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Abstract

Nuclear quantum effects (NQEs) arising from the light mass of hydrogen can influence the

structure and stability of hydrogen-bonded biomolecules, yet their role in determining peptide and

protein folding remains unclear. Experiments show that substituting H2O with D2O often stabilizes

folded states, but the microscopic mechanism associated with this phenomena remains unresolved.

Through ab initio–level path-integral molecular dynamics simulations enabled by machine-learning

interatomic potentials, we address the fundamental question of the role of NQEs in peptides by in-

vestigating both their overall impact and isotope substitution effects. Overall, NQEs systematically

destabilize compact three-dimensional structures across peptide systems, independent of secondary

structure type or side-chain interactions. Contrary to the conventional picture that places central

importance on hydrogen bonds, we find that the dominant destabilization instead arises from the

quantum C–H vibrations. In addition, we reveal microscopic insights into the stabilization of folded

peptides upon H2O to D2O substitution, showing that the H/D isotope substitution of active pep-

tide hydrogens, previously considered unimportant, produces free-energy changes within the range

of experimentally observed shifts. These findings provide a new interpretation of isotope effects in

biological systems, indicating that seemingly small H → D substitutions within peptides can be as

important as, or even outweigh, solvent contributions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The folding of peptide sequences into three-dimensional structures is fundamental to

protein function [1–3]. This transformation from disordered coils (unfolded) to ordered

structures (folded) is governed by a delicate balance of non-covalent interactions, such as

hydrogen bonding (HB), van der Waals forces, electrostatics, and hydrophobic effects [4, 5].

Among these, HBs deserve particular attention due to their directional nature and crucial

role in stabilizing secondary structures [6, 7] in gaseous [8] and solvent phases [9, 10].

Due to the light mass of hydrogen atoms that form them, the structure and properties

of HBs are strongly modulated by quantum nuclear motion. [11] Nuclear quantum effects

(NQEs) in biomolecules have profound real-world implications. A prominent example is the

burgeoning field of deuterated drugs—an FDA-approved strategy attracting multibillion-

dollar commercial interest—where deuteration influences not only the metabolism of drug

molecules but also all ADMET parameters (absorption, distribution, metabolism, excretion,

and toxicity) [12]. Multiple deuterium substitutions can cumulatively reduce plasma pro-

tein binding [13], alter absorption [14], and affect lipophilicity [15, 16]. At the organismal

level, high D2O concentrations impair growth and survival across diverse taxa, from mi-

croorganisms and algae to plants and mammals, while in mammalian cells, H2O to D2O

substitution at ∼45% markedly suppresses epithelial migration and proliferation – an effect

with emerging applications in organ preservation and anticancer strategies [17, 18].

Isotope effects in the thermodynamics of biomolecules serve as a probe into the origins

of these phenomena. Experiments observe that changing the solvent isotopomers from H2O

to D2O alters the folding equilibrium of peptides [19], predominately stabilizing the folded

state [20–22], with rare cases of unfolded-state stabilization [23]. These observations have

been attributed to the enhanced hydrophobic protein–water interactions in D2O [19], as

D2O possesses stronger HBs than H2O [24]. In contrast, an alternate explanation—based

on the impact of NQEs on the intrinsic stability of proteins arising from H→D substitution

of active peptide hydrogen atoms (which exchange via the solvent)—has been interpreted to

be negligible [20]. This view has been recently reinforced by a recent gas-phase experiment

showing virtually identical backbone structures for deuterated and protonated proteins [25].

However, unambiguously disentangling the different contributions to free energy differences

is very difficult experimentally. Consequently, the microscopic origins of isotope effects on
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peptide stability remain elusive. The lack of a clear fundamental understanding hinders the

rational prediction and engineering of isotopic substitutions in applications.

In this context, first-principles simulations that explicitly incorporate NQEs therefore

offer a powerful tool for understanding the microscopic origins of isotope effects on peptide

stability, and furthermore, shed light on the fundamental question on the role of NQEs in

biomolecules. NQEs have attracted broad interest, with theoretical investigations across

diverse systems employing a combination of path-integral simulations and first-principles

calculations, including water [26–29], biomolecules [30–32], molecular crystals [33–35], or-

ganic liquids [36, 37], and superconducting systems [38]. NQEs in HBs mainly fall into two

categories: primary and secondary effects. The former refers to enhanced fluctuations arising

from proton delocalization within the H-bond. Prominent examples include enhanced water

autoionization [24], proton sharing in interfacial water [39] and high-pressure ice [26, 40],

and, in the context of biological systems, significant shifts in enzyme pKa [30]. Secondary ef-

fects induce global structural changes and/or thermodynamic shifts, such as the well-known

Ubbelohde effect [41, 42]. These phenomena have been investigated and rationalized in liq-

uid water, small gas-phase clusters, simple molecular crystals [11, 31–33, 43–47]. However,

due to the high cost of first-principles path-integral molecular dynamics (PIMD) simulations

that can account for these effects, secondary NQEs beyond simple systems–such as their im-

pact on the thermodynamic stability of complex, more realistic biomolecules–remain largely

unexplored and challenging to elucidate.

In this work, we quantify the impact of NQEs on peptides from first-principles using a

quantum accurate state-of-the-art framework. We combines machine learning interatomic

potentials (MLIPs) for efficient and accurate quantum-mechanical-level interactions, PIMD

for incorporating NQEs, and thermodynamic integration for rigorous evaluations of free en-

ergy differences. We first estimate the change in Helmholtz free energy (thermodynamic

stability under constant T and V conditions) between the folded and unfolded states of pro-

teins. For gas-phase peptides, this is equal to the Gibbs free energy difference relevant for

experimental conditions. To strengthen the connection with experiments, we then quantify

the free-energy change upon H → D substitution of the active hydrogen in gas-phase pep-

tides. Our conclusions are twofold. In the absence of solvent, NQEs destabilize the folded

state relative to the unfolded state. Contrary to the prevailing view that secondary NQEs

mainly affect hydrogen bonding, we find significant contributions from the destabilization of
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hydrophobic motifs, which have so far been overlooked. Secondly, simulating H → D sub-

stitution of the active hydrogen, we find that intrinsic NQEs generally stabilize the peptide,

consistent with the experimentally observed isotope effects on protein stability, showing the

potentially important role of intrinsic NQEs. Together, these findings show that NQEs can

substantially influence peptide stability to the same extent as, or even more than, solvent-

moderated NQEs, and can account for the experimentally observed general stabilization of

proteins upon deuteration.

II. RESULTS

For this study, we carefully selected a total of six representative peptide structures. The

first two among them are the α-helix (FIG. 1a) and β-sheet hairpin (FIG. 1b) conformations

of capped deca-polyalanine (Ace-Ala10-Nme), referred to as ALA-10. Despite its simplicity,

this model peptide, with its relatively rigid backbone and lack of side-groups, allows us to

systematically estimate the impact of NQEs in backbone hydrogen-bonding interactions on

the stability of distinct protein secondary structures. To examine more realistic peptides

with complex side-chain interactions and diverse hydrogen-bonding patterns, we also selected

four peptide fragments with short HBs (which imply strong hydrogen bonds [48]), extracted

from Protein Data Bank (PDB) structures [49, 50] following the procedure detailed in the SI.

The selected fragments are: frag-1, a 6-residue sequence (indices 1249–1254) from PDB 5QI6

that adopts a random coil-like conformation (FIG. 1c); frag-2, a 7-residue sequence (indices

106–112) from PDB 3BWH that presents as a coil with a partial helix (FIG. 1d); frag-3, a

7-residue sequence (indices 76–82) from PDB 6F54 that forms a hairpin structure (FIG. 1e);

and frag-4, a 8-residue sequence (indices 57–64) from PDB 6HMD as a coil containing a

beta-turn (FIG. 1f).

We first obtained the folded structures of these peptide sequences, saturated them with

hydrogen atoms, and capped them with acetyl and N-methyl amide groups at the N- and

C-terminals respectively. These structures were then optimized at the density functional

theory (DFT) level, using the ωB97M-D3(BJ) [55, 56] dispersion-corrected range-separated

hybrid meta-GGA functional with the def2-TZVPPD basis set [57], which is known to have

excellent performance for organic molecules [58, 59]. To increase efficiency, the structures

were first optimized coarsely using the MACE-OFF23(M) potential [60] – a pretrained model
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(a) ALA-10 (helix) (b) ALA-10 (hairpin) (c) Frag-1

(d) Frag-2 (e) Frag-3 (f) Frag-4

FIG. 1: Optimized structures of the peptide fragments investigated in this work. (a)

ALA-10 in α-helical conformation and (b) β-hairpin conformation. Protein fragment

structures from the Protein Data Bank: (c) frag-1 (from 5QI6 [51]), (d) frag-2 (from

3BWH [52]), (e) frag-3 (from 6F54 [53]), and (f) frag-4 (from 6HMD [54]). All structures

are shown in stick representation (carbon in light cyan, oxygen in red, nitrogen in blue,

sulfur in yellow, hydrogen in white), with secondary structure elements highlighted as

ribbon representation. Hydrogen bonds that stabilize the secondary structures are shown

as yellow dashed lines.

MLIP for organic systems at the same DFT level – followed by direct DFT optimization.

Note that in all these peptide fragments, the very short heavy-atom separations increased

significantly after optimization, from 2.31 Å–2.48 Å in the crystal structures to 2.67 Å–2.78 Å.

This elongation of the very short HBs has been reported in a previous study, and occurs

even when the backbone atoms of the amino acid pairs are fixed [61].

We investigate two key thermodynamic quantities here. The first is the change in the

folding free energy, which is the free energy difference between the folded peptide and its

unfolded state, due to NQEs (illustrated by the green double-arrow in FIG. 2a),

∆∆F q←c
U←F ≡ ∆F q

U←F −∆F c
U←F = ∆F q←c

U −∆F q←c
F . (1)

The superscripts ‘q’ and ‘c’ stand for ‘quantum nuclei’ and ‘classical nuclei’, respectively;

and the subscripts ‘U’ and ‘F’ stand for ‘unfolded state’ and ‘folded state’, respectively.

This quantity directly measures the contribution of NQEs to protein stability, which is
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∆∆F Da←Ha
U←F
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H2O D2O

vacuum

Ha Da

FIG. 2: Thermodynamic cycles illustrating the free energy relationships in peptide state

transitions. (a) The gas-phase thermodynamic cycle showing relationships between

peptide conformational states with classical and quantum nuclei. The vertical dimension

represents conformational transitions between folded (F) and unfolded (U) states, while

the horizontal dimension represents a continuous transition from quantum nuclei (q) to

classical nuclei (c) through mass scaling. Boxes circled with ring-polymer beads represent

systems with quantum nuclei, and Da means the active hydrogens in the system are

deuterated. The double arrows represent changes in the folding free energies: the green

double arrow represent the change in the folding free energy from classical nuclei to

quantum nuclei, and the red double arrow represent the change folding free energy upon

deuteration of the active hydrogens. (b) Thermodynamic cycle illustrating the

partitioning of the experimentally-observed isotope effects on protein stability in solution

into intrinsic and solvation contributions. The blue and yellow shading of the peptides

represent Ha and Da states, respectively. The rectangles with transparent, blue and yellow

background indicate vacuum, H2O and D2O environments, respectively. The

experimentally-observed total free-energy change from H2O solvent to D2O solvent

(∆∆FDa←Ha
U←F (sol)) can be decomposed into two components: (1) the intrinsic peptide

isotope effects ∆∆FDa←Ha
U←F , and (2) the differential solvation free energy ∆∆∆FDa←Ha

sol, U←F.

of fundamental theoretical importance. Experimentally however, NQEs in peptides are

commonly measured as isotope effects by comparing peptides solvated in H2O and D2O,

which arises from the difference in folding free energy of the peptide in the two solvents.

This free energy difference can be rigorously decomposed into two components: the intrinsic

(i.e. gas-phase) folding free energy change upon deuteration of active hydrogens in the
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peptide and the solvation free energy differences of the peptide in H2O versus D2O. The

former component, as depicted by the orange double-arrow in FIG. 2, is the second quantity

we examine,

∆∆FDa←Ha
U←F ≡ ∆FDa

U←F −∆FHa
U←F = ∆FDa←Ha

U −∆FDa←Ha
F . (2)

The subscript ‘a’ denotes active hydrogens, which are the hydrogens attached to polar het-

eroatoms (N, O, S) that can be spontaneously deuterated when solvated in D2O.

To compute the above free energy differences rigorously from first principles, thermody-

namic integration is carried out in combination with ab initio level PIMD simulations, as

detailed in the methods section. PIMD captures NQEs by exploiting the isomorphism be-

tween a quantum particle and a classical ring polymer, simulating multiple coupled replicas

of the classical system (beads) to represent quantum statistics. To make these simulations

computationally viable, the a new MLIP is transfer learnt from the MACE-OFF23(M) MLIP

[60] via singlehead finetuning [62, 63] to achieve ab initio accuracy, as detailed in the methods

section.

A. Impact of nuclear quantum effects on the stability of peptides

We first quantify how much NQEs alter the stability of peptides by estimating the free

energy difference in Eq. 1 at room temperature. As shown in FIG. 3, NQEs increase the

free energy of both the helical and hairpin structures of ALA-10, relative to the unfolded

structure, by 0.26(2) and 0.31(2) kJ/mol per residue, respectively. This means that both

helical and hairpin structures of ALA-10 are destabilized by NQEs at room temperature.

Given that the backbone HBs of the ALA-10 peptide are relatively weak, as evidenced by

the relatively large heavy atom separations (see SI Section S1), this observation seems to

aligns with the CQE picture that NQEs weakens weak HBs [11]. To quantify the absolute

scale of NQEs’ impact on the folding free energy, we computed the classical folding free

energy using umbrella sampling (see SI Section S3). Results show that for helical ALA-10,

the classical folding free energy is ∼8 kJ/mol per residue, indicating that NQEs reduce it by

∼3%.

Given the destabilizing effect of NQEs observed in the simple ALA-10 peptide with rel-

atively weak hydrogen bonds, a natural question arises as to whether this impact of NQEs
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ALA-10
(helix)

ALA-10
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FIG. 3: Summary of NQEs on the stability (∆∆F q←c
U←F per residue) across all studied

peptide systems. Bright green bars with black error bars represent PIMD simulation

results, and dim green bars show harmonic approximation results. Positive value indicates

NQEs destabilize the peptide’s folded state relative to the unfolded state, while negative

value indicates stabilization of the folded state due to NQEs.

changes qualitatively in more complex peptides with side chains and stronger hydrogen

bonds. To this end, we selected four peptide (frag-1 to frag-4) from protein crystal struc-

tures, chosen for their diverse secondary motifs and features indicative of stronger hydrogen

bonding, namely polar side chains and short heavy-atom separations in crystal structures.

Based on the qualitative CQE picture, which posits that NQEs strengthen strong hydro-

gen bonds [11], one would anticipate reduced destabilizing NQEs and possible stabilizing

NQEs in these peptides. However, PIMD simulations reveal surprising results: all four

fragments are destabilized by NQEs, with free energy increases of 0.21(3), 0.25(3), 0.32(3)

and 0.18(3) kJ/mol per residue for frag-1 through frag-4, respectively, quantitatively close

to the destabilization observed for the ALA10 peptide. These findings appear to uncover a

trend where NQEs generally destabilize peptide structures across diverse structural motifs,

irrespective of hydrogen bond strength or the presence of side chains.

To understand the surprising destabilizing trend of NQEs uncovered on the folded pep-

tide configurations, we perform analysis within the harmonic approximation to Eq. 1 (see SI

Section S4). Firstly, we benchmark the harmonic approximation against the rigorous PIMD
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results we have obtained. Previous studies have shown that this approximation generally

delivers reasonable qualitative performance, even for anharmonic systems, by virtue of error

cancellations [32, 64]. Despite the highly anharmonic nature of peptide systems, FIG. 3

demonstrates that the harmonic approximation qualitatively predicts the correct destabi-

lizing NQEs across all the systems studied. The consistent qualitative agreement indicates

that the harmonic approximation captures the essential physics governing NQEs in these

peptides.

A key advantage of the harmonic approximation is that it enables a straightforward de-

composition of ∆∆F q←c
U←F into contributions from individual vibrational modes. This can

provide crucial insights into the mechanistic origin of the destabilizing NQEs in the peptide

systems. We categorized the vibrational modes in the peptide structures into five groups,

listed in descending order of their typical frequency range: NH/OH stretching, CH stretch-

ing, C=O stretching, NH/OH bending, and Other/Collective modes (see SI Section S4).

FIG. 4 shows the decomposition of NQEs on the folding free energy into the above five

vibrational mode groups for all six peptides. The CQE picture describes NQEs in H-bonded

systems as the competition between the NQEs in HB stretching, which strengthen HBs, and

the NQEs in HB bending, which weaken HBs [11, 24]. The two competing modes correspond

to the N–H/O–H stretching and bending mode groups in the decomposition, which are high-

lighted in blue in FIG. 4. Consistent with the CQE picture, decomposition shows that the

HB bending modes contribute to destabilization while the HB stretching modes contribute

to stabilization. Systems with stronger HBs, e.g. frag-2, show a much larger stabilization

NQEs from the HB stretching modes compared to systems with weak HBs, e.g. ALA-10

hairpin conformer. However, for several peptide fragments, e.g. ALA-10(helix), frag-1, and

frag-4, contributions from HB stretching and bending modes are insignificant. In frag-4,

HB stretching modes surprisingly contribute to destabilization, likely due to the presence of

HBs in the unfolded structure.

FIG. 4 clearly demonstrates that the conventional CQE picture — which predominantly

focus on HB modes — is inadequate for describing NQEs in complex biomolecules. Impor-

tantly, beyond the contribution from HB modes, NQEs in the C-H stretching modes, which

are often overlooked in the conventional CQE picture, also play a substantial role in desta-

bilization across all the folded peptides studied. Free hydrogens in C-H bonds experience a

more confined environment in the folded peptide, leading to slightly higher vibrational fre-
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0.5 0.0 0.5

NH/OH stretching

CH stretching

C=O stretching

NH/OH bending

Other/Collective
ALA-10 (helix)

0.5 0.0 0.5

ALA-10 (hairpin)

0.5 0.0 0.5

Frag-1

0.5 0.0 0.5

NH/OH stretching

CH stretching

C=O stretching

NH/OH bending

Other/Collective
Frag-2

0.5 0.0 0.5
Contribution to Fq c

U F / (kJ mol 1 residue 1)

Frag-3

0.5 0.0 0.5

Frag-4

Stabilizing NQE

Destabilizing NQE

Non-HB modes HB modes

FIG. 4: Decomposition of the NQEs on the folding free energies in the harmonic limit into

contributions from the following modes: NH/OH stretching, CH stretching, C=O

stretching, NH/OH bending, and Other/Collective modes. Each panel presents results for

a different peptide system studied. Negative values indicate NQEs stabilize the folded

state relative to the unfolded state, while positive values indicate the opposite. Blue

background highlights HB vibrational modes, which are emphasized in the conventional

CQE model, while pink background highlights non-HB modes.

quencies (see SI). Given the large number of these modes, their cumulative effect becomes

substantial. In additional, NQEs in low-frequency collective modes generally contribute to

destabilizing the folded structure. Thus, we propose a generalized CQE picture for complex

biomolecules encompasses competing effects within HBs, destabilizing contributions from

low-frequency collective modes, and, most critically, destabilization driven by C-H stretch-

ing. Our findings underscore that while H-bonding undoubtedly underpins protein secondary

structures, an exclusive focus on NQEs in HBs risks qualitatively misleading predictions for

the stability of complex H-bonded systems, where NQEs in C–H stretching often dominate.
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B. Impact of isotope substitution of active protons on the stability of peptides

Having established the overall impact of NQEs in destabilizing the folded peptides, we

now examine their experimentally accessible counterpart: the change in the stability of a

peptide arising from isotope substitution of the solvent [21–23, 65]. Substituting the H2O

solvent with D2O not only alters the solvation environment of the peptide, but also substi-

tutes exchangeable (active) hydrogen atoms, i.e. the N-H and O-H hydrogens. Therefore,

the experimentally measurable free-energy change upon H2O → D2O solvent substitution

(∆∆FDa←Ha
U←F (sol)) can thus be separated into two contributions (FIG. 2b): (1) intrinsic iso-

tope effects from substitution of active hydrogens (∆∆FDa←Ha
U←F ), which modifies the relative

stability of the folded versus unfolded states of the peptide, and (2) solvation free energy dif-

ferences between the peptide in H2O and the peptide with active hydrogen deuterated in D2O

(∆∆∆FDa←Ha
sol, U←F). In FIG. 5a, we report the former contribution by computing Eq. 2 from

PIMD simulations for both forms of ALA-10 and frag-1 through frag-4. We find that deu-

terium substitution decreases the free energies by 0.044(5) and 0.034(5) kJ/mol per residue

for helical and hairpin ALA-10 conformers, respectively, relative to the unfolded state. Simi-

larly, for frag-1 through frag-4, deuteration of the active hydrogens results in decreases of the

relative free energy of the folded state by 0.045(6), 0.029(6), 0.047(8) and 0.023(7) kJ/mol

per residue, respectively. The consistent negative values indicate that deuteration stabilizes

the folded structures relative to their unfolded states across all systems examined. These

results agree with our preceding analyses, as deuteration increases the nuclear mass, thereby

attenuating destabilizing NQEs. These findings are also consistent with the experimental

observations that the majority of the peptides become more stable in D2O.

On an absolute scale these numbers are small, and at face value one might consider this

contribution negligible. However, it is instructive to compare these values with experimen-

tally measured isotope effects on the stability of solvated proteins [20, 65–67]. These free

energy differences typically range from a fraction to several kcal/mol; thus, when normalized

by the number of residues, these values correspond to the shaded region in FIG. 5a. For

example, the N-terminal SH3 domain of the Drosophila drk protein shows a stabilization

of nearly 1 kcal/mol in D2O [65], corresponding to approximately 0.07 kJ/mol per residue.

Intriguingly, the per residue experimental results on the total free energy change upon sol-

vent iostopic substitution (∆∆FDa←Ha
U←F (sol)) align quantitatively with our calculated intrinsic
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FIG. 5: H/D isotope effects on peptide conformational stability. (a) Folding free energy

change upon deuteration of the active hydrogens (∆∆FDa←Ha
U←F ) calculated from PIMD for

the six peptides. The range of experimental total isotope effects is shown in shaded region,

with literature values marked for different protein/peptide systems: (i) Equine heart

cytochrome c [66], (ii) Cross-linked GCN4 [66], (iii) Hen egg lysozyme [67], (iv) Bovine

serum albumin [67], (v) Rat CD2 domain 1 [20], (vi) SH3 domain [65]. (b) Contributions

of each individual active H that forms a stable HB in the folded conformer, plotted against

trajectory-averaged HB length (heavy-atom separation distance). Points are colored to

distinguish backbone (purple) from side-chain (yellow) HBs. Marker shapes represent

different peptides: diamond for ALA-10 (helix), square for ALA-10 (hairpin), downward

triangle for frag-1, upward triangle for frag-2, leftward triangle for frag-3, and rightward

triangle for frag-4.

stabilization free energies associated with active hydrogen deuteration (∆∆FDa←Ha
U←F ). Even

accounting for incomplete deuterium exchange due to residue burial [67], the resulting in-

trinsic peptide isotope effects remain significant enough to contribute substantially to the

total observed stabilization effect. This finding challenges the prevailing view that attributes

isotope effects predominantly to changes in hydrophobic interactions or bulk solvent prop-

erties [19], demonstrating that intrinsic changes in peptide hydrogen bonding represent a

significant, rather than negligible, contribution.

To elucidate the microscopic origins of this stabilization, we decomposed the total iso-

tope contribution by examining individual sites based on their local environments and hy-

drogen bonding characteristics (FIG. 5b and SI Section S5). While no clear correlations
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emerged with standard descriptors such as HB length or backbone dihedral angles (see SI),

an interesting trend emerges when separating HBs into backbone and side-chain categories.

Deuteration of backbone amide hydrogens predominantly leads to stabilization of the folded

structure. In contrast, deuteration of active side-chain hydrogens exhibits more diverse be-

haviors, ranging from modest stabilization to sizable destabilization. This heterogeneity

implies that while the global trend favors stabilization after deuteration, consistent with

the vast majority of the experimental observations, destabilization may occur in peptides

dominated by side-chain hydrogen bonding.

III. CONCLUSION

To summarize, we answer the fundamental question of how NQEs impact the stability of

peptides using PIMD simulations combined with MLIP trained and fine-tuned on ab initio

data at the range-separated hybrid functional DFT level. Our simulations reveal that NQEs

destabilize secondary peptide structures across different motifs by approximately 0.2 kJ/mol

per amino acid. Further analysis show that the conventional competing quantum effects

picture – centered on HB stretching versus bending – is inadequate for describing complex

bio-molecular systems: NQEs in the non-hydrogen-bonded C–H stretching modes play a

key role in destabilizing folded structures. Isotope substitution calculations uncover that

deuteration of the active hydrogens generally stabilizes peptides by ∼ 0.04 kJ/mol per

residue. Quantitatively, this isotope effects intrinsic to the peptide is comparable to the

experimentally measured free energy difference between peptides solvated in H2O and D2O.

This indicates that in contrast to conventional views that focus on solvent isotope effects,

intrinsic isotopes effects associated with the deuteration of the active peptide hydrogens

also plays a crucial role in the experimentally observed stabilization of folded peptides in

D2O. Further analysis show that deuteration of backbone active hydrogens predominately

result in stabilization of the folded peptide. Our study delivers the long-desired microscopic

insights on the role of NQEs in peptides, paving the way for rational prediction and design

of isotopic substitution strategies in practical applications.
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IV. METHODS AND COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

A. Fine-tuning MACE-OFF potential

System-specific MLIPs were developed by fine-tuning the pre-trained MACE-OFF23(M)

foundation model for each peptide system. Training datasets of 300–800 configurations

were generated through targeted molecular dynamics sampling at multiple temperatures,

with structures selected to span diverse conformational space (see SI Section S2 for details).

All reference electronic structure calculations for energies and forces were performed at

the ωB97M-D3(BJ)/def2-TZVPPD level of theory using the ORCA quantum chemistry

package [68, 69], maintaining consistency with the protocol of the MACE-OFF23 model.

The final fine-tuned models achieved root-mean-square errors of <0.035 kJ/mol per atom

for energies and <2.7 kJ/mol/Å for forces across all systems. Performance metrics for all

systems are provided in SI Tables S2–S6.

B. Thermodynamic integration from classical to quantum

We implemented a comprehensive thermodynamic integration over mass scaling (mass-

TI) to quantify the contribution of NQEs to peptide stability, as illustrated in FIG. 2.

The mass-TI approach has been commonly employed for the simulation of H/D isotope

effects [70, 71]. This approach has also been extended to simulate classical to quantum free

energy changes, becoming a well-established method that has been widely applied [31–33].

The free energy change from classical nuclei to quantum nuclei (∆F q←c
α ) of a peptide at a

given conformational state α (folded (F) or unfolded (U)) is calculated via thermodynamic

integration over mass. A series of PIMD simulations are performed with the mass of the

system scaled by a factor of µ, and ∆F q←c
α is given by,

∆F q←c
α = 2

∫ 1

0

⟨K(λ)⟩q − ⟨K⟩c
λ

dλ, (3)

where λ = µ−1/2, ⟨K⟩q and ⟨K⟩c = 3
2
NakBT are the average kinetic energies of the system

in the quantum and classical ensembles, respectively; Na is the number of atoms. Similarly,

the free energy difference between a system with deuterium (D) and protium (H) can be

15



computed via PIMD simulations scaling the mass of H,

∆FD←H
α = 2

∫ 2−1/2

1

⟨KH(λ)⟩q − ⟨KH⟩c
λ

dλ, (4)

where ⟨KH⟩q and ⟨KH⟩c = 3
2
NHkBT are the quantum and classical kinetic energies of all

the isotope-substituted H atoms (the active H atoms), respectively. We used 11 and 4

evenly spaced integration points to numerically evaluate the integrals in Eq. 3 and Eq. 4,

respectively.

All PIMD simulations are performed in the canonical ensemble (NV T ) at 300K. The

PIGLET thermostat [72] is employed to reduce the number of beads required to converge

the quantum kinetic energy, achieving excellent convergence with only 8 beads. The equa-

tions of motion were integrated with a time step of 0.5 fs. To achieve better sampling, for

each peptide conformation, we run four independent trajectories from different initial struc-

tures. Each simulation underwent 5 ps of equilibration followed by 100 ps of production,

with the latter extended to 300 ps for isotope effects calculations to ensure sufficient statis-

tical precision. All simulations were performed using the i-PI 3.0 code [73] interfaced with

our fine-tuned MACE models. Convergence of the PIMD simulations has been carefully

examined and presented in the SI.
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