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We consider Rayleigh particles in a periodically modulated optical trap formed by two counter-
propagating Gaussian beams. It is shown that for certain values of parameters the system exhibits
transient chaos which manifests itself in particle acceleration and subsequent directional ejection
out of the trap. The escape flights are terminated at the distance of hundreds wavelengths from the
trap centrum and the particles return to the trap under the action of the Stokes force. The particle
escape is shown to be a threshold effect that can be potentially employed for particle sorting.

Introduction – Optomechanical systems have attracted
significant interest due to their broad utility in hybrid
transduction platforms, precision sensing, quantum mea-
surement technologies, and optical sorting [1–3]. Op-
tomechanical systems exhibit a wide variety of nonlin-
ear phenomena including dynamical multistability [4–8],
chaos [9–16], frequency comb generation [17, 18], and soli-
tons [19]. Recently, non-linear effects were thoroughly
studied in different cavity optomechanical systems where
an optical bosonic mode is coupled with a mechanical
[20–24] and a magnon mode [25, 26]. In the field of clas-
sical physics, nonlinear effects, such as Hopf bifurcation
to a limit cycle attractor [27, 28], can be observed with
optical tweezers which make it possible to manipulate
sub-micron particles by applying optical forces induced
by focused beams of light [29, 30].

In this work, we investigate optomechanical chaos with
spherical Rayleigh particles subject to the electromag-
netic field of two counter-propagating Gaussian beams,
one of which is modulated in time. The longitudinal
dynamics is shown to be asymptotically controlled by
a ”wave-like” potential [31] that is ubiquitous in wave-
related transport set-ups including particle transport in
plasma [32], optical lattices [33], meandering flows [34],
and semiconductor superlattices [35]. The action of
such time-modulated potentials results in the effect of
rocked ratchets [33, 36–41] that manifests itself in a direc-
tional motion of a particle, which initially has zero mo-
mentum. Space-periodic potentials perturbed by time-
periodic modulation are theoretically shown to exhibit
directed transport both in stochastic layers and regular
islands [42, 43]. In the case of non-periodic potentials it is
demonstrated in [44] that the transient chaotic dynamics
can be terminated by a regular net directed motion.

According to [45] the expression for the optical field of
a Gaussian beam reads

Eg(ρ, z)= 4√
cw2

0

1
1 + iz/z0

e
ikz− ρ2

(1+iz/z0)w2
0 , (1)

where x, y, z are the Cartesian coordinates with z being
the beam axis, k is the wavenumber, c is the speed of
light, ρ2 = x2 + y2, z0 = kw2

0/2, and w0 is the beam
waist. In what follows, we consider a coherent sum of two
counter-propagating beams with the same x-polarization

FIG. 1. Periodically modulated optical formed by two
counter-propagating beams with the same polarization but
different intensities.

and the same focal plane

Ex =
√

AEg(ρ, z)e−iωt +
√

Be−i(ω+∆ω)tE∗
g (ρ, z), (2)

where the parameters A and B are the powers of the
counter-propagating beams, ω = ck is the frequency, and
∆ω ≪ ω accounts for the linear modulation of the beam.
The schematic of the set-up is sketched in Fig. 1.

Hamiltonian dynamics – There are two optical forces
acting on a Rayleigh particle in an optical trap, namely
the scattering and the gradient forces [45]. In this work,
we consider Rayleigh particles made of lossless dielectric
and, therefore, ignore the scattering force. The optical
gradient force is expressed via the optical field as follows

F = 1
4α∇|Ex|2, (3)

where the polarizability α is given by the Clau-
sius–Mossotti relation α = R3(ϵ − 1)/(ϵ + 2) with R as
the radius of the particle and ϵ as the relative permittiv-
ity of the particle. We mention in passing that Eq. (3) is
derived in [45] as the average per cycle under the assump-
tion of monochromatic field. In our case, this derivation
applies since ∆ω ≪ ω and the time modulation is van-
ishingly small on the time scale determined by ω. In air
or vacuum, the optical gradient force attracts particles
to the hot-spot of the optical trap. For the start, we
assume that the particles are in a stable equilibrium on
the z-axis, so the lateral motion is suppressed, x, y = 0.
Then, the longitudinal dynamics is controlled by New-
ton’s second law of motion

d2q

dτ2 = −∂V (q, τ)
∂q

, (4)
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FIG. 2. Optical forces calculated from Eq (5). Red lines show
the static component of the force, while the shaded areas show
the variation of the force per cycle; q0 = 7.958, ω̄ = 0.342.
(a) δ = 0.008, (b) δ = 0.011.

where we introduced a 1D optical potential

V (q, τ) = Vs(q) + Vd(q, τ), (5)

that is a sum of the static Vs(q) and the dynamic contri-
butions Vd(q, τ)

Vs(q) = − 1
1 + (q/q0)2 ,

Vd(q, τ)=−δ

cos(4πq − ω̄τ)
1 + (q/q0)2 +2 q

q0

sin(4πq − ω̄τ)[
1 + (q/q0)2

]2

 (6)

where we used the following variable and parameter
change

q = z

λ0
, τ =

√
4α(A+B)
mcλ2

0w2
0

t, p = dq

dτ
,

ω̄ =

√
mcλ2

0w2
0

4α(A+B)∆ω, δ = 2
√

AB

A+B
, q0 = πw2

0
λ2

0
, (7)

with m as the mass of the particle and λ0 as the beam
wavelength. In Fig. 2 we present plots of the force F =
−∂V/∂q versus q for two sets of parameters.

Equation (4) is solved numerically to analyze the dy-
namics of the particles. The simulation results are shown
in Fig. 3 in the form of Poincaré sections, i.e. by plotting
the position and momentum of the particle at times that
are multiples of 2π/ω̄. Figure 3 (a) shows the regime
of regular dynamics for δ = 0 with motion on invariant
tori. In Fig. 3 (b) with δ = 0.008 almost all invariant tori
are destroyed as the system enters a chaotic regime and
the trajectories spread over phase space. The data visu-
alized in Fig. 3 (a) and Fig. 3 (b) can be quantified by
the correlation dimension ν. The correlation dimension
is calculated as the average over the correlation dimen-
sion of 20 trajectories sampled by choosing equidistant
initial conditions with p = 0, as seen in Fig. 3 (a). For
Fig. 3 (a) the averaged ν = 1.16, indicating regular mo-
tion, whereas for Fig. 3 (a) ν = 1.57, which is a signature
of chaos. With a further increase of δ the motion remains

FIG. 3. Poincaré sections for Hamiltonian dynamics; q0 =
7.958, ω̄ = 0.342. (a) δ = 0, ν = 1.16; (b) δ = 0.008, ν = 1.59;
(c) δ = 0.011, ν = 1.55 .

chaotic near the center of the trap. However, there are
trajectories in which the particles travel away from the
trap centrum, see Fig. 3 (c). Further on, we term such
trajectories escape flights. The analytic solution for the
escape flight can be found from the asymptotic expres-
sion for the optical force at large q,

F (q, τ) = − 4πδ

1 + (q/q0)2 sin(4πq − ω̄τ) + O3
(

q0

q

)
, (8)

as follows

q = ω̄

4π
τ + n

4 , n = . . . , −2, 0, 2 . . . . (9)

Physically, Eq. (9) shows that the particle travels with
the minima of the dynamic potential with phase veloc-
ity ω̄/4π corresponding to wave-particle resonance. Note
that the odd n are dropped in Eq. (9) since they corre-
spond to unstable solutions with the particle traveling at
the maximum of the dynamic potential.

The particle escape can be qualitatively understood
from Fig. 2. On can see in Fig. 2 (a), which corresponds
to Fig. 3 (b), that there is a domains where the optical
force is directed towards the trap center at any moment
in time blocking the escape paths. On the contrary, in
Fig. 2 (c), which corresponds to Fig. 3 (b), the optical
force can be both attractive and repulsive for all q al-
lowing access to escape flights. Once the particle, having
initially started in a chaotic trajectory, has reached the
doorway Eq. (9) it switches to regular motion and leaves
the trap. This scenario of a chaotic motion terminated
in a regular trajectory is known as transient chaos [46].
For q0 = 7.958 and ω̄ = 0.342 the critical value of δ re-
sulting in an open trap is found to be δ = 0.0102. It is
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FIG. 4. Poincaré sections for dissipative dynamics; q0 =
7.958, ω̄ = 0.342. (a) δ = 0.01, κ = 0.0034, ν = 1.38 (b)
δ = 0.01, κ = 0.0171, ν = 1.01.

worth mentioning that in the Hamiltonian case the es-
cape flights can not be interpreted as attractors, since
phase space volume contraction is forbidden by Liou-
ville’s theorem, see Appendix A.

Dissipative dynamics – The presence of the Stokes force
modifies the equation of motion as follows

d2q

dτ2 = F (q, τ) − κ
dq

dτ
, (10)

where

κ = 6πRη

√
cλ2

0w2
0

4αm(A+B) (11)

with η as viscosity. Examples of localized motion are pre-
sented in Fig. 4 for two different values of κ. Fig. 4 (a)
demonstrates Poincaré sections for κ = 0.0034 with the
average correlation dimension ν = 1.38 which indicates
coexistence of regular and chaotic motion. The correla-
tion dimension diminishes ν = 1.01 with of increase of
viscosity κ = 0.0171, see Fig. 4 (b). A more interesting
picture arises in an open trap that allows access to es-
cape flights at δ > 0.0102. One can in Fig. 5 (a) that,
similar to the Hamiltonian regime a particle escape is
visible in the Poincaré section. Nonetheless, the escape
flight is terminated, and the particle returns to the trap
centrum at a slower speed, as one can see from the inset
in Fig. 5 (a). This scenario is repeated after some time
within the trap. The termination of the escape flight can
be explained by the asymptotic decrease of the dynamic
potential which at a certain point can not counterbal-
ance the Stokes force [31]. So, the particle breaks away
from the potential minimum, comes to a holt due to fric-
tion, and then returns to the trap under the action of the
static potential, see Appendix B. With κ = 0.0171 the
escape distance becomes shorter due to the increase of
the Stokes force. At the same time, the chaotic motion
collapses within the trap and the particle almost imme-
diately sets out for another escape flight. As a result,
the particle performs periodic oscillations between the
centrum and the periphery of the trap. The oscillation
period can be assessed from the return flight time, Ap-

FIG. 5. Poincaré sections for dissipative escape trajectories.
The insets show the distance against time; q0 = 7.958, ω̄ =
0.342. (a) δ = 0.014, κ = 0.0034 (b) δ = 0.014, κ = 0.0171.

pendix B, which is the largest time scale in the oscillation
dynamics, see the inset in Fig. 5 (b).

Experimental feasibility – Let us now assess the val-
ues of parameters, which lead to the described effects
in a realistic experimental set-up. First, we choose
the radius of the particles R = 0.1 µm, the permit-
tivity ϵ = 12, and the density of the particle material
ρ = 2·103 kg/m3. The geometric parameters of the beam
are taken as λ0 = 1.55 µm and w0 = 2.467 µm. An exper-
imentally feasible power of the right-propagating beam
is A = 1 mW, then the value of B such as B ≪ A
can be found from Eq. (7) as B = δ2A/4. The di-
mensionless modulation frequency ω̄ = 0.342 leads to
∆ω = 3.16 · 103 rad/s. Time in seconds can be calcu-
lated as t = T0τ with T0 = 1.081 ·10−4 sec. According to
Eq. (11) for κ = 0.007 we have η = 3 ·10−10 Pa · s which
is lower than the viscosity of air at room temperature and
atmospheric pressure. First of all, we note that in high
vacuum viscosity depends on air pressure [47]. We found
that our estimates of viscosity is by orders of magnitude
above the limit obtained in [48] at low pressures. The
choice of viscosity is also important because of the effect
of Brownian motion as the viscosity enters the expres-
sion for the amplitude of the stochastic Brownian force.
For observation of the particle escape it is necessary that
the Brownian force be smaller than the force induced by
the dynamic potential. The effect of the Brownian force
can be suppressed by increase of the optical potential.
To assess the effect of the Brownian force, we ran nu-
merical simulation by solving the Langevin equation [49]
at A = 100 mW and temperature T = 3 K keeping the
same values of the dimensionless parameters correspond-
ing to Fig. 5 (a). This choice of temperature is feasible
in a view of the results on millikelvin cooling of optically
trapped microparticles [50]. The simulation results are
shown in Fig. 6. One can see in Fig. 6 that, albeit the
escape flight distance is shortened due to the Brownian
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FIG. 6. Poincaré sections for dissipative escape trajectory
parameters from Fig. 5 (a) with account of the Brownian at
T = 3K.

motion, the particle still escapes to a distance q = 60.
Summary and conclusion – We considered Rayleigh

particles in a periodically modulated optical trap formed
by two counter-propagating Gaussian beams. It is
demonstrated that chaotic motion within the trap is ter-
minated by regular escape flights in which the particle
can travel hundreds micron away from the trap centrum.
As a final note we point out that in realistic set-ups
the initial conditions are set off from the beam axis. In
Fig. 7 (a) we present an example of such trajectory with
the particle initially attracted to the trap centrum and
then ejected into an escape flight. The threshold nature
of particle escape, see Fig. 3 (b) and Fig. 3 (c), sug-
gests possible applications for Rayleigh particle sorting.
In Fig. 5 (b) we show the escape probability as a function
of two parameters, κ and δ. Since only κ is dependent
on the radius R, see Eq. (11), the escape is selective with
respect to the size of the particle and, as such, can be
potentially used for particle separation.

FIG. 7. Summary graphic data; q0 = 7.958, ω̄ = 0.342.
(a) Escape trajectory calculated in 3D space; δ = 0.02, κ =
0.0273. (b) Escape probability P by distance q = 64.5 at time
τ = 1.46 · 105 versus δ and κ.
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Garćıa, M. Sledzinska, F. Alzina, A. Griol, A. Mart́ınez,
and C. M. Sotomayor-Torres, Nature Communications 8,
14965 (2017).

[12] P. Djorwe, Y. Pennec, and B. Djafari-Rouhani, Physical
Review E 98, 032201 (2018).

[13] T. F. Roque, F. Marquardt, and O. M. Yevtushenko, New
Journal of Physics 22, 013049 (2020).

[14] G.-L. Zhu, C.-S. Hu, Y. Wu, and X.-Y. Lü, Fundamental
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Lü, Physical Review A 109, 023529 (2024).

[16] A. Saiko, G. Rusetsky, S. Markevich, and R. Fedaruk,
Physics Letters A 544, 130462 (2025).

[17] Y. Hu, S. Ding, Y. Qin, J. Gu, W. Wan, M. Xiao, and
X. Jiang, Physical Review Letters 127, 134301 (2021).

[18] Y. Liu, R.-S. Zhao, K.-K. Zhang, Z. Jia, R.-G. Wan,
H. Sun, W.-X. Yang, and X.-T. Xie, Chaos, Solitons and
Fractals 188, 115557 (2024).

[19] J. Zhang, B. Peng, S. Kim, F. Monifi, X. Jiang, Y. Li,
P. Yu, L. Liu, Y.-x. Liu, A. Alú, and L. Yang, Nature
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Appendix A: Hamiltonian escape flights

As it is pointed out in the main text, in the Hamil-
tonian case the escape flights cannot be seen as attrac-
tors because attractors are forbidden by Liouville’s theo-
rem. This leads to an apparent contradiction since two-
dimensional sets of initial conditions can not asymptoti-
cally evolve into the escape flights given by Eq. (8) in the
main text. To resolve this contradiction, we start from
the asymptotic equation of motion

d2q

dτ2 = F (q, τ), (A1)

where

F (q, τ) = − 4πδ

1 + (q/q0)2 sin(4πq − ω̄τ) + O3
(

q0

q

)
.

(A2)
By writing the solution in a perturbative form

q = q(0) + q(1), q(1) ≪ q(0), (A3)

where the zeroth order solution is the escape flight given
by Eq. (8) in the main text

q(0)(τ) = ω̄

4π
τ + n

4 , n = . . . , −2, 0, 2, . . . , (A4)

one finds in the limit τ → ∞
d2q(1)

dτ2 = − (4π)3δq2
0

(ω̄τ)2 sin (4πq(1)) . (A5)

The effective force on the right hand part of the above
equation is directed in the opposite direction for small
displacements q0. Thus, in addition to the transla-
tion motion at speed ω̄/4π the particle can also per-
form oscillations about the minimum of the dynamic po-
tential. The energy of these oscillations is dictated by
the initial conditions on the transient chaotic trajectory.
Since Eq. (A5) is a second order differential equations,
the unperturbed escape flight is embedded into a two-
parametric family of solutions. Thus, the particle escape
does not contradict to Liouville’s theorem. For small os-
cillation the solution of Eq. (A5) can be found via the
Taylor expansion of the sine, which leads to

d2q(1)

dτ2 + α

τ2 q(1) = 0 (A6)
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with

α = (4π)4q2
0

ω̄2 , (A7)

and, consequently, to

q(1)(t) =
√

t [C1 sin (β ln t) + C2 cos (β ln t)] , (A8)

where

β = 1
2

√
4α − 1. (A9)

According to Eq. (A8) the particle trapped by the travel-
ing wave performs small oscillations with increasing am-
plitude and decreasing frequency. At large τ the oscilla-
tion amplitude becomes larger than the distance to the
crest of the wave, and the escape flight is terminated.
This conclusion also holds for the nonlinear Eq. (A5)
since the anharmonicity leads to a decrease in the restor-
ing force. In Fig. 8 we show the Hamiltonian escape
flights calculated at large distances. One can see in Fig. 8
that the escape flights are terminated at some distance.
The escape flight distance is determined by the parame-
ters C1 and C2 in Eq. (A8), which, in turn, are dictated
by the transient chaotic trajectory within the trap. All
Hamiltonian escape flights are unstable with the excep-
tion of the core trajectory C1, C2 = 0.

Appendix B: Dissipative escape flights

We start by rewriting the equation of motion that con-
trols the the dissipative dynamics

d2q

dτ2 = F (q, τ) − κ
dq

dτ
. (B1)

First we note that, in contrast to the Hamiltonian case, in
the dissipative case attractors are possible. Note, though,
that Eq. (8) in the main text is not the solution for the
dissipative escape flight since it does not account of fric-
tion. In the dissipative case, the constant velocity escape
solution is possible if the Stokes force is counterbalanced
by the force induced the dynamic potential. Therefore in
an escape flight the particle does not sit in the minimum
of the dynamic potential but rather on its slope such that

κ
ω̄

4π
= − 4πδ

1 + (q(0)/q0)2 sin(q(1)). (B2)

One can see from Eq. (B2) that q(1) must be negative, so
the particle is surfing on the frontal slope of the traveling
wave dynamic potential. In the course of time, the dy-
namic potential is asymptotically decreasing. Therefore,
once

q(1) = −π

2 (B3)

the dynamic potential can not overcome the Stokes force.
The particle wave resonance is destroyed, and the mo-
tion comes to a halt. As the motion slows down, and
the dynamic potential oscillation period becomes much
shorter than the travel time between the local minima
of the potential. The action of the dynamic potential
Vd(q, t) is then averaged out over the characteristic time
scale. Therefore, at the turning point the surfer becomes
a swimmer [31], that is only driven by the force produced
by the static potential

Vs(q) = − 1
1 + (q/q0)2 . (B4)

This results in an overdamped return motion which is
controlled by the equation below

dq

dτ
= − 1

κ

∂Vs(q)
∂q

. (B5)

The return time τ2 can be estimated by solving Eq. (B5)
numerically. Finally, the oscillation period in the escape
trajectory which is composed from a synchronized escape
flight and an overdamped return flight can be assessed as

T = τ1 + τ2. (B6)

The time τ1 can be neglected because the overdamped
motion is much slower than the escape flight, see Fig. (5)
in the main text. To support our conclusions we applied
Eq. (B2) and Eq. (B5) to estimate the escape distance
qmax and the period of escape-return oscillations T as
dependent on κ. The results are shown in Fig. 9.
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FIG. 8. Poincaré sections for Hamiltonian dynamics; q0 = 7.958, ω̄ = 0.342, δ = 0.014.

FIG. 9. Escape-return oscillations in the dissipative case δ = 0.014, ω̄ = 0.342, q0 = 7.958. (a) The escape distance versus κ.
(b) The period versus κ. The blue lines show the semi-analytic solutions. The red diamonds depict the data obtain via direct
numerical simulations.


