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Abstract
Optical trapping and binding systems are non-Hermitian. On one hand, the optical force

is non-Hermitian and may pump energy into the trapped particle when the non-Hermiticity is
sufficiently large. On the other hand, the ambient damping constitutes a loss to the particle.
Here, we show that in a low-friction environment, the interplay between the energy pumped-in
by light and the ambient dissipation can give rise to either instability or a periodic vibration
characterized by a finite quality factor (Q-factor). Through a comprehensive exploration, we
analyze the influence of various parameters on the non-Hermitian force field. Our investigation
reveals several strategies for enhancing the non-Hermitian force field, such as augmenting particle
radius and refractive index, utilizing triangular lattice optical clusters, and reducing lattice
constants.

Introduction
Vibrations are almost always accompanied by dissipative damping. In principle, damping can

be compensated by gain, but in most system, it is more easily said than done. We consider optical
trapping and binding, where a particle is confined in vacuum, air, or water. The vibrational
modes of such system are subjected to ambient damping, as consequence, finite Q-factors are
expected. Recently, the non-Hermitian characteristics of optical trapping and binding systems
are considered [1]. It is found that by driving the system beyond exceptional point, either by
increasing the nonconservative force or increasing the number of particles, light can pump energy
into the system, effectively serving as a gain. Here, we show that such non-Hermitian gain can
indeed compensate the ambient damping in a low-pressure environment, significantly increases
the life-time, or Q-factor, of the modes.

Optical micromanipulation is a sophisticated technique that utilizes optical forces to trap [2-
5], accelerate [6-11], and pull [12-15] micro- or nano-particles.The single most widely employed
tool for optical micromanipulation is the optical tweezers [16-18], which employs a tightly focused
laser beam to trap a small particle near the focal point, enabling precise, contact-less, and non-
invasive manipulation. Another technique, optical binding [19], proposed by Burns et al. in 1989,
allows for the binding of multiple particles to create a stable lattice structure known as optical
clusters [1, 20, 21] or optical matter [22-24]. Optical binding plays a crucial role in fields such
as colloidal science [21, 25], nanotechnology , [23, 26, 27] and alike [28]. We shall see that the
“non-Hermitian gain” work for both optical trapping and binding in a low-pressure environment.

Aqueous environments have strong dissipation that dominates over many other interactions
including the non-Hermitian gain. In contrast, optical manipulation in vacuum offers some
unique advantage due to its low dissipation, for example, nano-rotors in optical trapping sys-
tems can be accelerated to frequencies beyond a GHz [29, 30], making them the fastest artificial
rotors developed to date. Additionally, the unique high quality factor (Q-factor) of the vacuum
environment enables the detection of weak forces and torques [29, 31-33] and facilitates the ob-
servation of macroscopic quantum effects [34-36]. Optical binding can also be used to manipulate
multiple particles and create ultrafast multibody oscillators [37]. These properties make opti-
cal micromanipulation in vacuum a promising tool for ultra-sensitive sensors in high-precision
measurement [38, 39].

In this study, instead of reducing ambient damping (energy loss), we utilize the non-Hermiticity
of optical trapping or binding to introduce energy gain into particle manipulation and balance
the energy loss induced by the unavoidable ambient damping. Optical micromanipulation is
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non-Hermitian due to its openness. Despite this non-Hermitian nature, most of the earlier theo-
retical studies focused only on conservative forces and ignored nonconservative forces. It is worth
noting that recent studies [40, 41] have shown the importance of non-Hermitian properties in
the stability of trapped or bound particles, with exceptional points (EPs) also being observed
[1].EP emerges with increasing non-Hermiticity. Before the emergence of EPs (low Hermiticity),
the natural vibration frequencies and the corresponding eigenvectors are numbers. However,
after EPs emerge (high non-Hermiticity), a pair of natural vibration frequencies join togethers
to become conjugate pair of complex numbers, simultaneously transforming the corresponding
modes into unstable complex modes. In non-Hermitian optical trapping or binding, the stability
of trapped particles is determined by the competition between ambient damping and the non-
Hermitian force field [3, 4, 7, 15]. The latter pumps energy into the system, allowing the particle
to get further away, while the former dissipates the kinetic energy to keep the particle localize.
Here, the particles lose stability when non-Hermiticity is dominant, and vice versa.

One of the most distinguishing features of the vacuum trapping system is the ultra-high
mechanical Q-factor [29, 37, 42]. Here, we propose achieving a very large Q-factor by utilizing
non-Hermiticity, which brings energy gain, in optical trapping or binding to balance the energy
loss induced by ambient damping. We first examine a single particle trapped by Gaussian
beams with different polarizations, and then we study a collection of particles optically bound
by several plane waves. We demonstrate that both the optical trapping and binding systems
can theoretically achieve an ultra-high Q-factor. Our study exhibits that the non-Hermiticity
can be increased in optical binding systems by varying certain parameters, such as assembling
triangular lattices and increasing the refractive index and particle radius. The non-Hermiticity
of an optical cluster can be characterized by comparing its nonconservative and conservative
contributions, which will be presented with respect to different parameters.

Results and discussion:
The time-averaged optical force is calculated using by

F =

∮
T́ ·dS , (1)

where T́ = 1
2ε0EE∗+ 1

2µ0HH∗− 1
4ε0E·E∗Í− 1

4µ0H·H∗Í is the time-averaged Maxwell stress
tensor, with E and H the total electromagnetic fields. Here, ε0 and µ0 are the permittivity
and permeability in free space, respectively. We consider a collection of spherical particles,
whose electromagnetic fields can be obtained using the multi-particle Mie scattering theory [20].
Nparticles are trapped by optical forces at an equilibrium configuration, where the force is 0.
For simplicity, we take the equilibrium configuration to be x = 0. The optical force field
F (x) = (Fx,1, Fy,1, Fz,1, · · ·, Fx,N , Fy,N , Fz,N ) can be linearly approximated as F (x) = Ḱ · x,
where x = (x1, y1, z1, · · ·, xN , yN , zN ) represents the displacement of the particles and Ḱ
denotes the force constant matrix, with Kij =

∂Fi

∂xj
[1, 3, 20]. Here, Fi and xj denote the i-th

and j-th components of F and x, respectively. Ḱ is Hermitian if Ḱ† = Ḱ. However, due
to the openness of optical trapping and binding system, non-Hermitian Ḱ, characterized by
Ḱ† ̸=Ḱ, is commonly observed. It is worth noting that, according to Lyapunov’s theorem [43],
a nonlinear dynamical system is stable if and only if its linear approximation ( F (x) = Ḱ · x) is
stable. Thus the linear system we consider fully dictates the stability of the particle.

If one ignores the Brownian fluctuation, which is small at high laser power, the motion of
the particles is governed by

m
d2x

dt2
= Ḱ•x− γ

dx

dt
, (2)

where m is the mass of a single particle and γ = mΓ0 is the damping coefficient, with Γ0

being inversely proportional to the environmental pressure P [44-46]. The damping rate Γ0 is
defined by [47]:

Γ0 =
6πηr

m

0.619

0.619 +Kn
(1 + cK) , (3)
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where η is the viscosity of the air, Kn =
λmfp

r is the Knudsen number, λmfp = 68×10−9Patm

P is
the mean free path of air, and ck = 0.31Kn

(0.785+1.152Kn+Kn2)
. One can diagonalize Ḱ in Eq. (2) to

obtain the equation for the decoupled i-thmode:

m
d2qi
dt2

= Ki·qi − γ
dqi
dt

, (4)

where Ki is the i-th eigenvalue of Ḱ, and qi is the i-th component of the generalized
coordinate q = V́ −1x. Here, the columns of V́ are the right-eigenvectors of Ḱ, and one can
diagonalize Ḱ with V́ −1ḰV́ . By substituting the particular solution qi = qi0 e

−iωit into Eq.
(4), one obtains the vibration frequency for the i-th mode:

ω
i,+=−iγ

2m +
√

−Ki
m −( γ

2m )
2
,

ω
i,−=−iγ

2m −
√

−Ki
m −( γ

2m )
2
.

(5)

Here, we adopt a simplified approach by considering vibration frequencies as ωi = ωi,+

within a low-pressure range of 0.1-20 Torr, alongside the corresponding Q factor Qi = Qi,+,
because the Q factor defined by ωi,± or ωi,− is the same for any real Ki when

(
γ
2m

)2
< −Ki

m
or any complex Ki [see Supplementary Materials].

The stability of the particles is essentially determined by ℑ [ωi], where the time dependence
of the mode qi = qi0 e

−iωit diverges if ℑ [ωi] > 0, and vice versa. In between, one will find
a point where ℑ [ωi] is exactly 0. In this case, the mode is a neutral mode. Since it is non-
decaying, in this paper, we say that it has a Q-factor of infinity, because [48]: Qi =

−|ℜ[ωi]|
2ℑ[ωi]

.
In a perfect vacuum characterized by γ = 0, Qi can also be infinitely large if Ki is real
and negative. However, a perfect vacuum is impossible in an experiment. Here, we utilize the
complex Ki induced from non-Hermiticity (which serve as an effective gain), to compensated
the inevitable dissipative losses from the ambient and realize a large Q-factor.

For optical trapping, as depicted in Fig. 1, a single (N=1)silica particle with a radius of 0.5
µm and a refractive index of 1.45 is trapped at the equilibrium position (x=0). This trapping is
achieved by two counter-propagating Gaussian beams in the z-direction, each with a power of 1
mW. Due to the mirror symmetry of the system along the z-direction, the trapping stiffness in the
z-axis is independent of the transverse xy-motion [1]. Consequently, we consider a 2-dimensional

(2D) force constant matrix, denoted as Ḱ2D =

(
kxx kxy
kyx kyy

)
, to describe the trapping forces on

the transverse plane. All matrix can be split into a symmetric and anti-symmetric part. By
selecting an appropriate coordinate system that diagonalize the symmetric part of Ḱ2D one
arrives at:

Ḱ ′
2D =

(
a+ b g
−g a− b

)
. (6)

The diagonal elements, a + b, and a − b, represent the trapping stiffness along the x-and
y-directions, respectively, indicating a two-level distribution in the frequency spectrum. Here,
arepresents the averaged trapping stiffness, and brepresents the half-level spacing between the
two vibration frequency levels. In this setup, the off-diagonal element garises from the conversion
of orbital angular momentum from the spin angular momentum during beam focusing [1, 49].
It signifies the non-Hermitian coupling between the trapping stiffness in the x-and y-directions.
The eigenvalues of Ḱ2D can be analytically solved as:

Ki=1,2 = a±
√
b2 − g2. (7)

In this expression, an exceptional point (EP) is observed when ∨b∨ = ∨g∨?.
By manipulating the polarization ( p̂ = x̂ cos (ξ)+ iŷ sin (ξ)) of the input beam, ranging from

linear (ξ= 0º, Fig. 1a) to circular (ξ= 45º, Fig. 1b), the corresponding force constant matrix
Ḱ2D varies with ξ. Specifically, as ξchanges from 0º to 45º [1], ∨b∨? decreases to 0 while ∨g∨?
increases from 0. Therefore, ∨b∨ = ∨g∨? is guaranteed to occur at a certain ξ, giving rise

to the emergence of an exceptional point (EP). In Fig. 1(c), the natural vibration frequencies
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ωi =
√

−Ki

m for a particle being trapped in a 2D space are depicted as the polarization varies,
where the ambient damping is neglected. Notably, an EP (green cross) is observed at ξ≈ 18º.
On the left-hand side of the EP, the frequencies ωi are purely real, signifying stable particle
trapping and an ultra-high Q-factor( Qi → +∞) in an ideal vacuum. However, on the right-hand
side of the EP, the frequencies ωi become complex conjugates, with one of the ℑ [ωi] values
being positive. Consequently, the corresponding vibration mode becomes unstable as the time
evolution factor of the vibration amplitude, e−i(ℜ[ωi]+iℑ[ωi])t = eℑ[ωi]te−iℜ[ωi]t, diverges over
time due to the positive ℑ [ωi].

Figure 1| The vibrational frequencies of an optically trapped silica particle (with a radius
of r= 0.5 µm and refractive index n= 1.45) in a vacuum are investigated as the polarization
( p̂ = x̂cosξ + iŷsinξ) of the counter-propagating incident Gaussian beams varies from linear
(ξ= 0º, a) to circular (ξ= 45º, b) polarization. The incident beams, with a wavelength of
λ= 1.064 µm, are focused by an objective lens with a numerical aperture (NA) of 0.9. Each
focused beam has a power of 1 mW. The real (blue lines) and imaginary (red lines) vibrational
frequencies in the x-yplane are plotted for the particle trapped in a perfect vacuum at 0 Torr
pressure (see (c)), as well as in a low vacuum at 10 Torr pressure (see (d)). The exceptional
points, indicated by the green cross in (c), mark specific conditions where the system behavior
undergoes a significant change. When the imaginary part of a vibrational frequencies exceeds 0,
the particle loses stability. Additionally, the quality factor ( Qi =

−|ℜ[ωi]|
2ℑ[ωi]

) for the vibrational
particle approaches infinity (+∞), as denoted by the purple cross in (d), when ℑ [ωi] → 0.

However, ambient damping is inevitable even in a vacuum trapping system and it plays a
crucial role in stabilizing the optically trapped particle, when complex Ki emerges. ℜ [ωi]
and ℑ[ωi], at a pressure of 10 Torr, are represented by the blue and red lines in Fig. 1(d),

respectively. ℑ[ωi] slightly shifts downwards, resulting in ℑ [ωi] = 0 occurring at ξ ≈ 20º,
indicated by a purple cross, where Q → ∞. On the left-hand side of the purple cross, ℑ [ωi] < 0
for all i, indicating stable particle trapping. Moreover, it can be noted that ambient damping

stabilizes the initially unstable complex Ki modes, which lie between the green (EP) and purple
crosses. On the right-hand side of the purple cross, ℑ [ωi] is positive, rendering the particle
unstable. However, by further increasing the ambient damping, we can envision that ℑ [ωi] will
be negative for all i, resulting in particle stability for all polarizations (ξ).

In the case of optical binding in a vacuum, as depicted in Figure 2(a), seven dielectric particles
are subjected to binding forces induced by three linearly polarized plane waves propagating at
a specific angle in the x-yplane. Each particle has a refractive index of n= 1.1 and a radius of
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r= 0.1 µm. The intensity (I 0) of the plane waves is uniformly set at 1 mW/µm2. The particles
are bound at the equilibrium position and form a stable triangular lattice cluster with a lattice
constant ˜

√
3λ/2. The dynamics of this cluster is governed by Eq. (2). Due to the mirror

symmetry along the z-direction, the motion in the x-yplane is decoupled from the motion in the
z-direction. Therefore, we only focus on the dynamics within the 2D x-yplane, where the particle
displacement is x = (x1, y1, · · ·, xN , yN ) and the force matrix is a 2N× 2N Ḱ, where N= 7 for
the case of Fig. 2(a). After solving Eq. (4), one can obtain the vibrational frequencies ωi

versus pressure (ambient damping) for each mode, as shown in Fig. 2(b) ( ℜ[ωi]) and Fig. 2(c)
( ℑ[ωi]) for the real and imaginary parts, respectively.

Figure 2| Vibrational frequencies of an optically bound triangular lattice in a vacuum. (a)
The cluster consists of 7 dielectric particles (r = 0.1 µm, n = 1.1) optically bound by 3 linearly
polarized plane waves, each with an intensity (I 0) normalized to 1 mW/µm2. As the cluster is
bound in a low vacuum with a pressure (P) ranging from 0.1 to 10 Torr, the corresponding real
(b) and imaginary (c) vibrational frequencies of each vibrational mode are presented. Here, the
particles are considered to move within the xy-plane.

The symmetry of the lattice structure leads to the degeneracy of certain vibration modes,
resulting in the overlapping vibration frequencies ( ℜ[ωi]) in Fig. 2(b). Additionally, the vi-
bration modes associated with complex conjugate pairs of Ki exhibit two distinct levels of
ℑ [ωi], as depicted in Fig. 2(c). According to the definition of the Q-factor, the mode with the
minimum absolute value of | ℑ [ωi]| corresponds to the maximum Q-factor and is referred to as
the maximum Q-factor (MQF) mode. In Figure 2(c), as the pressure (P) decreases from 1 Torr
to 0.1 Torr, the ℑ [ωMQF ] becomes positive, indicating the existence of a specific pressure level
at which ℑ [ωMQF ] equals zero, resulting in an ultra-high Q-factor ( Q → ∞) in optical binding
systems.

According to the definition of the MQF mode, we conducted a comprehensive study on the
phase diagram of MQF in optical binding. In Fig. 3(a) and 3(b), a triangular lattice (N = 37,
lattice constant ˜

√
3λ/2) and a square lattice (N= 36, lattice constant ˜ λ) are optically bound

by three (non-standing wave) and four (standing wave) z-polarized plane waves, respectively.
Different combinations of particle refractive index (n) and radius (r) were considered: n= 1.1,
r= 0.1 µm; n= 1.2, r= 0.1 µm; n= 1.1, r= 0.2 µm; and n= 1.2, r= 0.2 µm. The phase diagrams
of 1/QMQF versus the ambient pressure and plane wave intensity are shown in Fig. 3(c)
and 3(d) for each combination, where the white regions indicate unstable optical binding of the
particle cluster. In optical binding, non-Hermiticity is influenced not only by the particle size,
refractive index, and illuminating beam intensity but also by non-standing waves, which arise
due to its inherent non-Hermitian nature [1, 50]. Consequently, complex modes of Ḱ emerge
for all combinations of nand rin Fig. 3(c) when non-standing waves are present, leading to
particle instability (white region) if the ambient damping is insufficient. On the other hand, in
Fig. 3(d), complex modes of Ḱ only emerge for large nand rvalues (n= 1.2, r= 0.2 µm), where
the enhanced non-Hermiticity is attributed to the high refractive index and particle radius.
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Figure 3| For optically bound clusters in a vacuum, the phase diagrams of 1/QMQF versus the
pressure (P) in a low vacuum range (0.1-20 Torr) and the intensity (I0) of each linearly polarized
plane wave (1-100 mW/µm2) are shown for the triangular lattice (a) and square lattice (b).
Various combinations of refractive index and particle radius are considered: n = 1.1, r = 0.1
µm; n = 1.2, r = 0.1 µm; n = 1.1, r = 0.2 µm; and n = 1.2, r= 0.2 µm. In panels (c) and (d),
the pink lines indicate the ultra-high Q-factors, where 1/QMQF → 0.

In Fig. 3(c-d), the pink lines represent the ultra-high Q-factor ( 1/QMQF → 0), and they
can be accurately fitted with the logarithmic equation:

log (I0) = a· log (P ) + b. (8)

The slope ( a) of Eq. (8) for both the triangular (Fig. 3(c)) and square (Fig. 3(d)) lattice
structures turns out to be a constant value of a= 2, which can be perfectly explained by the
definition of the critical damping coefficient in optical binding. In a vacuum, the non-Hermitian
optical binding system exhibits a critical pressure, characterized by a critical damping coefficient
γcritical =

√
m|ℑ(Ki)|√
ℜ(Ki)

[20]. If the ambient damping ( γ) exceeds γcritical , the particles remain

stable; conversely, if it is less than γcritical , the particles become unstable. This critical pressure
(damping) corresponds to an ultra-high Q-factor, at which ℑ[ωMQF ] becomes zero. Since the
eigenvalue Ki of the force constant matrix ( Ḱ) is proportional to the intensity (I0) of the plane
wave and the ambient damping γis proportional to the ambient pressure (P), it is demonstrated
that the critical pressure ( Pcritical) is proportional to the square root of the intensity (I0):

Pcritical∝
√
I0. (9)

By taking the logarithm of Eq. (9) and comparing it with Eq. (8), we find that the slope a=
2.

Given the significant impact of particle size, refractive index, and standing wave or non-
standing wave on the non-Hermiticity of optically bound particles, we conducted a thorough
study of the phase diagrams illustrating the relationship between the non-Hermiticity and these
parameters. By decomposing Ḱ into its symmetric ( Ś) and antisymmetric ( Á) components,
where Ś = Ḱ+ḰT

2 characterizes the Hermitian (conservative) force field and Á = Ḱ−ḰT

2
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characterizes the non-Hermitian (nonconservative) force field, we can diagonalize Ś as Ś′ =
Λ́ŚΛ́−1, with Λ́ being the eigenvector matrix of Ś. Accordingly, Á is transformed to
Á′ = Λ́ÁΛ́−1. We can now define a parameter called R:

R =

∑∣∣∣A′

ij

∣∣∣∑ ∣∣S′
ij

∣∣ . (10)

This parameter quantifies the significance of the non-Hermiticity of Ḱ. Here, A
′

ij and S
′

ij

are the matrix elements of Á′ and Ś′, respectively.
We analyze the phase diagrams of R in relation to the particle radius (r) and refractive

index (n) for various lattice structures. These include triangular lattices consisting of 7 spheres
(Fig. 4(a1-a4)) or 19 spheres (Fig. 4(b1-b4)), as well as square lattices with 9 spheres (Fig.
4(c1-c4)) or 16 spheres (Fig. 4(d1-d4)). We also consider different lattice constants (d) such
as d = 1.1λ (Fig. 4(b2-d2)), d = 1.5λ (Fig. 4(b3-d3)), and d = 2.0λ (Fig. 4(b4-d4)). In
Figure 4, it is observed that optically bound clusters induced by non-standing waves (triangular
lattice) exhibit larger values of R compared to those induced by standing waves (square lattice).
The phase diagrams clearly demonstrate the significant influence of non-standing waves, which is
non-Hermitian (non-conservative) by nature, on R. Increasing the values of r, n, or the number of
particles (N ) enhances multiple scattering, resulting in larger values of R in the phase diagrams.
Conversely, increasing the lattice constant (d) weakens multiple scattering, leading to a decrease
in R across the phase diagrams. The highest impact of non-Hermiticity is observed in Fig. 4(b2),
while the lowest impact is observed in Fig. 4(c4). Furthermore, it is important to note that R
is also influenced by the optical path difference, characterized by 2r (n− 1) = const , between
the light passing through a single particle and a vacuum, as observed in the hyperbolic patterns
within the phase diagrams. For instance, the hyperbolic pattern in Fig. 4(b3) can be accurately
described by the equation 2r (n− 1) = 0.7λ, as indicated by the pink line in Fig. 4(b3).

7



Figure 4| The phase diagrams depict the non-Hermiticity of optically bound clusters in a
vacuum for triangular lattice (a1and b1) and square lattice (c1andd1), versus the radius r(from
0.1 µm to 0.5 µm) and refractive index n(from 0.1 µm to 0.5 µm) of the particles. The non-

Hermiticity is characterized by the R =

∑∣∣∣A′
ij

∣∣∣∑|S′
ij |

. The phase diagrams cover various lattice struc-

tures, including a triangular lattice with 7 particles (a2-a4), a triangular lattice with 19 particles
(b2-b4), a square lattice with 9 particles (c2-c4), and a square lattice with 16 particles (d2-d4).
Additionally, different lattice constants are considered, namely d = 1.1λ (a2-d2); d = 1.5λ (a3-
d3); d = 2.0λ (a4-d4). The diagrams reveal distinctive hyperbolic patterns resulting from the
interference structure characterized by 2r (n− 1) = const . For instance, one of the hyperbolic
curves in (b3) can be accurately fitted with a pink line representing 2r(n-1) = 0.7λ.

Conclusions
In conclusion, non-Hermitian physics is applied to achieve an ultra-high Q-factor for an

optically trapped particle or an optically bound multi-particle lattice in a vacuum, accounting
for the presence of ambient damping. By adjusting the non-Hermiticity or ambient damping, it
becomes possible to achieve a very high Q-factor. The parameters influencing non-Hermiticity in
optical binding have been comprehensively discussed and presented. These ultra-high Q-factor
oscillators have significant potential in the measurement of weak forces and torques [31, 38, 39,
51], given that measurement sensitivity is inversely proportional to the Q-factor [28, 29].
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