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Abstract

The many-body wave function of an N -electron system within a relativistic frame-
work can be described by the Dirac equation. Unfortunately, the Dirac operator
D̂ is unbounded and in case we would describe anions we will observe the varia-
tional collapse of wavefunction of N + 1 electron. Thus, it is necessary to avoid
it and an alternative approach is based on applying the square of the Dirac oper-
ator D̂

2. This approach is especially suitable for a multiwavelet framework: its
implementation in an integral equation form is readily available and the com-
pleteness of the multiwavelet basis guarantees that the matrix representation of
D̂

2 in the occupied space is identical to the square of the matrix representation
of D̂. This equivalence is not valid in a finite basis set. The use of the D̂

2 oper-
ator within a multiwavelet (MW) framework is able to achieve higher precision
compared to the D̂, consistent with the quadratic nature of the error estimates
in a variational framework.

Keywords: , multiwavelets, Dirac equation, variational collapse, squared-Dirac
operator

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.03290v1


1 Introduction

Dirac’s equation describes the relativistic motion of electrons and still today represents

the most accurate physical model, short of quantum electrodynamics, for the inclusion

of relativistic effects in molecular calculations. Dirac derived the quantum relativistic

Hamiltonian by enforcing Lorentz invariance, which lead to the coupling of spin and

orbital degrees of freedoms.[1]

In its original formulation, the Dirac equation suffers from some drawbacks and

the most important one is called variational collapse, a term coined by Schwarz and

Wallmeier [2], because the Dirac operator D̂, in contrast to the Schrödinger Hamilto-

nian Ĥ , is not bounded from below giving spurious unphysical solutions as the kinetic

energy tends to zero. Therefore, the application of variational methods is not justified.

Schwarz and Wallmeier [2] were the first to observe: (i) the collapsing of two neighbor-

ing exponents of basis sets to the same value during optimization; (ii) no systematic

variation of the eigenvalues with increasing basis size (n.b. eigenvalues change with

basis set). During the years the same was observed by others [3–5], and recently with

contracted Dyall basis sets [6–10] and atomic-balanced basis sets [11–13].

Such effects were attenuated by expanding the basis sets through a Legendre

parameterization which provides an efficient way of systematically approaching the

basis set limit and by using the restricted kinetic balance (RKB) to generate the small

components of the spinorbitals [14–16]. However, the presence of uncontracted basis

sets with the RKB could generate the prolapse due to the lack of kinetic balance in

the description of the negative-energy states [11, 14, 17–19].

Nowadays, the variational collapse can be considered largely mitigated by the use

of appropriate atomic basis sets in conjunction with the RKB prescription, but the

problem continues to exist for electronic metastable anions, where the four-component

Dirac wavefunction of N + 1 electron will collapse in an orbital that is infinitely

removed from the parent plus forming a continuum function [20].
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There are essentially four strategies to deal with the variational collapse:

1. accepting variational collapse and trying to minimize its effects by suppressing

the small components and introducing c → ∞ [3, 21, 22] or special choice of basis

set [23];

2. transforming the Dirac operator (e.g., Foldy-Wouthuysen (FW) transformation

[24, 25]) to achieve a matrix representation that incorporates the correct non-

relativistic limit;

3. manipulating the matrix representation of the Dirac operator (e.g., by modifying

~σ ·~p [5], by the stabilization method [26, 27] or the rotation method [28]) without

transforming the operator itself;

4. replacing the Dirac operator by a related operator which has the same eigenfunc-

tions, but which is bounded from below such that the variation principle can be

applied (e.g., squared Dirac operator [4] or projection of the Dirac operator to

positive energy states [29, 30]).

Here, we will pursue the latter option in the field of adaptive multiwavelet basis,

originally presented by Wallmeier and Kutzelnigg [4] for one-electron calculations and

later extended to molecular calculations [31]. We first revise the theory of D̂2 from

one-electron case and extend it to many-electron systems introducing the unretarded

Coulombic interaction to describe the repulsion between electrons, leading to the direct

(Ĵ) and exchange (K̂) interactions in the mean-field case. We then apply this method

to simple one- and two-electron systems to show the viability of the approach and the

precision which can be attained compared to the standard Dirac equation.
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2 Theoretical Background

In the following, we will use Hartree atomic units. However, for clarity, we will keep the

electron mass m explicit in the equations. The free-space Dirac operator is given as:

ĥD = c~α · ~p+ βmc2 (1)

where ~p collects the Cartesian components of the momentum operator:

~p = −i













∂
∂x

∂
∂y

∂
∂z













(2)

and ~α is a Cartesian vector whose components are 4× 4 anti-diagonal block matrices:

αu =







0 σu

σu 0






(3)

We use indices u,w ∈ {x, y, z} for Cartesian components. The 2× 2 matrices σu, u ∈

{x, y, z} appearing as anti-diagonal blocks are the Pauli matrices. The 4× 4 matrix β

is defined as:

β =







I2 0

0 −I2






(4)

The eigenfunctions of the free-space Dirac operator are vectors with four complex

components ϕi
p, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, which we can further partition into a large (ΦL

p ) and a

4



small (ΦS
p ) component:

Φp =



















ϕ1
p

ϕ2
p

ϕ3
p

ϕ4
p



















=







ΦL
p

ΦS
p






, (5)

We will use Greek capital letters for the 4-component orbitals, while their lowercase

counterparts will be used for the corresponding components. Orbitals components will

be denoted with Roman capital letters, e.g. A,B, . . . ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, while for orbital

indices we will use lowercase Roman letters, e.g. p, q, i, j, . . . ∈ {1, . . . , N}, with N

the number of such orbitals. Furthermore, the Hermitian conjugate (transposed and

complex conjugate) orbital is:

Φ†
p =

(

ϕ1
p ϕ2

p ϕ3
p ϕ4

p

)

, (6)

with † denoting Hermitian conjugation and overline complex conjugation of a

component.

2.1 Adaptive Multiwavelets Basis

Multiresolution analysis (MRA) is a numerical framework devised to solve integral

and differential equations with arbitrary, predefined precision.[32] Standard quantum

chemical methods expand the unknown molecular orbitals (MOs) into fixed atom-

centered bases and recast the solution of the Hartree–Fock equations as a matrix

eigenvalue problem to determine the expansion coefficients [33]. MRA-based methods

instead solve directly for the occupied MOs, through adaptive refinement of the expan-

sion basis. The mathematical framework enabling such adaptive algorithms relies on

the construction of a sequence of orthogonal subspaces which is dense in the space of

square-integrable functions for a user-defined simulation box.
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As an example, consider the unit interval and a set of orthonormal k-th order

polynomials, φi(x), which we call scaling functions. The basis can be refined by dyadic

subdivisions of the interval: at any subdivision scale, n, the original unit interval is

subdivided into 2n sub-intervals. Each interval supports a fixed number of scaling

functions, which are obtained by dilation and translation of the same functions at

scale n = 0:

φn
il = 2n/2φi(2

nx− l), (7)

where l = 0, . . . , 2n−1 is the translation index, identifying functions in the sub-interval

[l/2n, (l + 1)/2n]. This construction identifies a telescopic series of scaling spaces:

V k
0 ⊂ V k

1 ⊂ .....V k
n ⊂ .... ⊂ L2([0, 1]), (8)

The limit of this series is dense in L2([0, 1]) and can thus represent any f ∈ L2([0, 1]).

The orthogonal complement between two successive scaling spaces constitutes a

wavelet space:

Sk
n ⊕W k

n = Sk
n+1, W k

n ⊥ Sk
n, (9)

The crucial property of wavelet functions is constituted by their vanishing moments,

which are a straightforward consequence of their construction as orthogonal comple-

ment of a set of polynomial functions. This is the key-feature that leads to sparse

representations of functions, enabling both precision control on the one hand and fast

algorithms on the other.

The interested reader is referred to the available literature for details about

Multiresolution analysis and its practical realization for quantum chemistry

applications.[34–38]
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2.2 Integral equation formulation for the Dirac operator

The Dirac-Fock equations are the 4-component, relativistic counterpart of the Hartree-

Fock equations:

D̂φi = (ĥD + V )Φi = (c~α · ~p+ βmc2 + V̂ )Φi =
∑

j

DijΦj , (10)

where ĥD = c~α · ~p+ βmc2 is the free-particle Dirac operator and V̂ = Ĵ − K̂ + V̂nuc is

the self-consistent field (SCF) one-body potential. The matrix Dij = 〈Φi|D̂|Φj〉 is the

projection of the mean-field Hamiltonian D̂ in the occupied subspace spanned by N

orthonormal spinors. They constitute a set of coupled first-order differential equations.

Its solutions are 4-component spinors; each component is a complex function and

the set of solutions describe both positive and negative energy states. We rearrange

Eq. (10) as:

(ĥD −Dii)Φi = −V̂ Φi +
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj . (11)

The nonrelativistic Schrödinger equation, and its mean-field equivalents, can be

solved by iterative convolution with the Green’s function for the shifted Laplacian [39].

Following Blackledge and Babajanov [40], we formulate a similar iterative convolution

for Eq. (11). First, we introduce the identity on the left-hand side:

(ĥD −Dii)(ĥD +Dii)(ĥD +Dii)
−1Φi =

[

ĥ2
D −D2

ii

]

(ĥD +Dii)
−1Φi

= −V̂ φi +
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj ,
(12)

The term in square brackets, thanks to Dirac’s identity (~σ · ~p)(~σ · ~p) = p2, is diagonal

in the four components:

ĥ2
D −D2

ii =
[

−c2∇2 +m2c4 −D2
ii

]

I4. (13)
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This yields:

[

−∇2 +
m2c4 −D2

ii

c2

]

I4(ĥD +Dii)
−1Φi = − 1

c2
V̂ Φi +

1

c2

∑

j 6=i

DijΦj , (14)

which can be formally inverted to give:[41]

Φi = − 1

c2

[

(ĥD +Dii)Gi

]

⋆



V̂ Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj



 , (15)

where Gi is the Helmholtz kernel:

Gi ≡
[

−∇2 +
m2c4 −D2

ii

c2

]−1

I4 = I4
1

4π

exp (−µi|~r − ~r′|)
|~r − ~r′| (16)

with exponent:

µi =

√

m2c4 −D2
ii

c2
> 0, (17)

since we are seeking bound states, i.e. Dii < mc2. As noted by Anderson et al. [38],

one can use the properties of the convolution product to rearrange Eq. (15) as:

Φi = − 1
c2































































[

(ĥD +Dii)Gi

]

⋆



V̂ Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj





(ĥD +Dii)



Gi ⋆



V̂ Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj









Gi ⋆



(ĥD +Dii)



V̂ Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj









(18a)

(18b)

(18c)

See also Appendix A for a detailed derivation of these equivalences. As we show in

Appendix B, the iterative convolution of Eq. (18a) uses the inverse-distance-cube

kernel, which also appears in the context of the relativistic two-electron gauge potential
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[42]. As shown by us in Ref. [43], application of this kernel is computationally intensive

and not numerically robust. The second form, Eq. (18b), is computationally more

efficient: we apply the same convolution kernel used in the nonrelativistic case first,

smoothing out any sharp features introduced by multiplication with the potential, and

then we compute its derivatives [44]. The final form in Eq. (18c) requires application

of the derivative operator on V φi, which might have non-smooth features and thus

introduce numerical errors, convergence slowdown or excessive memory demands.

3 Developing of Squared Dirac Operator within

Multiwavelets Field

Following Wallmeier and Kutzelnigg [4], the square of the Dirac operator is positive

and bounded from below, while obviously sharing eigenfunctions and eigenvalues with

the original operator:

D̂
2Φi =

{

c2p2I4 + c[~α · ~p, V ]+ +m2c4 +mc2[β, V ]+ + V 2I4
}

Φi

=
∑

j

(D̂2)ijΦj .
(19)

Shifting by m2c4 and rescaling by 2mc2 yields:

{

p2

2m
I4 + V̂

}

Φi =
1

2mc2

∑

j

[

(D̂2)ij − δijm
2c4

]

Φj , (20)

where, for brevity, we define the generalized mean-field potential:

V̂ =
[β, V ]+

2
+

[~α · ~p, V ]+
2mc

+
V 2

2mc2
I4. (21)

At convergence, the positive-energy orbital energies of D̂ are ǫi = −mc2 +
√
m2c4 + 2mc2ωi, where ωi are the eigenvalues of the shifted-and-scaled SCF equations
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above. Eq. (20) is close to the nonrelativistic Hartree-Fock (HF) equations, despite

the appearance of more complicated potential-like terms. Similarly to Eq. (10) it can

be recast as an integral equation and solved by iterative convolution:

Φi = −2mGi ⋆



VΦi +
1

2mc2

∑

j 6=i

(D̂2)ijΦj



 , (22)

We choose to approximate the matrix elements of the D̂
2 operator as:

(D̂2)ij ≃
∑

k

DikDkj , (23)

For a complete basis (MWs are to be regarded as a complete basis to within their

predefined precision) and in the converged occupied subspace, this relation would be

exact. The exponent µi in Eq. (17) is now:

µi =

√

m2c4 − (D2)ii
c2

≃
√

m2c4 −
∑

k DikDki

c2
. (24)

For the positive-energy states of interest, it always holds that µi > 0.

3.1 The generalized mean-field potential

The iterative solution of the integral equation (22) requires the repeated application

of the generalized mean-field potential:

V̂ =
[β, V ]+

2
+

[~α · ~p, V ]+
2mc

+
V 2

2mc2
I4. (25)
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For general operators in a spinor basis it holds:

[β,M ]+ = 2







MLL 0

0 −MSS






. (26)

In a MW framework, we work directly with the MO basis: thus the potential operator

V is diagonal in the spinor components and its anticommutator with β is simply:

[β, V ]+ = 2βV. (27)

Application of V̂ involves the, potentially demanding, construction of the squared

mean-field potential. Formally, its application on a test spinor is:

V 2Φk = Ĵ2Φk + K̂2Φk + V̂ 2
nucΦk + [Ĵ − K̂, V̂nuc]+Φk − [Ĵ , K̂]+Φk, (28)

however, since we are working in a first-quantization setting, these operators can be

applied as:

V 2Φk = V (V Φk) . (29)

The three terms in Eq. (25) enter at different orders in 1
c . A possible performance

gain, especially when working with larger molecular systems, would be to apply them

with a threshold obtained by scaling the user-defined one with their respective denomi-

nators. For the one- and two-electron systems we consider in this work, the generalized

potential is greatly simplified.

For one-electron systems, we have:

V̂ = βVN +
[~α · ~p, VN]+

2mc
+

V 2
N

2mc2
I4, (30)
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For closed-shell, two-electron systems, we can explicitly exploit Kramers’ time-

reversal symmetry (TRS) and remove the exchange terms:

V̂ = β(J + VN) +
[~α · ~p, J + VN]+

2mc
+

(J + VN)
2

2mc2
I4, (31)

3.2 Results and Discussion

For the one-electron case we have considered the Hydrogen atom and the H +
2 ion.

For the former the analytical solution is available [45]. For the latter, a recent, very

precise numerical study is available from Ref. 46. For the two-electron case we have

considered the Helium atom, using GRASP to obtain reference results as we have done

in a previous study [43].

The results for H and H +
2 are summarized in Table 1. We have performed calcula-

tions at increasing precision, both by making use of the integral formulations presented

in Sec. 2 for the operators D̂ and D̂
2. The MRA results were obtained increasing the

requested precision from ǫ = 10−4 (k = 6) to ǫ = 10−8 (k = 10), with the number in

parenthesis referring to the order of Legendre polynomial used.

Our results show that at low precision the two implementations are equivalent,

when precision is increased, the D̂
2 implementation leads to slightly lower errors (up

to one order of magnitude) than the D̂ implementation.

The implementation has been also tested for He, to verify its validity also in the

presence of the Coulomb interactions: the core 1s-orbital is doubly occupied and our

code explicitly enforces Kramers’ TRS [47, 48], such that the 4-component 1sα is

related to 1sβ by a quaternionic unitary transformation [49]. The exchange term in

D̂
2 is absent because it exactly cancels out with its direct counterpart in this simple

case. Our current implementation is only a pilot code which has limited performance

and can at present not be employed on larger systems.
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Table 1: Comparison between VAMPyR results obtained with Dirac D̂ and square-Dirac
D̂

2 operators for one electron systems H and H +
2 with the hydrogen analytical solution

and fully relativistic numerical solution for H +
2 from Ref. 46

Operator H VAMPyR / (Ha) H Abs Rel. Error H +

2
VAMPyR / (Ha) H +

2
Abs Rel. Error

D̂(ǫ = 10−4) -0.500007467791874 |1.62236| · 10−06 -1.102640862147382 |6.51808| · 10−07

D̂2(ǫ = 10−4) -0.500007785136819 |2.25705| · 10−06 -1.102640727757642 |7.73929| · 10−07

D̂(ǫ = 10−6) -0.500006653182936 |6.83203| · 10−09 -1.102641514193238 |6.06142| · 10−08

D̂
2(ǫ = 10−6) -0.500006655675723 |1.84653| · 10−09 -1.102641581857073 |7.47750| · 10−10

D̂(ǫ = 10−8) -0.500006656217010 |7.63966| · 10−10 -1.102641581459466 |3.77258| · 10−10

D̂
2(ǫ = 10−8) -0.500006656559709 |7.85770| · 10−11 -1.102641580981426 |4.63886| · 10−11

Exact result -0.500006656598998 -1.102641581032577

Legendre polynomial order k = 10 and tolerance ǫ = 10−8, Legendre polynomial order k = 8 and tolerance
ǫ = 10−6, Legendre polynomial order k = 6 and tolerance ǫ = 10−4.

We report the comparison of our results with radial numerical result previously

obtained using GRASP Ref. 43 in Tab. 2. Also in this case we have performed calcula-

tions at increasing precision both using the D̂ and the D̂2 implementations. We observe

that both implementations are able to achieve the requested precision. However, there

is no noticeable difference between them.

Table 2: Comparison between VAMPyR results obtained with Dirac D̂ and square-
Dirac D̂2 operators for two electron system He with radial numerical result previously
obtained by GRASP from Ref. 43

Operator orbital energy Abs Rel. Error Total energy Abs Rel. Error
VAMPyR / (Ha) VAMPyR / (Ha)

D̂(ǫ = 10−4) -0.918040747550 |5.45383| · 10−05 -2.861854358685 |1.43330| · 10−05

D̂
2(ǫ = 10−4) -0.918032833327 |4.59170| · 10−05 -2.861828187013 |5.18788| · 10−06

D̂(ǫ = 10−6) -0.918008207089 |1.90908| · 10−05 -2.861833847630 |7.16586| · 10−06

D̂2(ǫ = 10−6) -0.918008259110 |1.91475| · 10−05 -2.861833976012 |7.21072| · 10−06

D̂(ǫ = 10−8) -0.917990689977 |8.78784| · 10−09 -2.861813339718 |1.93716| · 10−10

D̂2(ǫ = 10−8) -0.917990690810 |9.69563| · 10−09 -2.861813341758 |5.19185| · 10−10

GRASP Reference -0.917990681910 -2.861813340272

Legendre polynomial order k = 10 and tolerance ǫ = 10−8, Legendre polynomial order k = 8 and
tolerance ǫ = 10−6, Legendre polynomial order k = 6 and tolerance ǫ = 10−4.
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4 Conclusions

The implementation of the squared Dirac operator D̂2 within a MW framework allows

the use of the same integral equation formalism which has been widely tested in

the context of non-relativistic theory. The original papers reporting the use of such

operators [4, 31], indicated the importance of making use of a large (by practical means

complete) basis set to achieve valid results with this method. The main reason is to

make sure that the matrix representation of the squared operator is equivalent to the

matrix product in Eq. 23. Such a requirement was challenging to satisfy in an atom-

centered basis with the limited resources one had in the early 80’, and to some extent

it is not trivial to achieve for Gaussian Type Orbitals (GTOs). On the onther hand,

MWs have by and large demonstrated that they can be regarded as a complete basis

set.

In the present work, we have shown that the use of the D̂
2 operator with MWs is

possible and it leads to precise results, although the lack of increased precision for He

is not yet completely understood.
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Appendix A Equivalence of integral operator

iterations

The equivalence of the integral operator iterations in Eqs. (18a), (18b), and (18c) rests

on the relation between derivation and convolution products:

(f ⋆ g)′ = f ⋆ g′. (A1)
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We use square brackets to delimit the operands in the convolution. Expanding

Eq. (18a):

Φi =− 1

c2
[c(~α · ~p)Gi] ⋆



V Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj





− 1

c2
βmc2 [Gi] ⋆



V Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj





− Dii

c2
[Gi] ⋆



V Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj



 ,

(A2)

where both the scalar and βmc2 terms have been moved outside of the convolution,

i.e. outside of the square brackets, the latter since βI4 = I4β. The first term in the

convolution contains the derivative of Gi, thus we can use property (A1) to move it

outside of the convolution:

Φi =− 1

c2
c(~α · ~p) [Gi] ⋆



V Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj





− 1

c2
βmc2 [Gi] ⋆



V Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj





− Dii

c2
[Gi] ⋆



V Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj



 ,

(A3)

obtaining Eq. (18b), after rearrangement. From this form, we can use property (A1)

once more to move the derivative application on the V φi convolution partner,

Φi =− 1

c2
[Gi] ⋆



c(~α · ~p)



V Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj









− 1

c2
βmc2 [Gi] ⋆



V Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj





− Dii

c2
[Gi] ⋆



V Φi −
∑

j 6=i

DijΦj



 ,

(A4)
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Eq. (18c) follows, since the corresponding rearrangement for the additional two terms

in the convolution is trivial.

Appendix B Explicit form of the convolution

kernel in Eq. (16a)

Whereas the iterative integral operator application ins Eqs. (18b) and (18c) uses the

(diagonal) matrix form of the nonrelativistic bound-state Helmholtz kernel, the iter-

ation in Eq. (18a) requires the use of a new convolution kernel: c(~α · ~p)Gi. This is a

4× 4 matrix convolution kernel:

c(~α · ~p)Gi = c



















0 0 ∂zgi (∂x − i∂y)gi

0 0 (∂x + i∂y)gi −∂zgi

∂zgi (∂x − i∂y)gi 0 0

(∂x + i∂y)gi −∂zgi 0 0



















(B5)

with gi =
1
4π

exp (−µi|~r−~r′|)
|~r−~r′| . The derivatives of the bound-state Helmholtz kernel are:

∂ugi =
1

4π

(

µi
(ru − r′u) exp (−µi|~r − ~r′|)

|~r − ~r′|2 +
(ru − r′u) exp (−µi|~r − ~r′|)

|~r − ~r′|3
)

=
1

4π

[(

µi +
1

|~r − ~r′|

)

1

|~r − ~r′|2
]

(ru − r′u) exp (−µi|~r − ~r′|), u ∈ {x, y, z},
(B6)

17



leading to a 4× 4, anisotropic convolution kernel:

c(~α · ~p)Gi =
c

4π

[(

µi +
1

|~r − ~r′|

)

1

|~r − ~r′|2
]

exp (−µi|~r − ~r′|)×


















0 0 (rz − r′z) (rx − iry)− (r′x − ir′y)

0 0 (rx + iry)− (r′x + ir′y) −(rz − r′z)

(rz − r′z) (rx − iry)− (r′x − ir′y) 0 0

(rx + iry)− (r′x + ir′y) −(rz − r′z) 0 0



















(B7)
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