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Xylopyranose is the principal monosaccharide unit of hemicellulose, one of the three major biopoly-
mers of lignocellulosic biomass. Understanding its decomposition mechanism is increasingly relevant
for thermochemical biorefinery research such as pyrolysis. Significant efforts have been made to
study its chemical and structural properties using both computational and experimental methods.
However, due to its high structural flexibility and numerous hydroxyl groups, various metastable con-
formers arise. In this work, we performed a computational exploration of the conformational space
of both anomeric forms, α and β , of D-xylopyranose using the semi-empirical GFN2-xTB method in
conjunction with metadynamics and density functional theory simulations for structural optimization
and vibrational analysis. Xylopyranose conformers free energy and enthalpy variations are analyzed
across temperatures typical of fast biomass pyrolysis (298-1068 K), with the Boltzmann population
distribution of the most populated conformers determined. This study provides a detailed computa-
tional analysis of the conformational space and thermochemistry of xylopyranose. Additionally, 44
and 59 conformers of the α and β anomers were found, for both of which a selection of 10 conform-
ers based on Boltzmann population distribution analysis is performed to reduce the conformational
space for ab initio studies of the pyrolysis reaction kinetics.

1 Introduction
Xylopyranose is an aldopentose monosaccharide with five carbon
atoms and an aldehyde functional group. Xylopyranose is the
aldopentose analogue of glucose, differing by the absence of a
hydroxymethyl group. In solution, aldopentoses like xylose cy-
clize to form five-membered (furanose) and six-membered (pyra-
nose) rings1. Xylose predominantly exists in the pyranose form
in both the condensed and gas phases2,3. The pyranose struc-
tures have two anomers, α and β , distinguished by the position
of the hydroxyl group at the chiral carbon. In the planar Ha-
worth projection, the α anomer has the hydroxyl group pointing
downwards, in an axial position, while in the β anomer, it points
upwards, in an equatorial position (see Figure 1). Given its rele-
vance in monosaccharide chemistry and its high torsional flexibil-
ity, xylopyranose has been the subject of numerous experimental
and computational studies to determine its equilibrium structure,
anomeric ratio, and the effect of solvents on its conformation.

Schmidt et al.4 employed molecular dynamics (MD) and free
energy perturbation (FEP) simulations to analyze the anomeric
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Fig. 1 Haworth projections (a, b) and 3D chair configurations (c, d) of
α (a, c) and β (b, d) anomers of xylopyranose.

equilibrium of D-xylopyranose in gas-phase and aqueous solution.
This molecule served as a simple model for studying the anomeric
effect in sugars. Free energy calculations indicated a small differ-
ence favoring the α form (0.15 kcalmol−1), while experimental
values slightly favored the β form (in −0.38 kcalmol−1). Thermo-
dynamic integration (TI) showed that the free energy difference
arises from a balance between an internal term favoring the α
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anomer and a solvation term favoring the β anomer. Hydrogen
bonding analysis from MD simulations explained the solvation
preference for the β anomer, attributed to improved hydrogen
bonding of the anomeric hydroxyl group and increased accessi-
ble surface area. These findings emphasized the importance of
both intramolecular and intermolecular interactions in determin-
ing the conformational preferences and anomeric equilibria of D-
xylopyranose in gas-phase and solution phase4.

Subsequently, Höög et al.5 conducted further FEP simulations
to investigate the anomeric equilibrium of D-xylopyranose in gas-
phase. The MD simulations employed the canonical ensemble
to calculate the Helmholtz free energy change (∆A) using FEP
and TI methods. Höög et al.5, the relative free energy difference
between the β - and α-anomers of D-xylopyranose in gas-phase
was found to be very small, indicating minimal intrinsic energy
preference between the anomeric forms. This suggests that the
anomeric configuration of free D-xylopyranose is not significantly
influenced by intrinsic molecular energetics but is rather affected
by external factors such as solvent interactions. Mayes et al.6 pro-
vided a comprehensive library of low-energy local minima and
puckering interconversion transition states for five biologically
relevant pyranose sugars, including β -D-xylopyranose, based on
a thorough theoretical investigation of the 38 IUPAC puckering
geometries. Iglesias-Fernández et al.7 computed the conforma-
tional free energy landscape of β -D-xylopyranose using ab initio
metadynamics with Cremer–Pople puckering coordinates as col-
lective variables. Figure 2 shows a graphical representation of
the Cremer-Pople sphere8 and the main conformations of a six-
membered ring by means of the Boeyens classification9.

Fig. 2 Schematic view of the major conformations of a six-membered
ring using Cremer–Pople coordinates.

Peña et al.10 investigated the conformational behavior of α/β -
D-xylopyranose by vaporizing crystalline samples using laser ab-
lation and analyzing them with Fourier transform microwave
spectroscopy. This study revealed two α-D-xylopyranose con-

formers, stabilized by the anomeric effect and hydrogen bond net-
works. The spectroscopic analysis tracked fine structural changes
due to the arrangements of OH groups in these conformers.

Moreover, in the last decades, xylopyranose has been used as
a model to investigate hemicellulose’s reactivity during pyrolysis,
a promising technology for decarbonizing fuel and commercial-
izing sustainable bioproducts11–13. Thanks to the advancement
of theoretical methods and computer hardware, quantum chem-
istry simulations are playing increasingly important roles in the
understanding of lignocellulosic biomass pyrolysis as well as the
experimental limitations14. Xylopyranose is considered the most
appropriate structural motif in xylan, a key component of hemi-
cellulose, one of the most abundant components of lignocellu-
lose15–17. Recently, Lupi et al.18 employed advanced quantum
chemistry simulations to compute the potential energy surfaces
(PESs), electronic energies and thermal rate constants derived
from transition state theory of β -D-xylopyranose initial thermal
decomposition steps. A kinetic model was proposed to elucidate
the initial stages of the β -D-xylopyranose pyrolysis, revealing the
role of ring opening to acyclic D-xylose in forming important py-
rolytic compounds such as furfural and glycolaldehyde18. In the
literature, many reviews detailing the experimental specificities
of lignocellulosic biomass pyrolysis have been reported19. As for
the pyrolysis mechanism of biomass, most of the reviews focus
on the pyrolysis kinetics, especially on global kinetic models20.
Despite extensive research, many studies on pyrolysis employ
gross approximations, especially regarding the kinetic modelling,
making results of questionable physicality and often chemically
unreal21–23. Among those, one major oversight is the choice
of the conformational isomer or set of rotamers to employ in a
computational study of the chemical reactivity using multicon-
formational approaches to compute single-step reactions of the
β -D-xylopyranose decomposition rate constants. Recent litera-
ture highlights the impact of conformational space on reaction
kinetics in both gaseous and condensed phases24,25. Compre-
hensive analysis of the entire conformational space is computa-
tionally prohibitive, necessitating approximations like selecting a
cut-off value of the Boltzmann population distribution.

In this work, we present the conformational analysis of α-
and β -D-xylopyranose using metadynamics-based computational
methods and density functional theory (DFT) simulations. We
provide enthalpic and free energy contributions and Boltzmann
population distributions, over the temperature range relevant to
fast pyrolysis. Furthermore, from the analysis of the variation
of the population distribution as a function of temperature, we
propose two subsets of conformers for the α and β anomers of
D-xylopyranose that from the results obtained are the most abun-
dant and therefore kinetically relevant in the analyzed tempera-
ture range. These subsets of conformers should be the starting
point for future ab initio kinetic studies based on multipath or
multiconformational approaches that could lead to more accurate
kinetic models26–29. The article is organized as follows: In Sec.
2, the computational methods are described. In Sec. 3, we dis-
cuss the results of molecular thermodynamics, thermochemistry
and Boltzmann population analysis. Sec. 4 provides conclusions
and perspectives.
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2 Computational Details
In this section, a detailed description of the computational pro-
cedure is provided. Figure 3 shows the overall computational
methodology explained in each subsection.

2.1 Conformational Sampling

The conformational space of D-xylopyranose was explored using
the methodology implemented in the CREST program30 which
combines the GFN2-xTB31 Density-Functional-Based Tight Bind-
ing (DFTB) method with Root-Mean-Square-Deviation (RMSD)-
based metadynamics32 to efficiently sample the PES33–35. The
initial geometry of D-xylopyranose was optimized at the M06-
2X/6-311++G(d,p) level of theory36,37 as it has been widely
used in previous works as a standard for xylopyranose like struc-
tures38. The iMTD-GC algorithm implemented in CREST30 en-
hances conformer identification by integrating GFN2-xTB calcu-
lations with RMSD-based metadynamics. A history-dependent bi-
asing potential is applied using previous minima on the PES as
collective variables:

Vbias =
n

∑
i=1

ki exp
(
−α∆

2
i

)
(1)

where n is the number of reference structures, ki are the push-
ing strengths, and α determines the potential’s shape. Additional
forces derived from this potential act as guiding forces in the
metadynamics simulations, penalizing molecular dynamics snap-
shots that are too similar to reference structures. This facilitates
extensive PES exploration and high-barrier crossings.

Genetic Z-matrix crossing (GC) complements this workflow by
generating new structures through the projection of structural el-
ements from existing conformers onto a reference. Using internal
(Z-matrix, R) coordinates, new structures are created by:

Rnew = Rref +Ri −R j (2)

where Ri and R j label coordinate pairs, and Rnew is the newly
generated structure. This structure then undergoes full geometry
optimization.

2.2 Electronic Structure and Thermochemistry

All conformer structures generated by CREST are subsequently
optimized and the harmonic frequencies were calculated at the
revDSD-PBEP8639-D3(BJ)40 double-hybrid functional theoreti-
cal level in combination with the jun-cc-pVTZ41 basis set (here-
after rDSD). Several studies have shown that this combination
of functional and basis set provides accurate geometrical struc-
tures42 and vibrational frequencies43. Single-point energy cal-
culations were conducted on top of DFT geometries to further

refine electronic energies at the DLPNO-CCSD(T)44 (with F12
explicit correlation correction)45 level of theory in conjunction
with the cc-pVTZ-F12 basis set46 (hereafter DLPNO). DLPNO cal-
culations were performed employing the ORCA code47 and using
the tightPNO cut-off. The Root Mean Square Deviation (RMSD)
program was used to check for the presence of possible repeating
structures following DFT reoptimization of the geometries48–50.
The neglect of anharmonicity tends to overestimate the vibra-
tional zero-point energy (ZPE). Vibrational scaling factors are
applied to correct systematic overestimations of vibrational fre-
quencies due to the harmonic oscillator approximation, basis set
limitations, and incomplete electron correlation. These factors,
derived empirically by comparing calculated and experimental
frequencies, adjust the computed vibrational modes, improving
the accuracy of ZPEs, thermal corrections, and derived thermo-
dynamic properties. Without these corrections, the calculated
thermochemical data would be less reliable, leading to errors in
predictions of enthalpy, entropy, and free energy. Therefore, in
order to obtain accurate ZPEs, avoiding the calculation of pertur-
bative anharmonic corrections, ZPE and frequencies are scaled by
0.982. The scale factor for the vibrational frequencies has been
computed using the FREQ program51,52. All DFT calculations
were carried out using the Gaussian16 code53. Quasi-harmonic
entropies were calculated using Grimme’s approximation imple-
mented in GoodVibes code54. Indeed, the rigid-rotor harmonic
oscillator (RRHO) model is inadequate for significant anharmonic
motions, often due to internal torsional hindrance. Pitzer and
Gwinn have extensively studied the effect of these motions on
molecular entropy, demonstrating that the RRHO model under-
estimates the contributions of hindered internal rotations55. Al-
though the one-dimensional hindered rotor model provides some
corrections, its applicability is limited. To address this limita-
tion, Grimme’s modified RRHO (mRRHO) approach56 is pre-
ferred, as it incorporates anharmonic corrections, especially for
low-frequency vibrational modes, offering broader applicability
for complex systems57. The mRRHO approximation accounts for
anharmonic effects in low-frequency modes, especially those cor-
responding to hindered internal rotations. The vibrational contri-
butions to Gibbs free energy and enthalpy in the mRRHO approx-
imation are expressed as:

∆GmRRHO = ∆E +∆ZPE +∑
i

[
Ei −T SmRRHO

i

]
,

∆HmRRHO = ∆E +∆ZPE +∑
i

HmRRHO
i ,

where ∆E is the electronic energy difference between conformers,
∆ZPE refers to the difference in ZPE between conformers, Ei rep-
resents the vibrational energy of mode i, SmRRHO

i and HmRRHO
i

Fig. 3 Step-by-step schematic representation of the computational methodology, functionals, models and codes used.
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incorporate anharmonic corrections for hindered internal rota-
tions, and T is the temperature. These corrections are expressed
through Scorr

rot and Hcorr
rot , which account for the deviations from

harmonic behavior. The corrected entropy SmRRHO is given by:

SmRRHO = SRRHO +Scorr
rot ,

where

Scorr
rot = R ln

(
σ

qfree
rot

)
+R

[
Θhindered

rot
T

]
,

with σ being the symmetry number, qfree
rot the partition function for

a free rotor, Θhindered
rot the rotational temperature for the hindered

rotor, T is the temperature, and R is the gas constant.
Similarly, the enthalpy correction HmRRHO is given by:

HmRRHO = HRRHO +Hcorr
rot ,

where

Hcorr
rot = RT

 Θhindered
rot

sinh
(

Θhindered
rot

T

)
 ,

correcting for the rotational contributions of the hindered internal
rotations. These adjustments ensure that the mRRHO approxima-
tion provides a more accurate thermodynamic description, partic-
ularly for systems with flexible internal torsions56. Thermochem-
ical analysis was conducted using GoodVibes code54 to compute
enthalpy, entropy, and free energy.

2.3 Boltzmann Population Distribution Analysis

Boltzmann population distribution analysis was used to deter-
mine the relative populations of conformational states for α/β -
D-xylopyranose, crucial for understanding which conformers are
more populated in the range of temperatures accessible during
fast pyrolysis58–60.

The relative population Ni
N of a conformational state i with en-

ergy Ei and degeneracy gi is given by the following formula:

Ni

N
=

gie−Ei/kBT

∑i gie−Ei/kBT

where kB is the Boltzmann constant, and T is the temperature.
In this study, relative free energy changes with respect to the most
stable conformer for both anomers are considered as the energy
states of each conformer, in order to account for the enthalpic
and entropic contributions that become relevant at high temper-
atures. Detailed conformational analysis is crucial for identifying
the lowest energy structure among various conformations in flex-
ible molecular systems. Different conformations can significantly
affect electronic properties, interaction sites and also chemical
reactivity. The possible structure of α/β -D-xylopyranose is com-
plex due to the 4 different dihedral angles which are defined by
the orientation of each of the 4 hydroxyl groups of the pyranose
ring. Each of these has potential to be a significantly hindered
rotation, and must be treated using redundant internal coordi-
nates to identify the internal rotation (IR) modes.61–64. For this
reason, its PES likely contains multiple local minima, complicat-
ing structural optimization. Different theoretical levels can yield

distinct molecular structures. To avoid non-global minima, an
accurate exploration of the PES is necessary to find the lowest en-
ergy structures. While ab initio methods can accurately evaluate
local minima, they are inefficient for sampling larger PES areas.
Therefore, optimized strategies are required to explore extensive
regions of the configuration space and carefully assess energy bar-
riers between local minima.

3 Results and Discussion
This section is organized in subsections to show the results ob-
tained in each step of the methodology explained previously in
Section 2. In Subsection 3.1 the results obtained by sampling
the conformational space of D-xylopyranose for both α and β

anomers is discussed and the energetics obtained for the DFT re-
optimization and the DLPNO refinement of the conformational
structures identified by CREST is shown. Each identified con-
former is classified using the Boeyens system based on the value
of the Cremer-Pople puckering coordinates, Q, θ and φ . To iden-
tify the different conformations, five labels are used: chair, half-
chair, boat, envelope and twisted-boat. Subsequently, the results
of the thermochemical analysis obtained by applying the mRRHO
approximation implemented in GoodVibes is shown, to evalu-
ate the variation of the conformer free energies at temperatures
of relevance for pyrolysis. In Subsection 3.2 the results of the
Boltzmann population analysis for both anomers is discussed and
shown to define a 90% population cut-off value limiting the avail-
able conformational space. In Subsection 3.3 the choice of two
subgroups of conformers for both xylopyranoside anomers is dis-
cussed which, from the analysis conducted, appear to be the most
populated and therefore most plausibly relevant in studies of mul-
ticonformational ab initio reactivity.

3.1 Molecular Thermodynamics

3.1.1 α Anomer

The exploration through metadynamics identified 57 conformers
for the α anomer consistent in total energy by approximately
12 kcalmol−1. Following reoptimization and vibrational analysis
of each CREST-generated structure, the number of conformers
was reduced to 44. The RMSD program was used to compare and
identify repeating structures among the reoptimized conformers.
The DLPNO-ZPE corrected electronic energies for each conformer
are reported in Table 1. In SI Table ?? the comparison of the ZPE-
corrected electronic energies calculated at the rDSD and DLPNO
levels can be found. The identified conformers span an energy
range of approximately 10 kcalmol−1, indicating significant vari-
ation. Arbitrarily selecting any of these conformers could sub-
stantially underestimate the initial reaction barriers. Structurally,
the conformers mainly differ in the orientation of the hydroxyl
groups and their dihedral angles, as well as the conformation
of the hexagonal ring, which can adopt boat, chair, half-chair,
twisted-boat or envelope shapes. The stability of these conform-
ers is strongly influenced by intramolecular interactions, includ-
ing hydrogen bonds and steric effects. As can be seen from Table
1 and the frequency plot in Figure 4, the conformers at lower en-
ergies present a chair conformation while at higher energies the
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conformers predominantly take on boat or twisted boat confor-
mations. Specifically, 22 structures have the shape of a chair, 2 of
a half-chair, 8 of a twisted boat, 11 of a boat and 1 of an envelope.

Fig. 4 Frequency plot of the α-D-xylopyranose ring conformations, show-
ing the number of chair, boat, twisted, and half-chair conformations con-
tained in each 1 kcalmol−1 energy bin of the considered conformational
space of approximately 10 kcalmol−1.

3.1.2 β Anomer

CREST identified 73 conformers of D-xylopyranose within an en-
ergy range of approximately in 12 kcalmol−1. Metadynamics may
overestimate the number of distinct conformers generating non-
physical or unstable conformations. Reoptimization using higher-
level DFT methods, such as rDSD, provide a more accurate de-
scription of the PES, for which several initially distinct confor-
mations may converge to the same local minimum resulting in a
decreased number of unique conformers. For this reason, subse-
quent reoptimization and vibrational analysis by means of rDSD
reduced this number to 59 conformers. The DLPNO-ZPE cor-
rected electronic energies for each conformer are listed in Table

2. Table ??, reported in SI, compares the ZPE-corrected electronic
energies calculated at the rDSD and DLPNO levels for each con-
former. Similarly to the α anomer, the conformational diversity
of β -D-xylopyranose primarily arises from variations of the ring
conformation and the orientation of hydroxyl groups and their
associated dihedral angles. This diversity is further influenced
by the flexibility of the hexagonal ring, which can adopt various
conformations, most notably the boat and chair forms. The chair
conformation is generally more stable as it minimizes steric inter-
actions and allows for favorable hydrogen bonding patterns. In
this conformation, the equatorial positioning of hydroxyl groups
reduces steric hindrance, leading to more stable molecular struc-
tures. In contrast, the boat conformation is typically less stable
due to increased steric and torsional strains. However, specific
intramolecular interactions, such as hydrogen bonding, can stabi-
lize certain boat conformers by creating a network of interactions
that counteract the destabilizing effects of these strains. As also
reported by Peña et al.10, intramolecular hydrogen bonding sig-
nificantly influences the stability of D-xylopyranose conformers.
These bonds, forming between hydroxyl groups in adjacent or
nearby positions, result in a more compact and energetically fa-
vorable structure. The strength and number of hydrogen bonds
vary with the orientation of the hydroxyl groups and the over-
all ring conformation. Also for the β anomer of D-xylopyranose
it can be seen from Table 2 and Figure 5 that the conformers at
lower energies present a chair conformation while at higher ener-
gies the conformers predominantly take on boat or twisted boat
conformations. More precisely, 23 structures have the shape of a
chair, 9 of a half-chair, 13 of a twisted boat, 10 of a boat and 4
of an envelope. In Table 3, the relative energies in kcal mol−1 of
both the α and β anomers of D-xylopyranose are presented. It can
be observed that the thermodynamically stable conformers corre-
spond to those reported in previous investigations by Schmidt et
al.4 and Peña et al.10.

Table 1 Zero-point corrected energies (in kcalmol−1) relative to the most thermodynamically stable α conformers computed at DLPNO level.

Conformer ∆EDLPNO Conformation Q(Å) θ(◦) φ(◦)

α-C1 0.0 Chair 0.5464 175.10 75.95
α-C2 1.67 Chair 0.5526 176.01 54.07
α-C3 2.01 Chair 0.5079 9.00 108.27
α-C4 2.17 Chair 0.5446 177.69 78.94
α-C5 2.18 Chair 0.5158 8.92 110.75
α-C6 2.72 Chair 0.5488 176.64 55.44
α-C7 2.76 Chair 0.4975 10.35 109.46
α-C8 3.05 Chair 0.5633 178.22 153.60
α-C9 3.13 Chair 0.5488 177.12 53.16

α-C10 3.17 Chair 0.4937 10.83 108.59
α-C11 3.22 Chair 0.5418 175.12 93.78
α-C12 3.27 Chair 0.5439 175.94 53.03
α-C13 3.38 Chair 0.5561 176.64 184.78
α-C14 3.38 Chair 0.4874 12.21 96.90
α-C15 3.76 Chair 0.5372 177.46 70.99
α-C16 3.90 Chair 0.4799 12.90 95.28
α-C17 4.06 Chair 0.5262 10.79 114.83
α-C18 4.16 Chair 0.5116 8.07 110.12
α-C19 4.37 Chair 0.5292 10.65 117.28
α-C20 4.69 Chair 0.4901 9.93 107.95
α-C21 4.97 Chair 0.4796 11.69 96.14
α-C22 5.16 Boat 0.1086 112.48 184.44

Conformer ∆EDLPNO Conformation Q(Å) θ(◦) φ(◦)

α-C23 5.64 Chair 0.5268 9.81 117.59
α-C24 5.86 Boat 0.6430 94.88 200.30
α-C25 6.29 Boat 0.3415 94.02 160.49
α-C26 6.56 Half-chair 0.1127 123.93 270.28
α-C27 6.77 Boat 0.6493 94.90 200.00
α-C28 6.92 Boat 0.3827 93.98 159.28
α-C29 6.96 Boat 0.6506 94.69 200.74
α-C30 7.00 Half-chair 0.1076 128.36 265.20
α-C31 7.02 Envelope 0.7698 87.02 324.84
α-C32 7.06 Boat 0.6450 95.32 200.49
α-C33 7.12 Twisted 0.4879 87.46 269.31
α-C34 7.30 Boat 0.6138 93.30 204.69
α-C35 7.56 Boat 0.6617 97.48 201.71
α-C36 8.14 Twisted 0.0921 119.22 257.21
α-C37 8.33 Boat 0.6574 97.46 202.13
α-C38 8.34 Twisted 0.4872 86.50 274.11
α-C39 8.43 Twisted 0.4796 88.59 260.19
α-C40 9.01 Boat 0.6221 93.04 203.11
α-C41 9.10 Twisted 0.4988 86.55 268.69
α-C42 9.14 Twisted 0.4558 85.88 263.29
α-C43 9.88 Twisted 0.4848 86.14 267.59
α-C44 9.97 Twisted 0.5817 89.50 282.64
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Fig. 5 Frequency plot of the β -D-xylopyranose ring conformations, show-
ing the number of chair, boat, twisted, and half-chair conformations con-
tained in each 1 kcalmol−1 energy bin of the considered conformational
space of approximately 10 kcalmol−1.

3.1.3 α and β Thermochemical Analysis

A thermochemical analysis is conducted using the methodology
detailed in Section 2 to better understand the enthalpic and en-
tropic contributions within a temperature range relevant to fast
pyrolysis (298 to 1068 K). The results, depicted in Figure 6, dis-
play the relative variations of enthalpic and entropic contributions
for all conformers of the α and β anomers of D-xylopyranose at
298, 678, and 1068 K. At 298 K, the relative stability among the
conformers aligns with the order reported for the electronic en-

ergies reported in the Tables 1, 2. At 678 K, minor variations
in enthalpic factors are observed across all conformers for both
anomers. However, larger variations in total relative free energy,
primarily due to entropic contributions, are noted for specific sub-
sets of both anomers. This observation emphasizes the role of free
energy, in assessing the relative stability of D-xylopyranose con-
formers. Free energy is crucial as it incorporates both enthalpic
and entropic corrections to the electronic and zero-point energy
components. At lower temperatures, some conformers may ap-
pear more stable due to their enthalpy contributions. However,
as temperature increases, entropic factors become more signifi-
cant, altering the relative stability of these conformers. Table 5
shows the conformer structures most affected by entropic effects
at temperatures of 1068 K, with free energy changes greater than
1 kcal mol−1, classified by conformations. It can be observed that
for α-D-xylopyranose there are nine conformers with variations
greater than 1 kcalmol−1 with two as half-chair, two as boat and
five as twisted conformations with relative energies greater than
6.5 kcalmol−1 as reported in Table 1. As for β -D-xylopyranose,
23 conformers show high free energy variations throughout the
relative energy range up to about 9 kcalmol−1. It can be observed
that for β -D-xylopyranose most of these structures are 14 chair in
the lower energy range up to about 4 kcalmol−1, while for higher
energies the conformations with higher energy changes are three
boat and six twisted. Therefore, determining and analyzing rel-
ative free energy is essential for understanding conformational
stability, especially when aiming to gain insights into the behav-
ior of D-xylopyranose at a wide range of temperatures. The SI
tables ??, ?? report the numerical values of the relative changes

Table 2 Zero-point corrected energies (in kcalmol−1) relative to the most thermodynamically stable β conformers computed at DLPNO level.

Conformer ∆EDLPNO Conformation Q(Å) θ(◦) φ(◦)

β -C1 0.00 Chair 0.5827 177.63 303.76
β -C2 0.67 Chair 0.5810 178.63 321.01
β -C3 1.83 Chair 0.0958 53.45 328.75
β -C4 1.89 Chair 0.2816 167.53 136.74
β -C5 2.42 Chair 0.2757 165.39 151.43
β -C6 3.02 Chair 0.5797 175.96 255.93
β -C7 3.24 Chair 0.5861 177.08 286.84
β -C8 3.35 Chair 0.1876 156.42 151.51
β -C9 3.47 Chair 0.0962 110.25 331.48

β -C10 3.52 Chair 0.1904 28.24 161.16
β -C11 3.62 Chair 0.5831 176.82 340.48
β -C12 3.92 Chair 0.1287 134.48 335.34
β -C13 3.93 Chair 0.5727 176.73 274.93
β -C14 3.95 Chair 0.5727 175.88 277.62
β -C15 3.97 Chair 0.5797 177.19 318.22
β -C16 3.99 Chair 0.5767 175.43 267.97
β -C17 4.01 Chair 0.7305 83.52 275.13
β -C18 4.06 Chair 0.5674 175.27 289.50
β -C19 4.08 Half-chair 0.2046 147.92 332.94
β -C20 4.12 Half-chair 0.1066 122.52 333.14
β -C21 4.14 Half-chair 0.1045 54.76 330.50
β -C22 4.17 Half-chair 0.1679 142.79 334.25
β -C23 4.23 Chair 0.2183 27.27 160.27
β -C24 4.52 Chair 0.5826 3.35 118.29
β -C25 4.58 Chair 0.5664 176.28 295.77
β -C26 4.70 Half-chair 0.1129 133.09 150.87
β -C27 5.32 Twisted 0.7263 86.08 276.10
β -C28 5.83 Chair 0.4342 7.99 39.16
β -C29 5.86 Chair 0.4437 172.50 216.81
β -C30 6.11 Envelope 0.7002 80.70 318.40

Conformer ∆EDLPNO Conformation Q(Å) θ(◦) φ(◦)

β -C31 6.31 Half-chair 0.1496 144.78 343.49
β -C32 6.47 Envelope 0.6918 82.16 321.40
β -C33 6.52 Twisted 0.7206 84.75 281.46
β -C34 7.11 Half-chair 0.7530 36.46 145.65
β -C35 7.21 Half-chair 0.7779 39.62 146.85
β -C36 7.31 Twisted 0.7318 86.32 274.87
β -C37 7.35 Boat 0.7038 92.74 212.26
β -C38 7.47 Envelope 0.6971 82.06 322.07
β -C39 7.64 Boat 0.7350 82.41 142.72
β -C40 7.76 Boat 0.7050 92.90 210.78
β -C41 7.92 Boat 0.6971 89.45 204.51
β -C42 7.92 Envelope 0.6978 91.10 47.39
β -C43 7.96 Half-chair 0.8449 139.25 324.27
β -C44 8.02 Twisted 0.7145 91.01 88.12
β -C45 8.06 Twisted 0.5789 77.34 109.63
β -C46 8.12 Twisted 0.5647 78.10 107.81
β -C47 8.37 Twisted 0.1481 94.60 63.05
β -C48 8.45 Boat 0.6850 92.23 214.70
β -C49 8.57 Twisted 0.3771 75.21 105.25
β -C50 8.59 Boat 0.7435 82.25 144.48
β -C51 8.77 C 0.9749 152.14 324.56
β -C52 8.86 Twisted 0.5286 78.43 104.50
β -C53 8.92 Boat 0.6726 91.39 212.22
β -C54 8.95 Twisted 0.4383 76.30 104.95
β -C55 8.97 Boat 0.6779 91.36 213.38
β -C56 9.08 Boat 0.7272 82.01 142.01
β -C57 9.18 Boat 0.6731 88.15 205.72
β -C58 9.25 Twisted 0.2448 91.80 74.25
β -C59 9.26 Twisted 0.4676 76.62 105.42
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in enthalpy and free energy for both anomers.

Table 4 Comparison of energy differences and anomeric ratios between
the α- and β -anomers of D-xylopyranose in gas-phase and solution at
room temperature from Peña et al. (2013), Schmidt et al. (1996), Höög
et al. (2001) and Mayes et al.(2014). The methodology used in each
work is also reported.

Condition Study Method ∆Gα−β α/β

(kcal mol−1) (%)

Gas-phase Peña et al. 10 DFT 0.54 (favoring α) 56/44
Schmidt et al. 4 MD-FEP 0.05 (favoring α) 52/48

Höög & Widmalm 5 MD-FEP-TI -0.80 (favoring β) 33/67
This work MTD-DFT 0.50 (favoring α) 61/39

Solution Schmidt et al. 4 MD-FEP -0.30 (favoring β) 35/65
Höög & Widmalm 5 MD-FEP-TI -0.40 (favoring β) 33/67

Mayes et al. 6 MD-DFT -0.30 (favoring β) 40/60

Table 4 reports the values of the free energy difference between
alpha and beta anomers (∆Gα−β ), the anomeric ratio (α/β), cal-
culated in this work and a collection of data obtained in works
reported in the literature both in gas-phase and in aqueous solu-
tion. The studies show that in aqueous solution, the β -anomer
is more stable than the α-anomer, with a free energy difference
of 0.38 kcalmol−1, consistent with an anomeric ratio of 65% for
β and 35% for α 4. In gas-phase, the situation is reversed, with
a slight preference for the α-anomer due to the anomeric effect,

with a free energy difference of 0.15 kcalmol−1 10. This solvent-
driven shift towards the β -anomer in solution is attributed to
enhanced hydrogen bonding at the anomeric hydroxyl group, as
corroborated by molecular dynamics simulations.

These simulations highlight the balance between internal
molecular forces favoring the α-anomer in isolation and solvation
forces favoring the β -anomer in solution4. Across both gas-phase
and solution, the β -pyranose form is shown to be more thermody-
namically stable in solution, aligning with findings from previous
computational and experimental studies. These investigations un-
derline the crucial role of solvent in influencing the conforma-
tional preferences of D-xylopyranose and suggest that the stabil-
ity of the β -anomer is a characteristic feature of aldopentoses,
driven by cooperative hydrogen bonding networks10. Höög &
Widmalm5 performed free energy simulations of D-xylopyranose
and methyl D-xylopyranoside in gas-phase and aqueous solution.
Their gas-phase simulations favored the β -anomer, with a sub-
stantial energy difference of −0.8 kcalmol−1 and a ratio of 33:67.
In solution, the β -anomer was also preferred, but with a smaller
free energy difference of −0.4 kcalmol−1 and a similar anomeric
ratio. Mayes et al.6 applied quantum mechanical methods to
examine the energy landscape of several sugars, including D-
xylopyranose. In solution, their calculations showed a preference
for the β -anomer, with a free energy difference of −0.3 kcalmol−1

and an anomeric ratio of 40:60. Their work highlights the impact

Table 3 Zero-point corrected energies (in kcalmol−1) and absolute energies (in Eh) relative to the most thermodynamically stable rotamer among the
α and β anomers computed at DLPNO level.

Conformer ∆EDLPNO EDLPNO

α-C1 0.00 -571.8930608
β -C1 0.64 -571.8920477
β -C2 1.31 -571.8909757
α-C2 1.67 -571.8904041
α-C3 2.02 -571.8898553
α-C4 2.18 -571.8895993
α-C5 2.19 -571.8895889
β -C3 2.49 -571.8891035
β -C4 2.55 -571.8890106
α-C6 2.73 -571.8887336
α-C7 2.77 -571.8886702
α-C8 3.06 -571.8881994
β -C5 3.08 -571.8881792
α-C9 3.14 -571.8880805

α-C10 3.18 -571.888015
α-C11 3.23 -571.8879271
α-C12 3.28 -571.8878493
α-C13 3.39 -571.8876807
α-C14 3.40 -571.8876692
β -C6 3.68 -571.8872195

α-C15 3.77 -571.8870745
β -C7 3.78 -571.8870627
β -C8 3.89 -571.8868927

α-C16 3.91 -571.8868469
β -C9 4.00 -571.8867123

α-C17 4.08 -571.8865829
β -C10 4.13 -571.8865084
α-C18 4.18 -571.8864299
β -C11 4.18 -571.8864193
β -C12 4.29 -571.8862563
α-C19 4.39 -571.8860945
β -C13 4.58 -571.8857905
β -C14 4.59 -571.8857689
β -C15 4.64 -571.8856979
β -C16 4.64 -571.8856952

Conformer ∆EDLPNO EDLPNO

β -C17 4.67 -571.8856482
β -C18 4.71 -571.8855826
α-C20 4.71 -571.8855825
β -C19 4.73 -571.8855489
β -C20 4.77 -571.8854874
β -C21 4.82 -571.8854129
β -C22 4.88 -571.8853091
α-C21 4.99 -571.8851443
α-C22 5.18 -571.88484
β -C23 5.18 -571.8848354
β -C24 5.24 -571.8847511
β -C25 5.35 -571.8845617
α-C23 5.66 -571.8840726
β -C26 5.69 -571.8840272
α-C24 5.88 -571.8837234
β -C27 5.98 -571.8835707
α-C25 6.12 -571.8833525
α-C26 6.31 -571.8830405
β -C28 6.49 -571.8827556
β -C29 6.52 -571.8827087
α-C27 6.58 -571.882613
β -C30 6.77 -571.8823101
α-C28 6.80 -571.8822677
α-C29 6.95 -571.8820344
β -C31 6.97 -571.8819999
α-C30 6.99 -571.8819733
α-C31 7.03 -571.8818961
α-C32 7.05 -571.8818782
α-C33 7.09 -571.8818029
β -C32 7.14 -571.8817274
α-C34 7.15 -571.8817178
β -C33 7.19 -571.8816542
α-C35 7.32 -571.8814346
α-C36 7.59 -571.8810075
β -C34 7.77 -571.8807225

Conformer ∆EDLPNO EDLPNO

β -C35 7.87 -571.8805714
β -C36 7.98 -571.8803934
β -C37 8.02 -571.8803347
β -C38 8.14 -571.8801441
α-C37 8.18 -571.8800821
β -C39 8.31 -571.8798714
α-C38 8.36 -571.8797938
α-C39 8.37 -571.8797775
β -C40 8.43 -571.8796808
α-C40 8.47 -571.879624
β -C41 8.59 -571.8794293
β -C42 8.60 -571.8794147
β -C43 8.64 -571.8793525
β -C44 8.69 -571.8792746
β -C45 8.73 -571.8792063
β -C46 8.79 -571.8791106
β -C47 9.05 -571.8787014
α-C41 9.05 -571.8786992
β -C48 9.13 -571.8785707
α-C42 9.14 -571.8785538
α-C43 9.15 -571.8785335
β -C49 9.24 -571.8783958
β -C50 9.27 -571.8783476
β -C51 9.44 -571.8780735
β -C52 9.55 -571.8779086
β -C53 9.59 -571.8778352
β -C54 9.63 -571.8777808
β -C55 9.65 -571.87774
β -C56 9.76 -571.8775754
β -C57 9.87 -571.8773926
α-C44 9.92 -571.8773178
β -C58 9.93 -571.8773005
β -C59 9.94 -571.877288
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Fig. 6 Relative enthalpies and free energies in kcalmol−1, calculated relative to the respective lowest energy conformer, for all α (left panels) and β

(right panels) anomers of D-xylopyranose at three different temperatures: 298, 678, and 1068 K.

Chair Half-Chair Boat Twisted

α-D-xylopyranose α-C26, α-C30 α-C27, α-C32 α-C33, α-C38, α-C39, α-C41, α-C42
β -D-xylopyranose β -C2 to β -C7, β -C9, β -C11 to β -C15, β -C23, β -C51 β -C40, β -C41, β -C53 β -C33, β -C45, β -C47, β -C49, β -C52, β -C54

Table 5 List of α,β -D-xylopyranose conformers with free energy at 1068K relative to free energy at 298K that is greater than 1 kcalmol−1.

Note that for α anomers, the nine conformers showing large free energy changes are all non-chair. Whereas for the β anomers the conformers that adjust in relative free
energy with temperature are also chair conformers.

of solvation on stabilizing the β -anomer in solution.

3.2 Population Distribution
After determining the Gibbs free energy changes at 298 K, 678
K, and 1068 K, the population distribution was calculated rela-
tive to the lowest energy conformers identified, labeled α-C1 and
β -C1 for the α and β anomers of D-xylopyranose, respectively.
The Figure 7 illustrates the relative Boltzmann population trends
for all conformers of the α and β anomers. At 298 K, 95% of
the population is concentrated in the five lowest-energy conform-
ers for α, while the 97% among the four lowest-energy conform-
ers for β . At higher temperatures, 678 K and 1068 K, approxi-
mately 20% and 35% of the population, respectively, redistributes
to higher-energy conformers. By applying population cut-off (dis-
carding conformers with a relative population percentage lower
than 1%), the number of conformers is reduced to 23 for α and

31 for β , as depicted in the lower part of Figure 7. This cut-off
results in a neglectible population deviation of about 0.02% at
298 K, 1.63% at 678 K, and 5.5% at 1068 K for both anomers.
Figure 7 also highlights the ranges of structures where approxi-
mately 90% of the population is renormalized with respect to the
reduced conformational space at the three reported temperatures.
In Table 6 are reported the relative population percentages at the
three indicated temperatures with the more populated subset of
conformers.

3.3 Relevant Conformers
Figure 8 reports the molecular structures of the ten conform-
ers highlighted in the composition plots for both D-xylopyranose
anomers (the Cartesian coordinates of the optimized geometries
are reported in the SI). From the reduced set of conformers repre-
sented in Figure 7, the trends of the relative abundances of the 10

8 | 1–13Journal Name, [year], [vol.],



Fig. 7 Relative Boltzmann population distributions of both α and β anomers conformational spaces at 298, 678 and 1068 K. In the lower panels
the population distributions are represented for the conformational space reduced following the application of the cut-off value. The horizontal lines
represent the conformational subsets at the three temperatures listed in which the defined percentages of the population are contained.

α β
T (K) % Conformers

298 95 α-C1 to α-C5
678 92 α-C1 to α-C16

1068 92 α-C1 to α-C22

T (K) % Conformers

298 97 α-C1 to α-C4
678 91 α-C1 to α-C21

1068 85 α-C1 to α-C26

Table 6 Percentage of the population and conformers of the list in which
it is concentrated at the three temperatures 298, 678 and 1068 K, as
reported in Figure 7.

most populated conformers for both anomers (α and β) and the
combination of them (α+β) in the range of temperatures from
298 to 1068 K have been graphically depicted in Figure 9. The
total relative population remains above 80% when considering
these subsets of 10 conformers. For the α anomer, the popula-
tion is uniformly redistributed among higher-energy conformers
at elevated temperatures, while for the β anomer, the two lowest
energy conformers are more populated than the other conform-
ers. This difference is primarily due to the relative stability of the
two lowest energy conformers in the β anomer. Beyond β -C4,
large variations in free energy (approximately 4 kcalmol−1) result
in lower occupancies at higher temperatures. In contrast, for the
α anomer, the lowest energy conformers exhibit minimal vari-
ations in free energy, maintaining a constant relative population

percentage across the investigated temperature range. Significant
variations in free energy for the α anomer are observed only in
the highest energy conformers, which are already sparsely popu-
lated.

4 Conclusions

This study presents a comprehensive conformational analysis of
both anomeric forms of D-xylopyranose, the basic structural unit
of hemicellulose, in gas-phase using semi-empirical GFN2-xTB
tight binding calculations combined with metadynamic simula-
tions to explore the conformational space across 298-1068 K, tem-
peratures relevant to pyrolysis. The methodology employed per-
forms subsequent refinement of geometries and frequencies at the
rDSD level of theory and refinement of electronic energies with
DLPNO.

To our knowledge, such in-depth computational conforma-
tional analysis of the α and β anomers of D-xylopyranose has
not previously been performed. The analysis identifies 57 con-
formers for the α anomer and 73 conformers for the β anomer
each representing PES minima structures, spanning a relative en-
ergy range of approximately 10 kcalmol−1. The relative molecu-
lar enthalpies and free energies of all conformers by means of the
modified rigid rotor harmonic oscillator approximation (mRRHO)
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Fig. 8 3D molecular structures of the most populated conformers for α and β anomers of D-xylopyranose and Zero-point corrected DLPNO energies
in kcal mol−1 relative to the most stable conformer α-C1.

Fig. 9 Relative abundances as a function of temperature of the subset of 10 most abundant conformers in the reduced conformational space for α, β

and the combination of both (α+β).
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which accounts for the anharmonic effects due to low-frequency
modes is evaluated at 298 K, 673K and 1068 K. At all conditions
the lowest enthalpy and entropy conformers are chair conforma-
tions, with competition between chair, boat and half-chair confor-
mations for the next rank of most stable conformers.

At 0 K, of all conformers, the lowest in energy is an α anomer
in the chair configuration which is 0.64 kcalmol−1 lower in en-
ergy than the next lowest conformer, which is a β anomer also in
the chair configuration. The twenty one lowest energy α anomer
conformers are all chair conformations, with the lowest energy
non-chair conformation, a boat, being 5.16 kcalmol−1 higher in
energy that the lowest energy conformer.

The β anomer data sets is differentiated from the α anomer
data set in that it shows more competition between conformer
variety in the low energy manifold. The sixteen lowest energy β

anomers are all chairs, with five half-chairs, one twisted, and one
envelope, but no boat conformation making up the thirty lowest
energy conformers. It is notable that lowest energy non-chair con-
former, β -C17, is a twisted conformation which despite its highly
strained nature, is just 4.01 kcalmol−1 higher in energy than the
overall lowest energy β conformer.

A thermochemical analysis of the molecular enthalpy and free
energy is conducted at pyrolysis reference conditions of 298 K,
678 K and 1068 K showing that free energy variations due to an-
harmonicity effects caused by low-frequency modes significantly
influence the relative stability of the conformers for both α and β

anomers.
Of the α anomers, it is shown that the less stable conformers,

specifically those that are higher in free energy by 6 kcal mol−1

than the lowest free energy conformer, show large variation in
free energy with respect to temperature. Whereas those conform-
ers at lowest energy, do not show significant temperature depen-
dent free energy change behaviour.

This is in notable contrast to the situation exhibited by the β

anomer, where the significant temperature dependent free energy
change behaviour is observed for the most stable conformers.

The variation in relative stability was further elucidated
through a Boltzmann population analysis with respect to temper-
ature.

For both anomers, population cut-off value were imposed in
order to reduce the conformational space and identify the most
populated conformers at the three temperatures of interest for
pyrolysis, i.e. 298, 673 and 1068 K.

For the α conformers it is shown that at 1068 K relative to 298
K, the population is redistributed to higher energy conformers,
where 22 conformers are required to describe >85% of the pop-
ulation, whereas, 26 conformers are required to describe >85%
of the β anomer population.

As the conformation space is complex, an analysis is performed
identify 20 conformers across both anomers which always de-
scribe 90% of the population across 298-1068 K. Future studies
should select from this reduced population for detailed study per-
taining to thermochemical processes such as pyrolysis.

Our data show that the anomeric ratio derived from evaluation
of the Boltzmann population at 298 K is 61:39 for α/β . This is
consistent with prior literature in that most suggestion also pro-

pose the α anomers to be favoured. However these studies report
closer to a 50:50 for α/β split.

Furthermore, future additional investigations into the effect of
solvent on the conformational space of α- and β -D-xylopyranose
could yield more relevant information to better define their con-
formational space under thermodynamically relevant conditions
for pyrolysis. We recommend using these conformers for multi-
conformational ab initio kinetic studies of characteristic pyrolysis
decomposition pathways.

The data thus infer, that representative conformer for detailed
study should be carefully chosen such that reliable results fairly
representative of actual events would be revealed by detailed
studies such as potential energy surface investigations or kinetic
studies.
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