooling scheme and numerical simula-
tions. (a) Optical binding couples the centre-of-mass motion
of two microspheres (depicted as a spring between the parti-
cles). When feedback cooling is applied to the left particle,
the right particle is sympathetically cooled. (b-c) Time evolu-
tion of simulated centre-of-mass temperatures 71 (solid lines)
and T» (dashed lines) for the feedback-cooled and sympathet-
ically cooled particle respectively, versus gas pressure for (b)
&/k = 0.01 and (c) §/k = 0.1. (d) Simulated steady-state
temperatures 71 (blue) and 7% (red) as a function of gas pres-
sure for different binding strengths.

adjacent particle is sympathetically cooled to sub-Kelvin
temperatures.

We modelled the motion of two particles, optically
bound along the x-axis and labelled j = 1,2, using a
Langevin equation for each particle [6]. The determin-
istic forces acting on the particles along the z-axis are
F; = —kxj 4+ Ex3—;. Here,  is the trap stiffness for each
individual particle, and £ describes the inter-particle cou-
pling due to optical binding. The ratio {/x (typically
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2 0.1 for vaterite microspheres) characterises the opti-
cal binding strength. To the above system of Langevin
equations we have added PFB cooling applied to particle
j = 1 using the theoretical approach of Ref. [13]. PFB
cooling in this case involves time-dependent modulation
of the trap stiffness experienced by particle j = 1, and is
characterised by the ratio n = Ax/k (typically < 0.05),
Ak being the modulation depth.

Figures [[[b,c) show the time evolution of the simu-
lated CoM temperatures for different binding strengths.
PFB cooling decreases Ty (solid lines), with the time to
reach steady-state and the final temperature both de-
pending on the pressure, due to the competition be-
tween PFB cooling and reheating from collisions with
gas molecules. We quantify the sympathetic cooling ef-
fect using a measure of the temperature defined here
as the ratio of the mean square displacement relative
to that at room temperature. Temperatures below 1K
are attainable at 0.001 mbar gas pressure. Similarly, the
steady-state temperature of the sympathetically cooled
particle, T (dashed lines) depends on competition be-
tween sympathetic cooling and gas reheating. While the
steady-state temperature is lowered for both optical bind-
ing strengths shown, for weak binding (Figure[[{b)) with
&/k = 0.01 the particles do not equilibrate and Ty > T}
at higher gas pressure. In contrast, for stronger optical
binding (Figure [[(c)) with {/k = 0.1, T> ~ T at all
pressures below 1 mbar. Both particles can be cooled to
below 1K at 0.001 mbar gas pressure. Figure d) de-
picts the steady-state CoM temperatures 77 (blue) and
T (red) for PFB cooled and sympathetically cooled par-
ticles respectively, for different binding strengths £/x.

In our experiment, a continuous-wave (CW) laser at
1070 nm is used to create two circularly polarized op-
tical traps (formed using a Nikon 100x, NA=1.25 ob-
jective, total optical power 25mW) inside a vacuum
chamber. The intensity of one of these traps is con-
trolled by an acousto-optical deflector (AOD, IntraAc-
tion DTD-274HD6M) to allow PFB cooling. The posi-
tion of the second trap, which holds the sympathetically
cooled particle, is controlled by a spatial light modulator
(SLM, Hamamatsu LCOS X10468-03) to set the opti-
cal binding strength. Two birefringent vaterite micro-
spheres (2.2 um in radius) are trapped at 9.8 um separa-
tion, where £/x 2 0.1. An avalanche photodiode (APD,
Thorlabs APD410C) measures the CoM motion of only
the particle in the AOD trap. The APD signal is pro-
cessed by a lock-in-amplifier (Zurich Instruments HF2LI)
to modulate the AOD trap intensity by < £5% to re-
alise PFB cooling of the CoM motion of this particle
[12]. The sympathetically cooled particle’s CoM motion
is measured by a photomultiplier tube (PMT, Thorlabs
PMMO1) using a separate CW beam at 532 nm.

Figure [2a) shows the power spectral densities (PSD)
associated with the CoM motion of the sympathetically
cooled particle. The area under the PSD curve is propor-
tional to the CoM temperature, which decreases as gas
pressure lowers. Figure [2[ (b) shows the experimental re-
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FIG. 2. (a) Experimental observations of power spectral
density of the sympathetically cooled particle at different gas
pressures. These temperatures are measured while the PFB
cooled particle is at 7' = 105K, 9.8K, 1.1K and 0.4K, re-
spectively, for each gas pressure. (b) Sympathetic cooling of a
microsphere (red asterisks) via optical binding to the particle
that is PFB cooled (blue crosses). The dashed line is a base-
line curve for a single, rotating microsphere in the absence
of PFB cooling. Inset: two trapped vaterite microspheres,
where the scale bar shows 5 um.

sults of the two particles” CoM temperatures depending
on gas pressure: one cooled by PFB control (blue crosses)
and the other sympathetically cooled via optical binding
(red asterisks). We also show the baseline temperature
for a single particle without PFB cooling (black dashed
line). CoM temperatures are calibrated at room temper-
ature with a gas pressure > 10 mbar without PFB. Both
particles undergo significant cooling as the pressure is
reduced below ~ 0.1 mbar. In this regime, the rotation
rate far exceeds the translational oscillation frequencies,
and heating effects associated with resonant rotational-
translational coupling are removed [14]. Both the PFB
cooled particle and the sympathetically cooled particle
can be seen to be cooled by two orders of magnitude
compared to the baseline. While the lowest temperature
of < 1K agrees with the predictions in Figs. b—d)7 non-
conservative azimuthal forces can have significant effects
on the dynamics of rotating levitated particles [15], and
a more detailed model will be the subject of future work.

In summary, we demonstrate all-optical sympathetic
cooling of optically trapped microspheres to sub-Kelvin
motional temperatures. In principle, future work with
lower pressures and detection noise should allow the par-
ticles to be cooled even further. Such simultaneous cool-
ing is a significant step towards the generation of cooled
arrays of optically trapped particles, which will allow
multi-particle studies at the quantum-classical boundary,
including rotational quantum friction [5].

The authors acknowledge funding from Engi-
neering and Physical Sciences Research Coun-
cil (EP/P030017/1); Australian Research Council



(DP220102303);
Ministerstvo

~ Czech Science Agency (19-17765S);
Skolstvi, = Mladdeze a  Teélovychovy

(CZ.02.1.01/0.0/0.0/15_003/0000476).

1]

[4]

[5]

(6]

7]

8]

[9]

The

underlying data is available at

https://doi.org/10.17630,/39f20d0d-74f1-4875-82b5-
2f61b038142.

Gambhir Ranjit, Mark Cunningham, Kirsten Casey, and
Andrew A. Geraci, “Zeptonewton force sensing with
nanospheres in an optical lattice,” Phys. Rev. A 93,
053801 (2016).

Uro§ Deli¢, Manuel Reisenbauer, Kahan Dare, David
Grass, Vladan Vuleti¢, Nikolai Kiesel, and Markus As-
pelmeyer, “Cooling of a levitated nanoparticle to the
motional quantum ground state,” |Science 367, 892-895
(2020).

C. Marletto and V. Vedral, “Gravitationally induced en-
tanglement between two massive particles is sufficient ev-
idence of quantum effects in gravity,” [Phys. Rev. Lett.
119, 240402 (2017).

David C Moore and Andrew A Geraci, “Searching for
new physics using optically levitated sensors,” |(Quantum
Science and Technology 6, 014008 (2021).

Rongkuo Zhao, Alejandro Manjavacas, F Javier Garcia
de Abajo, and JB Pendry, “Rotational quantum fric-
tion,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 123604 (2012).

Yoshihiko Arita, Ewan M Wright, and Kishan Dho-
lakia, “Optical binding of two cooled micro-gyroscopes
levitated in vacuum,” Optica 5, 910 (2018).

Vojtéch Svak, Jana Flajsmanovd, Lukas Chvatal, Martin
Siler, Alexandr Jonds, Jan Jezek, Stephen H Simpson,
Pavel Zemének, and Oto Brzobohaty, “Stochastic dy-
namics of optically bound matter levitated in vacuum,”
Optica 8, 220-229 (2021).

TW Penny, A Pontin, and PF Barker, “Sympathetic
cooling and squeezing of two co-levitated nanoparticles,”
arXiv:2111.03123 (2021), 10.48550/arXiv.2111.03123.
Jakob Rieser, Mario A Ciampini, Henning Rudolph,

(10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

(14]

(15]

Nikolai Kiesel, Klaus Hornberger, Benjamin A Stickler,
Markus Aspelmeyer, and Uro§ Deli¢, “Tunable light-
induced dipole-dipole interaction between optically levi-
tated nanoparticles,” |Science 377, 987-990 (2022).

C. J. Myatt, E. A. Burt, R. W. Ghrist, E. A. Cornell,
and C. E. Wieman, “Production of two overlapping bose-
einstein condensates by sympathetic cooling,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 78, 586-589 (1997).

DJ Larson, James C Bergquist, John J Bollinger,
Wayne M Itano, and David J Wineland, “Sympathetic
cooling of trapped ions: A laser-cooled two-species non-
neutral ion plasma,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 70 (1986).
Jan Gieseler, Bradley Deutsch, Romain Quidant, and
Lukas Novotny, “Subkelvin parametric feedback cooling
of a laser-trapped nanoparticle,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 109,
103603 (2012).

Jamie Vovrosh, Muddassar Rashid, David Hempston,
James Bateman, Mauro Paternostro, and Hendrik Ul-
bricht, “Parametric feedback cooling of levitated optome-
chanics in a parabolic mirror trap,” |J. Opt. Soc. Am. B
34, 1421-1428 (2017).

Yoshihiko Arita, Michael Mazilu, and Kishan Dholakia,
“Laser-induced rotation and cooling of a trapped micro-
gyroscope in vacuum,” Nat. Commun. 4, 2374 (2013).
Yoshihiko Arita, Stephen H Simpson, Graham D Bruce,
Ewan M Wright, Pavel Zeméanek, and Kishan Dho-
lakia, “Cooling the optical-spin driven limit cycle oscilla-
tions of a levitated gyroscope,” arXiv:2204.06925 (2022),
10.48550/arXiv.2204.06925.


https://doi.org/10.17630/39f20d0d-74f1-4875-82b5-c2f61b038142
https://doi.org/10.17630/39f20d0d-74f1-4875-82b5-c2f61b038142
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.93.053801
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.93.053801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aba3993
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aba3993
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.240402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.240402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/2058-9565/abcf8a
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/2058-9565/abcf8a
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.123604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.5.000910
http://dx.doi.org/doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.404851
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2111.03123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.abp9941
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.586
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.586
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.57.70
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.103603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.103603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.34.001421
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.34.001421
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms3374
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2204.06925
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2204.06925

	 All-optical sub-Kelvin sympathetic cooling of a levitated microsphere in vacuum 
	Abstract
	 References


