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Based on �rst-principlescalculations,we dem onstrate thatm agnetism im pedesthe form ation of

long chainsin break junctions.W e �nd a distinctsoftening ofthe binding energy ofatom ic chains

due to the creation ofm agnetic m om entsthatcrucially reducesthe probability ofsuccessfulchain

form ation. Thereby,we are able to explain the long standing puzzle why m ost ofthe transition-

m etalsdo notassem bleaslong chainsin break junctionsand providethusan indirectevidencethat

in generalsuspended atom ic chainsin transition-m etalbreak junctionsare m agnetic.

O ne-dim ensionalsystem s, realized experim entally as

suspended m onatom ic chains in break junctions (BJs),

havealtered ourconceptionalview on atom icscalejunc-

tions. For exam ple, due their enhanced tendency to

m agnetism they bearhigh potentialin the �eld ofspin-

tronics by com bining the possibility to probe, control

[1,2],and switch the m agnetic state by spin-polarized

electrical currents. Recent �rst-principles calculations

supportthese expectations and reporton sizeable m ag-

netic m om ents [3, 4, 5, 6, 7] and giant m agneto-

crystallineanisotropy energies[4,5,7]in suspended and

free-standing transition-m etal(TM )m onowires(M W s).

W hile the form ation of long atom ic chains of selected

TM s and conductance quantization have been experi-

m entally dem onstrated [8,9,10],any conclusiveevidence

ofm agnetism in chainsisstillm issing.

This lack ofevidence seem s even m ore surprising as

m easurem entson chainsdeposited on surfacesshow uni-

vocalsignaturesoflocalm agneticm om ent[11,12].M ea-

suring the m agnetoresistance in BJs would serve as a

prooffor m agnetism in atom ic-sized contacts. In m a-

terials,where long M W s can be successfully suspended

asreported forIr and Pt[9,13,14],the leadsare non-

m agnetic,which preventsthe pinning tip-m agnetization

and thus the analysis via m agnetoresistivity m easure-

m ents.O n the otherhand,so farithasnotbeen shown

that breaking contacts of m agnetic 3d-TM s results in

one-dim ensionalstructuresbeyond pointcontacts.

An alternative approach to prove that m onatom ic

chains are m agnetic is the search for half-integer con-

ductance originating from 100% spin-polarized conduc-

tance channels. Although Rodriguesetal.[15]reported

on such ahalf-integerconductanceforCo,Niand PtBJs,

itwasshown both experim entally [16]and theoretically

[17]thatnotonly m agneticorderingbute.g.alsothead-

sorption ofH 2 can lead to sim ilarvaluesofconductance.

In otherwords,the presence ofhalf-integerconductance

isnotauniqueattributeoffullspin-polarizationand thus

cannotserveasa proofofit.

Because ofthese uncertainties,in this letter we take

a new path to address the em ergence ofm agnetism in

BJs. W e base our study on the m ost fundam entaland

easiest accessible experim entalquantity: the probabil-

ity forsuccessfulchain form ation ofa given m aterialit-

self. The trend arising from num erous BJ experim ents

is,thatm onatom icchain form ation ism ostprobablefor

late 5d TM s as wellas Ag and Au [10,13,14,18]. To

analyze the role ofm agnetism for the chain form ation

in BJs of3d,4d and 5d TM s we apply a recently de-

veloped m aterial-speci�c theoreticalm odel[19]for the

form ation oflong m onatom ic chains which operates in

term sofparam etersextractedfrom abinitio calculations.

By explicitly including and excluding m agneticexchange

interactions,we prove thatm agnetism signi�cantly sup-

pressesthechain form ationduetoasubstantialreduction

ofthe chain hardness expressed in term s ofthe m axi-

m ally sustainable break force.Com paring ourresultsto

experim ental�ndings,weareableto providean indirect

evidencethatchainsin BJsareindeed m agnetic.

W e willbrie
y recallthe m odelwhich allowsto inves-

tigatetheform ation probability ofsuspended m onatom ic

chainsundertension in BJs[19]beforeapplyingittoboth

m agneticand non-m agneticchains.In thism odel,chain

form ation succeedsifthe criteria for stability and pro-

ducibility are m et. The criterion for stability addresses

the rupture ofthe chain via breaking ofthe bond be-

tween two neighboring chain atom s. The criterion for

producibility isconcerned with thechain elongation that

is com posed of two processes: At �rst one atom has

to be extracted out of the lead into the chain. This

transferleadsto a reduction ofthe coordination ofthis

particularatom and consequently additionalexternalen-

ergy isrequired,which we accountforby the di�erence

�E Lead = E M W � E Lead oftheenergy ofcohesion foran

atom in thelead,E Lead,and in thechain,E M W ,both at

equilibrium distance.Thisenergy can bestored m echan-

ically and isreleased in thesecond processofrelaxing all

chain’sbondsto a sm allerinter-atom icdistanceafteran

additionalatom hasjoined the chain. These com peting

contributionstothetotalenergy ofthesystem determ ine

whetheritisenergetically favorableto grow thechain by

one atom or not. In order to apply both criteria only
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FIG .1:(coloronline)Calculated M W energy E(d)(circles)as

a function ofinter-atom ic distance d (throughout the paper

given in a.u.= 0.0529nm )forboth non-m agnetic(NM )(black)

and m agnetic (M ) state (green) are shown for (a) Fe and

(b)W .The M orse-�t(lines)providesa universal�tto these

pointswellbelow therequired accuracy ofabout100 m eV for

chem icalbondingand can becharacterized by theequilibrium

inter-atom ic distance d0 and the in
ection point d̂.E(d)and

the m agnetic m om ents M in (c) and (d) correspond to the

FM and AFM ground state forFe and W ,respectively.

two quantities have to be known: The binding energy

E(d) ofa M W atom as a function ofinter-atom ic dis-

tance d and the cohesive energy di�erence �E Lead. W e

willshow thatboth param etersdepend on theform ation

ofm agneticm om ents.

In order to determ ine these param eters we carried

out spin-polarized and non-spin-polarized ab initio cal-

culations in the generalized gradient approxim ation

(G G A)[20]to the density functionaltheory forselected

3d, 4d, and 5d TM s, em ploying the full-potentiallin-

earized augm ented plane-wave m ethod (FLAPW ) for

one-dim ensional(1D)system s[21],asim plem ented in the

FLEUR code[22].W eused thebulk version ofthiscodeto

calculatethecohesion energy [23].Hereweconsidered in

allcasesthetruem agnetic(3d)ornon-m agnetic(4d,5d)

bulk ground stateasthereferencecon�guration.Forcal-

culationsofthebareM W sin allcasesweconsidered the

non- (NM ),ferro- (FM ) and antiferrom agnetic (AFM )

orderand included basisfunctions with plane wavesup

to km ax = 4.4 a.u.�1 and used 64 k points in one half

ofthe 1D Brillouin zone. W e calculated all3d M W s in

thescalar-relativisticapproach,whilespin-orbitcoupling

wasadded forall4d’sand 5d’s.

The calculated spin m om ents M (d) and the binding

energy E(d) are shown in Fig.1 for Fe and W M W s as

exam ples. Both chains exhibit sizeable m agnetic m o-

m ents and the binding energies for the non-m agnetic

(NM ) and m agnetic (M ) case di�er substantially. This

is true in particular for large distances,where the en-

ergy di�erence Esp(d)= EN M (d)� EM (d)approachesthe

spin-polarization energy Esp(1 )ofan isolated atom . A

closer look reveals,that this overalltendency to m ag-

netism in 1D chains results in �nite m agnetic m om ents

even in 5d-TM salready atthe NM equilibrium distance

d
N M
0 orupon sm allstretching leading to a m agnetic ex-

pansion ofe.g. dM0 � d
N M
0 = 0:2 a.u. for W (Fig.1(a))

and being m ore pronounced e.g. for Fe (Fig.1(b)),in

agreem ent with Ref.[5, 25]. O verall,the binding po-

tentialenergies ofM and NM chains di�er not only by

spin-polarization energy and a constantshift in d0,but

also theirslopesarecrucially di�erent(Fig.1(a),(b)).

In orderto analyzethe binding energy quantitatively,

we�ta M orse-potential

E(d)= E(1 )�

�
1� e

�
(d�d 0)

�2
(1)

to the discrete set of calculated energy points

(Fig.1(a),(b))forthe di�erentm agnetic states.Besides

the equilibrium distance d0,the M orse potentialcan be

characterized by thefollowingtwophysically transparent

param eters:Thein
ection point d̂ = d0 + ln2=
 and the

break forceF0 = 
 � E(1 )=2,which isthem axim alslope

F (d̂)ofthe potential. Togetherwith �E Lead,which we

evaluateforagivenclose-packedsurface(Fig.2(a)),these

fourquantitiesconstitute a m inim albasisfora realistic

description ofthe chain form ation process,providing us

with an accurate and continuous representation ofthe

binding energy curve.

As we see from Fig.2,m agnetism has a very di�er-

entim pacton thesefourquantities:Thecohesion energy

di�erence�E Lead (Fig.2(a))of4d and 5d TM srem ains

alm ostunchanged form agneticand non-m agneticchains,

as these elem ents are non-m agnetic at surfaces and de-

velop only sm allm agnetic m om entsatd0. For3d TM s

the situation is di�erent: in the wire the m agnetic m o-

m entsatd0 arealready closeto thesaturated valuesand

largerthan foratom satsurfaces,which leadsto a size-

able gain in spin-polarization energy and thereby to a

considerable reduction of�E Lead [26]. The position of

d̂ with respect to d0 (Fig.2(b)),a quantity crucialfor

the stability ofthe wires,revealsonly m inorchangesof

lessthan 5% between calculationswith and withoutspin-

polarization.Thecrucialim pactofm agnetism isthesoft-

ening ofthe binding energy curve,which leadsto a sig-

ni�cantreduction ofthebreak forceF0 forallconsidered

3d,4d (notshown)and 5d TM s(Fig.2(c)).Forexam ple,

the break forces with and without spin-polarization for

W di�erby a factoroftwo. Both atthe beginning and

the end ofthe 5d series,this ratio reducesaccording to

sm allerm axim alm agnetic m om entsand isequalto one

for the non-m agnetic noble m etalAu. The break force

F0 not only represents the m axim alforce applicable to

a chain,but also serves as a m easure for the m axim al

am ountofm echanicalenergy which can be gained upon

relaxation ofits bonds. In any case,high values ofF0

favorsuccessfulchain creation in BJ experim ents.Thus,
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FIG .2:(coloronline)(a)Cohesion energy di�erence�E Lead,

(b) di�erence d̂ � d0 = ln2=
 and (c) break force F0 for

non-m agnetic (m arked as NM ,black squares) and m agnetic

(m arked asFM orAFM ,green circles)5d-TM chains.Broken

line in (c) stands for the break force F M

0 calculated accord-

ing to Eq. (2). As indicated by the grey shaded area, W

and ReM W srevealan AFM ground state atallinter-atom ic

distances,while the rest ofthe chains are FM .W ith orange

squaresin (c)the break force forthe FM W and Re M W sis

shown forcom parison.

astheappearanceofm agnetism crucially reducesF0,we

can conclude,thatthe form ation oflocalm agnetic m o-

m entssuppresseschain form ation.

In orderto capture the origin ofthe m agnetically in-

duced reduction ofF0,werelatethem agneticquantities

tothenon-m agneticones.In the�rstapproxim ation,the

in
uenceofthem agnetization on thebinding energy po-

tentialEsp(d)= EN M (d)� EM (d)can beattributed to the

Hund-type intra-atom ic exchange interaction 1

2
IM

2(d)

between m ostly d- but also s-electrons on the atom ic

sitesand theinter-atom icHeisenberg J(d)~M i(d)~M i+ 1(d)

exchange contributions between the atom ic spins. The

binding energy,EM (1 ),prefactorin Eq.(1),then reads

EM (1 )= EN M (1 )� Esp(1 )+ Esp(d0),where Esp(1 )=
1

2
IM

2(1 ) is purely given by intra-atom ic exchange of

a free atom and Esp(d0) = EN M (d
N M
0 )� EM (d

M
0 ) is the

energy di�erence ofthe NM and M states at the corre-

sponding equilibrium distance.Taking asan exam ple5d

TM s we can safely assum e even for W ,exhibiting the

largestequilibrium m agnetic m om ent ofM (dM0 )� 1�B

through the series, that the im pact of m agnetism on

the equilibrium propertiesofthe chainsissm alland set

for sim plicity d
M
0 = d

N M
0 and Esp(d0) = 0. As appar-

ent from Fig.2(b),it is also reasonable to assum e that


M = 
N M ,in which case the m agnetic break force sim -

pli�esto:

F
M
0 =


M

2
� EM (1 )= F

N M
0 �


N M

2
� IdM

2
(1 ): (2)

For5d TM chainsweestim ated F M
0 according to Eq.(2)

using ab initio values ofthe non-m agnetic break force

F
N M
0 ,m agnetic m om entsatd = 6:5 a.u.and the atom ic

exchangeintegralsbetweend-electrons,Id,from Ref.[27],

and plotted itin com parison to them agneticbreak force

determ ined from ab initio in Fig.2(c).G ood qualitative

agreem entbetween thetwo break forcecurvesunderlines

that the intra-atom ic exchange I is the m ajor origin of

them agnetically driven reduction ofF0,whilethe inter-

atom icexchangeplaysonlyam inorrole.Thisconclusion

is further veri�ed by the observation that changing the

m agnetic order from AFM to FM in W and Re M W s

resultsonly in a sm allchangeofF0 (seeFig.2(c)).

W e now turn back to the analysisofourab initio re-

sults. W ith the knowledge ofallkey quantitiesentering

thecriteria for stability and producibility wecan further

analyzeboth criteria in thephasespaceofthenum berof

atom sN and inter-atom icdistanced presented in Fig.3.

Each ofthe criteria leads to a distinct region where it

isful�lled and accordingly thechain isstable(S)orpro-

ducible(P).Ideallyforasuccessfulchainelongationevent

tohappen,both regions(S)and (P)havetooverlap(SP).

Com parison ofthe phase diagram sfordi�erentTM s,

shown forFe,Ru,and W in Fig.3,underlines,thatthe

form ation oflocalm agneticm om entsstronglysuppresses

the probability ofchain form ation for3d,4d,and 5d el-

em ents.Ifweignorethe form ation ofm agnetism am ong

the 3d-, 4d-, and 5d-TM series Cr, M n, Fe, Ru, Rh,

Ag,Re,O s,Ir,Ptand Au exhibitextensive SP regions

(Fig.3(b),(d)) indicating successfulchain form ation for

these elem ents. Even for W (Fig.3(f)) with bcc(110)

electrodesneglectingm agnetism resultsin touchingSand

P regions,indicating chain form ation form oreopen lead

structures. Allowing forthe form ation oflocalspin m o-

m entsthepicturechangescom pletely:SP regionsem erge

exclusively forRu (Fig.3(c)),Ag,Ir,Pt,and Au while

for allother elem ents the S and P regions are clearly

separated and no chain form ation occurs (Fig.3(a),(e)

and in [19]).W hileforPd and Ptchainsthein
uenceof

m agnetism issm alldue to relatively sm allm om entsen-

teringEq.(2),theSP-regionsofRu (Fig.3(c))and Irare

considerably less extended for m agnetic chains than for

non-m agneticones,underlining the suppression ofchain

form ation by m agnetism .

W hile our predictions based on the assum ption that

chainsin BJsarem agneticm atch and explain theexper-

im ental�ndings for successfulAg,Ir,Pt and Au chain

form ation,theresultsofthem odelfornon-m agneticsus-

pended chainscontradictthe experim entalobservations
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FIG .3: (color online) Phase diagram s for Fe,Ru,and W -

BJswith (a),(c),(e)and without(b),(d),(f)spin-polarization

ofthechain atom s.Plotsindicateregionsofstability (S,dark

gray),producibility (P,light gray),separated by a white re-

gion oroverlapping in the SP region (in green).The starting

point along the x-axis d0 and the assum ed surface orienta-

tions of the leads are indicated. The input param eters for

W are given in Fig.2(a)-(c) and for Fe and Ru in [26]. (g)

provides a schem atic sum m ary ofour results. Shown is the

chain form ation probability,proportionalto the size ofSP-

regions,versus chain length,proportionalto the highest N

forwhich an SP-region exists,with (green)and withoutspin-

polarization (gray) in relation to the experim ental�ndings

(red)[10,13,14,16,18,29]in allcasesin arbitrary unitsrel-

ative to Au.Arrowsindicate (exem pli�ed forFe,Ru and W )

the consequence on the chain form ation caused by switching

o� the �nite m agnetization in the chain.

atseveralcrucialpoints(Fig.3(g)).Firstly,nanocontacts

of3d-TM s such as Fe are reported to form only point-

contacts with no tendency to form longer chains [16].

Secondly,also BJ-experim ents using W as tip-m aterial

resultonly in point-contacts [28],m oreover,W tips are

widely used in STM -and AFM -experim entsdueto their

structuralrigidity preventingsubstrate-induced reform a-

tions[29].Thirdly,non-m agneticIrchainswould becom e

as long as those ofPt,and alm ost as long as those of

Au,in direct disagreem ent with experim ents which re-

port signi�cant decrease ofchain form ation probability

and length when going from Au to Ir [10,13,14,18].

These clearcontradictionsto existing experim entalevi-

dence lead us to the conclusion that only when chains

in BJsarem agnetic,theexperim entally observed trends

can bereproduced and explained throughoutthe3d,4d,

and 5d transition-and noble-m etalseries.Therefore,by

reductio ad contradictum ,com paring theoreticalpredic-

tionswith experim ental�ndings,weprovideaconvincing

evidencethatTM chainsin BJsarem agnetic.
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