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Bound states in the continuum (BICs) represent a new paradigm in photonics due to the full
suppression of radiation losses. However, this suppression has also hampered their direct observation.
By using a double terahertz (THz) near-field technique that allows the local excitation and detection
of the THz amplitude, we are able to map for the first time the electromagnetic field of BICs over
extended areas, unveiling the field-symmetry protection that suppresses far-field radiation. This
investigation, done for metasurfaces of dimer rod resonators, reveals the in-plane extension and
formation of BICs with anti-symmetric phases, in agreement with coupled-dipole calculations. By
displacing the rods, we demonstrate that mirror symmetry is not a necessary condition for BIC
formation. Only π-rotation symmetry is required, making BICs exceptionally robust to structural
changes. This work makes the local field of BICs experimentally accessible, which is crucial for the
engineering of cavities with infinite lifetimes.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the major drivers in the fields of optics and
photonics is the realization and investigation of systems
supporting high-quality (high-Q) electromagnetic reso-
nances. These investigations are motivated by funda-
mental phenomena, such as light-matter interaction, non-
linear optics, ultra-strong coupling, or optical switching,
as well as by potential applications, such as optical sens-
ing, storage, low threshold lasing, or frequency and po-
larisation filtering1–6. The quality of a resonator is in-
herently limited by the losses in the system, which have
two possible sources: intrinsic material losses or the ab-
sorption of the electromagnetic (EM) wave, and radia-
tion leakage of the EM energy out of the system. The
first source of loss can be suppressed or minimized by us-
ing materials with no or weak absorption at the resonant
frequency (e.g. dielectrics at optical frequencies and/or
noble metals at low frequencies). The suppression of ra-
diation leakage is more subtle as it requires to create a
fully closed system, which does not allow either to cou-
ple far-field EM energy into the resonances, nor to probe
these resonances in the far-field.

Recent advances with more complex periodic struc-
tures of scatterers has led to the realization of the so-
called Bound States in the Continuum (BICs), which
have boosted the fundamental research on high-Q res-
onators7–18. These structures define open systems with
eigenstates that have their frequency and wave vector in
the radiation continuum (inside the light cone) and, con-
sequently, cannot couple to this continuum. Two differ-
ent types of BICs can be realized in periodic systems or
metasurfaces: Symmetry protected BICs and accidental
BICs10,12,15,19–26. A symmetry protected BIC can only
be generated in the 0th-order of reflection/transmission
or the Γ point of the periodic system. The symmetry

of the unit cell precludes radiation normal to the plane
of the array12. Accidental BICs are formed when two
different modes (i.e., different emission patterns) inter-
fere destructively and cancel each other in the far-field
under a specific angle of incidence/scattering. Similar to
closed systems, the remarkable suppression of coupling to
the continuum makes it impossible to directly excite and
observe BICs with far-field spectroscopic techniques27.
Therefore, research on BICs has been so-far limited to
the observation of quasi-BICs or sharp Fano resonances
in their evolution towards BICs3,19–24,28,29.

In this manuscript, we demonstrate that it is possi-
ble to excite symmetry protected BICs and directly im-
age the spatial distribution of their associated EM fields.
This demonstration is done at THz frequencies by imag-
ing the electric field distribution in the time domain using
a double near-field microscopy technique and a metasur-
face of gold dimer resonators (array of two equal res-
onators per unit cell). The simultaneous measurement
of amplitude and phase on the metasurface enables us
to experimentally unravel the mechanisms leading to the
complete suppression of radiation losses and the storage
of EM energy into the open cavity defined by the meta-
surface. By displacing the rods in the dimer, we break the
mirror symmetry of the metasurface and show that only
π-rotation symmetry is necessary to sustain symmetry
protected BICs. This property makes BICs exception-
ally robust and the realization of open optical cavities
with infinite life times or Q-factors surprisingly simple.

The strategy to suppress material losses depends on
the frequency range. The high permittivity of noble met-
als at low frequencies results in a small electronic skin
depth and low material losses. Noble metals such as gold
are, therefore, ideal to manufacture resonant structures
at giga- and terahertz frequencies. The arrangement of
these structures in a photonic lattice can tailor their ra-
diation properties to enhance scattering in certain direc-
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tions. These enhanced differential scattering cross sec-
tions by interference of the scattered waves is the mecha-
nism leading to applications, such as antenna arrays and
beam shaping 6,13. The recent discovery that arrays of
similar resonant dipolar scatterers can also fully suppress
all radiation channels and support symmetry protected
BICs has opened the possibility of realizing ultra-high Q
resonances in extended open cavities of scatterers20,25,30.

II. SAMPLE DESCRIPTION

We have fabricated samples supporting BIC states us-
ing standard optical lithography, metal deposition, and
lift-off techniques (see supplemental information). A
photograph of the sample with dimensions 2 × 2 cm2

is shown in Fig. 1. The investigated sample consists of
a 2D periodic lattice of gold rods with a height of 100
nm on top of Z-cut quartz substrate with a thickness of
2.5 mm. A 2 nm thick layer of titanium was used for
the adhesion of the gold layer. Figure 1 also shows a
microscope image of the sample. The gold rods have a
length of 200 µm and a width of 40 µm, and are de-
signed to have the fundamental (λ/2) resonance around
0.4 THz. A squared unit cell with periodicity P = 300
µm contains two of these rods, which are displaced from
each-other along the diffraction axis by x = 120 µm.

FIG. 1: (a) Photograph of the sample and (b)
microscope image of several unit cells of the sample.
The period P and distance between rods dx are also

indicated in the image.

III. QUASI-BIC DISPERSION CALCULATIONS

To validate the presence of a BIC in the fabricated
metasurface, a coupled electric and magnetic dipole
(CEMD) calculation is used that fully accounts for all
dipole interactions across the infinite array31,32. In this
particular geometry, each rod is replaced by a longitudi-
nal electric dipole along the polarization of the incident
EM wave. The polarizability αy of the dipole is equal to
that of a rod as extracted from a full numerical calcula-
tion using the method of moments33,34 (see supplemen-
tal information). The expected frequency of the BIC can
be extrapolated from the dispersion curve obtained for

the zeroth-order transmittance as a function of the an-
gle of incidence and calculated using the CEMD model.
This dispersion curve is shown in Fig. 2(a) from 0◦ to
90◦ and at angles close to normal incidence (Γ point) in
Fig. 2(b). In addition, the angular dependence of the Q-
factor is shown in Fig. 2(c), revealing the characteristic
divergence of symmetry protected BICs upon approach-
ing normal incidence. We also note the remarkable high
value of the Q-factor for all angles despite the very simple
geometry, with Q > 104 for angles of incidence smaller
than 25◦.

The dimensions of the particles and their periodicity
in the sample was chosen such that the radiative cou-
pling between rods in the plane of the array is enhanced
by diffraction, which leads to the so-called surface lat-
tice resonances (SLRs)35,36. The presence of two rods
per unit cell of the array should lead to two SLRs in
which the two rods in the unit cell oscillate in-phase
or out-of-phase15,37–39. The in-phase or symmetric SLR
corresponds to a super-radiant mode that couples very
efficiently to the continuum; while the out-of-phase or
anti-symmetric SLR defines the BIC with a sub-radiant
character. Using the CEMD model, SLRs can be found as
the solution of the homogeneous problem (no source), ob-
tained by imposing that the inverse of the scattering ma-
trix vanishes. At normal incidence, the imaginary com-
ponents of the eigenvalues of these anti-symmetric and
symmetric modes calculated using the CEMD model can
be approximated by15

Im
[
Λ+

]
= Im

[
(k2∆αy)2

8Gyy

]
, (1)

Im
[
Λ−] = Im

[
2

(
1

k2αy
−Gbyy

)
− (k2∆αy)2

8Gyy

]
, (2)

where αy is the average polarizability of both particles,
∆αy defines the detuning between the two rods in the
unit cell, Gbyy is the self-interaction of each dipole ar-
ray, and Gyy is the mutual interaction of both arrays. In
the limit of ∆αy = 0, i.e., when the two rods are equal
in size, Λ+ and Λ− correspond to the eigenmodes for
out-of-phase and in-phase oscillation of identical dipoles,
respectively. Moreover, in the absence of diffraction or-
ders, as it is the case for Eqs. 1 and 2, the imaginary com-
ponent of the anti-symmetric lattice resonance vanishes.
In this case, Λ+ can have solutions at real frequencies,
which correspond to the symmetry protected BIC. As we
demonstrate experimentally below, the out-of-phase os-
cillation of the two dipoles of equal strength and same
frequency is responsible for the complete suppression of
the radiation leakage to the far-field.

IV. THZ TRANSMISSION MEASUREMENTS

The transmittance through the sample (power trans-
mission normalized by the incident power) was measured
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FIG. 2: (a) Zeroth-order transmittance as a function of the angle of incidence as calculated using the CEMD model.
(b) Same as (a) at angles close to normal incidence (note the different scale of the transmittance in (a) and (b). (c)

Q-factor as a function of the angle of incidence.

with a THz time-domain spectrometer (THz-TDS), as
illustrated in the inset of Fig. 3. The transmittance
measurement is shown in the same figure, where no reso-
nance associated to the BIC can be observed at 0.38 THz
as could be expected from the suppression of coupling to
the continuum. Only a very broad resonance at 0.45
THz is visible, which can be associated to the symmet-
ric SLR with increased radiation losses (super-radiance)
when the two rods are equal in size, i.e., when ∆αy = 0
and Im [Λ−] has a maximum value, as given in Eq. 2.

FIG. 3: Measured far-field transmittance spectrum
under normal incidence using a THz time-domain

spectrometer, as schematically depicted in the inset.
The expected frequency of the BIC, as obtained from

the CEMD model, is indicated by the grey dashed line.
The spectral resolution of the measurements is 7 GHz.

We have also done angle dependent transmittance
measurements (see supplemental information, Fig. SI.1).
However, the extremely narrow resonance predicted by
the CEMD calculations cannot be resolved in these mea-
surements as the frequency resolution of the THz time-
domain spectrometer is 7 GHz, as can be seen in the
measurement of Fig. 3 and limited by reflections in the
sample substrate, while the expected resonance linewidth

is in the MHz range.

V. THZ NEAR-FIELD MEASUREMENTS OF
BICS

The complete suppression of in- or out-coupling of elec-
tromagnetic radiation from the far-field, makes the obser-
vation of BICs only possible with near-field techniques40.
As we show next, the field distribution associated with
the symmetry protected BICs can be directly imaged by
the local excitation of one of the rods in a unit cell of
the array and the near-field detection of the THz field
on the surface of the 2D array. This local excitation
and detection of ultra-short THz pulses is realized by us-
ing two separate micro-structured photo-conductive an-
tennas, as depicted in Fig. 4(a). The operating prin-
ciple of this setup is similar to that of a conventional
THz-TDS system. A 100 fs optical pulse from a laser
(λ = 780 nm) generates a single-cycle THz pulse in a
micro-structured photo-conductive antenna (emitter) Tx
with a certain dipole orientation depicted by the grey ar-
row in Fig. 4(a). This THz pulse can be detected with
a second micro-structured photo-conductive antenna (re-
ceiver) Rx, which is gated with another optical pulse that
has passed through a computer controlled optical delay
line. THz pulses can be detected on ultra-short time
scales by varying the arrival time of the second pulse, ob-
taining both amplitude and phase information. By scan-
ning Tx or Rx, these transient signals can be mapped
in space, imaging the ultra-fast THz field at arbitrary
positions on the surface of the array. The small size of
the emitter (the gap of the photo-conductive switch is 5
µm) makes it possible to approximate it as a dipole emit-
ter. This approximation is justified with measurements
of the radiated THz field by the emitter and its propaga-
tion in free space that can be found in the supplemental
information (Fig. SI.2).

The local excitation and near-field detection of the
THz field amplitude is done without introducing a signifi-
cant perturbation to the modes of the sample due to small
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FIG. 4: (a) Schematic representation of the THz
near-field microscope used for the excitation and

detection BICs. (b) Normalised THz-field amplitudes as
a function of time, plotted at increasing distances from
Tx, which is located at -60 µm as graphically depicted

by the black arrows on the lowest rod. Long-lasting
oscillations of the electric field and a phase change of

180◦ between rods in a dimer are visible. This
out-of-phase behavior is highlighted in (c) by plotting

the field amplitudes at two neighboring rods marked by
the green and purple dashed lines in (b).

dimensions of the photo-conductive antennas41. There-
fore, this technique offers an unique opportunity for the
investigation of the excitation and THz-field distribution
in resonant structures and metasurfaces. A movie of the
THz field amplitude on the 2D periodic lattice of gold
rods can be found in the supplemental information. For
this measurement, as well as for the results discussed in
the manuscript, the THz emitter was positioned in the
middle of a gold rod situated in the center of the array
and at a height of 3 µm above the rod. The measurements
started 100 µm away to avoid unwanted laser reflections
from Tx that could damage Rx as these photo-conductive
antennas are inherently fragile.

The spatial extent of the field in the direction perpen-
dicular to the long axis of the rods illustrates the for-

FIG. 5: Normalised field intensity as a function of
frequency at increasing distances from a dipole source
located at -60 µm, as graphically depicted by the black

arrows on the lowest rod on the left. The measured
peak frequency agrees with the theoretically predicted
BIC at 0.38 THz, as can be better observed from the
cross cuts at the positions of the two rods in a dimer

shown at the bottom figure

mation of the BIC, as it is shown in Fig. 4(b). In this
figure, the field emitted by Tx locally couples into the
BIC on the rod where the emitter is positioned. The
out-of-plane field component (Ez) associated to this BIC
is then measured as Rx is moved away from Tx. The lat-
eral distance to the emitter increases successively from
bottom to top as also graphically indicated by the rods
on the left side of Fig. 4(b). In these measurements, we
can see the time evolution of the pulse over the surface,
showing pronounced oscillations of the near-field close to
the rods. These long-lived oscillations can be associated
to the symmetry protected BIC on the surface of the
array. As discussed above, this BIC emerges from the
resonant response of the individual rods, which are anti-
symmetrically coupled with each other through a SLR in
the array. Therefore, it is not surprising that the near-
field amplitudes are maximum at the positions of the
rods. The out-of-phase oscillation of adjacent rods in
the unit cell of the array is visible in the near-field mea-
surement. This out-of-phase oscillation is highlighted in
Fig. 4(c), where the field amplitudes measured in the two
rods of a dimer, indicated in Fig. 4(b) with the dashed
lines, are plotted as a function of time. We note that the
near-field oscillation decays as the EM energy spreads
over the full surface of the sample, and not due to radi-
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FIG. 6: Normalized Im(Ez) electric field amplitude map over several unit cells of the array. (a) Measurement of the
BIC at 0.39 THz, and (b) CEMD calculation at 0.381 THz. Both data sets have been normalized to their respective
maximum field amplitudes. The excitation dipole is located at [X,Y]=[0 µm, -70 µm]. The gold rods are highlighted

by the transparent grey areas.

ation losses. The unavoidable finite size of the array will
finally lead to radiation leakage at the edges.

Figure 5 displays the spectra obtained by Fourier
transforming the THz transients measured at different
positions in Fig. 4(b). These spectra show a narrow peak
at 0.39 THz, in excellent agreement with the expected
frequency of the BIC obtained from the CEMD calcula-
tion (Fig. 2). The line shape of the BIC, shown at the
bottom of Fig. 5 for two positions at rods in the same unit
cell, is slightly asymmetric. This asymmetry can be ex-
plained with the calculated dispersion displayed in Fig. 2:
The tail in the spectrum of the BIC at lower frequencies
stems from the fact that the associated resonance is ex-
cited at non-zero in-plane wave vectors that are accessible
for the dipole source, and to the non-negligible radiation
leakage at these frequencies. In contrast, the near-field
intensity peak decays abruptly at higher frequencies due
to the absence of a resonance at those frequencies (see
the dispersion plot in Fig. 2). Note also that, as shown
in the bottom plot of Fig. 5, the spectra measured in ad-
jacent rods have the same resonant frequency and similar
amplitude, differing only in the phase.

A map of the field-profile distribution of the BIC can
be obtained by recording THz transients along a raster
scan, Fourier transforming the transients, and plotting
the THz amplitude at the frequency of the BIC. The re-
sults of these measurements and analysis are shown in
Fig. 6(a). This iso-frequency amplitude map has been
made by measuring 80 ps long transients at spatial inter-
vals of 15 µm, which are Fourier transformed and nor-
malized to the global maximum to obtain the normal-

ized field amplitude. Figure 6(a) shows the imaginary
component of Ez at 0.39 THz extending over the array,
with the measurements on the left panel and the CEMD
calculations on the right panel42. Note that the calcula-
tions have been done without any adjustable parameter.
Despite some artifacts in the measurements around the
x = 0 line, resulting from the laser beam intensity scat-
tered on the emitter and reaching the detector, the calcu-
lations nicely reproduce the experimental BIC local field.
Both theory and experiment show the phase shift across
successive rods in the same unit cell, beating out-of-phase
from each other. This field amplitude distribution cor-
roborates the argument that a pair of parallel out-of-
phase resonant dipoles per unit cell are responsible for
the symmetry-protection of the BIC15. An iso-frequency
amplitude map measurement at a slightly different fre-
quency (0.42 THz) is shown in the supplemental infor-
mation (Fig. SI.3). As appreciated in this measurement,
the localized emission behavior of the dipole is recovered
at other frequencies than the BIC frequency, where the
radiation losses are significant and the extension of the
field into the array is significantly less compared to the
BIC.

So far, research on symmetry protected BICs has
mainly focused on dielectric structures that rely on mir-
ror and in-plane rotation symmetry protection to stabi-
lize the BIC. These systems have been investigated by
breaking the symmetry to form quasi-BICs that can be
coupled to the continuum12. However, the mirror sym-
metry can be relaxed to only include π-rotation symme-
try, which in the case of single in-plane dipolar particles
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FIG. 7: Normalised Im(Ez) electric field amplitude plotted at 0.39 THz over several unit cells, with the
measurement of the BIC shown on the left and a calculation at 0.381 THz based on the CEMD theory, shown on the
right. Both data sets have been normalized to their respective maximum field amplitudes. The excitation dipole is
located at [X,Y]=[0 µm,−70 µm]. The location of the gold particles are highlighted by the transparent grey areas.

(e.g. metallic rods) will lead to an exceptional robust-
ness of the BIC to relative displacements of the rods in
the dimer. We have tested this remarkable property on
an array of dimer rods in which the rods are displaced
by 30 µm in the x-direction, as shown in the measure-
ments of Fig. 7(a) and the CEMD calculations of (b).
The mirror symmetry of the dimer is broken in this sam-
ple, but the in-plane π-rotation symmetry is preserved.
Both experimental and theoretical near-field maps shown
in Fig. 7 exhibit an intricate combination of amplitudes
that maintain the out-of-phase condition of each (dipole)
rod within the unit cell throughout the metasurface. We
have also measured the transmittance through this sam-
ple (Fig. SI.5 in the SI), where only the broad super-
radiant mode (Λ+) is observed, fully supporting the ro-
bustness of the BIC symmetry protection mechanism.

VI. CONCLUSION

With a double THz near-field technique, that allows
the local excitation and near-field detection of broadband
THz pulses, we have been able to map for the first time
the electromagnetic field of symmetry protected BICs
over extended areas. This investigation has been done in
a periodic array of dimer rods supporting surface lattice
resonances with a superradiant and a subradiant charac-
ter. The near-field mapping of the BICs, associated to
the subradiant mode, allows to unveil the field-symmetry
protection that suppresses far-field radiation. This sup-
pression of the radiation leakage leads to modes with ex-

ceptionally long (diverging) life times and high Q-factors
that cannot be detected in the far-field. By displacing
the rods, we demonstrate that mirror symmetry is not
necessary for the formation of BICs and only π-rotation
symmetry is required. This property, confirmed by theo-
retical calculations based on a coupled electric-magnetic
dipole theory in the frequency domain, makes symmetry
protected BICs exceptionally robust to relative displace-
ments of the rods, which makes the fabrication of open
resonant cavities with arbitrarily high Q-factors deemed
simple. Although this investigation has been done at
THz frequencies, it can be extended to other frequen-
cies by scaling the dimensions and using non-absorbing
materials.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

Contents:

• S1 - Sample fabrication

• S2 - Coupled electric and magnetic dipole model

• S3 - Angle dependent transmission

• S4 - Near-field maps of THz pulse propagation in free space

• S5 - Iso-Frequency map away from BIC

• S6 - Surface lattice resonances versus BICs

• S7 - Robustness of the BICs to displacement

S1 - SAMPLE FABRICATION

The following recipe was used for the fabrication of the samples: First the fused silica substrate was cleaned
thoroughly via immersion in an acetone bath for 5 minutes, followed by isopropyl alcohol (IPA) bath for 5 minutes
and rinsed with dH2O. After the cleaning step, the surface of the substrate was activated with an Ion Wave Stripper
using oxygen plasma at 600 W for 5 minutes, followed by a 2 minutes rinse in dH2O. Then, the substrate was vapour-
coated with HDMS, to further improve the photoresist adhesion. The negative photoresist MaN-440 was spin-coated
on the substrate for 30 seconds at 3000 rpm speed with an acceleration of 1000 rpm/s. It was then soft baked on the
hot plate for 2 minutes at 100 ◦C. The final photoresist film thickness was around 2 µm. The substrate was exposed
using a Karl Suss MA-6 optical lithography at 365 nm for 100 seconds. This process was repeated 3 times with 10
seconds pause in between exposures. The contact mode between the mask and the substrate was set to ’hard’. This
contact settings give a resolution of the structures greater than 1.5 µm. The exposed sample was developed for 90
seconds in MaD-532s developer and then rinsed for 2 minutes in dH2O. 2 nm of Titanium (Ti) and 100 nm Gold
(Au) were deposited using BVR2008FC Electron Beam Evaporator. The evaporation rate for Ti and Au were 0.5
nm/s and 1 nm/s, respectively. The lift off was performed in acetone. Finally, the sample was rinsed for 2 minutes in
dH2O.

S2 - COUPLED ELECTRIC AND MAGNETIC DIPOLE MODEL

The transmittance through a rod dimer metasurface (Fig. 2) as a function of frequency and angle of incidence was
calculated quasi-analytically through our coupled electric and magnetic dipole theory for an infinite planar array30,31,
extracting the Q-factors of the corresponding resonances from the resulting spectra. The response of the metal rods
is accounted for from their in-pane polarizabilities along the rod axis, which were numerically calculated through
the free software SCUFF based on the method of moments32,33, using the SCUFF-scattering code. Near-field maps
shown in Figs. 6 and 7 were also computed by means of our CEMD formalism; nonetheless, rather than a plane wave
scattering problem, a spatial Green function calculation is carried out42, placing the dipole source at one of the (fixed)
arguments and scanning the other one on a plane above the metasurface.
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S3 - ANGLE DEPENDENT TRANSMISSION

Far-field THz transmittance measurements were done as a function of the angle of incidence in a broad range of
angles. These measurements are shown in Fig. SI.1, where are (a) is the transmitted THz transient and (b) represents
the THz transmittance spectra. We note the short transients and concomitant broad spectra for all the angles, in
contrast with the narrow resonance calculated using the CEMD model and shown in Fig. 2 of the manuscript. The
reason for the non-observation of the narrow resonance is the finite spectral resolution of the THz measurements,
which is limited by reflections in the sample substrate, making impossible to resolve these ultra-narrow resonances.
The calculations of the Q-factor displayed in Fig. 2(c) of the manuscript show a maximum linewidth of 4 MHz at 10
deg, while the maximum frequency resolution that we can achieve using THz-TDS is 7 GHz. The broad resonance
in Fig. SI.1(b) is described by the imaginary component of the eigenvalue given by Eq. 2, and associated to the
symmetric (super-radiant) SLR.

FIG. SI.1: (a) THz transients and (b) spectra of the transmission through the 2D periodic lattice of gold dimer rods
measured at different angles.
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S4 - NEAR-FIELD MAPS OF THZ PULSE PROPAGATION IN FREE SPACE

The double THz near-field microscope was calibrated and tested by measuring the THz field amplitude of a pulse
emitted by one of the probes used as an emitter. Three time snapshots of this measurement are shown in Fig. SI.2(a)
and Fig. SI.2(c). These measurements correspond to the amplitude at different times for the field component parallel
to the dipole moment of the emitter, and measured in the perpendicular (Fig. SI.2(a)) and parallel planes Fig. SI.2(c)).
The measured fields resemble the emission of a radiating dipole, as can be compared with the propagation calculations
shown in Figs. SI.2(b) and SI.2(d). The calculations are based on the dipole model as can be found in textbooks, in
this case taken from ’Principles of Nano- optics’ by Novotny and Hecht (2006). The dipole is modeled by having a
small charge displacement ds(t) oscillating in time and expressed using the retarded time tr = t− c/r, which causes
a time dependent dipole moment, equal to p(t) = q · ds(t) · ẑ. Using the retarded potential formulation, the electric
field is calculated with:

E =
1

4πε0

[
1

c2r

∂2

∂t2
(r̂ × p(tr)) × r̂ +

(
1

r3
+

1

c2r

∂

∂t

)
(3r̂ [r̂ · p(tr)] − p(tr))

]
. (SI.1)

The full movies of the dipole field emission are also available as supplemental material. These measurements and
calculations illustrate that our near-field microscope can be used for the local excitation and the spatially resolved
detection of the THz electric field amplitude as a function of time.

FIG. SI.2: Comparisons between measured and simulated fields propagating from a dipole source. (a) Measured
THz electric field component parallel to the transition dipole moment in the perpendicular plane, i.e., Ez-field
component in the x-y plane of a THz near-field photoconductive antenna with a 5 µm gap between electrodes

oriented in the z-direction. (b) Calculated Ez-field component in the x-y plane of a point dipole with dipole moment
along z. (c) Measured THz electric field component parallel to the transition dipole moment in the parallel plane,
i.e., Ex-field component in the x-y plane of a THz near-field photoconductive antenna oriented in the x-direction .

(d) Calculated Ex-field component in the x-y plane of a point dipole with dipole moment along x.
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S5 - ISO-FREQUENCY MAP AWAY FROM BIC

The imaginary component of the Ez-field amplitude measured at 0.42 THz is shown in Fig. SI.3(a). This field
amplitude in mainly localized near the emitter, extending much less into the array than at the frequency of the BIC
(Fig. 6 of the manuscript), as it is expected if radiation losses are significant. The measurement is in agreement
with the CEMD calculations shown in Fig. SI.3(b), where the equivalent near-field amplitude maps are extracted
from the time-harmonic Green functions at a similar frequency, with one of the arguments determining the dipole
source whereas the other scans a horizontal plane located at the height of the detector’s position. The only difference
between measurements and calculations is the dipole source height, which is located higher above the metasurface
while maintaining a sub-wavelength distance to the metasurface, to avoid the large fields arising near the electric
dipoles representing the rods in this model. The artifacts in the measurements along the y-direction above the THz
emitter are due to the scattered laser light on the emitter (used for the generation on THz radiation) reaching the
THz detector.

FIG. SI.3: Normalized Im(Ez) electric field amplitude maps measured at 0.42 THz over several unit cells. (a)
Measurements and (b) calculations based on the CEMD model. Both data sets have been normalized to their

respective maximum field amplitude. The excitation dipole is located at [X,Y]=[0 µm, 70 µm]. The gold particles
are highlighted by transparent grey areas.
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S6 - SURFACE LATTICE RESONANCES VERSUS BICS

To validate that the measured near-fields in π-rotational symmetry arrays at the BIC frequency are indeed due to
BICs and not just to surface lattice resonances propagating on the sample, we have recorded the out-of-plane electric
field Ez on a rod located two unit cells away from the emitter for two different arrays. The first array corresponds
to the one investigated in the manuscript (Fig. 1), while the second is a similar array with only one rod per unit cell.
The near-field of the first array corresponds to the blue curve in Fig. SI.4 and the near-field of the second array is the
red curve. The field in this last array quickly decays due to out-coupling of the EM energy to the far-field, while the
field associated to the BIC rings-down for more than 80 ps. We also note that the decay of the amplitude is mainly
due to the distribution of the EM energy over the surface of the array, and not to radiation losses.

FIG. SI.4: Transients of the electric field Ez measured on a rod located two unit cells away from the source. Blue
curve: measurement on the array discussed in the manuscript. Red curve: measurement on a similar array with only

one rod per unit cell (see also inset).
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S7 - ROBUSTNESS OF THE BICS TO DISPLACEMENT

The robustness of BICs in arrays of dipole dimers to their relative displacements, due to the preserved -rotational
symmetry, has been investigated by measuring a sample with the same lattice constant and length of the rods as
the one described in the manuscript, but where the rods in the dimer are displaced by 30 µm in the x-direction, as
depicted in the inset of Fig. SI.5 (near-field maps are shown in Fig. 7 of the manuscript). The green curve in this
figure corresponds to the transmittance measurement of the sample with aligned rods, while the red curve corresponds
to the transmittance of the sample with displaced rods. The absence of a resonance at 0.4 THz illustrates that the
displacement of the rods does not lead to an increase of the radiation losses of the BIC.

FIG. SI.5: Green curve: Transmittance measurement at normal incidence through the array with aligned dimer
rods. Red curve: Transmittance through the array with the rods in the dimer displaced by 30 µm.
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