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1. Introduction

T here exist various m ethods and processes for grow Ing nanostructures. D i erent types
of nanostructures require di erent m ethods and processes to be grown. Several groups
are working on the developm ent and in provem ent of the growth processes m otivated
not only by new physical phenom ena but also by the great variety of technological
applications [L{9].

In particular, the existence of helically shaped nanow ires (nanosprings or
nanohelices) is of great interest because of the potential applications in nanoelctronics,
nanom echanics and nanoelectrom echanical system s [10]. Exam ples of such structures
are quasinanosprings [11], helical crystalline nanowires [12{15], and am ormphous
nanosorings [L6{21].

In contrast to the fom ation of straight nanow ires, the synthesis of helical
nanostructures requires either the existence of anisotropy at som e level of the grow th
process, or the existence of external forces holding the nanow ire Into a helical shape.
Both cases have been reported in the literature. In the case of am orphous nanosprings,
M cIlroy et al [0, 16] have shown, bassd on the vaporliquid-solid (VLS) growth
model R2], that the anisotropy in the contact angle between the catalyst and the
nanow ire induces helical growth. In the case of crystalline nanosorings, K ong and
W ang [14] reported the form ation of nanchelices of zinc oxide (ZnO ) and showed that
the eletrostatic interaction between the nanow ire, and the substrate where it is grown,
holds the ZnO nanow ires In a helical shape.

A helical structure is classi ed as nom al/binom al depending on the orientation
of is cross—section with respect to the nomm al or binom al vectors R3,24]. W e have
analyzed nanosprings of various m aterials, reported In the literature [14{18], and have
not found a single case of nom al am orphous nanchelices. In the case of crystalline
helical nanostructure, Gao et al R6] have recently reported the synthesis of a ZnO
nom alnanohelix. W hy nom alam orphous nanogorings have not been observed ? U sing
the VLS m odel we provide the rst theoretical explanation for the non-existence of
am orphous nom alnanohelices. W e have extended the VLS growth m odel [10,16], so
as to take into account possible asym m etries in the shape of the catalytic particle. W e
show that the grow th ofam orphous binom alnanosprings is energetically m ore favoured
In com parison to the growth of nom alones.

Nom al and binom al helical nanostructures m ay lad to di erent technological
applications. W e have shown that two nanosorings of sam e radiis and pitch, same
m aterial, possessing the sam e cross-section geom etry, but di ering by the fact that one
isa nom alhelical structure and the other isbinom al, have di erent sti ness 24,25]. In
this com parison, the nom alnanospring is always sti er than the binom alone R4,25].

In Section 2, we brie y descrbe the geom etry of a helical structure and give
the de nition of nomm al and binomm al helices. The reported experim ental results are
classi ed according to thisde nition. In Section 3 we analyse the shape ofthe nanosoring
cross—sections and discuss the possible shapes of the catalytic particle necessary to drive



Is it possibk to grow am orphous nom alnanosprings ? 3

the grow th of am orphous nanohelices w ith non-circular cross-section, through the VLS
m echanisn . In Section 4, based on the VLS growth m odel, we show that the growth of
am orphous binom al nanosoring is energetically favoured. In Section 5 we sum m arize
our results and conclusions.

2. N anosprings geom etric features

A helical space curve iscalled a curve of constant slope, i. e., a curve w hose tangent lines
m ake a constant angle w ith a xed direction in the space (the helicalaxis) R7]. fn;b;tg
isa fram e, called Frenetbasis, which isa right-handed orthonom albasisde ned at each
point along a space curve, w here t is the tangent unit vector, n isthe nom alunit vector
and b is the binom alunit vector. In order to de ne the nom aland binom al vectors
we consider the plane de ned by the pointsP;, P, and P; belonging to the space curve.
In the Im it where P, and P; approach P, the plane is called the osculating plne of
the curve at P; R7]. The tangent vector t belongs to the osculating plane. n isde ned
as the unit vector perpendicular to t, that lies in the osculating plane whilke b isde ned
as the uni vector perpendicular to t, that is pependicular to the osculating plane.

Let I; and I, be the principal m om ents of inertia of the cross-section of a rod,
along the two principal axes of the cross-section. A long this paper, cross-sections of
rodswith I; = I, willbe called symm etric cross—sections and cross-sections of rodsw ith
I; & I, willbe called asymm etric cross—sections. A coording to this de nition, circular
and squared cross-sections are symm etric, while elliptic and rectangular cross-sections
are asym m etric.

G ven a rod w ith asym m etric cross-section, we de ne the unit vector d lying In the
cross-section plane along the direction ofthe Jargest bending sti ness (it is the direction
of the Jarger sam iaxis of an elliptic cross—section). The helical structure is said to be
nom al (pinom al) if d is In the direction of the unit vector n (). In the case of a
rod w ith symm etric cross-section, the nom al and binom al structures degenerate into
one type of helix that we called a neutral helix. F igure[ll displays exam ples of neutral,
nom aland binom alhelices, w ith the shape of their corresponding cross-section.

Thspection ofthe tranam ission electron m icroscopy (TEM ) In ages ofthe am orphous
nanosorings reported In Refs. [10,16{18] shows that all of them are either neutral
F ig.[da) or binom al F ig.[Ic) helices, and none of them is a nom alhelix F ig.[Ib).

The silicon carbide (SI) nanosoring reported in Ref. [18] can be classi ed as a
neutral helix. A coording to Ref. [18], this nanospring is form ed from a nanow ire w ith
circular crosssection. The TEM in age of the boron carbide BC) nanospring depicted
In panelb) of Figure 10 of Ref. [10] is also a neutral helix grown from a nanow ire of
circular cross-section.

T he reported SIC [10], BC [16], and silicon oxide (S0 ,) [L7]nanosorings are clearly
exam ples of binom alhelices. A ccording to Ref. [L7], the SO, nanospring was grown
from a non—cylindrical nanow ire. T he reported SIC and BC binom alnanosprings were
form ed from a nanow ire w ith rectangular cross-section [10,16].
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a)

Figure 1. a) Neutralhelix m ade of a rod w ith circular cross section, b) nom aland
c) binom alhelicesm ade ofa rod w ith an asym m etric cross-section. T he cross-section
shape is depicted above the corresponding helix type.

To our know ledge, the only nom alhelical nanostructure reported in the literature
is the crystalline ZnO nanohelix synthesized by Sb induced them al evaporation R6].
T he scanning electron m icroscopy (SEM ) im ages of these ZnO nanohelices show that
each helical period is form ed by the sequence of six straight blocks, each block grow ing
In a given crystalline direction.

As up to now experin entalists have not reported the growth of am orphous
nanosorings of the nom altype, we here present the results of our investigation towards
answering the question: is it possibk to grow am orphous nanosprings of the nom al
e ?

A ccording to our previous analysis R4,28], am orphous nanogorings grown by the
VLS mechanian aredynam ically stable. T his stability stem s from the Intrinsic curvature
produced by the catalytic particle In the form ing nanospring. T he intrinsic curvature of
a rod represents is tridim ensional shape when it is free from extemal stresses. G oriely
and Shiom an have studied the dynam ical stability of nom aland binom alhelices R3]
and showed that intrinsically nomm al or binorm al helical lam ents are always stable.
T herefore, from the m echanical point of view, and In agreem ent with our previous
analysis 24,28], there is no m echanical prohibition for the existence of an am oxphous
nom al nanospring, thus both types of helical am orphous nanostructures could be
produced by the usual VLS mechanian . W e have conectured that the shape of the
licquid catalyst is the key to explain the absence of nom alam orphous nanospring. T hus
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we have extended the VLS grow th m odel to address also the case of non-spherical liquid
catalyst.

3. The VLS m odelw ith non-spherical catalyst

A ccording to the VLS growth m odel, a liquid droplt of m etal absorbs the m aterdal
from the surrounding vapor, and after super-saturation ofthe absorbed m aterialw ithin
the droplt, the excess m aterial precipitates at the liquid-solid interface fom ing the
nanow ire beneath the m etallic catalyst. The m odel isbased on the Interaction between
the surface tension of the liquid-vapor ( pv ), solid-vapor ( sy ) and solid-liquid ( s1)
Interfaces. M cIlroy et al [10,16] proposed that the helical grow th process occurs due
to a contact angle anisotropy (CAA) at the catalyst-nanow ire interface. T he tra fctory
of the m etallic catalyst is driven by the work needed to shear it from the surface of
the nanow ire. Thiswork is called the them odynam ic work of adhesion W , and can be
com puted In tem s of the surface tensions by [10]:

Wa = svt st LV 1)

= sv 1 cos )

where is the angk between the surface tensions g;, and gy . Figure[2 reproduces
the schem atic diagram of a soherical catalyst placed asym m etrically on the nanow ire,
In accordance to the M cllroy et alm odi ed VLS growth m odel [10].
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Figure 2. Schem atic diagram ofthe catalytic particle of radiisR atop a nanow ire of
radiis , whose center is shifted of with respect to the axis of the nanow ire.

Figures [Ib) and [Ic) display the crosssection of nommal and binorm al helical
structures, respectively. W e can see In these gures that, with respect to the plane
ofthe page, the cross-section of the nom alhelix has a horizontaldin ension larger than
the vertical one, and viceversa for the binom alhelix. The nanow ire grow s from the
deposition of the m aterial absoroed by the liquid catalyst, so that, to grow structures
w ith asym m etric cross-section, the surface of contact between the catalytic particle and
the nanow ire m ust follow the shape pattem of the cross-section.
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An increase of the diam eter of the soherical catalyst In the anisotropic position
with respect to the nanowire axis (@s in Fig.[d), without increasing the nanow ire
diam eter, increases the asymm etry of the surface of contact between the catalyst and
the nanow ire. However, according to M cIlroy et al [10,16], if the diam eter of the
spherical catalyst increases systam atically, so that =R decreases (seeFi. [2), the CAA
becom es less signi cant and the w ork ofadhesion becom esequalto that ofthe sym m etric
con guration in which the nanow ire grow s linearly.

T herefore, to have the surface of contact between the catalyst and the nanow ire
follow ing the pattem of a nanospring of asymm etric cross-section, in the model
considered by M cIlroy et al [10,16] (see Fig.[2d) we allow the catalyst to possess a
non-soherical shape. To produce a nom al (oinomm al) am oxphous nanosoring of elljptic
cross-section, as F ig.[lb) Figllk)) we propose that the catalytic particle is an ellipsoid
as displayed In Fig.[3a) Fig.[3b)). The growth of an asym m etric nanospring, that is
driven by an elliptic catalyst, as shown in Fig.[3, is obtained in the sam e way as that
driven by a spherical catalyst  ig.[2) : the grow th rate velocity is Jarger at the interface
w here the work of adhesion is an aller [10,16]. O f course, n the case of growth of an
asym m etric nanospring the shape of the interface of contact between the catalyst and
the nanow ire is not circular.

a)

Figure 3. Schematic diagram s for the growth of a) nomal and b) binom al
nanosprings of elliptic cross—section. The center of the elliptic catalyst is shifted of
w ith respect to the axis ofthe nanow ire. isthe radius ofthe nanow ire,and A < B

are the sam iaxes of the elliptical catalyst in the plane of the gure.

The TEM in ages of the transition regions from the linear nanow ire growth to
nanosoring growth Figs.15and 17 ofRef. [10],Fig.2 ofRef. [16],Fig.5 ofRef. [L8]and
Fig.3a ofRef. [17]) give support to ourproposal. A llofthese guresdigplay rem nantsof
the catalyst inside the transition region. In Ref. [10] these rem nants are assum ed to have
Soherical shape. However, a m lnucious exam Ination of these rem nants show s that som e
ofthem are not spherical. F ig.3a ofRef. [L7] presents an ovalshaped particle inside the
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transition region. Fig.15b ofRef. [10] orF ig. 2b ofRef. [L6] show s that the part of the
catalyst Iying Inside the nanow ire In the transition region is approxin atelly elliptic. T he
shape of the particle Inside the transition from linear to helical SIC nanow ire displayed
In Fig.5 ofRef. [18] has a m ore com plex shape.

A coording to M cTlroy et al [L0], changes in the m aterials absorbed by the catalyst,
the introduction of additional elem ents, and changes in the local tem perature can
Introduce inbalances in the energy related to the surface tension of the liquid-vapor
( 1,v ), solid-wvapor ( gv ) and solid-liquid ( g5, ) Interfaces, that lead to varations in the
shape and m ass of the catalyst during the grow th process of the nanow ire.

T herefore, we propose that affer the transition from lnhear to helical grow th of the
nanow ire, the ejpcted part of the catalyst has to possess an asym m etric shape to drive
the grow th of a nanospring w ith asym m etric cross-section.

4. W hy am orphous norm al nanosprings have not been observed ?

T he idea of considering non-soherical catalyst is essential for explaining the form ation

of a nanosgoring wih asymm etric cross-section. Now, to explain why am ormphous
nom alnanosprings have not been synthesized we have to look into the Contact Anglk
Anisotropy (CAA) [10,16]. A cocording to M cIlroy et alproposal [10,16], the CAA has
to be signi cant for the helical growth of a nanow ire. So, ifthe CAA is signi cant for
the grow th of nomm aland binorm alnanosporings, then both types of nanosorings could

be grown through the VLS m echanian . To explain the absence of am orphous nom al
nanosprings, we shall analyse the signi cance ofthe CAA for grow ing nom al F ig.[3a))

and binom al F ig.[3b)) nanosprings.

A coording to M cIlroy et al [10,16], ifthe diam eter of the spherical catalyst Increases
system atically, so that =R decreases (see Fig. [J), the CAA becom es less signi cant
and the work of adhesion becom es equalto that ofthe sym m etric con guration in which
the nanow ire grow s linearly. A s we are dealing w ith non-spherical catalyst we propose
that the signi cance ofthe CAA com es from the ratioc =X , where X is the din ension
ofthe catalyst particle along the direction ofthe shift ofthe catalyst w ith respect to the
nanow ire axis. In the case ofa spherical catalyst of radiisR, X = R, giving M cIlroy et
al [10,16] ratio =R, whilk In the case ofan ellptical catalyst X = B X = A) In the
schem e depicted 1 Fig.[3a) Fig.30)).

W e shallanalyze the signi cance ofthe CAA forboth cases depicted in Fig.[3. The
m agniude of B @A) willdetemm ine the signi cance ofthe CAA for the schem e depicted
n Fig.3a) Fig.Bb)). Shce =B is always smaller than =A, we expect that the
schem e displayed in Fig.[3a) is kess favourabl for grow ing a helical nanow ire than that
ofFig.[3b). To show this, we have calculated the work of adhesion along the interface
solid-liquid-vapor of an elliptical m etallic catalyst In contact w ith the nanow ire, for the
two situations depicted in Fig.[3.

F ig.[4 displays the work of adhesion W , for grow ing a helical nanostructure, driven
by an elliptical catalyst having dinensions A = 1:5, B = 20, onto a nanow ire w ith
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Figure 4. The work of adhesion W, (In arbitrary units) along the interface solid—
Tiquid-vapor form ed by an elliptic catalytic particle @ = 1:5;B = 2:0) onto a nanow ire
of =10,with = 035, Hr (a) nom algrowth, depicted in Fig. [3a), and (o) binom al
grow th, depicted in Fig.[3b).

= 10, and = 05 (e Fig. Q). The condition for the optin al geom etry to
prom oting helical growth has been inferred from that obtained by M cIlroy et al [16]
for the grow th of a helical nanow ire In the case ofa spherical catalyst. T hey found that
R= ' 15 [10,16]. A s the catalyst here has elliptic shape, we propose to replace R by
X , so0 that the condition for the optin al geom etry to prom oting helical grow th can be
written asX= ' 135. The chosen valuesof and are such that the signi cance of
the CAA gives the optin algeom etry for the prom otion of helical growth In the case of
spherical catalyst [16]w ith radiusR = 15. Panel (@) ofF ig.[4 show sthew ork ofadhesion
for the scheme of Fig.[3a) for grow ng a nom alnanospring (XK= )= B=) = 20).
Panel () ofF ig.[4 show s the work of adhesion for the schem e of F ig.[3b) for grow ing a
binom alnanospring (XK= )= @A= )= 1:5). Thedi erence between them nimum and
the m axinum values of the work of adhesion, hereafter called dy » , gives a m easure of
the am ount of anisotropy In the contact angk and, therefore, the CAA signi cance for
grow Ing a helical nanostructure in that situation. dy » = 0458 for the case digplayed
in theFig.[4a) while dy » = 0:922 for the case displayed in the F ig.[db), thus indicating
that for the elliptic catalytic particle having dinensionsA = 15;B = 20, the optim al
geom etry to prom oting helical grow th corresponds to the binom alnanohelix for which
X=)= @=)=15.
To show that the larger the value of =X , the an aller the signi cance ofthe CAA
In the helicalgrow th, we have calculated dy o kesping B xed and varying A , using the
param eters of Fig.[4 ( = 10, = 05). W e have considered three xed values ofB :
@ B = 20 and B = 30 orthe growth schane 1 Fig.[3b); (1) B = 15 forthe growth
schem e ;n Fig.[3a). To consider only catalysts for which their extram e edges coincide
w ith the extrem e edge of the nanow ire, as considered by M cIlroy et al [L6] (see F ig.|2 or
[3), we only calculate the dy » rx (+ ) nthiscase + = 15). So, n the case
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of the growth schame in Fig.[3b), orwhich X = A, we have varied A 2 [15;90] for
both values of xed B . In the case ofthe growth scheme in Fig.[3a) (forwhich X = B)
wehave xed B = 15, and varded A 2 [0:75;3:30].

Thedy » A plbtting orthecasesB = 3:0,B = 20, and growth scheme n F ig.[3b),
are digplayed in Figs.[Ba) and [Bb), respectively. Notice that orA < B @ > B) the
nanohelix isbinom al (hom al) and i isneutralforA = B (case of spherical catalyst).
Fig.[H shows that dy » exhbits a snallpeak at A = B, but for all other values of A
it decreases as A increases, In plying that the signi cance of CAA decreases as =A
decreases. The signi cance of CAA is larger for A = 15 therefore it correspoonds to the
optin al geom etry to prom oting helical grow th corroborating our proposal of replacing

the condition R= / 15byX= ' 15 (X = A forthe growth scheme in Fig.[30)). The
dwa (a) dwa (b)
1.2 1.2
0.8 0.8
0.4 .. 0.4 N\,
2 4 6 8 "/ 2 4 6 8 N

Figure 5. The dierence, dy a (In arbitrary units), between the m ininum and the
m axin um values ofthe work ofadhesion as a function ofA 2 [1:5;9:0], for the schem e
depicted in Fig.[3b), with = 10and = 05.B is xed:a) B = 3:0;b)B = 20 .

dy » A pltting orthe case B = 135, and growth schem e in Fig.[3a), is displayed in
Fig.[d bottom ), orA 2 [0:75;3:30]. In thiscase X = B, and according to our proposal
the condition for the optin algeom etry to prom oting helical grow th is always satis ed
since X=)= B= )= 15. The case of pherical catalyst, A = B = 15, corresoonds
to the optin al geom etry to prom oting helical grow th according to M cIlroy et al [L6].
Notice that orA < B = 15 @A > B = 135) the nanohelix is nom al (oinom al), and
it isneutral for A = 15 (this corresponds to the case of spherical catalyst). Fig.
(oottom ) show s that dy » is decreasing forA < B, whik forA > B it is increasing (@t
a faster rate) . At the top of F ig.[@8 we digplay the work of adhesion along the interface
solid-liquid-vapor form ed by the elliptic catalytic particle onto the nanow ire forthe cases
A = 143 (op kff) and A = 2:00 (top right), the Jatter case being the sam e one digplayed
nFig.db).dy » = 0922 forthecase A = 2:00 Fig.[8, top right), and dy » = 0:743 for
thecase A = 1:13 Fig.[g, top keft). In these two cases the elliptic catalyst has itsm a pr
axis approxin ately 1.33 tim es itsm nor axis, and our resuls indicate that the binom al
type is favoured energetically.

From the dy o A plttings n Figs.[d and [d, we conclude that the growth of a
binom al nanospring is favoured energetically whenever both sem iaxes of the elliptic
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A

Figure 6. Bottom : the di erence, dy o (In arbitrary units), between the m inin um
and the m axin um values of the work of adhesion as a function ofA 2 [0:75;3:30], for
B =15 xed, = 10and = 0:5, forthe schem e depicted in Fig. [3a). Notice that
the nanohelix is nom al pinom al) forA < 15 @A > 135). Top kft (top right) is the
work of adhesion, in arbitrary unis, along the Interface solid-liquid-vapor form ed by
the catalyticparticle,with A = 113 @ = 2:00), onto thenanow irew ith the param eters
above (they correspond to the points encircled in thedy 2 A plotting).

catalyst are ( + ). Ifthemapr sem axis is ( + ) while the m inor sem iaxis is
< ( + ),then it isnotpossbl to grow abinom alnanospring, and in thiscase itwould
be possibk to grow a nomm alnanospring as indicated by the dy » A plotting in Fig.[d
when A < 15. So, depending on the din ensions ofthe elliptic catalyst relativeto ( + )
the CAA m ay be signi cant for grow Ing a nom alnanohelix whenever A < ( + ) (see
Fig.03).

In theparticularcase of B /' A, the grown helix could be either nom alorbinom al
as shown in the dy o A plttings Figs.[d and [6) wihin the region around B = A.
However, n this case, the shape of the catalyst is approxim ately spherical, and the
resulting helical structure will be very sin ilar to that of a neutral helix (soherical
catalyst). Therefore, nom al or binom al nanosorings grown by an alnm ost spherical
catalyst are not experin entally distinguible from a neutral nanospring.

The TEM In ages of the transition regions from the linear nanow ire growth to
nanospring grow th reported in the literature Figs. 15 and 17 of Ref. [10], Fig. 2 of
Ref. [16],Fig.5 ofRef. [18]and F ig.3a ofRef. [17]), show that the ram nant frozen part
of the catalyst is not spherical. This fact, together w ith our results in Figs.[§ and [,
allow s us to infer that the part of the catalyst that was efcted, and drove the helical
grow th, had the elliptic shape displayed in Fig.[3o).

T he form ation of helical nanow ires of rectangular cross-section, as the am orphous
BC nanospring digplayed in Figure 1 of Ref. [16] or the am orphous S nanospring
displayed in Figure 13 of Ref. [10], can be explained using our extended VLS growth
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m odel for a rectangularm etallic catalyst. If the an aller side of the rectangular catalyst
is not larger than the disgplacem ent , the CAA is signi cant and the helical grow th
can occur.

5. Conclusions

W e have studied the geom etric features of several types of nanosorings reported In the
literature. T he published In ages of several nanosprings and nanohelices were analyzed
and we have veri ed the non-existence of one type of helical structure in the case of
am orphous nanostructures: nom alnanohelix. In the case of am orphous m aterials, we
discussed the in portance of the shape of the catalyst in order to drive the growth ofa
nanosoring of asym m etric cross-section. W e extended the m odi ed VLS growth m odel
to include non-spherical shapes of the catalyst so asto explain the grow th ofasym m etric
am orphous nanosprings. T he confom ation of the am orphous nanosorings seen in the
TEM Im ages are explained by our proposal.

W e have shown that the non-soherical shape of the metallic catalyst, within
the m odel proposed by M cllroy et al [10,16], can induce the growth of am orphous
nanosprings w ith asym m etric cross-section. W e have also shown that the anisotropy in
the work of adhesion along the interface liquid-solid is m ore signi cant for grow ing a
binom al nanohelix than for grow Ing a nom al nanohelix, thus explaining the absence
of am orphous nom al nanosprings.

From the present study we conclude that the resulting type ofhelical nanostructure
(its cross—section) is related to the shape ofthem etallic catalyst that Induced itsgrow th.
So, from the type and shape of the nanosoring it is possbl to qualitatively infer the
shape ofthe m etallic catalyst. For exam ple, if the period ofthe tums changes along the
nanospring, as seen In the S0, nanosorings of Ref. [L7], our analysis suggests that the
size and shape of the catalyst m ust have changed during the nanospring form ation.

Our results are In perfect agream ent w ith the experin entalTEM in ages of various
nanosorings and provide new insight on the geom etric and m echanical characteristics of
both typesofhelices. It iswellestablished that for som e grow th phenom ena at nanoscale
the presence of the catalytic particles is findam ental, nevertheless the details of how
they de ne the nanostructure m orphology is not well understood. In the present work,
we show how the catalytic particle shape is In portant to detem ine the m orphological
symm etries. Our study shows that when both sam iaxes of the ellptic catalyst are

( + ) the growth of am oxohous binom al nanospring is energetically favoured
through the VLS growing model. So, for = 05 and = 10, and the ellptic
catalytic particle w ith sam iaxes 1.5 and 2.0, F ig.[4 show s that the binomm al nanohelix
is clearly favoured energetically. It m ight be possbl to grow an am oxphous nom al
nanosoring w ithin the VLS m odel only if the elliptic catalytic particke has its m nor
sem jaxis < ( + ). W e hope that our analysis w ill stin ulate further theoretical and
experin ental investigations for grow ing the various types of helical nanostructures.
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