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Abstract: The average Raman signal power obtained in a modulated optical trap is dependent on the Brownian
motion - therefore hydrodynamic properties of the trapped particle. Hence, in addition to the molecular properties
obtained from the Raman signal, it is possible to study hydrodynamic properties (e.g. size) of the particle by
analyzing the change in the average Raman power as a function of modulation frequency. Our results, based on
the over-damped Langevin equation, show that several minimas exist for the Raman signal at unique modulating
frequencies for a given particle size and signal acquisition time. In typical experimental conditions, such minimas
can be as low as ∼50% of the Raman signal in an unmodulated trap.

1 Introduction

Since the seminal report of optical trapping and ma-
nipulation of micron-sized particles by exploiting the
intensity gradient of a highly focused laser beam [1],
there have been numerous studies of utilizing this tech-
nique to manipulate and study the properties of single
molecules, bio molecules and single cells [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7].
The combination of optical trapping and Raman spec-
troscopy has been a powerful tool for the molecular char-
acterization and identification of micro-particles with
high specificity [8]. This combination has been used
in studying aerosol particles [9], gas bubbles [10], liv-
ing organelles [11], and cells [7, 12], allowing us to gain
insights into the molecular properties that would other-
wise be inaccessible (such as in sub-cellular level).

The optical trap can be approximated as a harmonic
potential with a trap stiffness, κ. Therefore there have
been numerous attempts of calibrating κ through var-
ious methods such as by measuring the displacement
produced by a known external force [13, 14], or by
analysing the force of thermal fluctuations by the power
spectrum analysis [15]. A very practical method of cali-
brating κ is by periodically modulating the trap stiffness
achieved by modulating the optical power of the trap-
ping source [16]. The effects of such modulated optical
trap on Brownian motion and the position variance of
the trapped particle were studied both theoretically and
experimentally along with the report of errors it can pro-
duce in force measurements in Ref. [16]. This method
has subsequently been applied to perform quantitative
measurement with bio-molecules [17].

Because the trap modulation directly modulates the
harmonic potential, understanding the effects of trap
modulation on the motion of Brownian particle is very
important in optical traps, and has gained considerable
interest in recent decades. While there have been stud-
ies on the dynamics of Brownian particle in the modu-
lated harmonic trap [16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22], the effects
of such modulation on the Raman signal of the trapped
particle has not yet been explored. Since Raman spec-
troscopy does not distinguish materials of similar chem-
ical composition but with different macro-level physical
properties (eg. size, shape), identifying the response of
trap modulation on the Raman signal would, in addi-
tion, allow investigations of hydrodynamic and optical
properties of the trapped particle. Based on the theo-
retical formulation of the position variance of optically
trapped particle shown in Ref. [16], our work here will
theoretically estimate the variations in Raman power
of the trapped particle as a function of modulation fre-
quency.

In section 2, we discuss the theoretical background
and introduce the expression for average Raman power.
In section 3, we discuss the findings of our result.

2 Theoretical formulation

Since an optically trapped micron sized particle in a
viscous medium exhibits Brownian motion, the particle
has a natural tendency to diffuse away from the equilib-
rium position. The average time the particle will stay
in the equilibrium position is determined by the the in-
verse of its roll-off frequency, ωo; defined as the ratio of
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trap-stiffness, κ and drag coefficient, γ. As κ is directly
proportional to the laser power, a sinusoidally modu-
lated laser power results in the modulation of κ. So,
the equation of motion given by the Langevin equation
is

ẋ(t) +
κ

γ
[1 + εcos(ωt)]x(t) =

√
2Dη(t). (1)

Here, x(t) is the trajectory of the Brownian parti-
cle, ω is the modulation frequency, ε is the modulation
depth, −κx(t) is the harmonic force from the trap, and
D = kBT/γ, is the Einstein’s equation relating diffu-
sion constant with the Boltzmann energy and drag co-
efficient. For a spherical particle of radius r trapped in
a medium of density ρ and kinematic viscosity ν, the
drag coefficient γ is approximated by the Stokes’ law as
γ = 6πρνr.

√
2Dη(t), is a stochastic Gaussian process

that represents Brownian forces at absolute temperature
T such that for all t and t′:

〈η(t)〉 = 0;

〈η(t)η(t′)〉 = δ(t− t′).
(2)

Following the derivation of Itô’s lemma [23, 24], the po-
sition variance of the trapped particle satisfies the equa-
tion (see Appendix A for the derivation)

σ̇2
xx(t) = 2

[
D − ωo(1 + εcosωt)σ2

xx(t)
]
. (3)

From the equipartition theorem the initial position
variance in the x direction takes the equilibrium value
of

σ2
xx(0) =

kBT

κ
. (4)

The solution of Eq. 3 with the initial position vari-
ance σ2

xx(0) is the position variance of the trapped par-
ticle. Writing the ratio of σ2

xx(t)/σ2
xx(0) as V (t) we have

V (t) = 1− 2ωoε exp
[
−2ωo

(
t+

ε

ω
sinωt

)]
×
∫ t

0

exp
[
2ωo

(
τ +

ε

ω
sinωτ

)]
cosωτdτ. (5)

This equation gives insights as to how the modulation
frequency affects the position variance of the trapped
particle. From the simulation of Eq. (5) in Fig. 1, we
see that the position variance approaches the equilib-
rium value, σ2

xx(0) in the high modulation frequency re-
gion, where as in the low frequency region, the particle
will have enough time to diffuse away from the trapping
potential, showing significant position variance.
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Figure 1: Position variance as a function of modulation
frequency, ω at two different modulation depths, ε = 1 and
0.5 for an integration time of 300 oscillation cycles. The
transition from high to low-frequency occurs at the roll-off
frequency, ωo.

Raman Power of the trapped particle

We are interested to know the nature of Raman power
that can be collected from the optically trapped particle
as a function of modulation frequency. For a trapped
particle at position, x(t) the Raman signal emitted from
the particle with the Raman cross-section, σR is

P (x) = σRIo exp

[
−2

x2(t)

σ2
xx(t)

]
, (6)

where Io is the intensity of the laser. Assuming the same
excitation and collection coefficient, the normalized Ra-
man power is

R(x) =
P (x)

σRIo
= exp

[
−4

x2(t)

w2(z)

]
, (7)

Writing w(z) in terms of the position variance at the
equilibrium σ2

xx(0)

w2(z) = ξσ2
xx(0), (8)

where ξ is the conversion factor, the average Raman
power of modulated Raman signal will be (see Appendix
B for an alternate derivation using Itô’s lemma [23, 24]
for stochastic processes)

Rmod = 〈R(x)〉 =

√
ξ

8V (t) + ξ
. (9)

For unmodulated case, V (t) = 1

Runmod =

√
ξ

8 + ξ
, (10)

which is the change in Raman signal due to diffusion.
Therefore,

Rmod
Runmod

=

√
8 + ξ

8V (t) + ξ
. (11)

Using Eq. (5) and choosing the value of the conversion
factor, ξ according to the source Gaussian beam, we
can analyse Eq. (11) to gain some insights into the na-
ture of Raman signal with respect to the modulating
frequency.
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3 Results and discussion

For an optical trap with a source wavelength, λ =
785nm, a high Numerical Aperture objective lens of
NA = 1, the Gaussian beam waist radius at the focus
w(z = 0) is 250 nm. From the simulation of Eq. (11)
for a 1 µm particle trapped in an aqueous medium with
ρ = 103 kg/m3 as the density of water at room tem-
perature and ν = 10−6 m2/s as the kinematic friction
coefficient of water shown in Fig. 2, we see that the
maximum Raman power variance, (Rmod/Runmod)min,
is seen at a particular modulation frequency, ωR in the
low frequency region (ω < ωo) due to the increased posi-
tion variance of the particle in the low-frequency region,
while in the high frequency region the Raman power
approaches the value for an unmodulated case given by
Eq. (10). Since from Eq. (11) we know that the Raman
power variance depends on the trap-stiffness κ and drag
coefficient γ (determined by the the friction coefficient
of the medium and particle diameter), and also since the
conversion factor ξ is dependent on the trap stiffness, it
is necessary to first calibrate the trap stiffness of the
optical trap. We first analyse Eq. (11) over a range of
trap stiffness to optimize κ that show maximum aver-
age Raman power variance for a 1 µm trapped particle
with the measurement time t as that for 300 cycles of
oscillation shown in Fig. 3a. Then for the optimised κ,
we show the dependence of ωR with the diameter, d of
the trapped particle.

From Fig. 3b we see that for a given particle size,
the maximum Raman power variance occurs at a unique
modulation frequency, ωR for the measurement time of
a 300 oscillation cycles. Hence it is possible to calibrate
the size of the trapped particle according to the modu-
lating frequency at which the maximum Raman power
variance is seen. The dependence of Raman power vari-
ance on the diameter of the particle for a given κ was
insignificant (data not shown).

The particle size calibration can also be done by
solely studying the Raman power. If the measurement
is done at a constant measurement time for particles of
different sizes in a given trap-stiffness, then the Raman
power variances for different particles will be seen at
the same modulation frequency, but the values of such
fluctuations will be different according to the size of the
particle as shown in Fig. 4. In such a case, the size
of the trapped particle can be calibrated by studying
the Raman signal fluctuations in the modulated optical
trap.

To conclude, in addition to molecular identification
and characterization offered by Raman spectroscopy,
the size of the trapped particle can be investigated in
a single experiment by measuring the average Raman
power as a function of the modulation frequency relative
to the roll-off frequency in the low frequency regime.
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Figure 2: Raman power variance of a one micron trapped
particle plotted as a function of modulation frequency, ω
from 10 rad/s to 5000 rad/s for trap-stiffness, κ = 1.32 ×
10−5 N/m and conversion factor, ξ = 200. The vertical line
denote the roll-off frequency at ωo = 1400.6 rad/s which
defines the high-frequency and low-frequency region for the
trap modulation.
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Figure 3: (a) The dependence of maximum Raman power

variance,
(

Rmod
Runmod

)
min

and the frequency corresponding to

the maximum Raman power variance, ωR on the trap stiff-
ness, κ for a one micron diameter particle in the modulation
frequency range of 10 rad/s to 1500 rad/s. The average op-
timum trap-stiffness is 8.17 × 10−6 N/m, where about 35%
Raman power variation is seen. The discontinuities seen
below κ = 1.32× 10−5 N/m is due to the theoretical lim-
its of the approximation presented in Appendix B. (b) The
profile of modulation frequencies showing maximum Raman
power variance with respect to the diameter of the particle
along with the corresponding measurement time (shows at
top axis) for the optimized trap-stiffness.
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Figure 4: Raman power fluctuations for three different di-
ameters 0.5 µm, 1.0 µm and 2.0 µm for κ = 8.17 × 10−6

N/m, showing fluctuations of approximately 50%, 41% and
37% respectively.
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5 Appendix

Appendix A

The overdamped equation of motion of the trapped particle is

ẋ(t) +
κ

γ
[1 + εcos(ωt)]x(t) =

√
2Dη(t). (12)

where κ/γ = ωo is the particle’s roll-off frequency. Comparing Eq. (12) with the stochastic differential equation of
the form

dXt = µtdt+ σtdBt, (13)

we have µ = −ωo(1 + εcosωt)xt and σt =
√

2D. Here Bt is a Wiener process [23]. To calculate the position
variance of the Brownian motion described by Eq. (12) we apply Itô’s lemma [24] to calculate the mean of x2.
Taking f = x2, df is calculated as

df =

(
∂f

∂t
+ µt

∂f

∂x
+
σ2
t

2

∂2f

∂x2

)
dt+ σt

∂f

∂x
dBt. (14)

Here 〈∂f∂t 〉 = 0, 〈µt ∂f∂x 〉 = −2ωo(1 + εcosωt)σ2
xx(t) and 〈σ

2
t

2
∂2f
∂x2 〉 = 2D and 〈σt ∂f∂xdBt〉 = 0 as 〈xdBt〉 = 0. So the

position variance is

d〈x2〉 = dσ2
xx(t) = −2ωo(1 + εcosωt)σ2

xx(t)dt+ 2Ddt.

σ̇2
xx(t) = 2

[
D − ωo(1 + εcosωt)σ2

xx(t)
]
.

(15)

Appendix B

Here we present an alternate derivation of the Raman signal for a modulated Gaussian beam using the stochastic
differential equation.
The Taylor’s expansion of the normalized Raman power Eq. (7) is:

R(x) = 1− 4x2

w2(z)
+

192w4(z)x4

4!× w10
− ... (16)

Taking the first two terms, we write f = 1 − 4x2

w2(z) . Since µt = −ωo(1 + εcosωt)xt and σt =
√

2D, 〈µt ∂f∂x 〉 =

8ωo(1 + εcosωt)
σ2
xx(t)
w2(t) , 〈σ

2
t ∂

2f
2∂x2 〉 = −8 D

w2(z) and 〈σt ∂f∂xdBt〉 = 0 as 〈xdBt〉 = 0. Using Eq. (14), we have

d

〈
1− 4

x2

w2(z)

〉
=

8

w2(z)

[
ωoσ

2
xx(t)(1 + εcosωt)−D

]
dt. (17)

Using equations Eq. (5) and Eq. (8) to express in terms of V (t) and ξ we have,

d

dt
〈R′(x)〉 =

8ωo
ξ

[(1 + εcosωt)V (t)− 1] . (18)
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Now to compare this expression with our equation of the normalized Raman power for the modulated case, we
take the time derivative of Eq. (9).

d

dt
〈R(x)〉 =

8ωo
ξ

[(1 + εcosωt)V (t)− 1]

(
ξ

ξ + 8V (t)

) 3
2

. (19)

Since Eq. (18) and Eq. (19) differs by a factor
(

ξ
ξ+8V (t)

) 3
2

, for an optical trap system with the ξ value such that,

the factor
(

ξ
ξ+8V (t)

) 3
2 ∼ 1, Eq. (11) would be a good approximation to estimate the fluctuations of the average

Raman signal for the modulated case.
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