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Abstract 
Exceptional points (EPs), where eigenvalues and eigenstates coalesce, offer significant 
advantages in sensor design. However, the extreme sensitivity near EPs poses 
significant challenges due to fabrication errors and noises, which degrade sensing 
performance. To address this, we introduce a novel approach leveraging the 
polarization degree of freedom to achieve controllable EPs. By expressing tunable 
polarization as equivalent gain, we establish a direct relation between the polarization 
of the incident light and the phase of the coupled system, and achieve the polarization-
controlled singularity even post-fabrication. The polarization angle can be utilized as a 
sensing index, which enables indirect and accurate measurement near the EPs. The 
theoretical approach is experimentally validated using a general design of THz non-
Hermitian metasurface sensors. Our results indicate that this method enhances 
robustness and sensitivity, opening new avenues for practical applications in ultra-
sensitive sensing.  
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Introduction 
The exceptional points (EPs) are exotic degenerate states in non-Hermitian systems, 
where the eigenvalues and corresponding eigenstates simultaneously coalesce(1–4). 
They have been observed in various platforms, such as optics, acoustics, microwaves, 
and electronics(5–10). The intriguing properties of EPs(11–15) have inspired 
numerous exciting applications, for example, the EP-based topological lasers(16), the 
unclonable physical keys(17), and the more flexible wavefront manipulation and 
topological engineering(18, 19) Additionally, leveraging the eigenvalue splitting near 
the EP can facilitate the design of high-performance sensors in various photonic 
structures, such as optical resonators, microcavity, and metasurfaces(20–28). Among 
them, metasurfaces are highly favored due to their unprecedently flexible and versatile 
design strategies(29–34), and in particular provide feasible solutions in previously 
inaccessible THz regime. Their significantly enhanced local field(35–37), combined 
with the EPs, have shown tremendous advantages in detecting weak biological 
fingerprint responses(38–40). 

Despite their superior performance, a critical issue has been consistently overlooked in 
the existing design strategies for EPs-based metasurface sensors. The ultra-sensitivity 
near the EPs, while offering significant advantages, can also pose substantial 
challenges for the micro/nanofabrication, making it a double-edged sword(41). The 
factors causing eigenvalue splitting include not only the perturbation from the analytes 
but also fabrication errors, which would lead to a significant degradation in sensing 
performance. Considering the geometric parameters are fixed once the structures are 
fabricated, some studies have introduced gain media to compensate for fabrication 
errors(42). However, such approach is not suitable for periodic structures like 
metasurfaces, let alone the lack of such gain media in the terahertz regime. This issue 
appears to be a deadlock, severely obstructing the practical application of non-
Hermitian metasurface sensors. 
In this work, we resort to the polarization degree of freedom to achieve controllable 
EPs for improving the sensing performance. We introduce a concept of equivalent gain 
to express the tunable polarization and construct the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian matrix 
based on the coupled mode theory including both loss and gain. By solving its 
eigenvalues, we establish the direct relation between the polarization of incident light 
and the phase of coupled system, and observe a singularity in the polarization space of 
EPs. Based on this, the polarization angle, which can be easily tuned for phase 
singularity at EPs even after fabrication, is utilized as the sensing index. Finally, the 
theoretical method is experimentally demonstrated using a general design of THz non-
Hermitian metasurface sensor. The proposed method explores the new degree of 
freedom in non-Hermitian physics, and open an avenue for robust ultra-sensitive 
sensing. 
 
Results  
Considering a metasurface, as shown in Figure 1a, a unit cell of a coupled system is 
constructed by two orthogonal resonators with different damping rates. The resonators, 
denoted as R1 and R2, possess similar frequencies but distinct damping rates, 𝛾𝛾1 and 𝛾𝛾2, 
respectively. The coupling strength between the resonators is represented by 𝜅𝜅. Upon 
illumination of the metasurface with linearly polarized light at a polarization angle 𝜃𝜃, 
the polarization can be decomposed into two orthogonal directions aligned with the 
resonators. Specifically, the x-polarization and y-polarization are denoted as 𝐸𝐸𝑥𝑥  =
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 𝐸𝐸0cos𝜃𝜃  and 𝐸𝐸𝑦𝑦  =  𝐸𝐸0sin𝜃𝜃 , respectively. In each direction, the polarization angle 
determines the strength of excitation. The amplitude of the incident signal is directly 
proportional to the intensity of excitation on the resonators. It is important to note that 
the physical dimensions of damping rate and amplitude differ. To address this, we 
convert the amplitude (V/m) of excitation to gain (Hz), taking into account the 
resistance (Ohm) to damping rate (Hz) transformation (For further details, refer to the 
supplementary material S1.) Consequently, the system is described by the coupled 
mode equation(43): 

𝜕𝜕𝑎𝑎1
𝜕𝜕𝜕𝜕

= (𝜔𝜔1 − 𝑖𝑖𝛾𝛾1 + 𝑖𝑖𝐺𝐺1)𝑎𝑎1 + 𝜅𝜅𝑎𝑎2,    (1) 

𝜕𝜕𝑎𝑎2
𝜕𝜕𝜕𝜕

= (𝜔𝜔2 − 𝑖𝑖𝛾𝛾2 + 𝑖𝑖𝐺𝐺2)𝑎𝑎2 + 𝜅𝜅𝑎𝑎1,    (2) 

here, 𝐺𝐺1 and 𝐺𝐺2 represent the gains on the two resonators corresponding to 𝐸𝐸𝑥𝑥 and 𝐸𝐸𝑦𝑦, 
respectively. The coupled mode equation can be reformulated in the Hamiltonian 
matrix form as follows, 

𝐻𝐻 = �𝜔𝜔1 − 𝑖𝑖𝛾𝛾1 + 𝑖𝑖𝐺𝐺1 𝜅𝜅
𝜅𝜅 𝜔𝜔2 − 𝑖𝑖𝛾𝛾2 + 𝑖𝑖𝐺𝐺2

�,   (3) 

The corresponding eigenvalues are:  
𝜆𝜆± = Σ𝜔𝜔/2 ± √Δ𝜔𝜔2 − 4𝜅𝜅2/2,   （4） 

here, Δω = 𝜔𝜔1 − 𝜔𝜔2 + 𝑖𝑖(𝐺𝐺1 − 𝛾𝛾1 − 𝐺𝐺2 + 𝛾𝛾2) , and Σ𝜔𝜔 = ω1 + 𝜔𝜔2 + 𝑖𝑖(𝐺𝐺1 − 𝛾𝛾1 +
𝐺𝐺2 − 𝛾𝛾2). The two eigenvalues coalescing at EP means the equation satisfying with the 
discriminant of a quadratic equation Δ𝜔𝜔2 − 4𝜅𝜅2 = 0. At the point, the eigenvalues 
both are 𝜆𝜆EP=Σω/2, and the corresponding expression of phase is:  

𝜑𝜑EP = arg(𝜆𝜆EP) = arctan 𝐺𝐺1−𝛾𝛾1+𝐺𝐺2−𝛾𝛾2
𝜔𝜔1+𝜔𝜔2

± 𝑛𝑛π, (𝑛𝑛 = 0, 1,−1). (5) 

We focus on the first quadrant of the function to consider the partition function of 
arg(𝜆𝜆EP). Within a small range, given that 𝛾𝛾i + 𝐺𝐺i  ≪  𝜔𝜔i(where i = 1, 2), we assume 
𝜅𝜅 ≈Δ𝜔𝜔/2. Therefore, we can utilize 𝜑𝜑EP = arg(𝜆𝜆EP) to approximately determine the 
relation between the polarization angle and frequency near the EP. By employing the 
arctangent function graph, the undefined point should satisfy 𝜔𝜔1 =  𝜔𝜔2 =  0 . By 
varying the polarization angle, the sign of 𝐺𝐺1– 𝛾𝛾1 +  𝐺𝐺2– 𝛾𝛾2 will shift, resulting in a 2π 
transition in arg(𝜆𝜆EP). At the singularity point, the group delay becomes infinite and 
changes from positive to negative. The location of the singularity is determined by the 
damping rates of the resonators. It is essential that the effective gain 𝐺𝐺1 + 𝐺𝐺2 is greater 
than the damping rates 𝛾𝛾1 +  𝛾𝛾2; otherwise, the singularity will not manifest.  
Figure 1b illustrates the calculated phase distribution, represented by color, within the 
frequency range of -0.1 to 0.1 Hz and the angle range of 0 to 90 degrees. The 
description shows a relation between the damping rates and effective gain in the 
calculation. By observing along the y-axis, the phase distribution exhibits variation 
with frequency, either leading or lagging. This behavior aligns with the phase 
transformation near resonance. The phase transitions from a lagging to a leading state, 
around the distinct boundary. From the phase expression, it is evident that the boundary 
occurs at 𝐺𝐺1 +  𝐺𝐺2 =  𝛾𝛾1 +  𝛾𝛾2. In the given parameter configuration, the singularity 
emerges at 40.95 degree. Importantly, it is notable that there exists only one phase 
singularity in this quadrant. To provide a clearer understanding of the behavior, three 
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lines corresponding to 30, 40, and 50 degrees are extracted from the figure and plotted 
as phase-frequency curves, illustrated by white dotted lines in Figure 1c. The phase 
exhibits a distinct transformation on both sides of the singularity point. As closer to 
this point, the phase reversal occurs at a faster rate. It is important to note that the phase 
singularity is influenced by the polarization, thus establishing a polarization-controlled 
singularity system.  
However, it is important to acknowledge that in reality, the frequency cannot be zero. 
Therefore, in the aforementioned equations, 𝜔𝜔1 and 𝜔𝜔2 should represent the difference 
between the eigenfrequency and the excitation frequency. Consequently, the condition 
for singularity in an actual system is 𝜔𝜔1 –  𝜔𝜔 =  0 and 𝜔𝜔2 –  𝜔𝜔 =  0, indicating that 
the eigenfrequencies of the resonators match the excitation frequency. 
Subsequently, we can establish the sensing function with respect to the polarization 
angle. Based on the discriminant of the eigenvalue,  Δ𝜔𝜔2 –  4𝜅𝜅2 =  0 , the system 
satisfies the following conditions, 

2𝜅𝜅 = 𝜔𝜔1 − 𝜔𝜔2 + 𝑖𝑖(𝐺𝐺1 − 𝛾𝛾1 − 𝐺𝐺2 + 𝛾𝛾2).   (6) 

When an analyte is introduced onto the metasurface, it perturbs the system, causing the 
eigenfrequencies to become 𝜔𝜔i − Δ𝜔𝜔i − 𝑖𝑖𝛾𝛾i − 𝑖𝑖Δ𝛾𝛾i, (where i = 1, 2) , and the 
eigenvalues will split. The magnitude of the split is denoted as 𝛿𝛿 =
�(Δ𝛺𝛺 + 𝑖𝑖(Δ𝛤𝛤))2 − 4𝜅𝜅2 , where, Δ𝛺𝛺 = 𝜔𝜔1 − Δ𝜔𝜔1 − (𝜔𝜔2 − Δ𝜔𝜔2) = Δ𝜔𝜔2 − Δ𝜔𝜔1 ，
Δ𝛤𝛤 = 𝐺𝐺1 − 𝐺𝐺2 − 𝛾𝛾1 + 𝛾𝛾2 − Δ𝛾𝛾. The plot of 𝛿𝛿 exhibits a self-crossing Riemann surface, 
as depicted in Figure 1c. This form of the eigenvalue represents an important 
characteristic of a non-Hermitian system. The EP occurs at the point where the real part 
and imaginary part coalesce simultaneously. 

Introducing a perturbation in the system results in the splitting of the real part of 𝛿𝛿, 
while the imaginary part still exhibits a zero-crossing line. When the imaginary part 
equals zero, the phase of the system can be expressed as:  

𝜑𝜑± = arctan 𝛤𝛤�

±√Δ𝛺𝛺2−Δ𝛤𝛤2−4𝜅𝜅′2+4𝜅𝜅′′2
,    (7) 

here, 𝛤𝛤� = 𝐺𝐺1 + 𝐺𝐺2 − 𝛾𝛾1 − 𝛾𝛾2 − Δ𝛾𝛾 ， Δ𝛤𝛤 = 𝐺𝐺1 − 𝐺𝐺2 − 𝛾𝛾1 + 𝛾𝛾2 − Δ𝛾𝛾 ， 𝜅𝜅′  and 𝜅𝜅" 
represent the real and imaginary parts of the coupling strength, respectively (For more 
details on the coupling strength, please refer to Supplementary S2). The phase 
singularity occurs when the denominator approaches zero. To facilitate the 
identification of the singularity, we differentiate the phase with respect to frequency. 
The maximum or minimum of the group delay corresponds to the singularity. This 
operation and setting 𝜔𝜔1 = 𝜔𝜔2 = 0 are diverse but congruent. 

Considering that the numerator of the phase expression is 𝛤𝛤�, we can derive the relation 
between the polarization angle and the singularity of the group delay,  

𝐷𝐷 = sin𝜃𝜃+cos𝜃𝜃−𝛾𝛾0
−2𝛾𝛾0(sin𝜃𝜃+cos𝜃𝜃)+sin2𝜃𝜃−2𝜔𝜔0𝜔𝜔+𝛾𝛾02+𝜔𝜔02+𝜔𝜔2+1

,     (8) 

here, D represents the group delay,𝛾𝛾0 is original parameter of the unload sensor. Figure 
1d illustrates the relation between the group delay and the polarization angle with 𝛤𝛤�= 
0.1. As the polarization angle changes, the group delay undergoes a transition near a 
singular point, shifting from positive to negative. This point represents a unique 
undefined value on the polarization axis. This relation establishes the polarization angle 
as an indicator for the state of the sensor.  
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Currently, the majority of studies on non-Hermitian sensing primarily focus on the 
frequency splitting observed in the spectrum, which can be viewed as a projection of 
EPs in the amplitude-frequency domain. By utilizing the phase-frequency domain to 
explore EP singularities, we can observe another projection, namely the phase 
singularity. In a similar vein, Equation 8 serves as a method to observe the singularity 
of EPs that we have developed. We propose a step-by-step procedure for implementing 
this method in sensing applications. 
Initially, the constant parameter in Equation 8 can be determined by switching the 
polarization and measuring the corresponding responses without loading any analyte. 
Subsequently, when a perturbation is introduced into the system, the new polarization 
associated with the singularity can be determined. Employing this method helps to 
avoid unstable(41) measurements at the singularity, thereby improving measurement 
accuracy. Furthermore, compared to direct measurements, responses obtained from 
locations far away from the singularity exhibit greater stability and are less susceptible 
to interference. This leads to more accurate results and allows for solution derivation 
based on a set of measurement data, thereby reducing the impact of measurement errors 
on the final outcomes.  
To validate this method, we employ the finite integration technique to design a 
metasurface sensor, which consists of simple and classical structures, namely split ring 
resonators (SRRs) and cut wires. The selection of these simple structures ensures 
manageable responses while maintaining sufficient coupling effects. The initial 
parameters of the structures, including the SRRs and cut wires, are estimated using the 
ruler equation(44). Subsequently, the parameters are adjusted to align the resonances 
to the same frequency. By combining these two structures into a single unit, a coupled 
system was formed. Figure 2a provides a schematic illustration of the metasurface 
configuration. We conduct simulations to obtain the phase response of the metasurface 
without any analytes under different polarizations. The designed parameters of the 
metasurface sensor are presented in Table 1, and the corresponding results are plotted 
in Figure 2b. 
The range of frequency from 0.82 to 0.84 THz, the range of polarization angle from 0 
to 90 degrees. The singularity appears at 42 degree and 0.827 THz. Closer to the 
singularity point, the phase variation becomes more pronounced. It is easy to observe 
that the simulation result agrees with the theoretical calculations.  

In the numerical simulation, a 20 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇 dielectric layer is introduced onto the metasurface 
sensor to simulate the analyte(45). The refractive index range considered is from 1 to 
1.2, while the polarization angle is varied between 40 and 50 degrees. The simulation 
results are presented in Figure 2c, where each pixel represents a simulated response. 
The horizontal axis represents the polarization angle, while the vertical axis represents 
the refractive index of the dielectric layer. The color scale indicates the extreme values 
(maximum or minimum) of the group delay. Notably, a distinct transition is observed, 
indicating a relation between the two variables characterized by a series of singularities.  
Beside the transition region, the group delay exhibits different symbols, with one side 
being positive and the other side being negative. This transition signifies that within 
the given range, each value of the refractive index corresponds to a unique polarization 
angle. Thus, the result demonstrates the existence of a specific correlation between the 
refractive index and the polarization angle within a defined range. 
To illustrate this relation clearly, three specific refractive index parameters (1.05, 1.1, 
and 1.15) are selected from Figure 2c. Figure 2d depicts the corresponding group delay 
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values for these refractive indexes. The behavior of the three lines aligns with the 
theoretical results. Notably, at polarization angles of 43°, 45°, and 46°, the group delays 
undergo a transition from positive to negative, revealing the presence of phase 
singularities. In essence, these findings demonstrate that the polarization angles can 
effectively determine the refractive index. 
However, it is important to note that the refractive index of analytes in different 
concentrations is not the only factor affecting terahertz biosensing. The effective 
refractive index varies depending on the properties of the substrate and the attached 
material. Additionally, terahertz detection often involves the removal of moisture, 
further complicating the use of refractive index alone for accurate terahertz biosensing. 
To address this, it is necessary to simulate different concentrations of analytes by 
employing dielectric blocks with varying thickness. 
Here, we simulate the metasurfaces coated with a dielectric layer of constant refractive 
index, with the thickness ranging from 0 to 20 𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇. Two types of dielectric layers with 
distinct refractive indexes are used to emulate different analytes. The corresponding 
results are presented in Figure 2e and Figure 2f, revealing that the sensitivity to the 
thickness parameter is non-linear. While the thickness variation of the dielectric layer 
is linear, the corresponding polarization angle exhibits a non-linear response. Moreover, 
as the dielectric layer becomes thicker, the polarization angle undergoes slower 
changes. Additionally, the polarization angle varies differently depending on the type 
of dielectric layer, demonstrating the sensor's capability to specifically distinguish 
between different analytes. Furthermore, the system's response is more sensitive when 
a thinner dielectric layer is employed, and the curves corresponding to different 
refractive indexes (representing different analytes) exhibit distinct patterns. Based on 
this principle, we attribute the sensor with the capability to accurately identify different 
analytes. 
Finally, we also conduct experimental demonstration of the metasurface sensors to 
validate the proposed method. The analyte used in the experiments is bovine serum 
albumin (BSA) with varying concentrations. During the measurement process, a 
switchable linearly polarized terahertz wave is illuminated onto the metasurface sensor 
at a specific polarization angle 𝜃𝜃. The polarization angle of the emitter is precisely 
controlled by a rotating polarizer. The transmitted signal is then separated into the 
horizontal axis using a polarizer and subsequently detected by a receiver.  
Figure 3a provides an artistic illustration depicting the entire process based on the 
terahertz time-domain spectrometer, while Figure 3b presents a photograph of the 
fabricated sensor. To enhance measurement precision, we implement two key measures. 
Firstly, to minimize the need for frequent adjustments of the polarizer angle, multiple 
metasurfaces are fabricated, each coated and dried with BSA at different concentrations. 
Secondly, considering that simultaneously testing two orthogonal polarizations would 
introduce unnecessary errors due to polarizer changes, potentially affecting the overall 
measurement system's stability, we omit the singularity in the orthogonal direction 
during the measurement design. These processes play a crucial role in improving the 
measurement accuracy. 
The calibration procedure involved setting the first polarizer to have the same 
polarization as the photoconductor antenna, while the polarization of the second 
polarizer is adjusted to be orthogonal to the first. The second polarizer is carefully 
aligned to achieve calibration when the transmission amplitude reaches its minimum. 
The angle of the first polarizer is then set by selecting points at 5-degree intervals 
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around 45 degrees. After each setting, the unload sensor and other sensors with varying 
BSA concentrations are sequentially placed on the light path, and a set of responses is 
measured. 
Figures 3c-3f illustrate magnified photographs of the metasurface sensors coated with 
different concentrations of BSA (0.001, 0.01, 0.1, and 1 μmol/L, respectively). In these 
images, the gray region represents the silicon substrate, the white region corresponds 
to the aluminum structure, and the black dots represent the analytes. 
The processed group delay as shown in figure 3g, the same method depicts the group 
delay between polarization and concentration. The results have verified the relation 
between polarization angle and concentration of BSA, it is as similar as the anticipation 
of theoretical and simulation results. The phase transition of the unload sensor is 
observed between 40 and 45 degrees. For sensors with concentrations of about 
0.001μmol/L, 0.01μmol/L, and 0.1μmol/L, the phase transitions appear between 45 
and 50 degrees. Sensors with a concentration of 1μmol/L of BAS exhibit a transition 
between 50 and 55 degrees. Based on the proposed theory, we can solve the singularity 
of each concentration. Then, using the Equation 8, the entire group delay with the 
polarization from 40 to 60 degrees are depicted in figure 3g. It is clearly that each 
concentration of BSA matches one polarization singularity. The result corroborates the 
theory, the singularity on the curve is clear. This method mainly adds precision of 
measurement for polarization singularity. 
Table 2 shows the concentration of BSA, corresponding polarization angle and 
sensitivity. Referring the define of sensitivity of traditional metasurface sensors(45–
50)，we use the quotient of degree divided by concentration to express the sensitivity. 
Due to the instinct characteristic method, but we are not able to take comparison of 
sensitivity with traditional methods directly. But just based on the results in table 2, the 
sensor shows more higher sensitivity for low concentration of BSA. Thus, this method 
is very sensitive for trance analyses. Currently, the measurement is also limited by the 
spectrometer, which is a challenging. However, we believe that with breakthroughs in 
technologies, the advantages of this method will surpass other sensors. 
 
Discussion  
In summary, we have proposed a novel THz sensing method based on polarization-
control singularity to address the current challenges in non-Hermitian metasurface 
sensors. Starting from a coupled model, we construct a second-order non-Hermitian 
system using a metasurface platform. By introducing the concept of equivalent gain, 
we link the polarization of the incident light to the phase singularities achieving 
polarization tunability at the EPs in a passive non-Hermitian metasurface. Furthermore, 
we derive a sensor characterization method based on the phase expression of the 
system's eigenvalues, using the polarization rotation angle as an indicator. We also 
formulated an equation to locate phase singularities, which circumvents some issues 
related to directly measuring the response near the EPs, significantly enhancing the 
sensing performance. It is noted that the performance can be further improved by 
incorporating sophisticated designs, nonlinear effects, and higher-order coupling. We 
aspire for this sensing method to augment the application potential of non-Hermitian 
THz metasurface sensors, and in particular, enhance the stability of non-Hermitian 
sensor measurements. 
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Figure 1 Theoretical predictions. a. The schematic illustration of the metasurface-
based coupled system, b. The group delay calculation with respect to the variables 
frequency and polarization. The parameters used in the calculation are 0.1 < 𝜔𝜔1 +
𝜔𝜔2 < 0.1, 𝛾𝛾1 + 𝛾𝛾2 = 0.01,𝐺𝐺1 = 0.1cos 𝜃𝜃,and 𝐺𝐺2 = 0.1 sin𝜃𝜃, c. The phase relation at 
polarizations of 30, 40, and 50 degrees. d, e, and f. The splitting of eigenvalues with 
the parameters Δ𝛾𝛾1 = [0,0.01], Δγ2 = [0,0.02], Δ𝜔𝜔 = [0,0.1], 𝜅𝜅 = 0.03e𝑖𝑖𝑖𝑖,
and 𝛾𝛾1 + 𝛾𝛾2 = 0.01 . f. The relation between polarization and group delay. The 
parameter used in the calculation is 𝛤𝛤� = 0.1.  
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Figure2 Simulation results. a. The schematic of the non-Hermitian THz 
metasurface sensor. b. The phase distribution without loading analyte, c. The 
relation between the polarization angle (x-axis) and refractive index (y-axis), 
with group delay indicated by color. d. The three refractive indexes are 
extracted from Figure. 2c to illustrate the results. e and f are the group delay 
with varying the thickness of analytes, with the refractive index are 1.2 and 1.4, 
respectively.  
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Figure 3. Experiment results. a. The schematic illustration of the measurement 
system, b. The fabricated sample of metasurface sensor. c-f. The magnified 
imaging of metasurface sensors coated with BSA of different concentrations, g. 
The group delay calculated using a set of 5×5 measurements, revealing the 
relation between polarization angle and concentration. h. The group delay 
calculated by Equation 8.  
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Table 1 Parameters of the non-Hermitian THz metasurface sensor 

Parameters Symbols Values (μm) 
Length of SRR in the x direction L1x 60 
Length of SRR in the y direction L1y 50 

Length of wire L2 59 
Width of SRR W1 10 
Width of wire W2 10 
Gap of SRR G 10 

Distance between SRR and wire in the x 
direction dx 42.5 

Displacement of SRR from the center of unit 
cell in the y direction dy 20 

 
 
 

Table2 The concentration, polarization and sensitivity 

Concentration (μmol/L) 0 0.001 0.01 0.1 1 
Polarization（degree） 43.31 46.72 47.54 49.78 50.67 

Sensitivity (degree/μmol/L) — 3410 423 64.7 7.63 
 
 


