arXiv:2401.03486v1 [physics.app-ph] 7 Jan 2024

Nanofabrication beyond optical diffraction limit: Optical driven assembly enabled by superlubricity

Liu Jiang-tao^{1,2∗†}, Deli Peng^{3,4∗}, Qin Yang^1, Ze Liu^{4‡}, Zhenhua Wu^{2,6§}

1College of Physics and Mechatronic Engineering, Guizhou Minzu University, Guiyang 550025, China

2Key Laboratory of Microelectronic Devices and Integrated Technology, Institute of Microelectronics,

Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100029, China

3 Institute of Superlubricity Technology, Research Institute of Tsinghua University in Shenzhen, Shenzhen 518057, China

4 Department of Engineering Mechanics, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China

5 Department of Engineering Mechanics, School of Civil Engineering, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China

6 School of Integrated Circuits, University of CAS, Beijing 100049, China

∗ Contributed equally to this work

†Email: jtliu@semi.ac.cn^‡ Email: ze.liu@whu.edu.cn^§ Email: wuzhenhua@ime.ac.cn

January 9, 2024

Abstract

The optical manipulation of nanoparticles on superlubricity surfaces is investigated. The research revealed that, due to the near-zero static friction and extremely low dynamic friction at superlubricity interfaces, the maximum intensity for controlling the optical field can be less than 100 W/cm^2, which is nine orders of magnitude lower than controlling nanoparticles on traditional interfaces. The controlled nanoparticle radius can be as small as 5 nm, which is more than one order of magnitude smaller than nanoparticles controlled through traditional optical manipulation. Manipulation can be achieved in sub-microsecond to microsecond timescales. Furthermore, the manipulation takes place on solid surfaces and in non-liquid environments, with minimal impact from Brownian motion. By appropriately increasing dynamic friction, controlling light intensity, or reducing pressure, the effects of Brownian motion can be eliminated, allowing for the construction of microstructures with a size as small as 1/75 of the wavelength of light. This enables the control of super-resolution optical microstructures. The optical super-resolution manipulation of nanoparticles on superlubricity surfaces will find important applications in fields such as nanofabrication, photolithography, optical metasurface, and biochemical analysis.

1 Introduction

The construction of solid surface structures finds important applications in various fields, including nanofabrication, semiconductor chips, micro-nanophotonics, catalysis, and biochemical analysis [1]. Among these, the use of optical methods, such as photolithography, for building specific surface structures offers advantages such as low cost, high efficiency, and suitability for mass production, making it the mainstream technology in practical manufacturing. Trillions of semiconductor chips are produced by constructing specific structures on silicon wafers using semiconductor photolithography processes. However, due to the wave nature of light, there is a diffraction limit when light passes through apertures or is focused, making it challenging to further reduce the size of the light spot [2, 3]. As a result, the size of microstructures constructed using light is limited. To further reduce the size of these microstructures, it is necessary to operate with shorter-wavelength light. For advanced semiconductor processes, extreme ultraviolet (EUV) light is required for photolithography [4–6]. However, the production of EUV light sources and optical devices working in this wavelength range is extremely challenging, and their widespread adoption is limited.

In fact, while the size of a light spot is subject to diffraction limits, the intensity of light within the spot is not uniform. Typically, the center of the light spot has the highest intensity, and the intensity weakens exponentially as you move farther from the center. Researchers have harnessed this property of light spots and the fact that the force exerted by light on micro- and nanoparticles is proportional to the gradient of light intensity. This has allowed them to create optical tweezers [7–10], which capture and manipulate tiny particles using light, surpassing the diffraction limit of light. Optical tweezers have found widespread applications in fields such as biology [11–13], medicine or chemistry [14, 15], and controlling surface morphology in materials [9, 16, 17]. However, due to the relatively weak forces generated by optical tweezers, high-intensity light is required to manipulate micro- and nanoparticles on traditional interfaces and construct surface microstructures [18]. This limitation restricts the manipulation of microand nanoparticles.

In this regard, we have conducted research on the optical manipulation of nanoscale particles on superlubricity surfaces. Superlubricity refers to the phenomenon where friction between objects in relative motion is nearly zero or completely absent [19–29]. Specifically, when two crystalline surfaces are in non-integral contact, structural superlubricity occurs, and the static friction is reduced to zero. Super lubrication can be achieved between various different media interfaces, such as graphite, molybdenum disulfide (MoS_2), gold, and hexagonal boron nitride (HBN) [30–38]. Superlubricity can significantly reduce energy loss and wear between interfaces, enhancing the response speed of devices [39, 40]. Superlubricity has been employed in various fields, including high-speed self-recovering graphite blocks [22], high-speed vibrator [41, 42], nanogenerators [43, 44], high-speed switches [45], hard disk drive [46], and ultra-high-speed optical modulators [47, 48].

Our research has revealed that, due to the absence of static friction on superlubricity surfaces, nanometer-sized particles can move freely on these surfaces, significantly reducing the difficulty of manipulating nanometer-sized particles within optical fields. Even in weak light fields, nanoparticles with a radius as small as 5 nm can be manipulated to converge at the center of the light spot under the influence of light gradient forces, thus overcoming the limitations imposed by the diffraction limit of light in traditional photolithography techniques for microfabrication. Moreover, owing to the minimal dynamic friction on superlubricity surfaces, nanoparticles exhibit extremely rapid response times and can be manipulated in the timescale of microseconds. Furthermore, as the contact occurs between solid-solid interfaces, the impact of Brownian motion on nanoparticles is minimal. By appropriately increasing the light intensity or the coefficient of dynamic friction, the positional deviations caused by Brownian motion can be reduced to as low as 1 nm at standard temperature and pressure.

2 Theoretical model and calculation method

We initially investigated the laser direct writing mode, which involves focusing a laser beam to directly manipulate nanoscale particles on superlubricity surfaces. By moving different particles to specific positions, corresponding microstructures can be constructed, as shown in Fig. 1(a). Within the optical field, nanoscale particles are primarily subject to the action of two forces. Due to refraction of light and the electric charge polarization effect of the light field on the small spheres, a potential well is formed, pulling the small spheres toward the point of maximum light intensity and trapping them. The magnitude of this force is proportional to the gradient of light intensity and is referred to as the gradient force. When the particle size is much smaller than the wavelength of light, the magnitude of the gradient force can be expressed as follows [49]

F_{grad} = n^2_sr^3_{np} 2 ( β^2 − 1 β^2 + 2

)_2 ∇I_l, (1) where n_s represents the refractive index of the medium surrounding the particle, r_{np} is the particle radius, β is the ratio of the particle refractive index to the refractive index of the surrounding medium, and I_l is light intensity. The other force is primarily caused by scattering

Figure 1: (a) Schematic illustration of direct nanoparticle manipulation on a superlubricity surface using focused laser light. (b) Schematic representation of the forces acting on the nanoparticle in a Gaussian laser beam. (c) Axial distribution of light intensity at the waist of the Gaussian beam. (d) Variation of the light field gradient force F_{grad} with axial distance from the nanoparticle, with an inset showing the variation of the light field scattering force F_{scat} with axial distance. (e) Variation of the light field gradient force F_{grad} with nanoparticle radius, with an inset illustrating the variation of F_{grad} with the maximum light intensity I_m.

due to the absorption and re-emission of light by nanoscale particles [49]

F_{scat} = I_ln_s c 128π^5r^6_{np} 3λ^4 ( β^2 − 1 β^2 + 2

)_2 , (2)

where λ represents the wavelength. The scattering force is proportional to the sixth power of the particle radius. Since this paper focuses on nanoscale particles with extremely small radii, the scattering force is negligible in comparison to the gradient force of light intensity. Lasers typically output as Gaussian beams and maintain their Gaussian beam profile even after focusing. The spatial distribution of the light field can be expressed as [3]

I(r_l, z) = I_m [ w_0 w (z) ]_2 exp [ −2r^2_l w^2 (z) ] , (3)

where r_l represents the radial coordinate, z is the axial coordinate with the coordinate origin at the beam waist, I_m is the on-axis light intensity at the center, w_0 is the beam waist width, and w(z) is the radius at which the light intensity drops to 1/e^2 of the on-axis intensity. When the light wavelength is 750 nm and the beam waist radius is 0.95 μm, the axial distribution of light intensity at the beam waist exhibits a Gaussian profile. In this case, the light intensity distribution follows a Gaussian curve, with the highest intensity at the center and decreasing as you move further away from the axis. In this way, the dynamic behavior of nanoparticles can be obtained by numerically solving Newton’s laws of motion F = F_{grad} + F_{scat} + f_v = m_{np}a, where f_v represents the frictional force.

3 Results

3.1 Laser direct writing mode We initially investigated the laser direct writing mode, which involves focusing a laser beam to directly manipulate nanoscale particles on superlubricity surfaces. By moving different particles to specific positions, corresponding microstructures can be constructed, as shown in Fig. 1(a). Within the optical field, nanoparticles are primarily influenced by two forces: the gradient force directing towards the region of highest optical intensity and the scattering force directing towards the region of lower optical intensity (Fig. 1(b)). Due to refraction of light and the electric charge polarization effect of the light field on the small spheres, a potential well is formed, pulling the small spheres toward the point of maximum light intensity and trapping them. When the light wavelength is 750 nm and the beam waist radius is 0.95 μm, the axial distribution of light intensity at the beam waist exhibits a Gaussian profile (Fig. 1(c)). In this case, the light intensity distribution follows a Gaussian curve, with the highest intensity at the center and decreasing as you move further away from the axis.

Specifically, we are considering the optical control of MoS_2 nanoparticles on HBN surfaces. The HBN-MoS_2 lattice mismatch is relatively large (∼24.6%), resulting in extremely low friction coefficient, and there is no high-friction state that depends on layer stacking (independent of twist angles) due to interlayer isotropy [31]. Additionally, both HBN and MoS_2 exhibit very low light absorption in the near-infrared or partial red light spectrum. HBN has a low refractive index in this wavelength range (∼2.1) [50], while MoS_2 has a higher refractive index (at a wavelength of 750nm, the refractive index is 5 [51]), which is advantageous for enhancing light gradient forces. For the calculations provided below, unless otherwise specified, the wavelength is set to 750 nm, the nanoparticle radius r_{np} is 5 nm, the beam waist radius w_0 is 0.95 nm, and the on-axis light intensity I_m is set at 100 W/cm^2.

The force experienced by the 5 nm radius MoS_2 particles with I_m = 100 W/cm^2 is shown in Fig. 1(d). The gradient force F_{grad} reaches its maximum near the center of the beam waist, approximately 0.16 pN, with the force direction pointing along the axis. Due to the extremely small particle radius, the scattering force F_{scat} , which is proportional to the sixth power of the particle radius, is on the order of 10^{−24} N, making it 11 orders of magnitude smaller than the gradient force F_{grad}. Therefore, in subsequent calculations, F_{scat} can be neglected. For easier electrode formation and the reported occurrence of superlubricity between metal particles and some layered materials [30], we also calculated the forces acting on nanoparticles of the same size, but made of gold (Au). Due to the presence of surface plasmon resonance in gold nanoparticles [52–54], they experience a larger force. However, since the study focuses on controlling light with a longer wavelength, far from the plasmon resonance frequency, the gradient force F_{grad} for gold nanoparticles, compared to MoS_2 particles, doesn’t significantly increase in magnitude and is approximately 0.28 pN. Similarly, gold nanoparticles have minimal light absorption at a wavelength of 750 nm and their small size allows us to neglect the scattering force F_{scat}.

Next, we examined the force acting on the nanoparticles under equilibrium conditions (static) to understand how the optical field limits the nanoparticle’s position. In a static scenario, with the interface placed horizontally, nanoparticles are primarily subjected to the forces of the light gradient and static friction. Only when the gradient force is greater than the static friction force can the nanoparticle’s motion be ensured. In other words, the ratio of static friction force to the light gradient force determines the range of positions where the nanoparticle eventually comes to rest. For instance, when the static friction force is 10^6G_m (where G_m is the nanoparticle’s weight, with a radius of 5 nm, G_m equals 2.6 × 10^{−20} N), the nanoparticle doesn’t necessarily move to the center of the light spot. It may more likely come to rest outside r_l = 1.3 μm or near r_l = 40 nm. Traditional interfaces typically have relatively high static friction forces, making it challenging for nanoparticles to move to the center of the light spot. This is also why traditional interfaces are less suitable for utilizing optical pressure to drive micro- and nanoparticles for achieving super-resolution structural control. When the static friction force is 10^5G_m, its influence on the particle’s position is minimal. In superlubricity interfaces where the static friction force is zero, nanoparticles will ultimately move to the center of the light spot regardless of how low the driving light intensity is.

While on superlubricity interfaces, nanoparticles subjected to optical forces will eventually move to the center of the light spot, the magnitude of the dynamic friction force will affect the time it takes for the nanoparticles to reach the center. When the maximum light intensity I_m is 100 W/cm^2, the dynamic behavior of nanoparticles under different initial positions and different dynamic friction forces is illustrated in Fig. 1(b). Dynamic friction increases with the increase in speed. At relatively high speeds, the dynamic frictional force on the superlubricated interface is proportional to the velocity v_{np} [22, 55–57], meaning f_v = k_f v_{np}. When v_{np} = 1

Figure 2: (a) Comparison curve between gradient force and static friction force. (b) Nanoparticle’s dynamic behavior for various initial positions and different dynamic friction forces. (c) Nanoparticle’s dynamic behavior for different light intensity levels, with an inset illustrating the dynamic behavior for various light intensities and dynamic friction forces. (d) Nanoparticle’s dynamic behavior for different particle radii, the inset depicts a scenario where dynamic friction is proportional to the particle’s radius rather than its volume.

m/s, the friction force is represented as the friction constant f_{v0}. When the friction constant f_{v0} is very low, for example, f_{v0} = 5×10^4G_m, the optical driving force significantly exceeds the friction force. In this scenario, the kinetic energy gained by the nanoparticles from the optical force is not easily dissipated, resulting in multiple back-and-forth oscillations near the central point before stabilizing. When the friction constant f_{v0} is relatively large, such as f_{v0} = 10^8G_m (2.6 pN), the velocity of optically driven nanoparticles is lower, and it also takes a longer time to reach the equilibrium position. When f_{v0} is in the range of 10^6G_m to 10^7G_m, the combined action of optical forces and friction dissipation allows nanoparticles to rapidly (within 1-2 μs) reach the center and stabilize. At this point, the average velocity of nanoparticles is roughly around 0.5 m/s. Furthermore, since the dynamic friction force is proportional to the velocity, the relationship between the final stabilization time and the initial position is not significant.

When f_{v0} = 10^6G_m, the dynamic behavior of nanoparticles under different optical driving intensities is depicted in Fig. 1(c). The variation in light intensity alters the optical driving force. When the light intensity is weak (e.g., I_m = 10 W/cm^2), the driving force is smaller, and the nanoparticles have less kinetic energy, making them less prone to oscillations, but it takes longer for them to reach the center. Conversely, when the light intensity is strong (e.g., I_m = 10^3 W/cm^2), the opposite occurs. Thus, under different dynamic friction forces, employing different optical driving intensities can avoid oscillations and enable rapid equilibrium. For instance, in the presence of higher dynamic friction (f_{v0} = 10^8G_m), if a strong optical field (I_m = 10^4 W/cm^2) is used, equilibrium can be reached in a very short time (0.1-0.2 μs), as shown in the left inset of Fig. 1(c). Appropriately increasing dynamic friction and the intensity of the driving light can enhance control speed. When dynamic friction (f_{v0} = 10^6G_m) is low, reducing the light intensity (I_m = 0.1 W/cm^2) can also prevent nanoparticle oscillations and lead to a faster center position, as shown in the right inset of Fig. 1(c). This way, reducing dynamic friction can significantly decrease the light intensity required for driving. Although the dynamic friction constant f_{v0} varies considerably with temperature and specific production processes in practical manufacturing, the research results indicate that even with several orders of magnitude of change in f_{v0}, normal control of nanoparticles can be achieved by adjusting the light field intensity. This is advantageous for practical applications of optical nanoparticle manipulation.

As the particle radius increases, the driving force increases because the optical gradient force is proportional to the cube of the particle radius. However, the particle mass (G_m) is also proportional to the cube of the particle radius. When the dynamic friction force is normalized by the particle mass G_m and remains constant, the driving force, dynamic friction force, and particle mass all scale proportionally with the cube of the particle radius. As a result, the acceleration remains constant, and the dynamic behavior of the nanoparticles is consistent. In practical situations, superlubricity dynamic friction is generally related to the boundary length and varies less with changes in particle radius [58]. In this case, when the particle radius increases, the gradient force increases significantly, while the frictional force increases only slightly. Similar to the previous situation where the gradient force was large and the frictional force was small, the particle will undergo multiple vibrations before reaching equilibrium (inset of Fig. 2(d)). However, as mentioned earlier, one can still adjust the light intensity appropriately to achieve normal control of nanoparticles in such cases.

3.2 Photolithography mode - Fraunhofer diffraction In addition to controlling individual nanoparticles through laser direct writing, microscale projection methods are commonly employed in optical surface processing techniques such as photolithography. One of these methods is called proximity projection exposure. In proximity projection, patterns from a mask or photomask are miniaturized and then exposed onto a pho-

Figure 3: (a) Intensity distribution curve of the slit diffraction pattern, with an inset illustrating the Fraunhofer diffraction. (b) Comparison curve between optical gradient force and static friction force, with an inset for optical scattering force. (c) Nanoparticle’s dynamic behavior for an initial position of 0.5 micrometers under different dynamic friction forces, with an inset showing the nanoparticle’s dynamic behavior for an initial position of 2 micrometers. (d) Gradient force of the Gaussian slit’s Fraunhofer diffraction optical field, with an inset depicting the intensity distribution curve.

toresist. This approach allows for the simultaneous creation of lines or patterns, increasing the speed of constructing surface structures. In this type of exposure, the primary limitation comes from diffraction effects, particularly those caused by features like slits, making it challenging to further reduce line widths.

In response to this, we have also examined the influence of diffracted beams from slits on the control of nanoparticles on superlubricity surfaces. The intensity distribution of light due to Fraunhofer diffraction [3], perpendicular to the direction of the slit, is illustrated in Fig. 3(a). Similar to a Gaussian beam, the intensity of Fraunhofer diffraction is strongest at the center position and rapidly decreases as you move farther from the center. What sets it apart is the presence of a series of secondary peaks in addition to the diffraction main peak. Furthermore, the intensity of Fraunhofer diffraction remains constant along the direction of the slit.

When the central field strength I_m = 100 W/cm^2, the force exerted on 5 nm radius MoS_2 particles is depicted in Fig. 3(b). The gradient force F_{grad} reaches its maximum value near the center of the primary peak, approximately 0.11 pN, with the force pointing towards the axis. The reason for F_{grad} being smaller than in a Gaussian beam is that the diffraction width is wider in this case, leading to a reduced gradient in the light field. The scattering force F_{scat} is also much smaller than F_{grad} , by approximately 11 orders of magnitude, and can be neglected. In the equilibrium state (static), the comparison between static friction force and the gradient force of the light field also determines the range of final nanoparticle stopping positions. Unlike the Gaussian beam, due to the presence of secondary peaks, even when the static friction force is equal to zero, multiple equilibrium points (intersections) exist.

The dynamic behavior of nanoparticles under various initial positions and different dynamic friction forces is shown in Fig. 3(c). When f_{v0} = 10^6 −10^7G_m, nanoparticles initially positioned 0.5 μm away from the center, under the combined action of the light field force and friction dissipation, will rapidly reach the center and stabilize. However, if the initial position is far from the center but close to the center of a secondary peak, such as r_{np0} = 2 μm, the nanoparticle will stabilize at the position with the highest intensity of the secondary peak (inset of Fig. 3(c)). To avoid this situation, it is possible to modify the patterns on the mask or photomask, for example, by using Gaussian slits, which would result in a Gaussian distribution of the Fraunhofer diffraction field (inset of Fig. 3(d)). Its gradient force distribution curve is consistent with that of a Gaussian beam. In this case, the specific mechanics and dynamics are similar to the laser direct writing mode, and are therefore not discussed in detail. In practical applications, it is also possible to design photomasks using computational lithography methods such as inverse lithography technology to reduce or eliminate the effects caused by secondary light diffraction [59].

3.3 The effects of Brownian motion In optical trapping and other optical pressure control systems, one important factor that affects optical manipulation is Brownian motion caused by random molecular collisions in the environment [60]. Traditional optical traps are typically performed in liquids, where the higher density of the liquid results in significant Brownian motion effects. Consequently, stronger optical intensities are usually required to trap micro- and nanoparticles. For superlubricity surfaces, the operations can be carried out in air, where the density is lower, and therefore, the impact of Brownian motion is reduced. We have also conducted research on this aspect.

To better understand the physical processes of Brownian motion, we initially studied the impact of single molecule collisions on nanoparticles. We first examined the dynamic behavior of 5 nm MoS_2 nanoparticles under collisions with nitrogen molecules (N_2) at room temperature. When a molecule collides with a nanoparticle, it almost rebounds at its original velocity

Figure 4: (a) Nanoparticle’s dynamics for different numbers of N_2 molecule collisions when the dynamic friction constant, f_{v0}, is 10^6G_m, with an inset for f_{v0} equal to 10^7G_m. (b) Nanoparticle’s dynamics under single collisions for various light intensities. (c) Nanoparticle’s dynamics under single collisions for different particle radii, with an inset depicting the dynamics of Au nanoparticles. (d) Nanoparticle’s dynamics under single collisions with different gas molecules.

while transferring a minimal amount of energy to the nanoparticle. After the collision, the nanoparticle’s velocity is approximately 2M_{N2} V_{N2} /M_{np}, where M_{N2} and V_{N2} are the mass and velocity of the N_2 molecule, and M_{np} is the mass of the nanoparticle. For example, after a collision lasting 0.5 microseconds, the nanoparticle gains an instantaneous velocity and begins to move. However, under the influence of gradient forces and frictional forces, it eventually returns to its center position.

When the friction constant f_{v0} = 10^6G_m, a single molecule collision (N_{N2} = 1) results in a maximum displacement of approximately 0.77 nm (Fig. 4(a)). When the friction constant f_{v0} is 10^7G_m, a single molecule collision leads to a maximum displacement of 0.17 nm (the inset of Fig. 4(a)). This is because friction hinders the nanoparticle’s motion and dissipates the kinetic energy gained during the collision. When ten molecules collide simultaneously at the same speed, with a friction constant f_{v0} of 10^6G_m (or 10^7G_m), the maximum displacement of the nanoparticle is about 7.7 nm (or 1.7 nm). Due to the nanoparticle’s rapid return to equilibrium within microseconds and its extremely small size, if the gas pressure is around 0.1

Pa (close to the lower limit of medium vacuum degree), there are approximately one collision. Therefore, under such gas pressure conditions, the deviations caused by molecular collisions can be neglected.

Increasing the intensity of the optical field can create a stronger gradient force field, which inhibits the nanoparticle from deviating from the center position. When the optical intensities are 10 W/cm^2 and 1000 W/cm^2, the maximum displacements of the nanoparticle are 1.3 nm and 0.31 nm, respectively (Fig. 4(b)). When the nanoparticle’s radius increases, its mass increases, resulting in smaller velocities gained during collisions. Additionally, larger nanoparticle radii lead to stronger gradient forces on the nanoparticle. Both of these factors contribute to reducing the maximum displacement of the nanoparticle. When the nanoparticle’s radius is 5 nm (10 nm), the maximum displacement is approximately 0.77 nm (0.096 nm), as depicted in Fig. 4(c). For Au nanoparticles, due to their larger mass and stronger gradient force resulting from their size, the maximum displacement for 5 nm nanoparticles is 0.24 nm (inset of Fig. 4(c)). Smaller molecular masses result in smaller momentum for the same kinetic energy, which leads to smaller velocities gained by the nanoparticle after collisions, resulting in smaller displacements. For environmental molecules N_2, He, and H_2, the maximum displacements of the nanoparticle are 0.77 nm, 0.29 nm, and 0.21 nm, respectively (Fig. 4(d)).

Building upon single-molecule collision simulations, we also simulated the impact of random molecular collisions, representing Brownian motion, on the nanoparticle’s motion. Due to the extremely small nanoparticle radius and the low air density, we used very small time intervals in our calculations to ensure that the probability of a molecule-nanoparticle collision within a single time interval was less than 0.5, to avoid the influence of stochastic bias. For computational convenience, we only considered radial momentum transfer. The results are shown in Fig. 5, where we used a friction constant of f_{v0} = 10^7G_m and N_2 gas molecules in the calculations. Under the influence of collisions with environmental gas molecules, the nanoparticle exhibits irregular motion as it approaches the equilibrium position. However, due to the limiting effect of the gradient force field of the optical field, it doesn’t deviate too far from the equilibrium position. When the air pressure is at 1 atmosphere, the nanoparticle’s maximum displacement is close to 60 nm (Fig. 5(a)). When the air pressure is reduced, the probability of molecular collisions decreases, leading to a smaller maximum displacement. At air pressures of 0.1 (0.01) atmospheres, the maximum displacement is approximately 20 nm (5 nm).

Due to the nanoparticle’s rapid movement under the influence of the gradient force before it approaches the equilibrium position (0-1 μs), the displacement due to molecular collisions is minimal during this phase. Significant irregular motion only occurs once the nanoparticle approaches the steady state. As a result, we positioned the nanoparticle directly at the center

Figure 5: (a) Nanoparticle’s dynamics under different atmospheric pressures for MoS_2 nanoparticles. (b) Mean square displacement of MoS_2 or Au nanoparticles’ position with respect to changes in atmospheric pressure, with an inset showing the mean square displacement concerning nanoparticle radius. (c) Mean square displacement of MoS_2 nanoparticles’ position as a function of maximum light intensity for various dynamic friction constants, f_{v0}. (d) Mean square displacement of MoS_2 nanoparticles’ position concerning changes in maximum light intensity for different dynamic friction constants, f_{v0}.

(t = 0) to study the mean square displacement caused by molecular collisions. To reduce the impact of randomness, each data point was calculated 100 times. The mean square displacement of position with changing air pressure is shown in Fig. 5(b). As air pressure decreases, the mean square displacement of position also decreases. For MoS_2 nanoparticles, at an air pressure of 10^3 Pa and a maximum light intensity of 100 W/cm^2, the mean square displacement is approximately 2.7 nm, indicating minimal influence from Brownian motion. When the air pressure is 10^2 Pa, the mean square displacement is around 0.8 nm, making the effect of Brownian motion essentially negligible. For Au nanoparticles, at an air pressure of 10^3 Pa, the mean square displacement is approximately 1 nm, indicating minimal influence from Brownian motion. Like in single collisions, when nanoparticle radius increases, the nanoparticle’s mass becomes larger, and the speed acquired during collisions becomes smaller. Additionally, the nanoparticle experiences a larger gradient force from the optical field. These factors combined result in a smaller mean square displacement of position. However, at 1 atmosphere, even with a radius of 15 nm, the mean square displacement for MoS_2 nanoparticles reaches 8.2 nm. At this point, the influence of Brownian motion cannot be completely ignored (insert of Fig. 5(b)).

Under 1 atmosphere of pressure, the influence of light intensity and dynamic friction constant (f_{v0}) is depicted in Figs. 5(c) and (d). Similar to the results from single collisions, higher light intensity provides a stronger gradient force, while a larger dynamic friction constant f_{v0} enables faster dissipation of the kinetic energy transferred to the nanoparticle through air molecule collisions, thereby reducing the mean square displacement of position. When the dynamic friction constant f_{v0} is 10^9G_m (∼26 pN), the light intensity in the range of 10^2 − 10^6 W/cm^2 results in very small mean square displacements of position (less than 1.55 nm). When the maximum light intensity is 10^4 or 10^5 W/cm^2 and the dynamic friction constant f_{v0} is in the range of 10^7 − 10^{10}G_m, the mean square displacements of position remain very small (less than 2.8 nm). Furthermore, as seen in the results from Fig. 2(c), when the dynamic friction constant f_{v0} and light intensity are both relatively strong, it is more favorable for reducing the time it takes for the nanoparticle to reach the equilibrium position. Therefore, appropriately increasing the dynamic friction constant (e.g., 10^8G_m) and light intensity (e.g., 10^4 W/cm^2) is beneficial for overcoming the adverse effects of Brownian motion, speeding up processing, and facilitating practical applications for optically controlling superlubricated nanoparticles. It’s worth noting that the required light intensity (10^4 W/cm^2) here is very low compared to the high light intensities needed in other optical force manipulation processes. For example, to overcome the strong interactions between traditional surfaces and micro/nanoparticles, a high peak laser power of up to 10^{11} W/cm^2 is required through a femtosecond laser system [18].

Finally, let’s discuss how to utilize controlled nanoparticles for building surface nanostructures and the feasibility of such experiments. After manipulating nanoparticles to specific positions using optical trapping, it is possible to employ uniform beams of shorter wavelengths to heat the nanoparticles, causing them to lose their superlubricity and thus become immobilized in desired locations. This immobilization step is crucial for constructing specific lattice structures. Subsequently, the enhanced optical absorption of the photoresist near the nanoparticles, induced by nanoparticle surface plasmon resonance or scattering, can be utilized for etching corresponding microstructures. Alternatively, nanoparticles can serve as nucleation centers for the growth of nanostructures, achieved through techniques like molecular beam epitaxy (MBE).

Moreover, while this study focused on nanoparticles with extremely small radii of approximately 5 nm to showcase the super-resolution capabilities of optical manipulation on superlubricated surfaces, it’s important to note that larger particles, ranging from tens of nanometers to micrometers in size, can also be effectively controlled on superlubricated surfaces. Manipulating larger particles becomes even easier due to the cubic dependence of the optical gradient force on particle radius. The key takeaway is that superlubricated surface optical manipulation has the potential to revolutionize the creation of surface nanostructures, offering unprecedented control and precision, even for larger nanoparticles.

In terms of experimental feasibility, the technology for manipulating micro- and nanoparticles using optical tweezers and other optical force methods is well-established. Simultaneously, the preparation and transfer techniques for superlubricated surfaces are also highly mature. This research effectively combines these two areas of expertise. Furthermore, the study’s results indicate that the specific optical manipulation processes are robust and not highly sensitive to system parameters. For instance, when the dynamic friction constant, f_{v0}, varies between 10^5G_m and 10^9G_m, the system can be made to work efficiently by adjusting factors like optical intensity. What’s particularly encouraging is that the required optical intensity is relatively low, with a maximum of only 10^4 W/cm^2. This is significantly lower than the optical field strengths typically used in traditional optical tweezers. To put it into perspective, focusing 5 mW of laser power (equivalent to the brightness of a standard laser pointer) to the diffraction limit can already achieve an intensity of 10^5 W/cm^2. Therefore, from an experimental standpoint, this research is entirely feasible.

4 Conclusions

The research has revealed optical manipulation of nanoparticles on superlubricity surfaces. It was found that due to the absence of static friction on superlubricity surfaces, even nanoparticles with a radius as small as 5 nm can converge at the center of a diffracted light spot under the influence of a weak light field gradient, thus breaking the diffraction limit of light. Additionally, owing to the extremely low dynamic friction on superlubricity surfaces, the response time of nanoparticles is exceptionally fast, allowing particle manipulation to be accomplished within microseconds. Further reduction in the manipulation time can be achieved by increasing the dynamic friction constant (e.g., to 10^8G_m) and controlling the light intensity (e.g., 10^4 W/cm^2). The effect of Brownian motion is significantly reduced as the manipulation takes place on a solid-solid interface and in a non-liquid environment. Adjusting the dynamic friction force and controlling the light intensity or reducing the air pressure can eliminate the impact of Brownian motion. Moreover, the system exhibits robustness to variations in parameters; for instance, when the dynamic friction constant ranges from 10^5G_m to 10^9G_m, it can operate effectively by adjusting controllable factors such as light intensity. This excellent robustness is expected to facilitate practical implementations of optical super-resolution manipulation of nanoparticles. This breakthrough in optical manipulation on superlubricity surfaces holds significant potential for applications in fields such as photolithography, optical metamaterials, surface catalysis, and more.

Declaration of Competing Interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.

Data availability

Data will be made available on request.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC) (Grants No.62174040, No. 12174423), the 13th batch of outstanding young scientific and Technological Talents Project in Guizhou Province (Grant no. [2021]5618).

References

[1] Jesús del Barrio and Carlos Sánchez-Somolinos. Light to shape the future: From photolithography to 4d printing. Advanced Optical Materials, 7(16):1900598, 2019.

[2] Daniel Bratton, Da Yang, Junyan Dai, and Christopher K. Ober. Recent progress in high resolution lithography. Polymers for Advanced Technologies, 17(2):94–103, 2006.

[3] Max Born and Emil Wolf. Principles of Optics: Electromagnetic Theory of Propagation, Interference and Diffraction of Light (7th Edition). Cambridge University Press, 7th edition, 1999.

[4] Christian Wagner and Noreen Harned. Lithography gets extreme. Nature Photonics, 4(1):24–26, Jan 2010.

[5] Randy A. Bartels, Ariel Paul, Hans Green, Henry C. Kapteyn, Margaret M. Murnane, Sterling Backus, Ivan P. Christov, Yanwei Liu, David Attwood, and Chris Jacobsen. Generation of spatially coherent light at extreme ultraviolet wavelengths. Science, 297(5580):376–378, 2002.

[6] Banqiu Wu and Ajay Kumar. Extreme ultraviolet lithography: A review. Journal of Vacuum Science & Technology B: Microelectronics and Nanometer Structures Processing, Measurement, and Phenomena, 25(6):1743–1761, 10 2007.

[7] Keir C. Neuman and Attila Nagy. Single-molecule force spectroscopy: optical tweezers, magnetic tweezers and atomic force microscopy. Nature Methods, 5(6):491–505, Jun 2008.

[8] Mathieu L. Juan, Maurizio Righini, and Romain Quidant. Plasmon nano-optical tweezers.

Nature Photonics, 5(6):349–356, Jun 2011.

[9] Yuquan Zhang, Changjun Min, Xiujie Dou, Xianyou Wang, Hendrik Paul Urbach, Michael G. Somekh, and Xiaocong Yuan. Plasmonic tweezers: for nanoscale optical trapping and beyond. Light: Science & Applications, 10(1):59, Mar 2021.

[10] Jing Liu, Mian Zheng, Zhengjun Xiong, and Zhi-Yuan Li. 3d dynamic motion of a dielectric micro-sphere within optical tweezers. Opto-Electron Adv, 4(1):200015–1–200015–11, 2021.

[11] Xiaowei Zhuang. Unraveling dna condensation with optical tweezers. Science, 305(5681):188–190, 2004.

[12] Itia A. Favre-Bulle and Ethan K. Scott. Optical tweezers across scales in cell biology.

Trends in Cell Biology, 32(11):932–946, 2022.

[13] Anna E. C. Meijering, Kata Sarlós, Christian F. Nielsen, Hannes Witt, Janni Harju, Emma Kerklingh, Guus H. Haasnoot, Anna H. Bizard, Iddo Heller, Chase P. Broedersz, Ying Liu, Erwin J. G. Peterman, Ian D. Hickson, and Gijs J. L. Wuite. Nonlinear mechanics of human mitotic chromosomes. Nature, 605(7910):545–550, May 2022.

[14] Ryan C. Sullivan, Hallie Boyer-Chelmo, Kyle Gorkowski, and Hassan Beydoun. Aerosol optical tweezers elucidate the chemistry, acidity, phase separations, and morphology of atmospheric microdroplets. Accounts of Chemical Research, 53(11):2498–2509, Nov 2020.

[15] Ramin Jamali, Farzaneh Nazari, Azadeh Ghaffari, Sabareesh K. P. Velu, and Ali-Reza Moradi. Speckle tweezers for manipulation of high and low refractive index micro-particles and nano-particle loaded vesicles. Nanophotonics, 10(11):2915–2928, 2021.

[16] Quanbo Jiang, Prithu Roy, Jean-Benoît Claude, and Jérôme Wenger. Single photon source from a nanoantenna-trapped single quantum dot. Nano Letters, 21(16):7030–7036, Aug 2021.

[17] Subhrokoli Ghosh, Anand Dev Ranjan, Santu Das, Rakesh Sen, Basudev Roy, Soumyajit Roy, and Ayan Banerjee. Directed self-assembly driven mesoscale lithography using laserinduced and manipulated microbubbles: Complex architectures and diverse applications. Nano Letters, 21(1):10–25, Jan 2021.

[18] Aleksander M. Shakhov, Artyom A. Astafiev, Dmytro O. Plutenko, Oleg M. Sarkisov, Anatoly I. Shushin, and Viktor A. Nadtochenko. Femtosecond optical trap-assisted nanopatterning through microspheres by a single ti:sapphire oscillator. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C, 119(22):12562–12571, Jun 2015.

[19] Oded Hod, Ernst Meyer, Quanshui Zheng, and Michael Urbakh. Structural superlubricity and ultralow friction across the length scales. Nature, 563:485–492, 2018.

[20] Jianbin Luo, Min Liu, and Liran Ma. Origin of friction and the new frictionless technology—superlubricity: Advancements and future outlook. Nano Energy, 86:106092, 2021.

[21] Wenzheng Zhai and Kun Zhou. Nanomaterials in superlubricity. Advanced Functional Materials, 29(28):1806395, 2019.

[22] Jiarui Yang, Ze Liu, Francois Grey, Zhiping Xu, Xide Li, Yilun Liu, Michael Urbakh, Yao Cheng, and Quanshui Zheng. Observation of high-speed microscale superlubricity in graphite. Phys. Rev. Lett., 110:255504, Jun 2013.

[23] Shu-Wei Liu, Hua-Ping Wang, Qiang Xu, Tian-Bao Ma, Gui Yu, Chenhui Zhang, Dechao Geng, Zhiwei Yu, Shengguang Zhang, Wenzhong Wang, Yuan-Zhong Hu, Hui Wang, and Jianbin Luo. Robust microscale superlubricity under high contact pressure enabled by graphene-coated microsphere. Nature Communications, 8:14029, 2017.

[24] Ebru Cihan, Semran ipek, Engin Durgun, and Mehmet Z. Baykara. Structural lubricity under ambient conditions. Nature Communications, 7:12055, 2016.

[25] Jinjin Li, Jianfeng Li, Xinchun Chen, Yuhong Liu, and Jianbin Luo. Microscale superlubricity at multiple gold-graphite heterointerfaces under ambient conditions. Carbon, 161:827 – 833, 2020.

[26] Hossein Jiryaei Sharahi, Philip Egberts, and Seonghwan Kim. Mechanisms of friction reduction of nanoscale sliding contacts achieved through ultrasonic excitation. Nanotechnology, 30(7):075502, dec 2018.

[27] M Peyrard and S Aubry. Critical behaviour at the transition by breaking of analyticity in the discrete frenkel-kontorova model. Journal of Physics C: Solid State Physics, 16(9):1593, mar 1983.

[28] Huizhong Bai, Guijin Zou, Hongwei Bao, Suzhi Li, Fei Ma, and Huajian Gao. Deformation coupled moiré mapping of superlubricity in graphene. ACS Nano, 17(13):12594–12602, Jul 2023.

[29] Weidong Yan, Xiang Gao, Wengen Ouyang, Ze Liu, Oded Hod, and Michael Urbakh.

Shape-dependent friction scaling laws in twisted layered material interfaces. arXiv, page 2308.02818v1, 2023.

[30] Shigeki Kawai, Andrea Benassi, Enrico Gnecco, Hajo Söde, Rémy Pawlak, Xinliang Feng, Klaus Müllen, Daniele Passerone, Carlo A. Pignedoli, Pascal Ruffieux, Roman Fasel, and Ernst Meyer. Superlubricity of graphene nanoribbons on gold surfaces. Science, 351(6276):957–961, 2016.

[31] Mengzhou Liao, Paolo Nicolini, Luojun Du, Jiahao Yuan, Shuopei Wang, Hua Yu, Jian Tang, Peng Cheng, Kenji Watanabe, Takashi Taniguchi, Lin Gu, Victor E. P. Claerbout, Andrea Silva, Denis Kramer, Tomas Polcar, Rong Yang, Dongxia Shi, and Guangyu Zhang. Uitra-low friction and edge-pinning effect in large-lattice-mismatch van der waals heterostructures. Nature Materials, 21(1):47–53, Jan 2022.

[32] Xiangyu Ge, Zhiyuan Chai, Qiuyu Shi, Yanfei Liu, and Wenzhong Wang. Graphene superlubricity: A review. Friction, 11(11):1953–1973, Nov 2023.

[33] Martin Dienwiebel, Gertjan S. Verhoeven, Namboodiri Pradeep, Joost W. M. Frenken, Jennifer A. Heimberg, and Henny W. Zandbergen. Superlubricity of graphite. Phys. Rev. Lett., 92:126101, Mar 2004.

[34] Xinlei Gao, Hao Chen, Hong Yan, Chengrui Huang, Li Wu, and Tingting Wang. Superlubricity by polyimide-induced alignment. Friction, 11(9):1690–1707, Sep 2023.

[35] Holger Büch, Antonio Rossi, Stiven Forti, Domenica Convertino, Valentina Tozzini, and Camilla Coletti. Superlubricity of epitaxial monolayer ws2 on graphene. Nano Research, 11(11):5946–5956, Nov 2018.

[36] Shuai Shi, Dan Guo, and Jianbin Luo. Micro/atomic-scale vibration induced superlubricity. Friction, 9(5):1163–1174, Oct 2021.

[37] Yanmin Liu, Kang Wang, Qiang Xu, Jie Zhang, Yuanzhong Hu, Tianbao Ma, Quanshui Zheng, and Jianbin Luo. Superlubricity between graphite layers in ultrahigh vacuum. ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces, 12(38):43167–43172, Sep 2020.

[38] Renato Buzio, Andrea Gerbi, Cristina Bernini, Luca Repetto, and Andrea Vanossi.

Graphite superlubricity enabled by triboinduced nanocontacts. Carbon, 184:875–890, 2021.

[39] Wenzheng Zhai and Kun Zhou. Nanomaterials in superlubricity. Advanced Functional Materials, 29(28):1806395, 2019.

[40] JinJin Li and JianBin Luo. Advancements in superlubricity. Science China Technological Sciences, 56(12):2877–2887, Dec 2013.

[41] Quanshui Zheng and Qing Jiang. Multiwalled carbon nanotubes as gigahertz oscillators.

Phys. Rev. Lett., 88:045503, Jan 2002.

[42] Deli Peng, Zhanghui Wu, Diwei Shi, Cangyu Qu, Haiyang Jiang, Yiming Song, Ming Ma, Gabriel Aeppli, Michael Urbakh, and Quanshui Zheng. Load-induced dynamical transitions at graphene interfaces. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 117(23):12618–12623, 2020.

[43] Xuanyu Huang, Li Lin, and Quanshui Zheng. Theoretical study of superlubric nanogenerators with superb performances. Nano Energy, 70:104494, 2020.

[44] Xuanyu Huang, Xiaojian Xiang, Jinhui Nie, Deli Peng, Fuwei Yang, Zhanghui Wu, Haiyang Jiang, Zhiping Xu, and Quanshui Zheng. Microscale schottky superlubric generator with high direct-current density and ultralong life. Nature Communications, 12(1):2268, Apr 2021.

[45] Zhanghui Wu, Xuanyu Huang, Xiaojian Xiang, and Quanshui Zheng. Electro-superlubric springs for continuously tunable resonators and oscillators. Communications Materials, 2(1):104, Oct 2021.

[46] Zhang Shou-Mo and Vu Cuong-C and Li Qun-Yang and Tagawa Norio and Zheng Quan- Shui. Superlubricity Relevant in Hard Disk Drive Applications. In ASME 2016 Conference on Information Storage and Processing Systems, Information Storage and Processing Systems, page V001T01A004, 2016.

[47] Mimi Zhou, Chaobiao Zhou, Kun Luo, Weimin Li, Jiangtao Liu, Ze Liu, and Zhenhua Wu. Ultrawide bandwidth and sensitive electro-optic modulator based on a graphene nanoelectromechanical system with superlubricity. Carbon, 176:228–234, 2021.

[48] Yanli Xu, Chuan Zhang, Weimin Li, Rong Li, Jiangtao Liu, Ze Liu, and Zhenhua Wu. High sensitivity ultraviolet graphene-metamaterial integrated electro-optic modulator enhanced by superlubricity. Nanophotonics, 11(16):3547–3557, 2022.

[49] Yasuhiro Harada and Toshimitsu Asakura. Radiation forces on a dielectric sphere in the rayleigh scattering regime. Optics Communications, 124(5):529–541, 1996.

[50] Seong-Yeon Lee, Tae-Young Jeong, Suyong Jung, and Ki-Ju Yee. Refractive index dispersion of hexagonal boron nitride in the visible and near-infrared. physica status solidi (b), 256(6):1800417, 2019.

[51] A R Beal and H P Hughes. Kramers-kronig analysis of the reflectivity spectra of 2h-mos2, 2h-mose2 and 2h-mote2. Journal of Physics C: Solid State Physics, 12(5):881, mar 1979.

[52] Tao Wang, Xinyao Shi, Jin Wang, Yijun Xu, Jie Chen, Zhuo Dong, Man Jiang, Pengfei Ma, Rongtao Su, Yanxing Ma, Jian Wu, Kai Zhang, and Pu Zhou. Nonlinear photoresponse of metallic graphene-like vse2 ultrathin nanosheets for pulse laser generation. Science China Information Sciences, 62(12):220406, Nov 2019.

[53] Wenjun Liu, Mengli Liu, Ximei Liu, Xiaoting Wang, Hui-Xiong Deng, Ming Lei, Zhongming Wei, and Zhiyi Wei. Recent advances of 2d materials in nonlinear photonics and fiber lasers. Advanced Optical Materials, 8(8):1901631, 2020.

[54] Xinglin Wen, Sijie Chen, Jiaxin Zhao, Wei Du, and Weijie Zhao. Enhanced plasmonic hot-carrier transfer in au/ws2 heterojunctions under nonequilibrium condition. ACS Photonics, 9(5):1522–1528, May 2022.

[55] Roberto Guerra, Ugo Tartaglino, Andrea Vanossi, and Erio Tosatti. Ballistic nanofriction.

Nature Materials, 9(8):634–637, Aug 2010.

[56] Ze Liu, Jefferson Zhe Liu, Yao Cheng, Zhihong Li, Li Wang, and Quanshui Zheng. Interlayer binding energy of graphite: A mesoscopic determination from deformation. Phys. Rev. B, 85:205418, May 2012.

[57] Jin Wang, Ali Khosravi, Andrea Vanossi, and Erio Tosatti. Sliding and pinning in structurally lubric 2d material interfaces. arXiv, page 2305.19740v1, 2023.

[58] Dirk Dietzel, Michael Feldmann, Udo D. Schwarz, Harald Fuchs, and André Schirmeisen.

Scaling laws of structural lubricity. Phys. Rev. Lett., 111:235502, Dec 2013.

[59] Yijiang Shen, Ningning Jia, Ngai Wong, and Edmund Y. Lam. Robust level-set-based inverse lithography. Opt. Express, 19(6):5511–5521, Mar 2011.

[60] Tongcang Li, Simon Kheifets, David Medellin, and Mark G. Raizen. Measurement of the instantaneous velocity of a brownian particle. Science, 328(5986):1673–1675, 2010.