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The m agnetoresistance (M R) e�ect in m etallic atom ic-sized contacts is studied theoretically by

m eans of �rst-principle electronic structure calculations. W e consider three-atom chains form ed

from Co,Cu,Si,and Alatom ssuspended between sem i-in�nite Co leads.W e em ploy the screened

K orringa-K ohn-RostokerG reen’sfunction m ethod forthe electronic structurecalculation and eval-

uatethe conductancein theballistic lim itusing theLandauerapproach.The conductance through

the constrictionsre
ectsthe spin-splitting ofthe Co bandsand causeshigh M R ratios,up to 50% .

The in
uence ofthe structuralchangeson the conductance isstudied by considering di�erentgeo-

m etricalarrangem entsofatom sform ing thechains.O urresultsshow thattheconductancethrough

s-like statesisrobustagainst geom etricalchanges,whereas the transm ission isstrongly in
uenced

by the atom ic arrangem entifp ord statescontribute to the current.

PACS num bers:73.63.Rt,73.23.A d,75.47.Jn,73.40.Cg

Theinvestigation ofelectron transportthrough m etal-

lic atom ic-sized contactshasattracted a lotofattention

duringthelast15years,and m ostachievem entsaresum -

m arized in a recent review [1]. Using up-to-date ex-

perim entaltechniques,such asm echanically controllable

break junctions (M CBJ) [2]or scanning tunneling m i-

croscopy [3,4],it is possible to fabricate nanocontacts

with a single atom ,atom ic chain ora m olecule[5]in the

constriction. The experim ents revealstep-like changes

of the conductance upon elongation of the nanocon-

tacts[1,2,3,4]. In case ofnoble (Au,Ag,Cu)[6,7,8]

and alkalim etals (Li,Na,K ) [7,8,9]conductance his-

togram sshow a dom inantpeak very closeto oneconduc-

tance quantum ,G 0 = 2e2=h,and sm allerpeaksclose to

integerconductance quanta. However,in case oftransi-

tion m etalsthe situation di�erssigni�cantly [8,10]and

a broad distribution ofconductancevaluesisusually ob-

tained.

To describe the nanocontacts theoretically, several

m ethods have been developed by m any groups during

the lastyears. An approach based on the tight-binding

(TB) Ham iltonian adapted for a nanocontactgeom etry

wasproposed in Refs.12,13. An im portantconclusion

ofTB m odelsisthattheconductanceofsingle-atom con-

tactsis related to the num berofvalence orbitalsofthe

contactatom availableattheFerm ienergy[12,14].Lang

and coworkers[15,16,17,18]and K obayashiand cowork-

ers[19,20]studied thesingle-atom contacts[15],atom ic

chains ofAl[16,19],Na [17,20],and C [18]using ab-

initio calculationsbased on density functional(DF)the-

ory with jellium electrodes. The form ation m echanism s

ofatom ic chains m ade from di�erent types ofelem ents

such as Ni,Pd,Pt,Cu,Ag and Au were investigated

by m eansofm oleculardynam icssim ulations[21].These

studies were triggered by the experim entalevidence of

the form ation of gold wires [4]. Recently M ehrez et

al. [22]and Brandbyge et al. [23]presented fully self-

consistentDF calculationsoftheconductanceofatom ic-

sized contacts treating the electronic structure ofboth

the contactand electrodeson the sam efooting.

In thispaper,we presentab-initio calculationsofthe

conductanceofnanocontactsand focuson m agneticsys-

tem s. W e consider m agnetic sem i-in�nite fcc (001) Co

electrodesjoined by nanocontactsofdi�erentm aterials.

W e assum e thatthey take the form ofshortthree-atom

Co-,Cu-,Si-or Al-chains suspended between the leads

as shown in Fig.1. O ur aim is to investigate whether

such hybrid system scould exhibita large m agnetoresis-

tance(M R)e�ect.W ewish to addressthefollowing the-

oreticalquestions:(i)W hatisthein
uenceoftransition

m etalelectrodes on the conductance of nanocontacts?

(ii)W hatis the e�ectofthe geom etricaland electronic

structure ofthe nanocontacts on the transport proper-

ties? (iii)W hatare favorableconditionsto increase the

M R through a constriction?

The structure of the nanocontacts studied below is

presented in Fig.1. The experim entallattice constant

a0 = 6:70 a.u.offcc Co was used in the calculations.

In the �rstcon�guration (Fig.1a),we considera linear

three-atom chain with the 1stand the 3rd atom splaced

abovethe Co (001)surfacesatthe idealpositionsofthe

fccstructurewith thedistanceto them iddle-atom ofthe

chain beinga0=
p
2which isthenearestneighbordistance

in the fcc lattice. In the second (zigzag-like)con�gura-

tion (Fig.1b),the atom ic chain isa continuation ofthe

fcc structure along [001]direction, thus the sym m etry

is lower than in case ofa linear chain. These two con-

�gurations were chosen to investigate the e�ect ofthe

geom etricalarrangem enton the conductance.

The electronic structure was calculated using the

non-relativistic spin-polarized version of the screened

K orringa-K ohn-Rostoker (K K R) G reen’s function

m ethod (for details,see Ref.24). The potentials were

assum ed to be spherically sym m etric around each atom .

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0303480v3
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TABLE I:M agnetic m om ents(�B )ofatom sform ing eitherlinearorzigzag-like three-atom chains(see Fig.1)forparallel(P)

and antiparallel(AP) orientation ofthe m agnetic m om ents in the Co leads. The ’contact’atom ofthe chain sits above the

(001)surface.The m agnetic m om entofbulk Co is1:62 �B ,the m om entofthe Co (001)surface atom is1:78 �B .

Co linear Co zigzag Cu linear Cu zigzag Allinear Alzigzag Silinear Sizigzag

atom s P AP P AP P AP P AP P AP P AP P AP P AP

contact + 1.91 + 1.91 + 2.00 + 1.97 + 0.08 + 0.08 + 0.08 + 0.08 � 0.09 � 0.09 � 0.10 � 0.09 � 0.11 � 0.11 � 0.07 � 0.06

central + 2.06 0.00 + 2.28 0.00 + 0.01 0.00 + 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 + 0.06 0.00 + 0.11 0.00

However,the m ultipole expansion ofthe charge density

wastaken into account.The angularm om entum cut-o�

for the wavefunctions and the G reen’s function was

chosen to be lm ax = 3 to ensure wellconverged results.

W ithin the K K R m ethod[24], the G reen’s function of

the system sisobtained in two steps.First,we calculate

the G reen’s function ofthe auxiliary system consisting

of sem i-in�nite leads separated by a vacuum barrier.

Next, the im purity problem is solved self-consistently

by em bedding the chain,surrounding atom sand em pty

sites into the host system , in order to account for

the charge and spin density redistribution e�ects. W e

assum ed parallel (P) and antiparallel (AP) m agnetic

con�guration forthe Co leads. The electronic structure

of the constriction was calculated self-consistently for

both cases.

Ballistic conductance ofthe nanocontacts,g,wascal-

culated using the Landauer theory as form ulated by

Barangerand Stone [25]. W e considertwo sem i-in�nite

Co (001)bulk leadsconnected by the scattering region.

Conductanceiscalculated between two atom icplaneslo-

cated in theidealleads.W eneglecttunneling currentfar

away from thecontactregion and sum up currentcontri-

butions in realspace in the vicinity ofthe constriction.

Convergence waschecked in orderto achieve errorsless

than 5% in the conductance evaluation. A detailed de-

scription and convergence propertiesofthe m ethod can

FIG .1: G eom etry ofthenanocontacts:(a)linearcon�gura-

tion;(b)zigzag-like con�guration.

befound in Ref.26.Therealspaceversion ofthem ethod

em ployed here waspresented also in Ref.27.

In TableIwepresentm agneticm om entscalculated for

di�erentatom icchains.W efound thatm agneticm om ent

isenhanced fortheCoatom sin theCoconstrictionreach-

ing valuesup to 2.06 �B forthe centralCo atom ofthe

linearchain and 2.28 �B forthe zigzag geom etry.In the

AP con�guration,dueto sym m etry,thecentralatom sof

the chainshavezero m om entsand the m agnetic pro�les

areantisym m etric.In caseofCu,Si,and Altheinduced

m agneticm om entsaresm allascan beseen from TableI.

O urresultsforthe M R atthe Ferm ienergy (E F )are

sum m arized in Table II. W e de�ne a m agnetoresistance

ratio as M R = (gP � gA P )=gA P where gP ,gA P are the

conductancesforparalleland antiparallelm agnetic con-

�guration ofthe Co leads. The calculations predict a

M R ratio of30-40% forthe Co constriction,and of20%

in caseoftheCu chain suspended between theleads.The

resultsfor Aland Sichainsare particularly interesting.

W e obtain M R around 50% for the linear con�guration

although m agnetic m om ents are rather sm all(see Ta-

ble I). The valuesdecrease to 20% when the sym m etry

ofthe constriction isreduced.

In order to understand the relation between elec-

tronic structure and transport properties we consider

the energy-dependent transm ission,T(E ),through the

constriction (Fig.2 and Fig.3). In the linear response

the conductance perspin channelisrelated to the total

transm ission as g = e2=h
R
+ 1

� 1
f� f0(E )gT(E )dE ,where

f0(E ) is the derivative ofthe Ferm i-Dirac distribution

function. For zero tem perature the conductance is g =

e2=h T(E F ). However,in case ofan applied voltage,V ,

statesin the energy window ofeV close E F arerelevant

forthe electron transport.

In Fig.2wepresentthetransm ission ofCo,Cu,Aland

Siconstrictionsbetween Co leadsforboth spin channels

TABLE II: M agnetoresistanceratioM R = (gP � gA P )=gA P �
100% fordi�erentzigzag and linearchainssuspended between

the Co leads.

Co Cu Al Si

linear 29 16 49 50

zigzag 38 18 19 21
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FIG .2:Spin-dependenttransm ission asa function ofenergy

for di�erent linear (left colum n) and zigzag-like (right col-

um n)chainssuspended between Co electrodeswith m agnetic

m om ents oriented in parallel. The solid lines with up-and

down-triangles correspond to transm ission for spin-up and

spin-down electrons,respectively.

for parallelm agnetic con�guration. W e see that trans-

m ission for m ajority (spin-up) electrons is generally a

rather sm ooth function ofenergy. However,for m inor-

ity(spin-down)electronsthetransm issionexhibitsrather

com plicated behaviorasa function ofenergy caused by

Co d stateswhich also contribute to electron transport.

In Fig.3 wepresentthe totaltransm ission (sum ofboth

spins),forparallel(P)con�guration in com parison with

the antiparallel(AP)con�guration.The conductanceof

the considered system sisthe transm ission atthe Ferm i

energy,T(E F ),in units ofe2=h. The di�erence ofthe

transm ission between P and AP con�guration atE F isa

m easureofm agnetoresistance.

Letus�rstconcentrateon Coconstrictions(Fig.2a,b).

Theenergy dependenceofthetransm ission can beinter-

preted in term soflocaldensities ofstates(LDO S).For
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FIG .3: Totaltransm ission for both spins as a function of

energy fordi�erentatom ic chainssuspended between the Co

leadsin caseofparallel(black squares)and antiparallel(open

squares) orientation ofm agnetic m om ents ofCo. Transm is-

sion fortheparallelcon�guration isthe sum ofthe transm is-

sion forspin-up and spin-down electronsshown in Fig.2. In

caseoftheantiparallelcon�guration transm ission isthesam e

forboth spins.

thisreason,in Fig.4 wepresentthesym m etry projected

LDO S,s,p,d3z2� r2,dxz,dyz,at the Co centralatom

ofthe linear chain. In case oflinear con�guration the

dxy,dx2� y2 orbitals do not support current since they

are oriented perpendicular to the current direction (z-

axis) and form very sharp resonances in the LDO S of

thecentralCo siteofthechain becauseofweak coupling

with the orbitalsofthe neighboring sites. From Fig.4a

we see that Co m ajority states close to E F are m ainly

sp-likesincethed band isfully occupied and located be-

low � 0:75 eV with respectto theFerm ienergy,whilefor

m inority statesthe Ferm ilevelcrossesthe d band.This

isalso valid forthe caseofa Co zigzag chain.

Theexam ination oftheLDO S attheCositesofthelin-
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FIG .4: Sym m etry projected localdensity ofstates(LD O S)

at the Co atom s ofthe linear three-atom chain for the case

ofparallelorientation ofm agnetizationsin the Co leads.W e

presentthes,pand alldcontributionsrelevantforatransport

along thewireaxis(z-axis).ThecontactCo atom isthechain

atom nextto the surface ofthe Co lead. Panel(a): s and p

statesofthecentralCo atom ;panel(b):d3r2� z2 statesofthe

centraland contact Co atom s;panel(c): dxz and dyz states

ofthe centraland contactCo atom s.

earchain showsthatdueto thelocalized and directional

characterofthe d orbitalsin realspace,transm ission is

high only ifthe orbitalsofthesam esym m etry atneigh-

boring sites ofthe chain are coupled. This can be seen

from Fig.4b and c. Forexam ple,the m inority dxz and

dyz statesat� 1:2 eV (Fig.4c)survivealso attheneigh-

boring atom (dotted line)and causeshigh transm ission.

Sim ilarly,thejum p in thetransm ission around � 0:75 eV

forspin-down electrons(Fig.2a)correlatewith thepeak

ofthe m inority d3z2� r2 state(Fig.4b).

Com paringFigs.2a,b wecan concludethatforCocon-

strictionsthe transm ission ofspin-up electronsisrather

insensitive to structuralchangessim ulated by the linear

and zigzag con�gurationsofthe atom ic chains. O n the

contrary,thegeom etricalarrangem entoftheconstriction

seem s to be m ore im portant for d electrons. Reducing

the sym m etry ofthe atom ic chain by considering zigzag

geom etry destroyscoupling between d orbitals,therefore

the transm ission ofspin-down electrons is reduced and

weobtain a sm ooth energy dependence (see Fig.2b).

O urstudy is restricted to collinearm agnetic con�gu-

rations.To estim ate the in
uence ofthisapproxim ation

wehaveconsidered alsotwo-atom Cochainswherea1800

dom ain wallis form ed in the antiparallelcon�guration.

In that case M R atE F was found to be approxim ately

15% and theoverallbehaviorisnotfarfrom theonedis-

cussed above.Thus,ourcalculationspredicta M R ratio

rather sensitive to the geom etricaland m agnetic struc-

ture. In addition,the sphericalpotentialapproxim ation

m ightlead tosm allshiftsoftheelectronicstatestodi�er-

entenergies,com pared to a m ore accuratefull-potential

description. This m ightin
uence the M R valuesatthe

Ferm ilevelreported in thepaper.In particular,in cases

wherethereisa strongvariation ofthetransm ission with

energy close to the Ferm ilevel,the reported M R values

are expected to be less accurate. However,we believe

that the con�gurations under consideration give a rep-

resentative order ofm agnitude ofthe M R e�ect in Co

nanocontacts,but cannot explain the M R ratio of Co

contactswhich wasrecentlyobservedexperim entally[28].

M oreover,our calculations for Ninanocontacts using a

zigzag con�guration (Fig.1b) give a m agnetoresistance

value of24% contrary to the M R ratiosofhundred per-

centobserved in electrodeposited Ninanocontacts. [28]

Thus,ourcalculationsshow thatwithin the accuracy of

density functionaltheory theexperim entalvaluescannot

be explained assum ing a clean,abruptdom ain walland

ballistic transport. Further investigations in particular

on the roleofdefectson m agnetotransportarerequired,

since a recentstudy indicatesa signi�cantenhancem ent

oftheM R ratioifoxygen isassum ed to beatthecontact

region [29].

The nextquestion iswhetherthe electronic structure

oftheleadsa�ectsthetransportpropertiesthrough con-

strictions? To answerthis question the Co chains were

replaced by Cu chains.Itiswellknown thatthem ajority

band ofCo m atchesthe Cu band whereasthe m inority

band ofCo di�ers strongly from the Cu band. O ur re-

sults show that induced m agnetic m om ents in the Cu

chain arequitesm all(seeTableI)and thespin-splitting

oftheLDO S isnotsigni�cant(seeFig.5).Consequently,

the calculated di�erence ofthe transm ission forthe two

spins is m ainly caused by the Co leads (see Fig.2c,d).
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FIG .5: Sym m etry projected localdensity ofstates(LD O S)

atthecentralCu atom ofthelinearthree-atom chain forthe

case ofparallelorientation ofm agnetizationsin theCo leads.

Panel(a): s and p states; panel(b): d3r2� z2,dxz and dyz

states.

In case ofthe linearcon�guration there are highly con-

ductingstatesaround � 1:2eV both forspin-up and spin-

down channels. This is due to the m atching ofthe Co

d band to the Cu d states which are located in the en-

ergy region below � 0:75 eV (Fig.5b). However,these

highly conducting channelsare closed in the zigzag con-

�guration (Fig.2d) due to the sam e sym m etry reasons

discussed in case ofthe Co chains.Above � 0:75 eV the

electronicstructureofspin-up Co statesand Cu statesis

sim ilar,thus the m ajority (spin-up) transm ission ofthe

Cu chains(Fig.2,c,d)issim ilartothem ajoritytransm is-

sion oftheCo chains(Fig.2,a,b).Theenergy-dependent

transm ission forspin-up electronsissm ooth in both con-

�gurations.However,the transm ission ofthe spin-down

electrons(Fig.2c,d)issigni�cantly reduced and,�nally,

a M R ratio of� 15% atE F isobtained (see Fig.3c,d).

Thevalue1.1e2=h ofthem ajority(spin-up)conductance

atE F forthree-atom zigzag chain ofCu isin agreem ent

with the conductance ofan in�nite m onoatom ic zigzag

chain offcc Cu oriented along [001]direction. Since in

thatcase only one band iscrossing the Ferm ilevel,the

conductance is e2=h per spin channel. Finally,we con-

clude thatthe electronic structure ofthe leadsstrongly
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FIG .6: Sym m etry projected localdensity ofstates(LD O S)

attheSiatom softhelinearSichain in caseofparallelorien-

tation ofm agnetizations in the Co leads. Solid line: central

Siatom ;dashed-dotted line:contactSiatom nextto the Co

surface. The peaks ofthe LD O S around � 1:8 eV and near

E F have px;py character.

in
uencesthetransm issionthrough theconstriction.The

s-like states in the leads (m ajority states ofCo) show

a high transm ission through an s-like chain, however,

due to the band m ism atch d-like m inority Co statesare

strongly scattered and show a low transm ission through

the Cu chain.

W efurtherconsiderconductancethrough chainsm ade

from sp-elem entsconnected to the leads. W e have cho-

sen Siand Al, since Siclusters of 2{20 atom s can be

produced in the gasphase [30],thusm easurem entssim -

ilar to Ref.5 m ight be possible. Although the induced

m agneticm om entsofAland Siatom saresm all,theM R

ratio can be rather large (see Tables I,II). This is due

to the "splitting" ofthe energy-dependenttransm ission

curveswhich re
ects the spin-splitting ofthe Co bands

(see Figs.Fig.2e{h). For exam ple,in case ofa linear

Sichain (Fig.2g),the transm ission ofspin-up electrons

increases up to 3 around � 0:6 eV while the spin-down

channelhaslow transm ission which risesonly aboveE F .

Asa consequence,thespin-polarization ofthecurrentat

E F ishigh,P = (g" � g#)=(g" + g#)= 71% ,which causes

50% M R (Fig.3g,h). The characteristic jum p of� 2 in

thetransm ission thatisobtained in both spin channelsat

di�erentenergiescan beexplained by m eansofthespin-

resolved LDO S at the Sisites (Fig.6). The m ajority

LDO S ofthe centralatom showsa pronounced peak at

� 0:6 eV below E F shaped likea van-Hovesingularity in

onedim ensionalsystem s.Thispeak haspx;py character.

Thesam epx;py peak isseen in them inority band butit
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isshifted dueto induced spin-splitting to higherenergies

justaboveE F .Thisstate isresponsible forthe increase

ofthe transm ission by � 2. The m inority LDO S ofthe

centralSiatom showsanotherpronounced resonance at

� 1:8 eV below E F which doesnotoccurin them ajority

band and stem sfrom theCo-Siinteraction.Thispeak is

also visible in the m inority LDO S ofthe Siclose to the

Co surface.Sincein the m inority band the Sivan-Hove-

like state becom esunoccupied due to spin-splitting,the

electronsoccupy the state form ed by the Co-Siinterac-

tion which leadsto nearly zero m agneticm om entsin the

Sichain. The sam e e�ect of"splitting" ofthe energy-

dependent transm ission curves is also observed for Al,

but the one-dim ensionalcharacterofthe px;py state is

less pronounced com pared to Si,therefore the increase

ofthe transm ission ofthe linear Alchain is sm oother

(Fig.2e).

In the zigzag con�guration the px;py degeneracy is

lifted,so thatforSi(Fig.2h)the transm ission increases

in stepsof� 1 both forspin-up and spin-down channels.

In case ofAlthe stepsare notso pronounced (Fig.2f).

com paring the zigzag with the linearchainswe see that

the"splitting" ofthetransm ission curvesisconserved in

allcases(Fig.2e{h). The M R ratio,however,dropsfor

both Aland Sizigzag chains(Table II).

In conclusion,wehavepresented ab-initio calculations

of the conductance of m agnetic atom ic-sized contacts.

M R ratios up to 50% are predicted for di�erent three-

atom chains suspended between Co leads. O ur results

show that the conductance through s-like states is ro-

bustagainststructuralchangeswhereasthetransm ission

isstrongly in
uenced by the atom ic arrangem entin the

chain ifp ord statescontributeto the current.Further-

m ore,we have dem onstrated that the spin-polarization

ofthe ferrom agneticleadsinducesa spin-polarization of

the currentalthough the induced m agnetic m om ents in

the chain could be rather sm all(Cu,Al,Si). The in-

duced spin-splitting ofthe wire states due to ferrom ag-

neticleadsispractically zero forsstatesbutcould beas

large as 1 eV for p states. In case ofsp chains (Al,Si)

this causes strong spin-polarization ofthe current and,

consequently,largeM R values.
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