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The Grobe-Haake-Sommers (GHS) conjecture generalizes the Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmit conjec-
ture to dissipative systems, connecting classically chaotic systems with quantum spectra that exhibit
level repulsion as predicted by Ginibre ensembles. Here, we show that the GHS conjecture does not
hold for the open Dicke model, which is a spin-boson model of experimental interest. Surprisingly,
where the open quantum model shows Ginibre level statistics, we do not always find evidence of
chaotic structures in the classical limit. This result challenges the universality of the GHS conjecture
and raises the question of what is the source of spectral correlations in open quantum systems.

The Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmit conjecture [1] states
that the level statistics of isolated quantum systems
whose classical counterparts are chaotic agrees with ran-
dom matrix theory. Chaos in isolated classical systems
refers to the extreme sensitivity to initial conditions and
mixing [2, 3]. Random matrix theory is the study of
large matrices whose entries are random variables. Their
eigenvalues are correlated, resulting in level repulsion and
rigid spectra [4–7]. The distribution of the spacings be-
tween the neighboring levels of random matrices is de-
scribed by the Wigner-Dyson surmise [7], which is a main
fingerprint of spectral correlations.

The Berry-Tabor conjecture [8] applies to regular sys-
tems and is complementary to the Bohigas-Giannoni-
Schmit conjecture. It states that the eigenvalues of quan-
tum systems with regular classical counterparts are un-
correlated. In this case, the level spacing distribution
coincides with a Poisson distribution. Nearly equidis-
tant “picket fence” spectra and systems with excessive
degeneracies do not follow this conjecture, but overall,
the Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmit and the Berry-Tabor con-
jectures are accepted tools to distinguish chaos from in-
tegrability in isolated quantum systems.

The Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmit conjecture is supported
by several numerical studies of one-body and few-body
quantum systems with a chaotic classical counterpart [1,
9–15], and the recent analysis in Ref. [16] suggests that it
could be extended to classical systems that are ergodic,
but not necessarily chaotic. The regular classical trian-
gle map studied in Ref. [16] is ergodic and the spectrum
of the corresponding quantum map exhibits a Wigner-
Dyson distribution.

The widespread numerical evidence of the validity of
the Bohigas-Giannoni-Schmit conjecture has encouraged
extending the use of level statistics as a probe of quantum
chaos to many-body quantum systems, including cases
that do not have a well-defined classical limit, such as
interacting many-body spin-1/2 models [17, 18]. Excep-
tions to the conjecture have been found, but they are usu-
ally not physical or not robust. For example, a class of
second-quantized bosonic Hamiltonians with integrable
classical counterparts were built to present level repul-

sion as in random matrix theory [19], but the classical
system has no clear physical interpretation. Another ex-
ample is a family of fully integrable many-body quantum
systems without a well-defined classical limit that was
constructed in Ref. [20] to exhibit level repulsion, but
this feature is promptly erased with an infinitesimal per-
turbation.

The characterization of quantum chaos in dissipative
systems is essentially an extrapolation of the ideas from
isolated systems. Chaos in dissipative classical sys-
tems is connected with the appearance of chaotic attrac-
tors [2, 21–24]. Attractors are sets in phase space to
which regions of initial conditions converge to asymptot-
ically. In chaotic dynamics, the chaotic attractors often
have a complicated fractal structure justifying the term
“strange attractors”. In Ref. [25], the quantum and clas-
sical analysis of a periodically kicked top with damping
suggested a relationship between chaos in open classical
systems and level repulsion as in the Ginibre ensembles of
non-Hermitian random matrices for the quantum coun-
terparts. The study of level statistics was done with the
complex eigenvalues of the Liouvillian of a Markovian
Lindblad master equation [26–28]. The authors found
that the presence of a chaotic attractor in the classical
limit results in cubic level repulsion for the complex spec-
trum, while the repulsion becomes linear if the attrac-
tor is simple. The extension of this correspondence to
other dissipative systems constitutes the Grobe-Haake-
Sommers (GHS) conjecture [29, 30]. The conjecture is
also considered for effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonians
used to treat dissipation [31–33] and, similar to the case
of isolated systems, has been used to describe dissipa-
tive many-body quantum systems without well-defined
classical counterparts [30, 34–37].

Here, we investigate the validity of the GHS conjecture
for the open Dicke model, where dissipation is caused by
photon leakage. The model describes the interaction be-
tween a set of particles and a single-mode electromag-
netic field in a cavity, and has been experimentally re-
alized [38–44]. It was first introduced to study superra-
diance [45–47] and has since found applications in var-
ious different fields [48]. Level repulsion as in Ginibre
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ensembles was verified for the quantum open isotropic
Dicke model in Ref. [49], while chaotic attractors were
found for the dissipative anisotropic classical model in
Ref. [50]. We show that there is a wide range of system
parameters for which level repulsion is observed, while
the dissipative classical dynamics does not reveal chaotic
attractors. This finding suggests that the GHS conjec-
ture is not universal and the characterization of quantum
chaos in dissipative systems needs to be reconsidered.

Quantum Dicke model.– The Dicke model describes N
two-level atoms with energy splitting ω0 interacting with
a single-mode electromagnetic field of frequency ω. The
anisotropic Hamiltonian for ℏ = 1 is

ĤAD = ωâ†â+ ω0Ĵz +
γ−√
N

(
â†Ĵ− + âĴ+

)
(1)

+
γ+√
N

(
â†Ĵ+ + âĴ−

)
,

where â† (â) is the bosonic creation (annihilation) opera-

tor of the field mode, Ĵx,y,z = (1/2)
∑N

k=1 σ̂
(k)
x,y,z represent

the collective pseudospin operators with σ̂
(k)
x,y,z being the

Pauli matrices associated with each atom, Ĵ± = Ĵx±iĴy,
and γ− (γ+) is the coupling strength associated with the
co-rotating (counter-rotating) term. The isotropic Dicke

Hamiltonian, ĤD, has a single coupling strength γ, which
means δ = 1 when we write γ− = γ and γ+ = δγ.

The Dicke Hamiltonian commutes with the squared

total pseudospin operator Ĵ
2

= Ĵ2
x + Ĵ2

y + Ĵ2
z , whose

eigenvalues j(j + 1) identify invariant subspaces. We
use the symmetric subspace, j = N/2, that includes
the ground state. The Hamiltonian also commutes with
the parity operator Π̂ = exp[iπ(â†â + Ĵz + jÎ)]. For
γ < γc,δ =

√
ωω0/(1 + δ), the system is in the nor-

mal phase and for γ > γc,δ, it is in the superradiant
phase [51–55].

The Markovian Lindblad master equation for the open
anisotropic Dicke model is

dρ̂

dt
= L̂ADρ̂ = −i[ĤAD, ρ̂] + κ

(
2âρ̂â† − {â†â, ρ̂}

)
, (2)

where ρ̂ is the density matrix operator of the system, L̂AD

is the Liouvillian, and κ is the cavity decay coupling as-
sociated with photon leakage. The Liouvillian L̂AD com-
mutes with the parity superoperator P̂ ρ̂ = Π̂ρ̂Π̂† [56–
58]. Analogously to the isolated system, the open sys-
tem shows a dissipative quantum phase transition at the
critical value [59–63]

γos
c,δ =

γc,δ
1− δ

√
1 + δ2 − 2δ

√
1− (1− δ2)2κ2

4δ2ω2
. (3)

To perform the spectral analysis, we use the positive par-
ity sector of the Dicke Liouvillian.

Classical Dicke model.– The classical limit of the iso-
lated anisotropic Dicke model is obtained by taking
the expectation value of ĤAD under Glauber |α⟩ =

e−|α|2/2eαâ
† |0⟩ and Bloch |β⟩ = (1 + |β|2)−jeβĴ+ |j,−j⟩

coherent states, where |0⟩ is the vacuum Fock state and
|j,−j⟩ is the angular momentum state with all atoms
in their ground state. The parameters α, β ∈ C can be
expressed in terms of classical variables. We associate
position and momentum variables (q, p) with the bosonic

parameter α =
√
j/2(q + ip) and the Bloch sphere vari-

ables (Jx, Jy, Jz) with the collective pseudospin operators

⟨β|Ĵx,y,z|β⟩ = jJx,y,z, so the classical Hamiltonian scaled
by the system size j becomes

hAD(q, p, Jx,y,z) =
ω

2

(
q2 + p2

)
+ ω0Jz (4)

+ (γ− + γ+)qJx − (γ− − γ+)pJy.

Both isotropic and anisotropic Hamiltonians display reg-
ular or chaotic behavior depending on the Hamiltonian
parameters and excitation energies [64–66].
The classical limit of the open Dicke model is derived

from the quantum evolution, d
dt Ô = L̂†

ADÔ, of a given ob-

servable Ô and its expectation value ⟨Ô⟩ = Tr(ρ̂Ô), and

by considering decoupled expectation values, ⟨Ô1Ô2⟩ ≈
⟨Ô1⟩⟨Ô2⟩. After scaling the expectations values of the fol-

lowing operators as a = ⟨â⟩/
√
j = α/

√
j = (q + ip)/

√
2,

J− = ⟨Ĵ−⟩/j, and Jz = ⟨Ĵz⟩/j, we obtain

q̇ = −κq + ωp− (γ− − γ+)Jy, (5)

ṗ = −κp− ωq − (γ− + γ+)Jx, (6)

J̇x = −ω0Jy − (γ− − γ+)pJz, (7)

J̇y = ω0Jx − (γ− + γ+)qJz, (8)

J̇z = (γ− + γ+)qJy + (γ− − γ+)pJx. (9)

An exhaustive study of the classical dynamics of the
open anisotropic Dicke model was performed in Ref. [50],
where a phase diagram of classical behavior as a func-
tion of the coupling strengths γ− and γ+ was presented.
For large coupling strengths, regions of chaotic attrac-
tors are found for the anisotropic case, but the isotropic
system only shows simple attractors. The route to chaos
is the usual infinite sequence of period-doubling bifurca-
tions [21, 22]. For small coupling strengths, the entire
classical dynamics collapses to stable sinks [50]. Aligned
with this study, the analysis of the classical dynam-
ics of the two-photon Dicke model with photon dissipa-
tion [67] also required anisotropy for revealing chaotic at-
tractors. A way to ensure chaotic motion in the isotropic
two-photon Dicke model, but not in the standard Dicke
model, is by including both photon and atomic dissipa-
tion [68]. In this case, in addition to the infinite period-
doubling bifurcation, two alternative routes to chaos ex-
ist, intermittency and quasi-periodicity.
In Fig. 1, we show the classical evolution on the Bloch

sphere for an initial condition near the South Pole for
the open Dicke model in Eqs. (5)-(9) with large coupling
strengths. A chaotic attractor appears for the anisotropic
system in Fig. 1(a), but a limit cycle is seen for the
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FIG. 1. Evolution on the Bloch sphere of the classical open
Dicke model for an initial condition near the South Pole for
(a) the anisotropic and (b) the isotropic system. A chaotic
attractor is seen in (a) and a limit cycle in (b). Initial condi-
tion: (q0, p0, J

0
x,y,z) = (0, 0, 0.001, 0,−1). System parameters:

ω = ω0 = κ = 1.

isotropic case in Fig. 1(b). This contrasts with the iso-
lated model, which is chaotic for the system parameters
in both panels. It is intriguing that dissipation erases
any trace of the chaotic behavior present in the isolated
isotropic model, but chaos survives for a range of system
parameters in the open anisotropic model.

Level statistics.– Just as in the case of the isolated
systems, the complex eigenvalues of the Liouvillian need
to be unfolded for the analysis of spectral correla-
tions [30, 34, 69]. According to the GHS conjecture, the
level spacing distribution for the unfolded spectra of dis-
sipative systems is a 2D Poisson distribution [25, 30],

P2DP(s) =
π

2
s e−πs2/4, (10)

if they show simple attractors in the classical dynamics,
and it follows the Ginibre unitary ensemble (GinUE) dis-
tribution [25, 30, 34, 70]

PGinUE(s) =

∞∏
k=1

Γ(1 + k, s2)

k!

∞∑
k′=1

2s2k
′+1e−s2

Γ(1 + k′, s2)
(11)

if the systems show chaotic attractors in the classical
dynamics. In Eq. (11), Γ(k, z) =

∫∞
z

dt tk−1e−t is the in-

complete Gamma function and s̄ =
∫∞
0

ds sPGinUE(s) ≈
1.1429. When comparing the distribution with nu-

merical results, the scaling P̃GinUE(s) = s̄PGinUE(s̄s)
is done to ensure that the first moment is unity,∫∞
0

ds s P̃GinUE(s) = 1. The degree of level repulsion is
determined by the limit s → 0 of the distributions above,
which gives Pβ(s) ∝ sβ . Linear (cubic) level repulsion,
β = 1 (β = 3), indicates a regular (chaotic) dissipative
quantum system [5, 25, 29].

To avoid the unfolding procedure, similarly to what is
done for isolated systems [71, 72], the analysis of level
statistics of complex eigenvalues λk can be done with the

FIG. 2. Analysis of the complex spectral ratio in Eq. (12)
for the open isotropic Dicke model. (a) Average ⟨r⟩ and
(b) average −⟨cos θ⟩ as a function of the absolute values of
the converged Liouvillian eigenvalues |λ| and the coupling
strength γ. The average is performed with moving windows
of approximately 3000 (1000) eigenvalues for low (high) cou-
pling strengths. Dark (light) colors indicate absence (pres-
ence) of correlated levels. The gray solid region represents
the coupling values for which neither the 2DP Poisson nor
the GinUE spacing distribution holds. System parameters:
ω = ω0 = κ = 1 and j = 2.

complex spectral ratio [33],

Zk = rke
iθk =

λNN
k − λk

λNNN
k − λk

, (12)

where NN stands for nearest neighbor and NNN for next-
to-nearest neighbor. There are two limits associated
with the absolute value rk = |Zk| and the argument
θk = Arg(Zk) of the complex ratio Zk. For the 2D Pois-
son distribution, we have the average ⟨r⟩2DP = 2/3 and
−⟨cos θ⟩2DP = 0, while for the GinUE distribution, we
have ⟨r⟩GinUE ≈ 0.74 and −⟨cos θ⟩GinUE ≈ 0.24.
The isolated classical isotropic Dicke model shows

regular behavior when the excitation energies are low.
Typically, for strong couplings the overall behavior is
chaotic [65, 66]. The analysis of level statistics for the
open version of the quantum isotropic Dicke model was
done in Ref. [49] for one value of the coupling strength
γ in the normal phase and one value in the superradi-
ant phase. It was shown that when the isolated classical
model is regular (chaotic), the complex spectrum of the

Liouvillian L̂D of the open quantum model follows the
2D Poisson (GinUE) distribution.
Figure 2 extends the spectral analysis of the quantum

open isotropic Dicke model for various coupling strengths
γ, providing a density plot for the averages ⟨r⟩ [Fig. 2(a)]
and −⟨cos θ⟩ [Fig. 2(b)] as a function of γ and the ab-
solute values of the converged Liouvillian eigenvalues
|λ|. For low coupling strengths, the low eigenvalues are
mainly uncorrelated and tend to follow the 2D Poisson
distribution (dark colors), while the high eigenvalues be-
come correlated agreeing with the GinUE distribution
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FIG. 3. Analysis of the complex spectral ratio in Eq. (12)
for the open anisotropic Dicke model. (a) Average ⟨r⟩ and
(b) average −⟨cos θ⟩ as a function of the co-rotating (γ−)
and counter-rotating (γ+) coupling strengths. The average
is performed over all converged eigenvalue absolute values |λ|
(about 104). Dark (light) colors indicate absence (presence)
of correlated levels. The red dotted lines indicate the region
where chaotic attractors can be found in the classical dissipa-
tive dynamics of the anisotropic model. The diagonal black
dashed line represents the isotropic Dicke model. The small
gray triangle represents the coupling values for which neither
the 2DP Poisson nor the GinUE spacing distribution holds.
System parameters: ω = ω0 = κ = 1 and j = 1.

(light colors). For large coupling strengths, the overall
behavior is described by the GinUE distribution for low
and high eigenvalues. In the gray region for γ → 0, the
2D Poisson and GinUE distributions do not hold, because
the system is essentially composed of two harmonic os-
cillators with dissipation.

Breakdown of the GHS conjecture.– The fact that the
open classical isotropic Dicke model only develops simple
attractors [Fig. 1(b)], while its quantum counterpart can
exhibit GinUE spectral correlations [Fig. 2] indicates the
failure of the GHS conjecture for this experimental sys-
tem. As we show next, the breakdown of the conjecture
extends beyond the isotropic case.

In Fig. 3, we depict ⟨r⟩ and −⟨cos θ⟩ averaged over
all converged eigenvalue absolute values |λ| as a function
of the co-rotating (γ−) and counter-rotating (γ+) cou-
pling strengths. Corroborating the results in Ref. [50],
we mark with red dotted lines the range of values of γ−
and γ+ where chaotic attractors appear, which reiterates
that dissipative classical chaos is only possible for this
model if it is anisotropic and has large values of the cou-
pling strengths. In contrast, the analysis of level statistics

of the quantum dissipative model shows GinUE spectral
correlations (light colors) for both the isotropic (black
dashed line in Fig. 3) and the anisotropic case. There
is a broad range of coupling strengths outside the region
of dissipative classical chaos, where the eigenvalues are
correlated. The appearance of chaotic attractors is not a
necessary condition for the onset of level repulsion.
For completeness, we describe two special regions of

system parameters in Fig. 3. The case γ+ = 0 cor-
responds to the Tavis-Cummings model [73] with pho-
ton dissipation. The isolated classical Tavis-Cummings
Hamiltonian is integrable [65], so unsurprisingly the open
classical model for any value of γ− only shows simple at-
tractors and the level statistics analysis of the quantum
system indicates uncorrelated eigenvalues. The other re-
gion is the one for small values of γ−, where the dominant
terms of the system are counter-rotating. In this case, the
degree of level repulsion increases as γ+ grows, suggest-
ing that the counter-rotating terms play an important
role in the generation GinUE spectral correlations.
Discussion.– Despite the validity of the Bohigas-

Giannoni-Schmit conjecture for the isolated Dicke model,
we showed that the GHS conjecture fails for the open
Dicke model. For a wide range of system parameters
where the dissipative classical model does not exhibit
chaos (absence of chaotic attractors), the dissipative
quantum model can present Ginibre spectral correlations.
It remains to verify whether the breakdown of the GHS
conjecture is exclusive to the Dicke model or extends to
other interacting spin-boson systems and even beyond.
This breakdown raises two important questions: (i) If
chaotic motion in a dissipative classical system is not nec-
essarily the source of spectral correlations in the quantum
domain, then what is their origin? (ii) Could there be
better quantum signatures of dissipative classical chaos
than level repulsion that are worth exploring, such as
specific properties of dissipative out-of-time-ordered cor-
relators [74]?
Another fundamental question that emerged from our

analysis concerns the classical Dicke model. It is not
clear why there are regions of system parameters where
the isolated model is chaotic, while the open system is
not. We hope that the questions raised by our work will
inspire new studies of the various aspects of quantum and
classical dissipative systems.
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[35] Álvaro Rubio-Garćıa, Rafael A. Molina, and Jorge
Dukelsky, “From integrability to chaos in quantum Li-
ouvillians,” SciPost Phys. Core 5, 026 (2022).

[36] Kohei Kawabata, Anish Kulkarni, Jiachen Li, Tokiro Nu-
masawa, and Shinsei Ryu, “Symmetry of open quantum
systems: Classification of dissipative quantum chaos,”
PRX Quantum 4, 030328 (2023).
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