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Fracture strength and Young’s m odulus ofZnO nanow ires
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The fracturestrength ofZnO nanowiresvertically grown on sapphire substrateswasm easured in

tensile and bending experim ents. Nanowires with diam etersbetween 60 and 310 nm and a typical

length of2µm werem anipulated with an atom icforcem icroscopy tip m ounted on ananom anipulator

inside a scanning electron m icroscope.The fracture strain of(7:7� 0:8)% m easured in the bending

testwasfound closeto thetheoreticallim itof10% and revealed a strength abouttwiceashigh asin

thetensiletest.From thetensile experim entstheYoung’sm oduluscould bem easured to bewithin

30% ofthatofbulk ZnO ,contrary to the lowervaluesfound in literature.

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Research interest in sem iconductor nanowires (NW s)

has increased exponentially over the past few years,

driven by theNW spotentialtoactaskey com ponentsin

future integrated circuits,opticaland nano electro m e-

chanicalsystem s(NEM S).Therearea num berofrecent

reviewsaboutfabrication [1],and theirassem bly forap-

plicationsofsem iconductorNW sin electronics[2,3]and

photonics[3,4].In the particularcase ofZnO NW sthe

m ain researchfocushasbeen on theiroptical[5]and elec-

tronicproperties[6,7]becauseoftheirwideand tunable

bandgap,high room tem peratureexciton bindingenergy,

and surface sensitivity to environm ents. O nly little at-

tention has been given to their m echanicalproperties,

although they are im portantto the application ofNW s

asm echanicaldevicessuch asactuatorsand atom icforce

m icroscope(AFM )tips.

The Young’s m odulus ofZnO NW s or nanobelts has

been m easured to be � 58 G Pa by a m echanicalreso-

nanceexperim ent[8],� 52 G Pa by dual-m oderesonance
[9],(31� 2)G Pa by a 3-pointbending testwith an AFM
[10]and (29� 8)G Pa by a single clam ped NW bending

experim ent with an AFM [11]. O nly Chen et al. ob-

served a sizedependenceofYoung’sm odulus[12].W ith

aresonanceexperim entthey m easured 140G PaforNW s

with diam eterslargerthan 200nm and up to220G Pafor

NW swith a diam eterdown to 50nm .Alloftheseexper-

im entsm easured theYoung’sm odulusby bending NW s,

which isgenerally referred to asthe bending m odulus.

W ith a nanom anipulation robotarm m ounted insidea

scanning electron m icroscope(SEM )we perform ed both

bending and tensile experim entson ZnO NW s. W e also

presentresultson theYoung’sm odulusdeterm ined from

a tensile test,which hasa m orehom ogeneousstressdis-

tribution than thebending con�guration and theadvan-

tage that the result can be com pared directly with the

value for bulk ZnO (144 G Pa along [0001], com puted

from elasticconstantsfrom [13]).

ELA ST IC B EA M T H EO R Y

No plastic deform ation was observed de
ecting the

NW s. Even strongly de
ected NW s (de
ection/length

> 0.3)returned back to theiroriginalposition when re-

leased. Allstrain m easured in this work can thus be

assum ed to be purely elastic.

Consequently,in thebending experim ent,thestrain in

theNW can becalculated with elasticbeam theory.The

strain depends on the diam eterd,the length l,and the

de
ection s ofthe NW .Them axim um strain induced in

theNW islocated atitsrootwhereitisattached to the

substrateand is

�m ax =
3

2

d

l2
s : (1)

Forthegeom etriesfaced with in thepresentexperim ents,

thestrain calculated by Eq.1 di�ersby only � 10% from

the�rstprincipalstrain calculated by�niteelem entanal-

ysis[14].

In a uniaxialtensiletest,thestressinduced in theNW

isuniform and given by � = F=A,where F isthe force

applied to the NW and A isitscrosssection.Fora NW

ofdiam eterd the stressis

� =
4F

� d2
: (2)

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611409v1


2

W ith the initial length l0 and the length l of the

strained NW ,the Young’sm odulusE can be calculated

by m easuring the strain � = (l� l0)=l0,

E =
�

�
=

l0

l� l0
� : (3)

G R O W T H P R O C ESS O F T H E ZN O N W S

Single crystal ZnO NW s were synthesized via ther-

m alevaporation and deposition inside a horizontalsplit

quartz tube furnace (Carbolite HST 12/400). An alu-

m inaboatloaded with ZnO and graphitepowderm ixture

(1:1 weightratio)waslocated atthe centerofthe third

heating zone. The substrates,a-plane oriented �-Al2O 3

sapphiresinglecrystals,werecoated by a thin sputtered

3 nm Au �lm . The substrate was then placed above

thesourceboat.Thereaction tube washeated up by 20

°C/m in tothedesiredtem peraturesand cooleddown nat-

urally to room tem perature after the experim ents. For

sam ples A,B,and C the tem peratures were 850,850,

and 820 °C respectively and the corresponding dwelling

tim eswere3,2.5,and 2.5 hr.Thecham berpressurewas

m aintained at200m barby a constant
ow ofArgasand

pum ping. The residualairin the cham berprovided the

oxygen.

Under our synthesis conditions it is m ost likely

thatboth vapor-liquid-solid and vapor-solid m echanism s

played a role for the growth. O n one hand,the m olten

gold provided the necessary nucleation sitesforZn/ZnO

vapors,leadingtoavapor-liquid-solid growth process;on

the other hand,vapor-solid can be a dom inant growth

processattem peraturesin the rangeof820-850 °C,giv-

ing riseto widening ofthediam etersvia a lateralgrowth

[15]. The density ofNW s on the substrate is relatively

low,which isconvenientforsingle NW m anipulation by

the AFM tip.A NW ofeach sam ple isshown in Fig.1.

A low m agni�cation overview oftheNW s(sam pleC)and

theirlum inescencepropertiescan befound in a previous

work [16].

EX P ER IM EN TA L SET U P A N D M A N IP U LA T IO N

An AFM tip (AdvanceTEC, 3 and 45 N/m ,

NanoW orld G roup)was�xed to a piezoelectricslip-stick

robotarm (M M 3A,K leindiek Nanotechnik)with two ro-

tationaland onelinearaxis.Thesubstratewith theNW s

wasm ounted on an xyz piezo stack (P-620.2CD and P-

62.ZCL,Physik Instrum ente)with 50 µm rangeand sub-

nanom eterresolution.Thewholesetup wasinsideaSEM

(S-3600N,HitachiScienceSystem s)with theNW satan

angle of60° to the electron beam . W ith the SEM stage

theNW ofinterestcould bem oved into the�eld ofview.

ThecoarsepositioningoftheAFM tip toward thesam ple

FIG .1:Field em itterSEM picturesofNW s.a)to c):NW sof

sam plesA,B and C respectively.d)NW attached to an AFM

tip. It does not need a thick layer ofcarbonous deposit to

m akea �rm bond.e)Fracturesurfaceofa NW from a tensile

test.Forallthe NW sthatdid notshatterthe fracture plane

was (0001). Allscalebars correspond to 250 nm ,because of

the tiltangle the verticaldirection iscontracted.

wasdonewith therobotarm and the�nepositioning,as

wellas the m anipulation ofthe NW s,was achieved by

m oving the sam plewith the piezo stack.

In thebendingexperim enttheNW swerebentperpen-

dicularly to the electron beam ,so that the de
ection s

could be read outdirectly from the SEM im age.By ap-

plyingtheforcein them iddlealongthelength oftheNW

(Fig.2a)theNW could e�ectively beshortened in order

nottogettoolargede
ections,forwhich Eq.1would not

hold anym ore [14]. From the lastim age before fracture

thelength l,diam eterd,and de
ection s wereextracted

(Fig. 2b). W ith these param etersthe m axim um strain

wascalculated by Eq.1.

In the tensile experim ent the AFM tip was �rst

broughtinto m echanicalcontactwith thetop oftheNW .

By scanning the electron beam for a couple ofm inutes

overthecontactregion,carbonaceouscontam inantsorig-

inating from the sam ple surface and the residualgasof

the SEM cham berwere deposited in the interface. This

form ed a jointthatwasstrongerthan theNW itselfand

allowed ustopullon theNW untilitfractured (Fig.1d).

W hilepulling on theNW using thepiezo stack,theSEM

im ageswererecorded toavideo�le.From thebackleap t

ofthecantileveratfractureand itsspring constantk the

applied forceatfractureF = ktcould becalculated (Fig.

2f).Priorto theexperim entthe NW swereim aged with

a�eld em ission SEM (S4800,HitachiScienceSystem s)to

m easure their diam eter. The fracture stress ofthe NW
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FIG .2:(Color online)a)-c):Sequence ofa bending exper-

im ent. b) is the last im age before fracture from which the

de
ection s can be read out. d) -f): Sequence ofa tensile

experim ent.Note the precurved shape ofthe NW in d),and

that it is straight just before fracture in e). In f) the AFM

tip snapped back to the originalposition ithad in d),which

shows that no verticalstress was exerted on the NW at the

beginning ofthe experim ent. Thisisim portantforthe m ea-

surem entofYoung’sm odulus.

wasthen calculated by Eq. 2. During retraction ofthe

NW from theAFM tip thecantileverbentand caused an

undesired de
ection ofthe nanowire. This could partly

becom pensated forby m oving theNW laterally,butbe-

causeoftherigidity ofthe AFM tip-NW bond the NW s

stillwerebent.To m inim ize the curvatureatfailurethe

NW swere prebentin the opposite direction before they

were�rm ly attached to theAFM tip by pulling on them

horizontally (Fig.2d).

To calculateYoung’sm odulusfrom thetensiletestthe

criticalparam eter to extract was the length di�erence

l� l0 because ofthe lim ited resolution ofthe SEM .A

hom em ade program based on a cross correlation algo-

rithm located the position ofthe tip-NW joint and the

rootofthe NW in each im age ofthe video �le. Despite

ofthe noise presentin the im agesthe accuracy stillwas

� 1 pixel. The length di�erence l� l0 typically spanned

10pixelssothestrain could bedeterm ined within � 10% .
W ith thestressm easured justpriortofailuretheYoung’s

m oduluswascalculated according to Eq.3.

R ESU LT S & D ISC U SSIO N

Becauseofthesim ilarityoftheirgrowth conditionsthe

sam ple A,B,and C are indistinguishable from one an-

otherin term sofoverallsize,crystalstructure(wurtzite,

growth along [0001]),and lum inescentproperties (sim i-

larto thosein Ref.[16]).The only di�erence thatcould

m atterforthisstudy isthecrystallinequality,i.e.thede-

fectdensity,which dependson thelocalZn and O vapor

concentrationsduring growth.

Fracture strength ofbrittle m aterialsis known to de-

pend strongly on sam ple size [17],in particularthe vol-

um e. In the case ofNW swith a high surface to volum e

ratio,however,ithasnotyetbeen shown thatthevolum e

ofthe NW is the m ost relevant param eter. The over-

allgeom etry ofall50 experim ents is therefore included

in Table I. The average m axim um strain m easured in

the bending experim entwas(7.7� 0.8)% for sam ple A.

Theaveragetensilefracturestrength was(4.0� 1.7)G Pa,
(3.7� 1.3)G Paand (5.5� 1.4)G Paforsam pleA,B and C

respectively.Them easured Young’sm odulusforsam ple

C is97� 18 G Pa.The tensile and bending strengthsare

plotted againstthe NW volum e in Fig. 3. No clearsize

dependencecan beobserved,neitherwith respectto the

volum e,nortothediam eter,length orvolum e/surfacera-

tio (notshown here).Tocalculatethestressin thebend-

ingexperim entstheYoung’sm odulusm easured from the

tensileexperim ent,97 G Pa,wasused.

In the tensile testthe NW s either shattered or broke

into two piecesatfailure. Those thatshattered showed

a higherstrength than those thatbrokeinto two pieces,

probably because ofthe lack ofa dom inantdefect that

otherwisewould havelead to an early failureata speci�c

location. Athigh stresses,m ore elastic energy isstored

in theNW .Theliberation ofthiselasticenergy could be

thecauseforshattering ofthehighly stressed NW s.For

the NW sthatbroke into two piecesthe fracture surface

wasalwaysa(0001)plane(Fig.1e),thecleavageplaneof

ZnO .In spite ofthe care taken to avoid a lateralde
ec-

tion oftheNW atfailure,de
ectionsup to a tenth ofthe

NW length occurred. However,the m easured strength

did notcorrelatewith thislateralde
ection.

Thebending experim entsofsam pleA show a strength

twotim eslargerthan thetensileexperim ents.Also,there

islessscatterin the bending experim entdata.Thiscan

be explained by the fact that only a sm all volum e is

highly stressed in thebentNW ,sothatitislessprobable

toencounterastructuraldefectthatcould initiatefailure

than in a tensile stressed NW ,where the whole NW is

highly stressed.

TheaverageYoung’sm odulusof97 G Pa is30% lower

than thatofbulk (144 G Pa along [0001][13]).Them ost

relevantsystem aticerrorwecan think ofisthem easure-

m entofthe NW diam eter. Because ofthe �nite diam e-

teroftheSEM electron beam and thebrightedgesofthe
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TA B LE I: T he results ofthe bending and tensile tests as wellas the m easured

Young’s m oduliw ith the dim ensions ofallthe N W s tested. To calculate the stress

in the bending experim ent,the m easured Young’s m odulus of97 G Pa was used.

B ending experim ent Tensile experim ent

Sam ple A Sam ple A Sam ple B Sam ple C

l d s � � l0 d t � l0 d t � l0 l� l0 d t � � E

[µm ] [µm ] [µm ] [% ] [G Pa] [µm ] [µm ] [µm ] [G Pa] [µm ] [µm ] [µm ] [G Pa] [µm ] [µm ] [µm ] [µm ] [% ] [G Pa] [G Pa]

.98 .19 .20 5.9 5.8 2.0 .24 1.8 1.7 2.0 .13 .54 1.8 3.1 .10 .14 1.1 3.3 3.3 100

.98 .17 .27 7.2 7.0 1.4 .20 1.4 1.9 2.3 .11 .63 2.5 3.1 .13 .10 .74 4.2 4.0 94

.93 .20 .20 7.2 7.0 2.2 .17 1.3 2.4 2.1 .14 1.1 2.9 2.6 .11 .11 .95 4.3 4.5 104

1.0 .19 .27 7.3 7.1 2.0 .22 2.2 2.6 2.0 .10 .58 3.0 2.4 .11 .14 1.7 4.6 4.6 100

2.3 .23 1.2 7.4 7.2 2.2 .21 2.3 2.9 1.7 .13 .92 3.0 2.8 .16 .11 .95 5.6 4.7 83

1.1 .22 .27 7.7 7.5 2.6 .20 2.7 3.5 1.2 .12 .90 3.2 2.4 .20 .10 1.0 8.0 5.8 72

1.1 .21 .31 7.7 7.5 1.9 .18 2.6 4.2 1.5 .11 .91 3.6 3.5 N A .11 1.4 6.1

1.6 .22 .64 7.9 7.7 2.4 .15 1.7 4.2 1.3 .076 .41 3.6 2.5 .13 .13 2.0 5.0 6.5 130

1.1 .19 .33 8.0 7.8 2.2 .20 3.6 5.0 1.5 .11 .87 4.0 2.8 N A .13 2.1 6.9

.82 .18 .20 8.2 8.0 2.7 .15 2.1 5.1 2.1 .073 .43 4.1 2.6 N A .15 3.0 7.3

.80 .18 .19 8.3 8.1 2.3 .16 2.5 5.5 2.0 .10 .84 4.3 2.6 N A .13 2.2 7.3

1.1 .18 .37 8.4 8.2 2.6 .13 1.8 5.8 1.4 .090 .92 5.8

1.1 .31 .23 9.0 8.7 2.0 .16 3.5 7.5 .77 .060 .48 6.8

A verage �,�: 7.7� 0.8 7.5� 0.7 A verage �: 4.0� 1:7 A verage �: 3.7� 1.3 A verage �; �; E : 5.0� 1.5 5.5� 1.4 97� 18

FIG .3:(Coloronline)Them axim um stressatfailureplotted

againstthe volum e ofthe nanowires.

SEM im ages,thediam etersm ightbem easured toolarge.

This could result in an underestim ation ofthe Young’s

m odulus,especially sincethediam eterenterssquared in

thecalculation ofE .Thecantileversspringconstantwas

calculated by a �nite elem ent m odelincluding the can-

tileverholderand thetip,based on thedim ensionsm ea-

sured in the SEM .W e estim ate the erroron the spring

constantto be lowerthan 15% . The system aticalerror

on strain can beneglected atitisa ration oftwo lenghts

m easured at the sam e m agni�cation,only distortion of

the SEM im agecould havean e�ect.

Physicalreasonsfora lowerm oduluscould be vacan-

cies present in the NW s. The e�ect oftem perature on

the Young’s m odulus can be neglected. Using the 1-

dim ensionalheatequation and the heatconductivity of

bulk ZnO ,itcan be shown that the tem perature isnot

increased by m ore than 1 °C,assum ing that allthe en-

ergy ofthe electron beam is absorbed atthe top ofthe

NW and thatno heatisextracted by the AFM tip,but

the substrateisa perfectheatsink.

C O N C LU SIO N S

In conclusion,the m echanicalstrength ofZnO NW s

was m easured with a nanom anipulator inside a SEM .

From bending experim entsthe fracture strain was7.7%

and the tensile strength was 3.7 - 5.5 G Pa for di�er-

ent sam ples,no plastic deform ation was observed. The

high strength indicate that no m ajor structuraldefects

are present in the NW s. From the tensile experim ent

theYoung’sm oduluscould beextracted to beabout100

G Pa,that is 30% lower than the bulk value and a fac-

torof2-3 higherthan m easured in bending experim ents

[8,9,10,11].Possiblereasonsare:(1)di�erencesin the

m easurem enttechniques.O urtensileapproachisadirect

oneform easuring Young’sm odulus;(2)di�erentdim en-

sionsand/orshape ofthe NW s which leadsto di�erent

surface-to-volum e ratios;(3) di�erent levelofvacancies

within theNW sresultingfrom variancein theirsynthesis

conditions.

Theauthorsthank NanoW orld AG Neuchâtelforpro-

viding the AFM tips. S.H.thanks the Swiss National

ScienceFoundation for�nancialsupport.
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