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Deposition of MoS2 on (111)-Au alters the electronic properties of MoS2. In this study, we investigate the free-standing
MoS2 monolayer and the MoS2/(111)-Au heterostructure, with and without strain, as well as defects of interest in
memristive and neuromorphic applications. We focus on so-called atomristor devices based on monolayer materials that
achieve resistive switching characteristics with the adsorption and desorption of metal adatoms. Our study confirms that
the formation of midgap states is the primary mechanism behind the resistive switching. Our results show that strain
lowers the adsorption/desorption energies of Au+defect structures of interest, leading to more favorable switching
energies, but simultaneously reduces the switching ratio between states of differing conductivities. The presence of the
(111)-Au substrate additionally introduces non-uniform amounts of strain throughout and charge transfer to the MoS2
monolayer. We propose that the induced strain can contribute to the experimentally observed n− to p−type transition
and Ohmic to Schottky transition in the MoS2 monolayer. The charge transfer leads to a permanent polarization at the
interface, which can be tuned by strain. Our study has important implications on the role of the electrode as being a
source of the observed variability in memristive devices and as serving as an additional degree of freedom for tuning
the switching characteristics of the memristor device.

I. INTRODUCTION

Memristors are an emerging technology in low-power and
highly integrated devices1, data storage and encryption2–4,
and neuromorphic computing circuits5. In memristors, the
application of an external electric field modulates the electri-
cal resistance between a high resistance state (HRS) and low
resistance state (LRS) while retaining a memory of the prior
resistive state1. Non-volatile resistive switching (NVRS) has
been observed across several 2D materials such as graphene
oxide6, black phosphorous7, h-BN8, and various transition
metal dichalcogenides (TMDs)9–12. Atomically-thin mono-
layer materials exhibiting NVRS, dubbed atomristors12, have
been demonstrated to have switching voltages on the order
of 1 V or less, making them suitable for low-power, energy-
efficient devices11. The use of (nearly) atomically-thin 2D
monolayer materials additionally represents the ultimate
material scaling limit for achieving high packing densities.
Indeed, NVRS in monolayer materials has been observed
to occur through the formation and dissolution of point
defects, which avoids the stochastic formation of conductive
filaments13,14 and may help realize energy-efficient devices
with resistive switching11,12,15. While point defects are
broadly known to impact the electrical16,17, optical18,19, and
magnetic properties20,21 of 2D materials, the mechanism(s)
of how resistive switching arises from the presence of
point defects is less well understood. We consider NVRS
in vertically-stacked two-terminal devices consisting of a
metal-semiconductor-metal. In particular, we focus on the
interface between MoS2 and gold, which is a commonly
used contact metal due to its high electronic conductivity and
chemical inertness.

Several theoretical and experimental studies have investi-
gated the mechanism of resistive switching mediated by point

defects in MoS2 on gold electrodes, but thus far a comprehen-
sive picture is lacking. One proposed model from Hus et al.15

attributes the resistive switching behavior to the presence
of metal adatoms adsorbed in existing sulfur vacancies and
sulfur di-vacancies15,22. By combining scanning tunneling
spectroscopy and microscopy with DFT calculations, Hus et
al. found such metal adatoms result in an in-gap state near
the Fermi level that induces a greater degree of metallicity in
the monolayer. This model was further refined in the work
of Ge et al.11,12, who proposed a mechanism in which the
metal adatom dissociates from the electrode, may diffuse
across the monolayer surface, and adsorbs onto an existing
vacancy. Ge et al. suggested that a similar mechanism may
broadly apply to 2D materials based on the observation of
similar resistive switching characteristics in current-voltage
measurements across several TMDs. These results were
corroborated with first-principles calculations based on the
Keldysh nonequilibrium Green’s function theory from Li and
colleagues23 who considered point defects in free-standing
MoS2, as well as MoTe2 and WTe2. These studies focused
mainly on the free-standing monolayer, neglecting the metal
electrode(s). The theoretical work from Boschetto et al.24,25

computed tunneling probabilities of various concentrations of
sulfur vacancies and adatoms in a heterostructure of MoS2
and gold. Boschetto et al. proposed that the formation of
metal adatom clusters forming a conducting bridge could
induce a semiconducting to metallic transition in MoS2.
Nevertheless, several open questions remain: What, if any,
is the role of the metal electrode in the resistive switching
mechanism? More specifically, what is the role of the metal
electrode in the defect energetics and the transport properties?

The interface between MoS2 and gold metal contacts
presents a wealth of physics that has been under-explored
in the context of resistive switching. In building an atomic
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understanding of the interface, one of the first considerations
is the impact of strain. When an interface between monolayer
MoS2 and (111)-Au is formed, the Au substrate may lead to
heterogeneous local strain throughout the MoS2 monolayer.
The extent to which the heterogeneity exists varies among
studies and may vary depending on the method of preparation.
For example, a study from Velický and colleagues reported
biaxial strains of up to 1.9% based on the downward shift and
broadening of the in-plane E ′ vibrational mode. In contrast,
monolayer MoS2 synthesized via chemical vapor deposition
on polycrystalline Au has been reported to exhibit only
out-of-plane strain and no in-plane strain26.

Prior theoretical and experimental studies also suggest
that variations at the MoS2/Au(111) interface are intimately
connected with the wide range of electronic properties
reported27–31. For example, McDonnell and co-workers27

used a combination of XPS and STM/STS to correlate the
observation of lower Schottky barriers to the presence of
sulfur and molybdenum vacancies (i.e., varying stoichiometry
in the monolayer). The surface roughness of the metal
electrode, strain between the monolayer and substrate, and
hence the interlayer spacing have also been invoked28,31,32

to explain the modulation of electronic properties between
different metal electrodes or compared to free-standing
MoS2. However, only a few studies24,25,33 have considered
the explicit presence of the metal electrode in the context
of understanding resistive switching mechanisms. In these
studies, the effects of strain, interlayer spacing, and the
presence of defects are only partially considered or omitted.
Hence, in this study, we seek to further elucidate the impact of
the metal electrode and accompanying strain on the transport
properties of monolayer MoS2 and connect these insights to
resistive switching as mediated by point defects.

The paper is organized as follows. We first discuss our
computational methodologies for computing defect ener-
getics, transport properties, and for constructing interfacial
models between MoS2 and (111)-Au in Section II. In Sec-
tions III A and III B, we discuss the formation of native point
defects with gold adatoms in free-standing MoS2 without
strain and with strain. Our results confirm that the adsorption
of a gold adatom induces large changes in conductivity
to explain resistive switching in monolayer MoS2. Next,
we investigate the effects of biaxial tensile strain in the
MoS2/(111)-Au interface on the defect formation proper-
ties (Section III C), interfacial charge transfer and dipole
formation (Section III D), Ohmic to Schottky transition and
its effect on transport properties (Section III E). Finally,
we conclude with a discussion of the implications of our
calculations on resistive switching mechanisms.

II. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

First-principles electronic structure calculations based on
density functional theory were conducted using the OpenMX

software package (version 3.9.2)34–36. Calculations were
performed using norm-conserving pseudopotentials37, the
generalized gradient approximation for exchange correlation
interactions38, spin polarization, and pseudo-atomic localized
basis functions. The standard basis set for the pseudo-atomic
orbitals used for Mo was s3p2d2, for S was s2p2d1f1, and for
Au was s3p2d2f1, all with cutoff radius of 7.0 a.u. A vacuum
distance of 50 Å in the direction normal to the surface was
used in the calculations. The atomic coordinates were relaxed
until the interatomic forces were below 10−5 Hartree/Bohr.
Brillouin zone sampling was performed using a 12× 12× 1
mesh, energy cutoff of 300 Ry and energy-convergence
threshold of 10−10 Hartree. The DFT-D3 method is used in
calculations involving the heterostruture to account for van
der Waals interactions39. Chemical potentials with respect to
the vacuum level were evaluated via the effective screening
medium (ESM) method40, as implemented in OpenMX.
In the projected density of states (PDOS) reported here,
the Gaussian broadening width was set at 0.05 eV. Band
unfolding procedures were performed with the LCAO method
implemented in OpenMX41.

The formation energy of defects E f provides information
on the stability of a particular defect and is calculated using

E f = Ede f −Ehost −∑
i

niµi +q(Ev +EF)+Ecorr. (1)

Ede f and Ehost correspond to the DFT total energies of the
system with and without the defect, µi is the chemical po-
tential of species i, and ni represents the number of species i
added (ni > 0) or removed (ni < 0). Ev and EF are the valence
band maximum (VBM) and Fermi level position, respectively.
Ecorr indicates the energy correction term corresponding to the
spurious interactions between images of the defects within the
periodic supercell approach and is included using the effective
screening method42 as implemented in the openMX code. We
consider only neutral defects in this paper (q = 0), namely the
gold adatom adsorbed to sulfur vacancies, sulfur divacancies,
and molybdenum vacancies as shown in Figure S1. The chem-
ical potential of S is referenced to the solid, monoclinic phase;
as such, µMo = µMoS2 −2µS and µAu = (µAu2S −µS)/2. The
calculated heat of formation of monolayer MoS2 is −0.988
eV/atom, which compares favorably to that on the Materials
Project43 (−0.964 eV/atom).

We consider the energetics of an Au adatom interacting
with monolayer MoS2. The adsorption energy is computed
using Eads = Ehost+adatom−Ehost−Eadatom, where E represents
the computed DFT total energy and Eadatom is referenced to
bulk gold. We also compute the binding energy of Au adatoms
to existing native point defects (e.g., sulfur vacancies), which
is computed as44 Eb = E f

vacancy+adatom − E f
vacancy − E f

adatom,
where E f represents a formation energy as defined in Eq. 1.

For transport calculations of free-standing MoS2, the lin-
earized semi-classical Boltzmann transport equation is solved
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using the Boltztrap code45 to compute the conductivity tensor

σαβ (T,µ) =
e2

V

∫
τ(i,k)vα(i,k)vβ (i,k)

[
−

∂ fµ(T,ε)
∂ε

]
dε,

(2)
where e, T , V , τ and fµ are the electronic charge, tempera-
ture, the volume of the unit cell, the relaxation time, and the
Fermi-Dirac distribution respectively. The band velocity of
ith energy band ε(i,k) is given by vα(i,k) = 1

h̄
∂ε(i,k)

∂kα
where

kα is the α component of the wavevector k. The Brillouin
zone was sampled with a k-point mesh of 32 × 32 × 1.
The electrical conductivity is obtained within the constant
relaxation time approximation (CRTA). The CRTA is based
on the assumption that the relaxation time does not change
significantly with energy within the relevant range of the
Fermi level and is thus taken to be approximately a constant
(τ(i,k) ≈ τ). In this study, we compute a normalized
conductivity (σ̄ = σ/τ). This approximation scheme is
computationally efficient and has been widely applied to
study TMDs and other 2D materials46,47. However, its
predictive power of the absolute conductivity depends on
the empirical choice of scattering rate48–50. We emphasize
that this study on resistive switching is focused on the ratios
of the conductivity between the low- and high-resistance
states. As such, we expect ratios involving σ̄ to be weakly
dependent on the details of the relaxation time τ . Thus, trends
in the transport properties of the defects investigated here are
expected to be retained.

We next describe our rationale for constructing various het-
erostructures of monolayer MoS2 on (111)-Au. We focus
on the MoS2/(111)-Au heterostructure and find this struc-
tural model captures many features of the Au/MoS2/Au verti-
cal stack, as detailed in the Supplementary Information (Fig-
ure S2). Our calculations indicate that the formation energy of
sulfur vacancies are converged to within 1.3 meV for a (6x6)
supercell with a vacuum of 55 Å, which corresponds to a de-
fect density of 3.14× 1013 cm−2. Details of convergence are
given in the SI. MoS2 is known to go through a (

√
3×

√
3) re-

construction when deposited on (111)-Au51–53. Our calcula-
tions yield a lattice mismatch of 5.79% between relaxed lattice
constant of the top reconstructed layer (2

√
3×2

√
3)−MoS2

(11.06 Å) and that of the (111)-Au substrate (11.75 Å). Pre-
vious experimental studies indicate that different levels of bi-
axial strain are present in the MoS2 top layer after deposition
on (111)-Au28,31,32. Thus, we study the effect of strain in two
extreme scenarios in which MoS2 goes through a biaxial ten-
sile strain to adapt to the lattice vectors of Au and vice versa
(i.e., 0% to 6.23% strain of MoS2); four additional interme-
diate structures are chosen in which both MoS2 and (111)-Au
are strained, as depicted in Figure S11a.

III. RESULTS

A. Point defects in free-standing monolayer MoS2

It has been suggested that the adsorption of gold on mono-
layer MoS2 is responsible for the resistive switching15,23. In
order to understand the influence of point defects, we consider
the sulfur vacancy (VS), sulfur divacancy (V2S), molybdenum
vacancy (VMo); this is in addition to the defect relevant to re-
sistive switching, i.e., a gold adatom adsorbed on the pristine
monolayer Au+ pr and on each of the vacancies considered
(AuS, Au2S, AuMo). To begin, we report on the defect for-
mation energies of the vacancies without an Au adatom (see
also Figure S3 and Table S1 in the Supplementary Informa-
tion). The molybdenum vacancy VMo is predicted to be the
least stable vacancy with a formation energy of at least 4 eV
(in sulfur-rich conditions). The sulfur divacancy V2S is the
second most stable defect over a wide range of the chemical
potentials of sulfur, and only becomes less favorable than the
molybdenum vacancy (VMo) in extremely sulfur-rich environ-
ments. Our calculations confirm that the single sulfur vacancy
(VS) is the most energetically favorable vacancy for all ranges
of chemical potential of S, in agreement with prior computa-
tional studies54. Our observations of the relative stability of
vacancies in MoS2 are also in line with experimental observa-
tions based on STM/STS15.

We next consider the incorporation of an Au adatom on a
sulfur vacancy site AuS, a sulfur divacancy site Au2S, and a
molybdenum vacancy site AuMo (corresponding structures in
Figure S1). The defect formation energy phase diagram of the
cation and anion vacancies of MoS2 containing an Au adatom
is depicted in Figure 1a. Figure 1a shows that the formation
energy of an Au-adatom adsorbed onto the pristine structure
at the Mo, the S, or the hollow sites are within several meV
of each other and comparable to the defect formation energy
of the sulfur vacancy under sulfur-rich conditions. We find
that the formation energy for the direct substitution of Au
for a sulfur site across relevant ranges of the sulfur chemical
potential is unfavorable (∼1.6 eV to 3.5 eV) compared to the
adsorption energy of Au onto a pre-existing sulfur vacancy
(0.95 eV). These results indicate that the adsorption of an
Au adatom onto a pre-existing anion vacancy is a primary
mechanism for resistive switching in atomristor devices, in
alignment with prior studies15,23,55.

In addition to the stability of the defect complexes consid-
ered, we consider the impact of the various defect complexes
involving an Au adatom and vacancy on the electronic
structure and the change in conductivity. The electronic
structure (unfolded band structure and DOS) and normalized
electrical conductivity of MoS2 structures with a vacancy
and Au+vacancy defect complex are depicted in Figures 1
and S4. Analysis of the band structure indicates that all the
vacancy defects and their complexes with Au have a direct
band gap at the high-symmetry K-point. Both VS and V2S
defects induce midgap states, approximately 0.5 eV below
the conduction band minimum (CBM), while VMo induces
several mid-gap states that are located farther from the CBM.
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 1. (a) Calculated formation energies of a number of defect
complexes involving an Au adatom and native vacancy in standalone
MoS2. (b) Unfolded bandstructure (left), DOS (middle) and normal-
ized electrical conductivity (right) of (6x6) supercell of MoS2 with
Au adatom adsorbed on various cation and anion vacancies. The
electronic structure and corresponding normalized conductivity of
the sulfur divacancy and molybdenum vacancy with and without an
Au adatom are provided in Figure S4.

From our analysis of the unfolded band structure, we find
minimal changes of the electron velocity near the band edges
(K-point). As a result, the difference in normalized electrical
conductivity is determined by the density of states (see Eq. 2).

Based on a density of states argument, one would expect
a high (normalized) conductivity when the Fermi level is
resonant with a partially filled electronic state, either of the
defect or of the host monolayer. We focus here on AuS
and present the same data in Figure S4 for the remaining
defect configurations. As observed in Figure S4a, the pristine
monolayer indeed has a negligible electrical conductivity in
the vicinity of the computed Fermi level , which lies within
the bandgap. When introducing a sulfur vacancy (Figure 1b),
unoccupied defects emerge and are energetically separated
from the computed Fermi level, leading to a moderate (4− 5
orders of magnitude) increase in the normalized conductivity.
By contrast, the introduction of a molybdenum vacancy
(Figure S4) leads to defect states resonant with the com-

puted Fermi level, resulting in the normalized conductivity
increasing by nearly ten orders of magnitude compared to
the pristine monolayer case. As such, the adsorption of
Au on the molybdenum vacancy site leads to a minimal
change in the computed normalized conductivity. However,
the formation energy of molybdenum vacancies high and
thus would not be expected to contribute significantly to
the resistive switching of the overall device. Notably, the
Fermi level of configurations involving the gold adatom (e.g.,
AuS and Au+ pr structures) are located at the energy level
resonant with the energy of the midgap defect state. Thus,
based on the formation energy and transport properties of
these defects, one would expect the resistive switching to be
mediated predominantly by the presence of sulfur vacancies
with some but limited contribution from divacancies, in line
with experimental observations15. Indeed, the normalized
conductivity increases by several orders of magnitude when
considering the adsorption of an Au adatom onto the sulfur
vacancy (around ten orders of magnitude) and divacancy sites
(around five orders of magnitude). Previous experimental
work shows that the ON/OFF ratio, or the ratio of resistance
at LRS to that of HRS, can reach 10812,53. Calculated
normalized conductivities corresponding to native defects
complexes are tabulated in Table S2.

Thus far, we have a basic understanding of a resistive
switching mechanism in atomristors to be mediated by the
formation of point defect complexes involving the adsorption
of Au adatoms. We investigate next the effect of strain and
the presence of the metal electrode/substrate, separately (Sec-
tion III B) and in conjunction (Sections III C and III D).

B. Effect of strain in free-standing monolayer MoS2

In this section, we explore the effect of biaxial tensile
strain on free-standing MoS2. The changes of the band edges
of the pristine MoS2 structure with biaxial tensile strain are
depicted in Figures S6, S7, and S8. At zero strain, the band
gap is direct with dominant character from the out-of-plane
Mo (dz2 ) states at the CBM located at the high-symmetry
K-point; the VB edge at the K contains contributions from
the in-plane (dx2−y2 ) and the VB edge at Γ contains contribu-
tions from out-of-plane (dz2 ) orbitals of Mo. As the tensile
strain increases (0 to 5%), the states with Mo:dz2 and S:pz
character shift up relative to E f by approximately 0.54 eV
and the VBM mainly consists of Mo:dz2 at higher tensile
strain (Figure S8). As a result, the band gap energy of the
strained structure shrinks and becomes indirect. Moreover,
the band velocity increases at both CBM (K-point) and VBM
(Γ-point). Therefore, it is expected that changes of group
velocity play a pronounced role in the conductivity of strained
structures (either with or without defects).

With this in mind, we consider the effect of biaxial
tensile strain on the electronic structure and conductivity of
free-standing monolayer containing defects. We consider the
pristine monolayer, the monolayer with a sulfur vacancy and
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 2. (a) Effect of biaxial tensile strain of the projected density of
states. (b) Effect of biaxial tensile strain on the electronic structure,
in-plane conductivity (thick solid lines), and out-of-plane conductiv-
ity (dotted thin lines) of defective MoS2 containing an Au adatom
adsorbed on a sulfur vacancy.

pristine monolayer with Au adatom as relevant defects to
resistive switching; in particular, we focus on the Au adatom
adsorbed on a sulfur vacancy in Figure 2. Figure S6 shows
the corresponding results for the pristine monolayer, MoS2
with a sulfur vacancy only, and pristine MoS2 with an Au
adatom adsorbed.

When including the effect of strain with the adsorption
of an Au adatom on the pristine surface, we again observe
similar changes in the band edges of free-standing monolayer

MoS2. The inclusion of an Au adatom on the pristine
monolayer introduces a defect level that is 759 meV below
the CBM, which is resonant with the Fermi level. As the
strain increases from 0 to 5%, the defect level gets closer to
the CBM but remains resonant with the Fermi level. Notably,
the midgap defect state consists of mainly of Au:dz2 character
followed by Mo:dz2 character.As tensile strain increases, the
contribution of Au:dz2 character to the defect level increases
and arises from the relaxation of the Au adatom minimizing
its distance to the plane of the monolayer, leading to a greater
interaction between the Au adatom and monolayer (see
Tables S4 and S5 for changes in measured distance and
occupations with strain).

(a)

(b)

FIG. 3. (a) Effect of strain on formation energy of VS and adsorption
energy of the Au adatom on the pristine structure Au+pr and sulfur
vacancy AuS. (b) Effect of strain on the band edges of AuS and Au+
pr structures. Dashed blue lines correspond to defect level and red
lines correspond to the Fermi-level. Center of the d-band is shown
by green. Effect of strain on the band edges of pristine and VS are
given in S9.
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We also present in Figure 2 the results for an Au adatom
adsorbed on a sulfur vacancy in free-standing MoS2. The
midgap defect state in AuS is resonant with the Fermi level.
Unlike the defect level in the Au+pr configuration, the defect
level in the AuS configuration interestingly consists mainly
of Au:dx2−y2 , illustrating the different degree of hybridization
of the Au adatom with the monolayer when sulfur vacancies
are present. An analysis of the orbital decomposition of the
unfolded bands in Figure S7b indicates that strain leads to
the following changes in the electronic structure for MoS2
containing an Au adatom at a sulfur vacancy.

Figure 3a shows that the adsorption energy of the Au
adatom on the pristine and defective structures decreases with
increasing tensile strain. We can rationalize this trend based
on the d-band center theory56,57. Here, the d-band center is
considered to be the average of the lowest energy level of the
unoccupied and highest energy level of the occupied Modz2

bands. Tensile strain leads to a reduction of the wavefunction
overlap in the vicinity of the adsorption site and consequently
a narrowing of the d-bands. In the case of an early transition
metal such as Mo, the narrowing of the d-bands leads to a
decreased population of the d-bands. Due to charge conserva-
tion, the d-bands will shift downward, leading to to a higher
occupation of the anti-bonding orbitals. This downward
shift of the d-bands corresponds to a weakened interaction
between the adsorbate and the surface. Figure 3 shows the
computed d-band center with respect to the band edges and
Fermi level as a function of tensile strain, in agreement with
the trend in computed adsorption energies.

Accompanying these shifts in the d-band is a redistribution
of charge in the vicinity of the defect site, as shown in
Figure 4. We observe that the vicinity of the AuS defect
experiences a net loss of charge with increasing tensile strain
whereas the vicinity of Au + pr undergoes a net gain of
charge with increasing tensile strain. From Figures 3 and
S7, we observe that the center of dz2 band gets closer toward
the Fermi level with increasing strain, while that of dx2−y2

shifts away from the Fermi level in all defect configurations
considered. Therefore, it is expected that the dz2 orbital
becomes more populated while the dx2−y2 orbital becomes
less populated as the tensile strain increases. Indeed, as
shown in Tables S4 and S5, the orbital-decomposed charges
of Au+pr and AuS structures confirms this trend. We revisit
these trends when considering the heterostructure of Mo2 and
gold.

We briefly comment on the apparent Fermi level pinning of
the Au+pr defect configurations. Several experimental stud-
ies have reported that Fermi level pinning occurs for MoS2
in contact with metals31,53. The mechanism of the observed
Fermi level pinning at the MoS2/Au(111) interface has been
attributed to formation of interfacial dipoles (as discussed in
section III D and III E). Notably, this mechanism is distinct
from well-known Fermi level pinning mechanisms that are
applicable to common metal-semiconductor junctions53: (1)
Bardeen58,59, (2) metal induced gap states60,61, (3) defect

(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. (a) Effect of biaxial strain on the Mulliken charge on Mo
and S of pristine structure (demonstrating an overall charge delo-
calization), S-vacancy of the vS structure, and Au-adatom adsorbed
on AuS, and Au + pr structures. Accumulation and depletion of
charge is represented by positive and negative signs, respectively. (b)
2D-cross section of the charge-differenpositive and negative num-
bers, respectivel.ce density. The charge difference is obtained by
ρdefect −ρpr ∓ρadsorbate (positive for vacancy and negative for adsor-
bate). Here red and blue colors correspond to loss and gain of charge
density, respectively.

induced gap-states62. Interestingly, the Fermi level in the
AuS defect configuration is resonant with the defect level
introduced by the Au adatom at all strain levels considered.
Furthermore, our calculations (see Figure 3) show that strain
in free-standing monolayer Mo2 can induce an n-type to more
p-type-like transition for defective structures, as reported in
previous theoretical reports50,63. In section III E we connect
this discussion of the changes in electronic structure with
strain and defects to understand experimental observations of
n- to p-type-like transition in MoS2/Au(111) structures27,28.

Finally, we consider the effect of strain on the normalized
conductivity. Figure 5 shows the effect of biaxial strain on
the normalized tensor elements of electrical conductivity of
the free-standing pristine and defective structures. In all cases
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considered (i.e., the pristine structure, Au+pr, Vs, AuS), ten-
sile strain leads to an increase in the normalized conductivity.
As shown in Figure 2, the increase of the magnitude of the
normalized conductivity in strained structures is due to the
increase of the band velocity, which is apparent in the band
edges for both the in-plane and out-of-plane conductivities.
As shown in Figure 2b, the normalized conductivity reaches
a local maximum when the Fermi level is resonant with the
energy level of defect. Thus, the normalized conductivity of
defects with an Au adatom are generally higher than those
without an Au adatom due to the Fermi level being resonant
with the corresponding defect level in the former case. As the
monolayer is strained, we also observe the computed Fermi
level follow the downward shift of the defect level. We find
a similar trend for the pristine monolayer, the monolayer
containing a sulfur vacancy, and the pristine monolayer
containing an Au adatom (Figure S6).

In the context of resistive switching, it is the ratio of
conductivity between the high-resistance and low-resistance
states that is relevant. Figure 5b provides the ratio of the
normalized conductivity at ON/OFF states for in in-plane
(xx) and out-of-plane (zz) components. We focus on the ratio
between involving the resistive switching event between the
sulfur vacancy alone and the Au adatom adsorbed on the
sulfur vacancy (σAuS/σvS ). For σAuS/σvS the ratio of the
normalized conductivity across the monolayer diminishes
by around five orders of magnitude going from 0% to 2%
strain in the MoS2 monolayer. For reference, the switching
ratios reported in the literature are in the range of 6-8 orders
of magnitude15 (red line in Figure 5). While some degree
of resistive switching via point defects is preserved up to
large strains, we anticipate that the consideration of strain in
resistive switching devices based on 2D materials can explain
some of variability observed within and among samples and
will be an important factor in comparing the performance (in
this case, the switching ratio) among materials platforms and
sample preparation methods.

C. Point defects and strain in the MoS2/(111)-Au
heterostructure

We now discuss the influence of the metal substrate using
the MoS2/(111)-Au heterostructure. The presence of the
metal substrate is analyzed from the perspective of introduc-
ing strain into the monolayer and in driving charge transfer
to the monolayer. As with the discussion of the free-standing
monolayer, we consider the impact of each of these effects in
the presence of defects relevant to memristor devices. With
the formation of a heterostructure, we distinguish between
the sulfur in the vicinity of the defect that is closest to the
substrate Sb and farthest from the substrate St. Figure 6a
depicts that the presence of the substrate leads to an increase
of the formation energy of the sulfur vacancy and divacancy
(we omit the Mo vacancy as it has already a high defect
formation energy without the substrate). In contrast, the

(a)

(b)

FIG. 5. (a) Effect of biaxial strain on the normalized electrical con-
ductivity of stand alone pristine MoS2 structure (green), VS (red),
AuS (blue) and Au+ pr (black) structures at Fermi-level at 300 K
in units of 1/Ω · cm · s. (b) Calculated switching ratio of AuS/VS
(squares) and Au+ pr/pr (circles) combinations of transport in the
lateral (dashed) and perpendicular direction (solid) based on normal-
ized conductivities. The red line corresponds to experimental value
of the switching ratio53.

presence of a gold substrate leads to a decrease of adsorption
energies compared to the free-standing monolayer (calculated
energies are tabulated in Table S8 of SI), including with
tensile strain included. As a result, we conclude that the
adsorption of an Au adatom on a pre-existing vacancy is the
dominant defect responsible for switching, rather than direct
substitution of a Au adatom for sulfur, consistent with the
conclusions of the free-standing monolayer.

Next, we examine the electronic structure of the
MoS2/Au(111) heterostructure under strain to understand the
trends observed in the computed ON/OFF ratio. The PDOS of
defect complexes in the MoS2/Au(111) heterostructure under
0, 1.24 and 6.23% biaxial strain is depicted in Figure 6b (see
also Figures S15, S16 and S17). For the heterostructure with
1.24% strain, a typical strain found in experimental samples,
the band gap decrease to 1.32 eV and the Mo: dz2 orbitals
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. (a) Effect of tensile strain on the formation energy of vacan-
cies (top) and adsorption energy of Au+vacancy structures. Columns
from left to right correspond to Free-standing MoS2, MoS2/Au(111)
heterostructure under 0%, 1.24% and 6.23% tensile strain, and dou-
ble electrode structure under 6.23% tensile strain, respectively. Ad-
sorption energies represented by solid (dashed) line correspond to
Au-adatom provided by an external reservoir (substrate). Calcu-
lated energies are tabulated in Table S8 of SI. (b) Electronic struc-
ture (DOS) of AuS+VS defect complex in the MoS2/(111)−Au het-
erostructure. A more complete picture is given in Figures S15, S16,
andS17.

have shifted towards the VBM, as also observed in the
free-standing monolayer. Adsorption of Au into the vacancy
(AuS) still leads to a defect energy level, which is within 0.16
eV of the Fermi level. This behavior is also observed for the
AuS2 defect configuration. The Au2S structure sees two addi-
tional peaks located at 0.04 and 0.68 eV relative to the Fermi
level. A comparison between the studied strained structures

indicates that at very high strain (6.23%) the electronic states
at the band edges and Fermi level are then dominated by
Mo: dz2 orbitals. Consequently, high levels of strain lead to
a suppression of the defect state induced by the adsorption
of a Au adatom. Therefore, although high levels of strain
significantly lower the adsorption/desorption energy levels,
we expect that strain concurrently leads to a suppression
of the expected switching ratio, as similarly found for the
stand-alone monolayer. While beyond the scope of this paper,
a rigorous study of the transport properties across the vertical
stack architecture would quantify the impact of the presence
of the MoS2/(111)-Au interface and is a topic of future study.

D. Strain and charge transfer in the Mo2/(111)-Au
heterostructure

In this section we discuss how charge transfer across the
heterostructure varies with increasing tensile strain and leads
to different interfacial dipole moments. Figure 7 shows that
increasing biaxial tensile strain leads to a reduction of the
interlayer spacing between MoS2 and the gold substrate (see
also Figure S11a). Accompanying the change in interlayer
spacing with strain are changes in the charge transfer between
MoS2 and gold electrode. Charge difference plots (S11b)
show that more charge is accumulated on both the Sb atom
and the surface of the electrode with increasing strain and
decreasing interlayer spacing. As a result, a space charge
region forms in the interfacial area and forms permanent
dipole moments. Moreover, the surface integral of the
charge depletion region, corresponding to ∆ρ < 0 regions in
Figure 7b, is larger at the boundary of the interfacial region
near the electrode at low strain regimes and near MoS2 at
high strain regimes. This results in a permanent interfacial
dipole moments to be pointing toward the electrode at low
strains and pointing toward MoS2 at high strains. Although
the magnitude of the charge accumulation at both sides
of the heterostructure is larger for higher levels of strain
(corresponding to darker colors in Figure S11b), the decrease
of the interlayer distance lowers the magnitude of the dipole
moment. These phenomena are expected to contribute to the
observed the n− to p−type transition and Ohmic to Schottky
transition in experimental results, as discussed in the next
section. We also expect this dipole to affect the dynamics
of the resistive switching and to be an additional degree
of freedom with which to modulate the resistive switching
characteristics, a topic we leave to future study.

E. Strain and defects in the heterostructure and the Ohmic
to Schottky transition

In this section, we present the relationships among strain,
the interlayer spacing, and changes of the Schottky barrier
height φ at the interface. This correspondence is first
illustrated with the heavily strained (6.23%) and initially
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 7. (a) Charge difference plot and interlayer distances due to
biaxial strain caused by lattice mismatch of the top MoS2 layer
with the (111)-Au substrate. The charge difference is obtained by
ρheterostructure-ρAu(111)-ρMoS2 . Gold, red and blue circles correspond
to the location of the surface of (111)-Au, S and Mo atoms, respec-
tively. The blue bars and the arrow in between represent the in-
terlayer distance and the magnitude and direction of the interfacial
dipole moment, respectively. Lattice constants, interlayer distances
and the corresponding charge difference plot of the other strained
heterostructures are given in S11. (b) Cross section of the charge dif-
ference density along the direction normal to the surface.

Ohmic heterostructure in Figure 8a, which shows the changes
in the average electrostatic potential along the direction
normal to the surface with variable interlayer distance. Our
results indicate that an increase of 0.55 Å in the interlayer
distance brings the heavily strained and initially Ohmic
heterosutructure (6.23%) to the verge of transitioning to
a Schottky interface; a further increase of the interlayer
distance results in additional elevation of the barrier height
above the Fermi level into the Schottky regime. Contrary to
case of free-standing AuS and Au+ pr, where the adsorbed
Au-adatom donates charge to the host MoS2, the adsorbed
Au-adatom formed in the AuS/(111)-Au structure obtains
extra electronic charge. As shown in Figure S18, the relative

(a)

(b)

FIG. 8. (a) Changes of the electrostatic potential of atoms with in-
terlayer distance of the MoS2/(111)Au heterostructure under 6.23 %
tensile strain. (b) Changes of tunneling probability with interlayer
distance for select MoS2/(111)-Au heterostructures. Changes of the
corresponding Mulliken charges are given in Figure S18.

changes of the Mulliken charges of the Au(111) electrode
and Sb also show an extremum at ∆Z=0.5 Å, which is
the onset of Schottky to Ohmic transiton and is an indicator
of the change of the direction of the interfacial dipole moment.

We repeat the calculation of the average electrostatic
potential at different representative strains for a number of
interlayer spacings and select defect configurations. Figure 8b
demonstrates the effect of strain on the tunneling probability
T and the corresponding interlayer spacing at which the
Ohmic to Schottky transition occurs. Biaxial tensile strain
lowers the barrier height, which is equivalent to an increase
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in the onset (i.e., required shift of the interlayer distance)
of the Ohmic to Schottky transition. Moreover, diffusion of
the Au-adatom from electrode into a sulfur vacancy in the
MoS2 layer lowers the barrier and increases the tunneling
probability. Therefore, the change of barrier height is an
additional degree of freedom that contributes to switching
mechanism, as influenced by strain, interlayer distance, and
defects. This parameter is clearly a function of biaxial tensile
strain caused by the deformation potential; we further suggest
that the variation of the interlayer spacing is a descriptor of
the varying surface roughness of the underlying Au(111)
electrode. These results suggest that variability in the metal
electrodes is transferred to the electronic and transport
properties of the monolayer.

There are several implications to memristor devices that
our results have. There is a plethora of theoretical and experi-
mental evidence that hint at such variations in the deformation
potential of MoS2/(111)-Au interface. For example, experi-
mental results have reported seemingly random n−type and
p−type behavior with Fermi level fluctuations up to 1 eV27,28.
Moreover, a Schottky to Ohmic transition has been observed
for samples grown under the same conditions28,29. Ballistic
electron emission microscopy experiments, which studied
the growth of Au on Mo2, also reveal that the roughness and
deformation of Au grown on MoS2 increases thickness of
the Au layer28,29. Raman spectra also reveal the emergence
of tensile strain in the MoS2 with thicker Au films. Here,
with increasing thickness of Au, the interlayer distance and
Schottky barrier increase whereas the transmission exponen-
tially decreases through the (111)-Au/MoS2 junction, though
controversy of the exact nature of the transition remains29.
Interestingly, experimental studies report that the strength of
interaction between monolayer MoS2 and gold can be tuned
when varying the surface roughness of the gold substrate64,65.

Thus, our results show that the barrier height is affected by
the deformation potential of the electrode and the resulting
interfacial dipole moments. As an example of the importance
of this concept in memristors, Hus et al.15 observed in
scanning tunneling spectroscopy studies both an Ohmic-like
and Schottky-like behavior in the I-V characteristics of
sulfur vacancies in different locations on monolayer MoS2.
Their experiment suggest that the local environment of
sulfur vacancies may differ and further impact the transport
properties when a metal adatom is introduced. Our results
suggest that the Ohmic and Schottky behavior correspond to
either regions with high and low strain levels, or regions with
different interlayer spacings due to surface morphology of the
electrode.

IV. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this study, we explored the role of strain and the pres-
ence of the substrate for point defect complexes relevant to
resistive switching applications for free-standing MoS2 and

the (111)Au-MoS2 junction. Specifically, we inspected the
characteristics of neutral sulfur vacancies, sulfur divacancies,
and molybdenum vacancies of MoS2 and their interaction
with an Au adatom in biaxially strained configurations of the
free-standing monolayer and the interface with (111)-Au.

For the free-standing monolayer, our results indicated that
formation of AuS structure is not energetically as favorable as
that of Au+ pr structure, suggesting that Au adatoms adsorb
onto a pre-existing anion vacancy and that Au+ pr structure
serves as an intermediate state. Our calculations also showed
that mechanical strain lowers the adsorption energy of the Au
adatom, making the resistive switching energetically more
favorable. The lowering of the adsorption energy may be
rationalized using the d-band center theory from electro-
catalysis. The change in the normalized conductivity (σ/τ)
is found to arise from the Fermi level being resonant with
the defect level induced by the Au adatom; changes of band
velocities with tensile strain is a secondary effect of strain in
free-standing structures. However, increasing tensile strain
is found to lower the switching ratios of the ON/OFF states
for all of the defect configurations considered. Consequently,
any use of strain engineering in the 2D monolayer must
balance the advantages of lowering the adsorption/desorption
energies, i.e., switching energies, and the disadvantages
of reducing the ON/OFF switching ratio in the design of
memristor devices.

For the heterostructure of MoS2/(111)-Au, we consider
the effects of strain and charge transfer across the interface.
The lattice mismatch between the substrate and MoS2 causes
tensile strain in MoS2. Our study showed that the formation
energies of all vacancies in the heterostructure increase and
adsorption/desorption energies of Au+defect complexes of
interest decrease with increasing tensile strain. Thus, the
formation of an Au-adatom on a pre-existing vacancy is
still more favorable, as it is in the free-standing monolayer.
We find that moderate levels of strain (1.9%) bring the
defect level of adsorbed Au-adatom closer to the Fermi
level, suggesting a slight improvement in switching ratio. In
contrast, very high levels of strain lead to a suppression of
the electronic states from Au-adtom in the band-gap region,
resulting in a diminished change in conductivity in the ON
state, which is not favorable for resistive switching.

A second effect due to the presence of the electrode is
the interfacial charge transfer and formation of interfacial
dipole moments. Our calculations show that the magnitude
and direction of the interfacial dipole moments change with
tensile strain and interlayer distance between the electrode
and monolayer. Thus, we suggest that a primary mechanism
behind the experimental observation of n− to p−type be-
havior and the Ohmic to Schottky transition is related to the
deformation potential of the Au(111) electrode. Indeed, our
results suggest that the variability in performance often ob-
served within and across memristor devices can be explained
through this picture of strain, charge transfer, and interlayer
spacing. This phenomenon can be affected and potentially
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controlled through engineering processing conditions, chem-
ical doping, strain, and electric field. Simultaneously, the
presence of the electrode introduces additional degrees of
freedom (e.g., the dipole moment) that can be used to alter the
resistive switching response of the device. We leave this and
the study of electric field and transport of the heterostructure
(i.e., device) to future work.

In summary, we find that there are quantitative impacts
that the presence of strain and the substrate have on the
defect energetics related to the switching energy and transport
properties related to the switching ratio of the atomristor.
Therefore, the interaction of the monolayer and electrode
is an important consideration in the search of the ideal
atomristor.

V. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The following supplementary information is provided: (1)
Section S1: structural models of defect configurations and
heterostructure, defect energetics, details electronic structure
and transport properties of remaining defect configurations;
(2) Section S2: effect of biaxial tensile strain in free-standing
MoS2 on the electronic structure, transport properties, orbtial
occupations, and charge density; (3) Section S3: effect of bi-
axial tensile strain in the MoS2/(111)-Au heterostructure on
charge density, site occupations, defect energetics, and elec-
tronic structure.
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S1. POINT DEFECTS IN FREE-STANDING MONOLAYER MOS2

(a)

FIG. S1. Top and side-view of the studied stand-alone structures. The first two rows correspond to the top and side view of Au-adatom
absobed on top of the h-site (Au+htop), Mo-top site (Au+Motop), and S-top site (AuS). The third and fourth rows correspond to the top and
side view of (AuS) after protrusion, Au adsorbed into sulfur-divacancy (Au2S), and Mo-vacancy (AuMo).

Figure S2 shows the fully relaxed atomic coordinates of the vertical (111)Au-MoS2-(111)Au device, and the half (111)Au-
MoS2 system from the side and top. The calculated formation energy of a single sulfur vacancy (VS) in (111)Au-MoS2-(111)Au
and (111)Au-MoS2 heterostructures is 3.33 eV and 3.86 eV,respectively. The normal distance between S of MoS2 and Au of
the (111)-Au electrode is 2.897 (2.912 and 2.916 ) for the one (two)-sided heterostructure. As depicted in Figure S2a, the
calculated electrostatic potential with respect to the vacuum level indicates that the interlayer distances, and the corresponding
charge distribution are approximately identical between the full (111)Au-MoS2-(111)Au heterostructure and the (111)Au-MoS2
half system. Due to spatial and electrostatic symmetry of the (111)Au-MoS2-(111)Au, we have focus on the characteristics of
the half system MoS2/(111)Au in this study.
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(a) (b)

FIG. S2. (a) Side view of the Au(111)-MoS2-Au(111) and Au(111)-MoS2 structures, and the corresponding electrostatic potential relative to
the vacuum level. (b) Top-view of the reconstructed (2

√
3×2

√
3)−MoS2 layer.

FIG. S3. Defect formation energy of the VS, V2S and VMo vacancy defects in stand-alone (no substrate) MoS2 as a function of the chemical
potential of sulfur. Chemical potentials are obtained from equilibrium of monolayer-MoS2 with bulk Mo (solid) and solid phase S. Left and
right boundaries correspond to the sulfur-poor and sulfur-rich environments, respectively.

structure E f Eads Eb E f Eads REF.S54 REF.S22

vS 2.72 2.799 2.7 2.81
v2S 5.27 5.44
vMo 4.32 3.6 2.22

Au+pr,htop 2.7 2.830 2.64
Au+pr,Stop 2.7 2.831 2.69

Au+pr,Motop 2.8 2.925 2.76
AuS 3.55 0.95 -1.87
Au2S 10.65 5.498 2.86
AuMo 4.17 -0.026 -2.95

TABLE S1. Formation energy of vacancies (Ef), adsorption energy (Eads), and binding energy (Eb) of Au+vacancy defect complexes (all
in eV) in freestanding (6x6)−MoS2 supercell with no strain. The last 2 columns are calculated using Quantum Espresso for freestanding
(4x4)−MoS2 supercell. Values are tabulated for sulfur-rich conditions.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. S4. Unfolded bandstructure (left), DOS (middle) and normalized electrical conductivity (right) of (6x6) supercell MoS2 comparing
the (a) pristine monolayer and Au adsorbed on the pristine monolayer, (b) sulfur divacancy and Au adsorbed on the sulfur divacancy, (c)
molydenum vacancy and Au adsorbed on the molybdenum vacancy, in blue and green, respectively. The dotted lines indicate the computed
Fermi level.
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(a)

FIG. S5. Energy diagram of the band edges of the free-standing monolayer without defects, with vacancies alone, and with Au+defect
complexes. Solid orange and blue lines correspond to the conduction band minima and valence band maxima at the K-point, respectively.
Solid gold and purple lines correspond to the conduction band minima and valence band maxima at the satellite valley next to CBM and
Γ-point, respectively. Dashed red and dashed green lines correspond to the Fermi-level and defect levels, respectively. Numbers correspond to
the energy difference between the levels indicated, in units of meV. As discussed in the main text, CBM and VBM of structure with zero strain
are located at K-point. The valley that is presented in this figure is located along the K-Γ high symmetry line.

σxx σzz
VS 7.851 5.53
V2S 8.345 6.16
VMo 13.97 10.44

Au+pr 15.31 11.17
AuS 15.57 11.53
Au2S 15.52 11.47
AuMo 16.42 12.91

TABLE S2. Calculated normalized conductivity (log10(σ/τ)) using the constant time relaxation approximation and the Boltzmann transport
equation of native defects of free-standing MoS2 at the computed Fermi level.
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S2. EFFECT OF STRAIN IN FREE-STANDING MOS2

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. S6. Effect of biaxial tensile strain on the electronic structure and conductivity of (a) pristine MoS2, (b) MoS2 with a sulfur vacancy, and
(c) pristine MoS2 with an Au adatom adsorbed.
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. S7. Changes of the PDOS of free-standing MoS2 structures with biaxial tensile strain. Changes of net charge accumulated on the Au
adatom with strain indicates that Au is hybridizing differently with the host MoS2 in Au+pr and AuS structures. PDOS analysis indicates that
the hybridization of Au in Au+pr is mainly dz2 , while the main contribution of Au in AuS is dx2−y2 .
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(a)

FIG. S8. Unfolded band structure of free standing (6x6)-MoS2 structure under 0 and 5% tensile strain. The radius of the circles represent the
magnitude of the spectral weight obtained by unfolding. Energy levels are relative to vacuum. Arrows indicates the direction of shift in energy
with increasing tensile strain.

strain % pr vS Au+pr AuS
-1 -4.958 -5.223 -4.884 -4.564
0 -4.999 -5.254 -4.892 -4.630
1 -5.047 -5.269 -4.901 -4.701
2 -5.096 -5.278 -4.912 -4.778
3 -5.150 -5.288 -4.924 -4.858
4 -5.194 -5.299 -4.939 -4.939
5 -5.238 -5.314 -4.956 -5.022
6 -5.281 -5.331 -4.997 -5.105
7 -5.323 -5.354 -5.063 -5.188

TABLE S3. Changes of workfunction (in units of eV) of freestanding MoS2 structures with biaxial strain.

strain dS −dMo dS −dMo dAu −dMo dz2 dx2−y2

% q/e q/e
-1 -1.5968 1.5963 3.7014 -0.0009 0.0007
0 -1.5860 1.5860 3.6703 0 0
1 -1.5763 1.5747 3.6376 0.0010 -0.0012
2 -1.5651 1.5664 3.6132 0.0019 -0.0021
3 -1.5558 1.5563 3.5786 0.0029 -0.0031
4 -1.5471 1.5465 3.5453 0.0039 -0.0048
5 -1.5395 1.5369 3.5063 0.0048 -0.0060
6 -1.5300 1.5291 3.4595 0.0062 -0.0071
7 -1.5201 1.5217 3.4070 0.0078 -0.0081

TABLE S4. (columns 2–4) Effect of biaxial strain on the interlayer distance of the plane of S and Au to that of Mo atoms of the freestanding
(6x6)-Au+pr structure consisting of an Au adatom on a pristine monolayer of MoS2; (columns 5–6) the corresponding change in the charge
population of the d3z2−r2 and dx2−y2 orbitals of the Au-adatom of this structure with respect to those of 0% strain.
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(a)

FIG. S9. Effect of strain on the band edges of freestanding structures.

strain dS −dMo dS −dMo dAu −dMo d3z2−r2 dx2−y2

% q/e q/e
-1.0000 -1.5957 1.5962 2.0291 -0.0018 0.0001

0 -1.5865 1.5839 2.0099 0 0
1.0000 -1.5758 1.5745 1.9856 0.0014 0.0002
2.0000 -1.5666 1.5640 1.9650 0.0025 -0.0006
3.0000 -1.5556 1.5559 1.9479 0.0038 -0.0013
4.0000 -1.5463 1.5470 1.9206 0.0053 -0.0023
5.0000 -1.5369 1.5385 1.9047 0.0070 -0.0032
6.0000 -1.5288 1.5297 1.8821 0.0089 -0.0041
7.0000 -1.5197 1.5223 1.8631 0.0109 -0.0049

TABLE S5. (columns 2–4) Effect of biaxial strain on the interlayer distance of the plane of S and Au to that of Mo atoms of the freestanding
(6x6)-AuS structure consisting of an Au adatom adsorbed on a sulfur vacancy site; (columns 5–6) the corresponding change in the charge
population of the d3z2−r2 and dx2−y2 orbitals of the Au-adatom of this structure with respect to those of 0% strain.
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(a)

(b)

FIG. S10. (a) Charge difference profiles for free standing MoS2 structures. Green represents charge depletion, yellow represents charge
accumulation. (a) top view and (b) side view . Blue represents charge accumulation, red represents charge depletion.
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ε% pr VS Au+pr AuS
-1 - 18.46 35.23 35.42
0 - 18.90 35.19 35.93
1 13.41 20.46 35.18 36.44
2 17.39 23.33 34.84 36.87
3 21.13 25.80 34.79 37.48
4 24.70 28.21 34.78 37.99
5 28.26 30.53 37.68 38.53
6 31.17 32.72 40.15 38.03
7 34.12 35.14 41.34 39.57

TABLE S6. Calculated normalized conductivity (log10(σ/τ)) of freestanding MoS2 under biaxial strain at the computed Fermi-level, (±ε and
0 correspond to tensile/compressive and no strain, respectively) calculated using constant time relaxation approximation and the Boltzmann
transport equation.
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S3. EFFECT OF STRAIN ON HETEROSTRUCTURE OF MOS2/(111)-AU

(a)

(b)

(c) (d)

FIG. S11. (a) Charge difference plot and interlayer distances due to biaxial strain caused by lattice mismatch of the top MoS2 layer with
the (111)-Au substrate. The charge difference is obtained by ρheterostructure −ρAu(111)−ρMoS2 . Biaxial tensile strain increases from most left
structure with top layer at 0% strain (supercell consists of lattice coordinates of stand-alone MoS2), to the most right structure with top layer
at 6.23% strain (lattice coordinates of (111)-Au). (b) Changes of the lattice vector constants and interlayer distances with increasing strain.
(c) Mulliken charge analysis for the interfacial atoms forming the Mo-S-Au bonds. (d)Schematic (dimensions not to scale) demonstrates the
effect of charge accumulation/depletion on the direction of interfactial dipole moment and corresponding changes of barrier height, and local
band bending in the semiconductor. Variation of the interlayer distance and strain across the heterostructure cause local regions with different
charge doping.

Here, we describe the change in the electronic structure of the Mo2/(1110)-Au heterostructure with strain. Similar to free-
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structure Mo Auads Stop Sbot (111)Ausurf
vMo

Au +Aubot
2S 0 -2.04 1.53 -1.45 -4.10

vS
Au +Aubot

2S 0 -2.07 1.58 -1.45 -4.1
Autop

2S 0 1.86 1.49 -1.54 -4.72
Aubot

2S 0 -2.04 1.54 -1.51 -4.36
Autop

S 0 1.82 1.52 -1.40 -4.37
Aubot

S 0 -2.02 1.54 -1.46 -4.26

TABLE S7. Atomic coordinates of Au+vacancy defect complexes in the MoS2/(111)-Au heterostructure with lattice coordinates of the sub-
strate (6.23% biaxial strain). Coordinates are taken relative to the plane of Mo-atoms. In all cases, Autop is located approximately 0.36 Åabove
the plane of Stop atoms, Aubot is located approximately 0.5 below the Sbot atoms; the interlayer distance between MoS2 and (111)-Au is 2.9 Å.

structure 0 % 1.24 % 6.23 % 6.23 % , 2 elect.
vS 3.95 5.43 3.86 3.34

Aubot
S -0.71 -2.14 -0.77

Autop
S 0.081

Aubot
S +vS

Au -0.77 -0.50
Aubot

S +vMo
Au 0.58 -0.48

v2S 8.38 8.87 8.03 7.01
Aubot

2S -1.21 0.092 -1.10
Autop

2S -0.065
Aubot

2S +vS
Au -0.662

Aubot
2S +vMo

Au -0.41 -0.756
Autop

2S +vMo
Au 0.252

TABLE S8. Calculated formation energies of vacancies (left side of each column) and adsorption energy of Au+vacancy defect complexes
in the MoS2/(111)-Au heterostructure under 0 %, 1.24%, 6.23% biaxial strain. The last column corresponds to the Au(111)/MoS2/Au(111)
structure under 6.23 % tensile strain. The notation VX

Au corresponds to a Au vacancy on the surface of the electrode under atom X=Mo,S of
the MoS2.

standing MoS2, the VBM and CBM contain by Mo:dx2−y2 and Mo:dz2 character, respectively, under no strain. The peak of
the Mo:dx2−y2 states that is located 200 meV below VBM eventually shifts up and splits from the VBM in biaxially strained
structures. In the VS structure, the defect level induced by VS is located approximately 0.4 eV below the CBM. This defect
level mainly consists of S orbitals marginally mixing with Mo orbitals. The peak of this defect level gets slightly closer to the
Fermi level by 40 meV as the AuS structure forms and mainly consists of S and Au with a marginally contribution from Mo.
The general trends are the same for AuS+V2S structure. As the Au2S defect complex forms, multiple peaks arise in the band gap,
located at -0.56, -0.12, 0.12 and 0.68 eV, relative to the Fermi level.
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(a)

FIG. S12. Electronic structure (PDOS) of bottom S atom in various Au+defect structures in the MoS2/(111)-Au heterostructure complex.
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(a)

(b)

FIG. S13. Changes of d-orbitals of Mo in the MoS2/(111)-Au heterostructure under (a) 0% and (b) 6.23% biaxial tensile strain. As discussed
in the main text, the d-bands of the Mo shift downward with increasing strain. The band edges and gap energy levels are dominated by dz2 and
dx2−y2 orbitals.
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. S14. Combined effect of heterostructure formation and strain on the dz2 (green) dx2−y2 (red) orbital of Mo (a), dz2 -band of interfacial
Au or the electrode (b) and all bands of interfacial S (c) in MoS2/(111)-Au heterostructure. Legend corresponds to the biaxial tensile strain in
MoS2, and the Fermi-level is indicated by red dashed line. The center of the d-band of Mo significantly downshifts with increasing strain. On
the contrary, the width and location of peaks of bands of interfacial Au and S atoms are not affected as significantly.
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(a)

(b) (c)

(d) (e)

FIG. S15. PDOS of defect complexes in MoS2/Au(111) heterostructure under 0 % biaxial strain. PDOS of Mo, S and Auads are multiplied
by 50, 50 and 100, respectively for ease of eye.
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(a)

(b) (c)

(d) (e)

FIG. S16. PDOS of defect complexes in MoS2/Au(111) heterostructure under 1.24% biaxial strain. PDOS of Mo, S and Auads are multiplied
by 50, 50 and 100, respectively for ease of eye.
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(a)

(b) (c)

(d) (e)

FIG. S17. PDOS of defect complexes in MoS2/Au(111) heterostructure under 6.23 % biaxial strain. PDOS of Mo, S and Auads are multiplied
by 50, 50 and 100, respectively for ease of eye.
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(a)

FIG. S18. Changes of the Mulliken charge of atoms with interlayer distance in the MoS2/Au(111) heterostructure under 6.23% tensile strain.
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