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The inverse power method is a numerical algorithm to obtain the eigenvectors of a matrix. In this
work, we develop an iteration algorithm, based on the inverse power method, to numerically solve
the Schrödinger equation that couples an arbitrary number of components. Such an algorithm can
also be applied to the multi-body systems. To show the power and accuracy of this method, we also
present an example of solving the Dirac equation under the presence of an external scalar potential
and a constant magnetic field, with source code publicly available .
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I. INTRODUCTION

In quantum physics, all properties of a microscopic
state are encoded in its wavefunction. For instance, a
single particle wavefunction ψ(r, t) represents the prob-
ability amplitude of the particle to appear at position
r at time t. The properties and time evolution of the
wave-function satisfy the Schrödinger equation. Further-
more, if the potential does not change with time —
which is the situation discussed in this paper — one
may solve the energy eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of
the time-independent Schrödinger equation and access
the complete information of the quantum system. For
a particle in a one-dimensional potential field V (x), the
Schrödinger equation is:

− h̄2

2m

d2

dx2
ψ(x) + V (x)ψ(x) = E ψ(x), (1)

where − h̄2

2m
d2

dx2 ≡ p̂2

2m is the kinetic energy, E is the en-

ergy, and Ĥ ≡ p̂2

2m+V is called the Hamiltonian. Physics
properties impose boundary conditions for the wavefunc-
tions. For the bound-states, one would expect that the
particle’s probability density vanishes when x approaches
infinity (or at the boundaries of a finite-size system).
By imposing a boundary condition, Eq. (1) becomes a
Sturm–Liouville problem, and has discrete energy lev-
els. They are referred to as the energy eigenvalues, while
the corresponding wavefunctions are called the eigenfunc-
tions.

While Eq. (1) describes the quantum states for a parti-
cle moving in one dimension and has a simple form, many
physics systems need to be described by Schrödinger
equations in more complex forms. One example is a one-
dimensional particle with extra discrete degrees of free-
dom, such as orbital angular momentum, spin, isospin,
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color, etc. In such systems, the Schrödinger equation
becomes a coupled equation:

− h̄2

2m

d2

dx2
ψi(x) +

∑
j

Vij(x)ψi(x) = E ψi(x), (2)

where i = 0, 1, · · · labels the state for the extra dis-
crete degree(s) of freedom, and the off-diagonal elements
of the potential matrix, Vij , describe the transition rate
between different states.
Another example is a multi-body system, such as a

molecule containing few atoms, an atom with multiple
electrons, an atomic nucleus with multiple nucleons, or
a hadron with multiple quarks. Such systems can be
described by the multi-body Schrödinger equation,(

N∑
i=1

p̂2
i

2mi
+ V (r1, r2, ..., rN )

)
Ψ(r1, r2, ..., rN )

= EΨ(r1, r2, ..., rN ),

(3)

where Ψ(r1, r2, ..., rN ) is the N -body wavefunction,
V (r1, r2, ..., rN ) is the multi-body interaction potential.
One can convert Eq. (3) into the form of Eq. (2) by

performing coordinate transformation and basis expan-
sion. Detailed procedures can be found in e.g., [1, 2]
and we briefly review them as follows. To simplify
such an N -body Schrödinger equation, one can em-
ploy the Jacobi coordinates to transform the individ-
ual coordinates into a center-of-mass coordinate R and
N − 1 relative coordinates x1,x2, ...,xN−1. By sepa-
rating the center-of-mass motion, only the relative mo-
tion needs to be considered. The relative coordinates
can be further transformed into a hyper-radius ρ ≡√
x21 + x22 + ...+ x2N−1 and 3N − 4 hyper-angles Ω =

{α2, α3, ..., αN−1, θ1, ϕ1, θ2, ϕ2, ..., θN−1, ϕN−1}. The def-
inition of hyper-angle is sinαi = xi/ρi with ρi =

(
∑i
j=1 x

2
j )

1/2. (xi, θi, ϕi) are the spherical coordinates
corresponding to xi. In such hyper-spherical coordinates,
one can expand the wavefunction in a series of the com-
plete and orthonormal hyper-spherical harmonic func-
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tions Yκ(Ω) via Ψ =
∑
κRκ(ρ)Yκ(Ω), where κ is a com-

bined index labeling all quantum numbers of the hyper-
spherical harmonic functions. The N -body Schrödinger
equation becomes a coupled differential equation for dif-
ferent radial wavefunctions Rκ(ρ):

h̄2

2µ

(
− d2

dρ2
− 3N − 4

ρ

d

dρ
+
K(K + 3N − 5)

ρ2

)
Rκ

+
∑
κ′

Vκκ′Rκ′ = ERκ.
(4)

where µ is the reduced mass, K is the hyper-angular
quantum number determined by Yκ, and the potential
matrix element is Vκκ′ ≡

∫
V (ρ,Ω)Y∗

κ(Ω)Yκ′(Ω)dΩ. One
can refer to e.g. [3–7] for more details about Jacobi co-
ordinates and hyper-spherical harmonic functions.

The Schrödinger equations expressed by Eqs. (1–3)
cover a wide variety of physical systems, and solving them
is a crucial problem of many topics in quantum mechan-
ics. Here are a few examples: molecule and atom bound-
states [8–10], few-nucleon bound-states [11, 12], multi-
quark bound-states (baryon/tetraquark/pentaquark) [1,
2, 13–16], two-body Dirac equation for mesons and
electron-position [17–19], molecules and mesons under
the presence of external magnetic field [20–23], etc. Nev-
ertheless, even in the simple one-dimension case (1), there
is only a few interaction potentials that one can find the
analytic solutions, e.g., the harmonic oscillators and the
Coulomb potential. In most cases, one would have to
solve the Schrödinger equations numerically.

A few numerical algorithms are developed to solve
the eigenstate problem. Among them, the variational
method, the diffusion Monte Carlo (DMC), the finite
difference time domain (FDTD) method, and the in-
verse power method are commonly employed. The vari-
ational method is a textbook technique. It starts from
a “trial” wavefunction, with a particular parameteriza-
tion, and computes the energy as the expectation of the
Hamiltonian. Then the ground state could be obtained
when the energy is minimized by varying the parameters.
On the other hand, both the DMC and FDTD methods
share the same idea to solve the evolution of imaginary-
time wavefunction ruled by ∂τΨ(τ,x) = −ĤΨ(τ,x).
The time dependence can be formulated as Ψ(τ,x) =∑
n cne

−Enτψn(x), so that the excitations — the states
with higher energies — decay faster than the ground
state. After a sufficiently long time, the wavefunction
contains the ground state only. We refer the readers to
Refs. [8–10, 24, 25] for more details of the DMC, and
Refs. [26–33] about the FDTD. All these algorithms are
designed to find the ground state — the quantum state
with the lowest energy. One is possible to find the exci-
tations by imposing an additional requirement that the
wavefunction of interest shall be orthogonal to the known
lower energy states. Hence, to solve the excitations, it is
necessary to first find the lower energy states, and their
wave function needs to be determined with high preci-
sion.

Apart from the aforementioned algorithms, in Ref. [34]
H. W. Crater developed a new algorithm, based on the
inverse power method (IPM), to solve the Schrödinger
equations for non-coupled one-dimension systems and the
Schrödinger equations with two or four coupling compo-
nents. The IPM algorithm is efficient in two aspects:
first, it directly searches for the quantum state including
both ground state and excitations; second, it converges
faster towards the eigenstate of interest. In the current
work, we generalize Crater’s IPM algorithm and make
it applicable to solve the Schrödinger equation that cou-
ples an arbitrary number of components, with the generic
form:

− h̄2

2m

d2ψi(r)

dr2
+

M∑
j=1

(
Fij(r)

d

dr
+Uij(r)

)
ψj(r) = E ψi(r),

(5)
for i = 1, · · · , M , together with the boundary conditions

ψi(rmin) = ψi(rmax) = 0 . (6)

Here, rmin (rmax) is the left (right) boundary, and can be
either finite or infinite.
The structure of this paper is as follows. For the ped-

agogical reason, we begin with reviewing the IPM and
its application to non-coupled Schrödinger equations in
Sec. II. Then in Sec. III, we derive the IPM algorithm for
the coupled Schrödinger equations. Finally, in Sec. IV,
we will take the Dirac equation under the presence of an
external scalar potential and a constant magnetic field as
an example, and show how to employ the IPM to solve
the energy eigenvalues and eigenfunctions. A summary
is given in Sec. V.

II. INVERSE POWER METHOD FOR
NON-COUPLED SCHRÖDINGER-LIKE

EQUATIONS

We begin with briefly reviewing the IPM, which is an
iterative algorithm to numerically solve the eigenvectors
of a matrix. For better connection with later sections,
we denote the matrix as Ĥ, the eigenvectors as |ψk⟩, and
the corresponding eigenvalues as Ek. They respectively
correspond to the Hamiltonian operator, eigenstates, and
energy eigenvalues in an eigenstate problem in quantum
physics. We formally write down the eigenvalue problem
as

Ĥ |ψk⟩ = Ek |ψk⟩ , (k = 1, 2, · · · ), (7)

while the set formed by all the eigenvectors, {|ψk⟩}, is a
complete basis of the orthonormal vectors:

⟨ψk|ψk′⟩ = δkk′ ,
∑
k

|ψk⟩⟨ψk| = Î . (8)

In above equation, Î is a unity operator, Î|ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩, for
arbitrary vector |ψ⟩. In the linear algebra representation,
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one can consider the right-bracket as a column vector
(|ψ⟩ ≡ vψ), while the left-bracket is a row vector being

the conjugate transpose of the right-bracket(⟨ψ| ≡ v†
ψ).

With these, the inner product is defined as ⟨ψk|ψk′⟩ ≡
v†
ψk

· vψk′ = δk,k′ , while the completeness relation be-

comes I =
∑
k |ψk⟩⟨ψk| ≡

∑
k vψk

· v†
ψk

, where I is a
unity matrix.

For any arbitrary scalar value λ, one can show that
(Ĥ − λÎ)−1 shares the same eigenvectors of Ĥ,

(Ĥ − λÎ)−1 |ψk⟩ = (Ek − λ)−1 |ψk⟩ , (9)

and likewise for the power of (Ĥ − λÎ)−1,(
(Ĥ − λÎ)−1

)n |ψk⟩ = (Ek − λ)−n |ψk⟩ . (10)

Based on such a relation, the IPM approximately gives
the eigenvector of Ĥ with an eigenvalue closest to λ in an
iterative manner. One may start the iteration from an ar-
bitrary vector |ψ(0)⟩, which can be formally decomposed
in the basis of {|ψk⟩},

|ψ(0)⟩ =
∑
k

c
(0)
k |ψk⟩. (11)

We repeatedly multiply the vector by (Ĥ − λÎ)−1 and
normalized it,

|ϕ(i)⟩ ≡ (Ĥ − λÎ)−1|ψ(i−1)⟩ , (12)

|ψ(i)⟩ ≡ |ϕ(i)⟩/⟨ϕ(i)|ϕ(i)⟩ 1
2 , i = 1, 2, · · · . (13)

After n iterations, we obtain

|ψ(n)⟩ = Nn [(Ĥ − λÎ)−1]n|ψ(0)⟩

= Nn
∑
k

(Ek − λ)−nc
(0)
k |ψk⟩, (14)

where Nn is the normalization factor ensuring
⟨ψ(n)|ψ(n)⟩ = 1. The coefficients of |ψ(n)⟩ in the
{|ψk⟩} basis can be written as

c
(n)
k ≡ ⟨ψk|ψ(n)⟩ = Nn(Ek − λ)−nc

(0)
k . (15)

For large enough n, |ψ(n)⟩ is dominated by the eigenvec-
tor, which corresponds to the eigenvalue closest to λ. We
label such an eigenvector as |ψℓ⟩, and its corresponding
eigenvalue, Eℓ, satisfies

|Eℓ − λ| < |Ei − λ|, ∀i ̸= ℓ. (16)

It is straightforward to show that

|Eℓ − λ|−n ≫ |Ei − λ|−n, ∀i ̸= ℓ, (17)

for large enough n. Supposing that the initial projection

coefficients c
(0)
k ’s are of the same order of magnitude, one

can find that c
(n)
ℓ ≫ c

(n)
i for all i ̸= ℓ. After a sufficiently

larger number of iterations,

lim
n→∞

|Ei − λ|−n

|Eℓ − λ|−n
= 0 , (18)

and hence |ψ(n)⟩ converges to the eigenvector

|ψℓ⟩ = lim
n→∞

|ψ(n)⟩ , (19)

while the corresponding eigenvalue

Eℓ = λ+ lim
n→∞

1

⟨ψ(n)|(Ĥ − λÎ)−1|ψ(n)⟩
. (20)

Now we move on to discuss how one can employ the
IPM to solve the eigenstate problem of a non-coupled
Schrödinger-like equation:

Ĥ ψ(r) ≡
(
− h̄2

2m

d2

dr2
+ F (r)

d

dr
+ U(r)

)
ψ(r) = E ψ(r),

ψ(rmin) = ψ(rmax) = 0.

(21)

The boundaries rmin and rmax can be infinite in physi-
cal problems. Practical numerical computations always
truncate the range of r by requiring that [rmin, rmax]
should be big enough to capture the physics of interest. A
commonly used technique is to discretize the space, and
convert the continuous wavefunctions into their values at
coordinates rmin, rmin + h, rmin + 2h, · · · , rmin +Nh,

ψ(r) →
(
ψ[0], ψ[1], ψ[2], · · · , ψ[N ]

)T
, (22)

where h is the grid spacing and N ≡ (rmax − rmin)/h is
the number of grids. Here and for the rest of this paper,
we use subscripted square brackets, f[·], to label the dis-
cretized indices, while parentheses, f(·), to indicate the
dependence of continuous variables. The discretized la-
beling is defined as f[k] ≡ f(r = k h). Besides, we use the

superscript parentheses, f (·), to denote IPM iterations.
The boundary condition requires ψ[0] = ψ[N ] = 0. Then,
the first-order derivative becomes

d

dr
ψ(r) → 1

2h


0 1

−1
. . .

. . .

. . .
. . . 1
−1 0

 ·


ψ[0]

...

...
ψ[N ]

 , (23)

the second-order derivative reads

d2

dr2
ψ(r) → 1

h2


−2 1

1
. . .

. . .

. . .
. . . 1
1 −2

 ·


ψ[0]

...

...
ψ[N ]

 , (24)

and the potential term

U(r)ψ(r) →

 U[0]

. . .

U[N ]

 ·

 ψ[0]

...
ψ[N ]

 . (25)

Discretizing the spatial coordinate allows one to con-
vert the eigenvalue problem of a differential equation
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into that of a matrix, but the application of IPM is not
straightforward. The main challenge comes from com-
puting the inverse matrix (Ĥ − λ)−1, where the Hamil-
tonian operation matrix is an N × N -dimensional large
matrix. Such difficulty has been solved by H. W. Crater
in Ref. [34], and in the rest of this section we review his
method, and then in the next section we generalize the
technique to the coupled Schrödinger-like equations (5).

Following the procedures of IPM, one can begin with a
trial eigenvalue λ and a trial eigenstate ψ(0), and define
the function series as

ϕ(l+1) = (Ĥ − λ)−1ψ(l),

ψ(l+1) = ϕ(l+1)/⟨ϕ(l+1)|ϕ(l+1)⟩ 1
2 .

(26)

where ⟨ϕ(l+1)|ϕ(l+1)⟩ ≡ h
∑N
k=1 |ϕ

(l+1)
[k] |2.

Instead of solving (Ĥ−λ)−1 explicitly, Ref. [34] rewrite
the iteration equation (26) as

(Ĥ − λ)ϕ(l+1) = ψ(l) (27)

and solve the unknown ϕ(l+1) from the known ψ(l). For
simplification, we define,

c[k] ≡ − h̄2

2mh2
−
F[k]

2h
, (28)

d[k] ≡ U[k] − λ+
h̄2

mh2
, (29)

e[k] ≡ − h̄2

2mh2
+
F[k]

2h
, (30)

and (27) can be written explicitly as

ψ
(l)
[k] = c[k]ϕ

(l+1)
[k−1] + d[k]ϕ

(l+1)
[k] + e[k]ϕ

(l+1)
[k+1] , (31)

for 1 ≤ k ≤ N − 1, while on the boundary, the bound-
state requirement indicates that

ψ
(l)
[0] = ψ

(l)
[0] = ϕ

(l)
[N ] = ϕ

(l)
[N ] = 0, (32)

hence the finite differences at boundaries remain well-
defined.

To solve ϕ(l+1), one can introduce the auxiliary vectors

d[1] ≡ d[1], (33)

ψ[1] ≡ ψ
(l)
[1] , (34)

and

d[k] ≡ d[k] − c[k]e[k−1]/d[k−1] , (35)

ψ[k] ≡ ψ
(l)
[k] − c[k]ψ[k−1]/d[k−1] , (36)

for k = 2, 3, · · · , N . Then one can take the substitutions

d[k] = d[k] + c[k]e[k−1]/d[k−1] , (37)

ψ
(l)
[k] = ψ[k] + c[k]ψ[k−1]/d[k−1] , (38)

in (31), and rewrite it as

d[1]ϕ
(l+1)
[1] + e[1]ϕ

(l+1)
[2] − ψ[1] = 0 , (39)

and

0 =
c[k]

d[k−1]

(
d[k−1]ϕ

(l+1)
[k−1] + e[k−1])ϕ

(l+1)
[k] − ψ[k−1]

)
+
(
d[k]ϕ

(l+1)
[k] + e[k]ϕ

(l+1)
[k+1] − ψ[k]

)
,

(40)

for k > 1. Then it is clear that

d[k]ϕ
(l+1)
[k] + e[k]ϕ

(l+1)
[k+1] − ψ[k] = 0, (41)

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ N−1. With these, one can start from the

boundary condition ϕ
(l+1)
[N ] = 0, and solve the unknown

vector step-by-step

ϕ
(l+1)
[k] =

(
ψ[k] − e[k]ϕ

(l+1)
[k+1]

)
/d[k] (42)

for k = N − 1, N − 2, · · · , 1. With the solution of
ϕ(l+1) found in (42), one can perform the inverse power
iterations in (26) for such Schrödinger-like equations, and
obtain the eigenstate with eigenvalue nearest to λ.

III. INVERSE POWER METHOD FOR
COUPLED SCHRÖDINGER-LIKE EQUATION

In this section, we move on to discuss a more general
form of Schrödinger-like equation, which contains other
discrete degrees of freedom in addition to the coordinate
r. In such case, the equation becomes a coupled equation
of these extra degrees of freedom:

− h̄2

2m

d2ψi(r)

dr2
+

M∑
j=1

(
Fij(r)

d

dr
+ Uij(r)

)
ψj(r) = E ψi(r),

ψi(rmin) = ψi(rmax) = 0 ,

(43)

for i = 1, 2, · · · , M . It shall be mentioned that in
Ref. [34], H. W. Crater already obtained special solu-
tions for the cases M = 2 and M = 4. In this section,
however, we discuss a general algorithm independent of
the exact value of M . To get a compact form, we denote
the M -dimensional wavefunction vector as

Ψ[k] ≡
(
ψ1(rk), ψ2(rk), · · · , ψM (rk)

)T
, (44)

where rk ≡ rmin+k h. TheM×M -dimensional matrices
F[k] andU[k] is defined in such a way that the i-th row, j-
th column of them are Fij(kh) and Uij(kh), respectively.
In this section, we adopt the bold symbols to represent
M×M -dimensional matrices andM -dimensional vectors.
The inverse power procedure starts with a trial eigen-

value λ and a trial state Ψ(0), and take the iteration

Φ(l+1) = (Ĥ− λ INM )−1 ·Ψ(l) (45)

Ψ(l+1) = Φ(l+1)/⟨Φ(l+1)|Φ(l+1)⟩ 1
2 (46)
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where INM is an N M × N M -dimensional identity ma-
trix. The inner product is defined as

⟨Φ(l+1)|Φ(l+1)⟩ ≡ h

M∑
i=1

N∑
k=1

|ϕ(l+1)
i,[k] |2.

They satisfy the boundary condition

Φ
(l+1)
[0] = Ψ

(l)
[0] = Φ

(l+1)
[N ] = Ψ

(l)
[N ] = 0. (47)

Analogous to (27), we obtain Φ(l+1) by solving

(Ĥ− λ INM ) ·Φ(l+1) = Ψ(l) , (48)

which has the explicit form that

Ψ
(l)
[k] = C[k] ·Φ

(l+1)
[k−1] +D[k] ·Φ

(l+1)
[k] +E[k] ·Φ

(l+1)
[k+1], (49)

with

C[k] ≡ − h̄2

2mh2
IM − 1

2h
F[k] , (50)

D[k] ≡ U[k] − λ IM +
h̄2

mh2
IM , (51)

E[k] ≡ − h̄2

2mh2
IM +

1

2h
F[k] . (52)

Similar to the non-coupled case, one shall keep in mind
the vanishing wavefunctions when computing derivatives
at the boundary. We define the auxiliary matrix D and
vectors Ψ, with initialization

D[1] = D[1], Ψ[1] = Ψ
(l)
[1], (53)

and then compute

D[k] = D[k] −C[k] ·D
−1

[k−1] ·E[k−1], (54)

Ψ[k] = Ψ
(l)
[k] −C[k] ·D

−1

[k−1] ·Ψ[k−1], (55)

for k = 2, 3, · · · , N . Particularly, D
−1

[k] stands for the

inverse matrix of D[k]. Noting that both of them are
M×M -dimensional matrices andM is typically not very
large, computing the inverse is not a problem. Similar to
(39) and (40), we can re-write (49) as

0 = D[1] ·Φ
(l+1)
[1] +E[1] ·Φ

(l+1)
[2] −Ψ[1] , (56)

and

C[k] ·D
−1

[k−1] ·
(
D[k−1] ·Φ

(l+1)
[k−1] +E[k−1] ·Φ

(l+1)
[k] −Ψ[k−1]

)
+
(
D[k] ·Φ

(l+1)
[k] +E[k] ·Φ

(l+1)
[k+1] −Ψ[k]

)
= 0 ,

(57)

for 1 < k ≤ N − 1. Consequently, we find the vanishing
list

0 = D[k] ·Φ
(l+1)
[k] +E[k] ·Φ

(l+1)
[k+1] −Ψ[k], ∀k (58)

and the solution of Φ(l+1) is obtained as

Φ
(l+1)
[k] = D

−1

[k] ·Ψ[k] −D
−1

[k] ·E[k] ·Φ
(l+1)
[k+1] . (59)

With sufficient steps of iterations (45) and (46), we can
find a good approximation of the eigenstate with eigen-
value near λ,

Ψℓ ≈ Ψ(n) , (60)

Eℓ ≈ λ+
1

⟨Ψ(n−1)|Φ(n)⟩
. (61)

We summarize the IPM steps in TABLE. I.

TABLE I. Inverse power method iteration

I. Preparation:

a. compute C[k], D[k], and E[k] according to (50–52);

b. compute D[k] (54) and their inverses;

c. choose an arbitrary initial wavefunction Ψ
(0)

[k] and

test energy λ;

II. in the l-th IPM iteration:

d. compute Ψ[k] (55) with increasing k from 1 to N ;

e. compute Φ
(l+1)

[k] (59) with decreasing k from N to 1;

f. renormalize according to (46) and compute Ψ
(l+1)

[k] ;

III. Repeat (d-f ) for l = 0, 1, · · · , until the wavefunc-
tions (60) and energy (61) converge.

It would be useful to estimate the numerical error of
these quantities. We denote the energy eigenvalues as Ei
and the eigenfunctions as Ψi, and define the ratio

Ri ≡
|Eℓ − λ|
|Ei − λ|

, (62)

which satisfies Rℓ = 1 and Ri ̸=ℓ < 1 by definition. After
n iteration steps, we can estimate the Ψi component of
Ψ(n) as

|⟨Ψi|Ψ(n)⟩| ∼ (Ri)
n . (63)

Meanwhile, the error of energy

∆Eℓ ≡ λ+
1

⟨Ψ(n−1)|Φ(n)⟩
− Eℓ (64)

∼ λ+
[∑

i

(Ei − λ)−1(Ri)
2n
]−1

− Eℓ (65)

∼ (Eℓ − λ)
∑

∀Ei ̸=Eℓ

(Ri)
2n+1 . (66)

Both errors decay in powers of Ri, and the inverse power
iteration converges faster when λ is closer to Eℓ.
It becomes subtle when there exists degenerated states.

While the obtained eigenvalue remains unique, there is
no guarantee that the inverse power iteration converges
to one of the corresponding eigenstates. In practice, how-
ever, one starts with different trial initial states {Ψ(0)}
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but with the same trial energy λ. After sufficient it-
erations, the final states {Ψ(n)} correspond to different
combinations of the degenerated states. An orthonormal
basis can be obtained after taking the Gram–Schmidt
process.

Last but not least, it shall be worth noting that the
IPM works not only for real matrices but also for complex
ones. Consequently, the above algorithm remains valid
when interaction potentialU(r) contains a non-vanishing
imaginary part, corresponding to the decay effect.

IV. EXAMPLE: DIRAC EQUATION UNDER
THE PRESENCE OF EXTERNAL POTENTIAL

With the algorithm established, we take the Dirac
equation under the presence of an external scalar cen-
tral potential and a constant magnetic field as a specific
physical system as an example to show how one can apply
the IPM algorithm to solve the coupled Schrödinger-like
equation. The wavefunction follows that,(

γ0γ · (−i∇− qA) +mγ0 + V (r)
)
ψ(r) = E ψ(r) ,

(67)

where m is the particle mass, q the electric charge, and
A = B×r

2 the gauge potential, with B = Bẑ being the
homogeneous constant magnetic field along z-axis. We
have taken the natural unit that h̄ = c = 1. We take the

convention of the Dirac matrices as γ0 =
(
I

−I

)
and

γi =
(

σi

−σi
)

with σi being the Pauli matrices and

I the two-by-two identity matrix. One may express the
four-component wavefunction (ψ) by the two-component

ones (ϕ and χ), ψ =
(
ϕ

χ

)
. The Dirac equation (67)

becomes (
σ · (−i∇− qA)

)
χ =(E −m− V )ϕ ,(

σ · (−i∇− qA)
)
ϕ =(E +m− V )χ ,

(68)

which leads to the second-order coupled equations

r
(
−∇2 +

q2

4
(B × r)2 − qB · (L+ σ)

+
V ′

r

σ ·L− r · ∇
E +m− V

− q V ′

2r

(σ ·B)r2 − (σ · r)(B · r)
E +m− V

)
ϕ

=
(
(E − V )2 −m2

)
r ϕ .

(69)

We have multiplied r at both sides of the equality for
later convenience. The energy appears on both sides of
Eq. (69) and shall be solved in a self-consistent man-
ner. With ϕ, one can also directly obtain the other
wavefunction component χ via Eq. (68). We define the
total angular momentum as J = σ

2 + L. In the ab-
sence of magnetic field, it is not hard to find that Jz and

the magnitudes of the total angular momentum (J2),

orbital angular momentum (L2), and spin (σ
2

4 ) are all
conserved. Noting that spin can only be one-half, we
therefore take the |j, jz, l⟩ basis to represent the angu-
lar momentum states, and we further take the shorthand
that |j, jz⟩± ≡ |j, jz, l = j ± 1

2 ⟩. Their explicit formulae
are

|j, jz⟩+ =

 −
√

j+1−jz
2(j+1) Yj+ 1

2 ,jz−
1
2
(θ, φ)√

j+1+jz
2(j+1) Yj+ 1

2 ,jz+
1
2
(θ, φ)

 , (70)

|j, jz⟩− =

 √ j+jz
2j Yj− 1

2 ,jz−
1
2
(θ, φ)√

j−jz
2j Yj− 1

2 ,jz+
1
2
(θ, φ)

 . (71)

We may expand the wavefunction as

ϕ(r) =
1

r

∑
j,jz

(
ϕ+j,jz (r) |j, jz⟩+ + ϕ−j,jz (r) |j, jz⟩−

)
, (72)

and Eq. (69) becomes a Schrödinger-like equation with
different angular momentum terms coupled with each
other. The diagonal part reads

r
(
−∇2 − qB · (L+

σ

2
) +

V ′

r

σ ·L− r · ∇
E +m− V

)
ϕ

=
∑
j,jz,±

(
− d2

dr2
+

(j ± 1
2 )(j + 1± 1

2 )

r2
− q B jz

− V ′

E +m− V

d

dr
∓ V ′

r

j + 1
2

E +m− V

)
ϕ±j,jz (r) |j, jz⟩± ,

(73)

whereas the gyro term couples different angular momen-
tum states

q2

4
(B × r)2|j, jz⟩±

=
q2B2r2

4

(
cj,jz |j, jz⟩±

+ bj,jz |j − 1, jz⟩∓ + bj+1,jz |j + 1, jz⟩∓

− ajzj a
jz
j−1|j − 2, jz⟩± − ajzj+2a

jz
j+1|j + 2, jz⟩±

)
.

(74)

We have defined notations ajzj ≡
√
j2−j2z
2j , and bj,jz ≡

jz a
jz
j

j2−1 , and cj,jz ≡ 1
2

(
1 +

j2z
j(j+1)

)
. One can also expand

the spin-magnetic-dipole coupling

q

2

( r V ′

E +m− V
− 1
)
(σ ·B)|j, jz⟩±

=
q B

2j + (1± 1)

( r V ′

E +m− V
− 1
)

×
(
∓ jz|j, jz⟩± −

√
(j +

1± 1

2
)2 − j2z |j ± 1, jz⟩∓

)
,

(75)
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FIG. 1. The magnetic field-dependent energy levels(left) and wavefunctions(right) with the harmonic oscillator potential.
n labels the energy level. Solid lines are complete results solved by the inverse power method while dashed lines are the
perturbation results from Eq. (78). The right panel corresponds to qB = 5ω2, where curves with k > 4 are approximately zero
and overlap with each other.

and the spin-magnetic-tensor coupling

q V ′

2r

(σ · r)(B · r)
E +m− V

|j, jz⟩±

=
q B r V ′

2(E +m− V )

( jz
2j(j + 1)

|j, jz⟩±

− ajzj |j − 1, jz⟩∓ − ajzj+1|j + 1, jz⟩∓
)
.

(76)

With different terms in the Hamiltonian represented by
Eqs. (73–76), we note that jz is always conserved and the
|j, jz⟩− component only couples to |j±1, jz⟩+, |j±2, jz⟩−,
and itself. Likewise for |j, jz⟩+. We may further simplify
the construction of the wavefunction by keeping only the
components that couples with each other. For instance, a
Parity even state with angular momentum along z being
jz takes the simple form

ϕ+jz (r) =
1

r

∞∑
k=0

(
ϕ−1

2+2k,jz
(r) |1

2
+ 2k, jz⟩−

+ ϕ+3
2+2k,jz

(r) |3
2
+ 2k, jz⟩+

)
.

(77)

To demonstrate the method, we use a harmonic oscilla-

tor V = mω2

2 r2 with harmonic frequency ω = m/5. We
make a truncation of the angular momentum states and
keep terms with k < 10 and discrete the radial coordinate
into N = 2500 sites with spacing h = 10−3/ω. We apply

the numerical technique devised in this work to numer-
ically solve the energy levels for the ground state, first,
and second excitations as a function of magnetic field
strength. Results are shown in Fig. 1, along with pertur-
bative results assuming a small magnetic field for com-
parison. Perturbative results of the energies are obtained
by solving the non-coupled equation (73) with B = 0
and get the zeroth order solutions, denoted as E(0) and

ϕ
(0),±
j,jz

(r), which yields that

E = E(0) + q B jz

2∓(2j+1)
4j(j+1) I1 −

2j+1
2j+(1±1)

I2 + I3
+O(q2B2),

(78)

where

I1 =

∫
r V ′|ϕ(0),±j,jz

(r)|2

E(0) +m− V
d3r , (79)

I2 = 2

∫
(E(0) − V )|ϕ(0),±j,jz

(r)|2d3r , (80)

I3 = −
∫
V ′ϕ

(0),±,∗
j,jz

(r)( d
dr ±

j+ 1
2

r )ϕ
(0),±
j,jz

(r)

(E(0) +m− V )2
d3r . (81)

Good consistency is obtained at the small magnetic field,
which verifies the complete numerical results. The wave-
functions of different states ϕn are shown in the right
panel of Fig. 1. We observe that 0 < k ≤ 4 states become
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sizable with a large magnetic field (qB = 5ω2)1. Mean-
while, wavefunctions are approximately zero for k > 4,
which shows that with the truncation M = 10 we have
included a sufficient number of states. The c++ source
code for this example is available at a github reposi-
tory [35]. On average, it takes 3 iteration steps to obtain
an energy eigenvalue with a precision of 10−8ω. Each
iteration takes ≈ 0.02 second on an Apple M2 Max pro-
cessor.

V. SUMMARY

The Schrödinger equation is fundamental in quantum
mechanics. It describes the energy eigenvalues and eigen-

states for an interacting system. In this work, we de-
velop the inverse power method algorithm to solve the
eigenstate problem for coupled Schrödinger-like equa-
tions. This is an efficient algorithm and applies to a wide
variety of problems in quantum physics.
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