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Figure S2. Average particle size distribution plots of (a) Spheres of Cu;BiS;-DBU, (b) rods of
Cu;BiS;-DABCO, (c¢) worm-like morphology of Cu;BiS;-DBN.
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Figure S3. Showing EDAS of (a) spheres, (b) rods, and (¢) worms of Cu;BiS; catalysts
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Figure S4. BJH plots representing pore size distribution of Cu;BiS; nanomaterials.
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Figure S5. Showing UV-visible DRS system of Cu;BiS; (a) Absorption spectrum (b) band gap.
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Figure S6. (a-c) CV in the absence and presence of 4-NP for the three different morphologies-

spheres, rods, and worms. (d-f) Linear plots of scan rate vs. current.
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Figure S7. (a-c) CV at different pH with 2,4-DNP for the three different morphologies-spheres,
rods, and worms. (d-f)The linear fit responses of different pH (5 - 9) for the three morphologies.
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Figure S8. (a-c) CV of Cu;BiS; with 2,4-DNP at different scan rates. (d-f) The corresponding

linear plots of scan rates vs current of 2,4-DNP.
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Figure S9. The corresponding current vs. concentration linear plots of (a-c) 4-NP, and (d-f) 2,4-

DNP for three catalysts spheres, rods, and worms respectively.
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Figure S10. Interference studies for

respectively.
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