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The chemical bond remains the most distinctive feature
of chemistry. Formed as the result of an attraction between
the participating atoms, it requires an input of energy to sepa-
rate the atoms or break the bond. However, an alarming frac-
tion of science students in their second and higher university
years seem to adhere to the belief that energy is obtained when
chemical bonds are broken. Discussions with many students,
as well as responses provided on exams, reveal that the stu-
dents are often misinformed or provided with conflicting in-
formation at the high-school, junior-college, and even
university levels, as to the nature of ATP hydrolysis and, very
often as a result, about bond breaking and making in general.

Understanding the Misconceptions
To provide a more quantitative measure of students’

knowledge in this area I have asked over 600 primarily bio-
chemistry and physiology students over the past several years
to respond to a questionnaire at the onset of a course in in-
troductory physical chemistry. The students involved were
divided between those having spent the previous year as uni-
versity freshmen and those entering from a two-year junior-
college program. In either case the students would have
completed a general chemistry course, with many having
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taken or concurrently taking, an organic chemistry course as
well as a course in biology at the cell and molecular level.

The vast majority of these students had heard of ATP
and the term “high-energy phosphate” and were aware that
the conversion of ATP to ADP is an exothermic process. On
the other hand as the summary in Table 1 reveals, fewer than
7% of the students realized that the O�P bond is a rela-
tively weak bond that requires an input of energy to break.
More than 40% of the students mistakenly felt that the “high-
energy phosphate” bond was a particularly stable bond and a
significant quantity of energy was released when it was bro-
ken. Even more surprisingly, more than 85% of the students
selected an incorrect response (see response C in Table 1),
either alone or as part of a combination that stated that bond
breaking is exothermic.

The belief that the rupturing of bonds in general is exo-
thermic is emphasized in the responses to a second question
appearing in Table 2. Over 80% of the students selected bond
breaking in the reactants as the origin of the energy release
in a simple combustion reaction. In the most recent survey
involving 75 students it was found that results were un-
changed when the order of the combustion and ATP ques-
tions was reversed.

Resolution of the Misconception

Students are provided with the correct responses to the
questionnaire and these are contrasted with the doctrine of
“liberating energy on bond breaking”. This is done with a
review of the fundamental nature of a chemical bond illus-
trated with the aid of a potential energy diagram of the type
shown in Figure 1. Employing hydrolysis and simple com-
bustion reactions as examples the apparent conflict is resolved
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Figure 1. An electronic energy diagram for H2, a typical diatomic
molecule. The large input of energy required to separate the at-
oms, or break the bond, is emphasized. The zero-point vibrational
level is identified as v = 0.
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Figure 2. The ∆H of hydrolysis of ATP (∆Hhydrolysis) is depicted in
terms of approximate bond enthalpies (∆Hx–x) for the reactants and
products. With reactants and products in their non-ionized forms
the exothermic nature of the reaction is seen as a balance of bond
breaking and making.
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with a consideration of the overall energy balance of the bond
rupture and formation associated with most reactions. The
exothermic nature of the hydrolysis of ATP is presented in
the simple manner illustrated in Figure 2. It is emphasized
that the high-energy O�P bond in ATP along with an O�H
bond in a water molecule both require a significant input of
energy to break, and it is only the subsequent formation of
the bonds in the products that results in an energy decrease
and thus the release of energy. It is stressed that while the
same number of bonds are broken and formed in reactants
and products, respectively, the energy balance from these pro-
cesses is negative as result of the formation of the stronger
bonds in the products. Following this consideration of the
energetics of bonding, the students are asked at a subsequent
lecture to respond to a second questionnaire to ascertain their
opinions as to the source of the misconceptions and confu-
sion. A sample of this questionnaire with typical responses
appears in Table 3.

Sources of the Misconception

The results of this second survey reveal that students
identify primarily high-school and junior-college level biol-
ogy as providing an incorrect picture of the energetics of bond
rupture and formation and of the ATP-to-ADP conversion
in particular. Students, however, felt that it was not only in
their biology courses where they had received misinforma-
tion. The responses from the survey indicated that 40% of
the students were of the opinion that in their high school,
junior college and even university chemistry instruction they
had been told that bond breaking was exothermic. These re-
sponses were generally consistent with the feedback I have
gotten over the years from individual students on the infor-
mation they receive, including that from within this institu-
tion.

The concept of energy changes in reactions arising as a
balance of bond breaking and bond making appears in the
modern chemistry texts (1) these students would have used
in their general chemistry courses. However, general chemis-
try courses introduce students to a broad range of topics in
chemistry, so that most students do not appear sufficiently
confident to recognize misinformation in any one area when
they encounter it elsewhere. Terms such as the “high-energy
phosphate bond”, and statements such as “in the conversion
of ATP to ADP a phosphate group is cleaved off resulting in
a release of energy” (2) are easily misinterpreted. The descrip-
tion below of the phenomenon excerpted from a high-school
biology text (2), illustrates how brevity, in this case by not
including the water as a reactant, can be misleading:

To release energy, a phosphate group (P) breaks off the
ATP leaving adenosine diphosphate (ADP), a molecule
that has only two phosphate groups. The following equa-
tion summarizes the reaction:

                 ATP    ADP + P + Energy

In other cases incorrect statements, such as “energy
trapped in the high-energy phosphate bond is liberated when
the bond is broken” (3) or that the bond releases energy when
it is broken (4, 5), lead to misconceptions in the minds of
instructors as well as those of the students. The term “energy
stored in chemical bonds” widely used in chemistry texts (6),
is also easily misconstrued, in particular when encountered
in the background of the confusion centered around the ATP
complication. From student comments on the second ques-
tionnaire two clarify the sources of confusion, as paraphrased
below:

• Biology teachers tend to oversimplify chemical reac-
tions to make the biology easier, but it makes every-
thing more confusing in the end.

• The teacher in our biology course (junior-college level)
stated that the ATP to ADP conversion did involve a
more complicated reaction, but I still left assuming that
energy was released as a result of bond breaking.

I should add that there are recent introductory biology
texts (7), in addition to the more specialized publications that
students can be referred to (8–11), which not only provide a
more detailed and correct interpretation of the energetics of
the ATP to ADP conversion, but also draw attention to the
potential for confusion.
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Summary

If students are alerted to the confusion and misinfor-
mation about bond making and bond breaking that they were
likely exposed to, coupled with a review of the correct pic-
ture of bond rupture and formation, the problem is largely
resolved. Students then recognize the misconceptions that
they encounter.

Literature Cited

1. (a) Atkins, Peter W.; Jones, Loretta. Chemistry Principles: The
Quest for Insight; Freeman and Co.: New York, 1999; pp 285–
287. (b) Silverberg, Martin. Chemistry, The Molecular Nature
of Matter and Change; Mosby: St. Louis, MO, 1996; pp 231–
233. (c) Zumdahl, Steven S. Chemical Principles, 4th ed.;
Houghton Mifflin Co.: New York, 2002; pp 597–604. (d)
Petrucci, Ralph H.; Harwood, William S.; Herring, F.
Geoffrey. General Chemistry: Principles & Modern Applications,
8th ed.; Prentice Hall: Upper Saddle River, NJ, 2002; pp 421–
424.

2. McLaren, J. E.; Rotundo, L.; Gurly-Dilger, L. Heath Biology;
D. C. Heath & Co.: Lexington, MA, 1991; p 92.

3. Pelczar, Michael J., Jr.; Chan, Eddie C. S.; Krieg, Noel R.
Microbiology, Concepts and Applications; McGraw-Hill, Inc.:

New York, 1993; pp 306–307.
4. Audesirk, Teresa;  Audeserk, Gerald. Biology, Life on Earth, 4th

ed.; PrenticeHall: New Jersey, 1995; p 69.
5. Lodish, Harvey; Berk, Arnold; Zipursky, S. Lawrence;

Matsudaira, Paul; Baltimore, David;  Darnell, James. Molecu-
lar Cell Biology, 4th ed.; Freeman and Co.: New York, 2000;
p 42.

6 Tinoco, Ignacio, Jr.; Sauer, Kenneth; Wang, James C. Physi-
cal Chemistry, Principles and Applications in Biological Sciences,
3rd ed.; PrenticeHall: New Jersey, 1985; p 52.

7. Campbell, Neil A.; Reece, Jane B. Biology, 6th ed.; Benjamin/
Cummings Publishing Company, Inc.: Redwood City, CA,
2002; p 94, and earlier editions.

8. (a) Klotz, Irving M. Energy Changes in Biochemical Reactions;
Academic Press Inc.: New York, 1967; pp 52–57. (b) Klotz,
Irving M. Introduction to Biomolecular Energetics; Academic
Press Inc.: New York, 1986; pp 50–53.

9. Lehninger, Albert L. Bioenergetics: The Molecular Basis of Bio-
logical Energy Transformations, 2nd ed.; W. A. Benjamin, Inc.:
Menlo Park, CA, 1971; pp 40–43.

10. Harold, Franklin M. The Vital Force: A Study of Bioenergetics;
W. H. Freeman and Co.: New York, 1986; pp 35–36.

11. White, David. The Physiology and Biochemistry of Prokaryotes;
Oxford University Press: New York, 1995; pp 141–144.

IIyevruScitegreneoiB.3elbaT a

noitseuQ esnopseR )%(stnedutS

.1 ygrene-hgih“ehtgnikaerbtahtthguohtuoyyevrustsrifehtotroirP
.ygrenefoesaelerehtnidetluser”dnobetahpsohp

eurT
niatrecnU

eurtnU

0.27
0.61
0.21

.2 larenegnisdnobgnikaerbtahtthguohtuoyyevrusts1ehtotroirP
.ygrenefoesaelerehtnidetluser

eurT
niatrecnU

elpmaxePTAoteud,desufnoC
eurtnU

0.44
3.9
4.12
3.52

.3 dnobhtiwdetaicossasegnahcygreneehtfoerutciptcerrocehT
eromtceles(niuoyotdedivorpsaw,larenegni,gnikamdnagnikaerb

:)elbacilppafi1naht

mehcSH b

ygoloibSH
mehcllocJ

ygoloibllocJ
ygoloibvinU

mehcvinU
erehwoN

0.42
3.5
3.92
7.6
3.5
0.25
0.21

.4 dnobhtiwdetaicossasegnahcygreneehtfoerutciptcerrocninA
eromtceles(niuoyotdedivorpsaw,larenegni,gnikamdnagnikaerb

:)elbacilppafi1naht

mehcSH
ygoloibSH

mehcllocJ
ygoloibllocJ
ygoloibvinU

mehcvinU
erehwoN

0.63
3.92
7.22
3.92
3.52
7.6
0.21

.5 PTAhtiwdetaicossasegnahcygreneehtfoerutciptcerrocehT
:)elbacilppafi1nahteromtceles(niuoyotdedivorpsawsisylordyh

ygoloibSH
ygoloibllocJ

mehcllocJ
mehcoibroygoloibvinU

mehcvinU

7.2
0.8
7.01
3.9
7.07

.6 PTAhtiwdetaicossasegnahcygreneehtfoerutciptcerrocninA
:)elbacilppafi1nahteromtceles(niuoyotdedivorpsawsisylordyh

ygoloibSH
ygoloibllocJ

mehcllocJ
mehcoibroygoloibvinU

mehcvinU

7.73
1.93
7.8
5.72
9.2

a ,0002,sesruocreilraenideniatbognidnobfoscitegreneehtnonoitamrofniehtnonoinipotnedutS N = .67
b SH – llocJ;loohcshgih – vinU;)raeynamhserfsulp21edargSHottnelaviuqe(egellocroinuj – .ytisrevinu

http://www.jce.divched.org/
http://www.jce.divched.org/Journal/Issues/2004/
http://www.jce.divched.org/Journal/

