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W e develop a sem iclassical theory for the spectralrigidity of non-hydrogenic Rydberg atom s in

electric �elds and evaluate the signi�cant deviations from the well-known Poissonian behaviour in

the hydrogenic case. The resulting form ula is shown to be in excellent agreem ent with the exact

quantalresult. W e also investigate diam agnetic atom s;we �nd that,in contrast to the classically

integrableatom s,di�raction hasasm alle�ecton thespectralrigidity in theclassically chaoticatom .

W e show ourpredictionscan also be ofuse in the m ixed phase space regim e.

32.60.+ i,05.45+ b,03.65.Sq

Theshort-rangespectralpropertiesofnon-hydrogenic

Rydberg atom sin external�eldswere recently found to

have an unexpected character [1], the nearest neigh-

bourdistribution wasneitherPoisson norW igner-Dyson,

but close to a new generic interm ediate class known as

half-Poisson. These �ndings have been investigated ex-

perim entally forhelium atom sin electric �elds [2],fol-

lowing m uch interestin the dynam icsofnon-hydrogenic

atom sin weak �eldsand thee�ectsofcore-induced chaos

[3{7]. Concurrently, there has also been m uch inter-

estin such interm ediateNearestNeighbourdistributions

[8,9]with broad application in problem ssuch aselectron-

electron interactionsin closed m esoscopic devices[9,10],

them etal-insulatortransition [11],intruderstatesin nu-

clear physics [12],and inclusions in billiards [8]. These

studies of interm ediate statistics have exclusively em -

ployed quantum calculations.

Here we obtain spectralrigidities of non-hydrogenic

Rydberg atom s in electric and m agnetic �elds from an

accurate quantalcalculation. W e �nd interesting and

substantialdeviationsfrom Poissonian (hydrogenic)be-

haviour in the integrable (electric �eld) and near inte-

grable (weak m agnetic �eld) case. W e develop a sem i-

classicaltheory forStark spectra which isin good agree-

m entwith thequantalresultsand showsthatone-scatter

di�ractive orbitsaccountform ostofthe e�ect. In con-

trastwe �nd a com paratively sm alle�ectin the case of

fully chaotic Rydberg atom s. To our knowledge this is

the�rstanalysisofthecurve-form ofthespectralrigidity

foragenericatom ,which wederivefrom classicaldynam -

icalinform ation.O ursem iclassicalanalysisshould beex-

tendable to the m ixed phase space K olm ogorov-Arnold-

M oser(K AM )case.

The spectralrigidity,de�ned as

�(L)= m in
A ;B

�

L

Z L =2�

� L =2�

de

D

[N (E + e)� A � B e]2
E

E
; (1)

where N (E ) is the spectralstaircase function,� is the

density ofstates(assum ed constantoverthe range ofL

to be considered)and h:::iE denotesaveraging overthe

spectrum ,was�rstanalysedsem iclassicallyforclassically

integrableand chaoticsystem sby Berry [13].Itprovides

a m easure oflong-ranged deviationsfrom the W eylrule

for spectraldensity, and for di�raction-free system s is

controlled (forL >
� O (1))by classicaldynam icalcorrela-

tions.ForL <
� O (1)itconvergesuniversally to the form

�(L)= L=15 forsym m etry reduced spectra.

Thehydrogenatom in astaticelectric�eld (ofstrength

F )orin a m agnetic �eld (ofstrength B )provided som e

ofthe cleanestillustrationsofintegrability,m ixed phase

space and chaos in a realsystem [14]. The dynam ics

ofthe electron istwo-dim ensionaland hasa usefulscal-

ing property: the classicaldynam ics depends only on a

scaled energy � = E �2,where � = F � 1=4 for the elec-

tric�eld caseand � = B � 1=3 forthem agnetic�eld case.

This property is exploited in both experim ent and the-

ory.Spectra areobtained at�xed � and the correspond-

ing eigenvalues�i represente�ective valuesof�h
� 1

with

�xed classicaldynam ics.Hydrogen in a m agnetic�eld is

near-integrable for� < � 0:5;asthe �eld is increased it

m akesagradualtransition tofullchaosat� ’ � 0:1.The

Ham iltonian for hydrogen in an electric �eld is always

separable. W e consider �eld values where the eigenval-

uesarewellbelow theionization threshold at� = � 2,so

the system m ay be considered integrableand bound.

M ostexperim entsin factinvestigateatom sotherthan

hydrogen (typically He, Li or Rb). The useful scal-

ing property m ay stillbe exploited but the inner core

of electrons yields non-triviale�ects: additional weak

spectral m odulations and spectral statistics near the

W igner-Dyson lim it even for the integrable/near inte-

grable regim e [4{6]. Hence the interest in so-called

core-induced chaos. The additionalm odulationsare ac-

curately described by Di�ractive Periodic O rbitTheory

[7]. An investigation [1]ofthe NNS statistics for the

lowest40,000eigenvaluesshowed thatthey areonly near

W igner-Dyson forthe lowest� 1000 states.Forsm all�h

they werefound to m akea transition to an interm ediate

distribution P (s)� �se� 2s with (� � 3� 4),nearto the

Half-Poisson distribution (forwhich � = 4).

Rydberg atom s and m olecules are welldescribed by

Q uantum Defect Theory,one ofthe m ost widely used

theoriesin atom icphysics[14,3].Thecoreisdescribed by

a setofphaseshifts(quantum defects)�l in each partial

wave,quantifying the departure from pure Coulom b be-

haviour.W econsiderthes-wavescatteringcase,where�0
isthe only non-zero phaseshift,which describeslithium

(�0 ’ 0:41�) and helium (�0 ’ 0:3� for triplet and
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�0 ’ 0:14� forsinglethelium )extrem ely well.

Theinsertion ofa singlescatteringchannelcan berep-

resented asa perturbation by a projection operator. In

thiscase,ithasbeen shown [1,8,9,12]thatthe eigenval-

uesoftheperturbed system rem ain trapped between the

unperturbed eigenvalues.Thistrappingputsastrongre-

striction on perturbationsto long-rangespectralcorrela-

tions;indeed,in thelim it�h ! 0 ;L ! 1 ,theperturbed

spectralrigidity can di�erfrom the unperturbed one by

atm ostsom evalue,bounded by 0 and 2.

W ehavecalculated thelowest36000statesoftheStark

spectrum form agnetic quantum num berm = 0,� = � 3

and a range ofquantum defects. The resultsfor�0 = 0

(hydrogen) and �0 = �=2 (’lithium ’) for values of the

e�ective �h
� 1
,� < 600 are shown in Fig 1. These val-

ues span and go wellbeyond typicalexperim entalval-

ues. ( the experim entalNNS statistics [2]correspond

to � � 130� 150). Fig 1 shows that for our � < 600

range,deviations from Poissonian/hydrogenic (�0 = 0)

behaviourare substantial.Even forsuch sm allvaluesof

the e�ective �h though,it is evident that the perturbed

curvesarenotobtained by a sim ple constantshift.
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FIG .1. Rigidities calculated from quantalspectra ofhy-

drogen and lithium -likeatom for� = � 3.Thee�ectivevalues

of�h
� 1

(iethe�)areindicated.Thestraightlineindicatesthe

L=15 Poisson lim it.The�gureshowsthatthenon-hydrogenic

rigidities follow a signi�cantly di�erent curve. Surprisingly,

given the �h dependent nature ofthe di�ractive process,the

perturbed curves are essentially independentof�h below the

saturation value of L � Lm ax. The curves from our �nal

sem iclassical form ula,Eq.(9), corresponding to both the SC

(� = :16) and Q M (� = :21) valuesofthe constantshift are

superposed on the � = 600 non-hydrogenic quantalrigidity,

showing the excellent agreem ent and the relatively m odest

e�ectofthe uncertainty in the shift.

The electronic core yields a com bination ofCoulom b

and s-wave scattering. The Coulom b scattering gener-

atesG utzwillerPeriodicO rbits(PO s):geom etric orbits.

The e�ect of the s-wave (�0) scattering is to generate

di�ractive trajectories,O (
p
�h)in am plitudeweakerthan

isolated geom etric PO s. For atom ic core-scattering or-

bitswhich closeatthenucleuscorrespondstoeitherperi-

odicorhalf-periodicorbits:hence-forchaoticorregular

dynam ics-every di�ractive orbitresulting from a single

scattering is paired with a geom etric periodic orbit or

a half-periodic orbit ofthe sam e action. In the Stark

case there are no half-period contributions;in the m ag-

netic�eld casetherearehalf-period di�ractivecontribu-

tions(the’D’orbitsseen in [7]).Allm ultiplescattering

di�ractiveorbitscan likewise be associated with a given

com bination ofgeom etricperiodicorhalf-periodicorbits.

In contrast,in billiard system sdi�ractiveorbitsaregen-

erally unrelated to the geom etric periodic orbits. Their

proliferation relative to geom etric orbits in the chaotic

regim e isnotrestricted by this ’pairing’. Itresultsin a

non-vanishing sem iclassicalcontribution [17].

For integrable atom ic spectra, the geom etric contri-

bution to the staircase function N G (�) = N s
G (�) +

N osc
G (�)includes a sum overcontributions[18]from in-

tegrable tori. In the scaled atom ic spectra,N osc
G (�) �

p
�
P

j
(A j=Tj)e

i(Sj�� � j�=2) The am plitudesA j arethe

Berry-Taboram plitudesforresonanttoriwhich,in action

anglevariablesisA j =
p
2�=j!:@Ij=@TjjDetf@�=@Ijg

Alltoricontain justonePO thatcollideswith thenu-

cleus.Trajectoriesthatcan di�ractarethereforeisolated

in theusualsense.Theam plitudeA D ofthecontribution

ofa particular single-scatter isolated di�ractive trajec-

tory ofaction S,in our2D system ,wasgiven in [7]A
j

D
=

Sj=�
p
2�=m 12� sin�0e

i�0 sin� where m 12 is an elem ent

ofthereduced m onodrom ym atrixM ,� istheangleofin-

cidenceoftheorbitrelativetothe�eld direction.In inte-

grablesystem sm 12 / S.HenceA D scalesas
p
S=�.W e

investigate the ratio ofthe di�ractive to corresponding

geom etric contribution, A
j

D
=A

j

G
= A D Tj=(�A j) which

we write as A
j

D
=A

j

G
= iCjsin�0e

i�0Sj=�. By a unitary

transform to action angle coordinates we can show [16]

that Cj � !
(j)

1
!
(j)

2
where the ! are the frequencies of

m otion along the two independentdegreesoffreedom .
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FIG .2. Fouriertransform sofscaled spectra forhydrogen

and a lithium -like atom (� = 0:5�) for � = � 3 from a fully

quantalcalculation. The inset am pli�es the region around

S � 17. The am plitudes of the di�ractive orbits m ay be

obtained from the (com plex) di�erence ofthe hydrogen and

lithium traces.Theam plitudesofm ultiple-scattering di�rac-

tive orbitsO (�h
n=2

)are relatively weak,butin the very large

S regim e (L � O (1)) the proliferation in the num berofn�

scatter orbits with increasing action m eans that the n = 1

contribution ceasesto be predom inant.

Hence the Cj are independent of� and do not scale

with orbitlength. They are nearly constantand 
uctu-

ateweakly aboutan averagevalue[16].From theFourier
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transform s ofscaled spectra ,we can con�rm this be-

haviour. The A D =A G ratiosand hence the Cj statistics

areobtained num erically from the �rst� 50 pairs.

Since the ratio ofthe one-scatterdi�ractive orbits to

the resonanttoricontributions is O (S=�),which in the

unscaled spectraisO (�hT),on classicaltim escalesdi�rac-

tion hasa very sm alle�ect,buton quantum tim escales

(T � 1=�h)both contributionsareofthe sam eorder.W e

show thata sem iclassicalanalysisofthe rigidity issu�-

cientto reproducesuch essentially quantum phenom ena.

W ehavealso calculated thelowest10000 statesofthe

diam agnetic problem � = � 0:6 (near-integrable), and

� = � 0:1 (chaotic). The results are in Fig 3 (inset).

In thechaoticcasewe�nd alm ostno perturbation ofthe

hydrogenicresult.Isolated hyperbolically unstable orbits

contribute like j2� TrM j� 1=2,which vanishesexponen-

tially with the orbitperiod.In such a system ,m 12 typi-

callydivergeswith thesam eLyapunovexponentasTrM .

Hence A
j

D
=A

j

G
isO (

p
�h)regardlessoftrajectory length.

Proliferation of di�ractive orbits relative to geom etric

onesisrestricted to additionalhalf-period contributions

by som e orbits,in contrast to the billiard result [17],

where any fraction m ay contribute. W e conclude that,

in the accessible �h range,the di�ractive e�ect rem ains

sm allforthe chaotic atom ,butrepresentsa substantial

e�ectin the integrablecase,on quantum tim escales.

In the K AM system ,deviations qualitatively sim ilar

in form to the integrable case occur. W e do not at-

tem pta rigorousanalysisofsystem swith a m ixed clas-

sicalphase space,but the num erics support the notion

thatthe structure ofthe Berry-Taborform ula [18]isre-

tained for near-integrable K AM system s [19],and that

ouranalysiscould also �nd application in such system s.

The preceding argum entsare ofcourseincom plete for

the rigorousdevelopm entofa sem iclassicallim it,aswe

do not consider m ultiple scattering e�ects such as the

creation ofthe com bination orbits.However,we willsee

thatin thenum erically accessibleregim e(and indeed far

beyond experim entalresolution) it is not necessary to

considersuch e�ectsto accurately reproducethedi�rac-

tive corrections to the spectralstatistics for L >
� O (1),

up to a sm allconstantcorrection.

W e now analyze the case ofa non-hydrogenic Stark

atom . Since we willonly be interested in long orbits,

forwhich theuniform ity principle[20]can beinvoked to

connectperiod with action,wecan writetheBerry-Tabor

form ula as a sum over allperiodic orbits j (including

retracing to negativetim e)in the form :

N osc

G (�)= � i�
3

2

� �

� �

X

j

A j

Sj
e
i(Sj�� � j�=2) : (2)

Here Sj,�j,are the scaled action and the M aslov in-

dex,A j isthe scaled am plitude factorfrom [18],� � 1
� =

@N s=@�j�, and � � 1
� = @N s=@�j�. Note that � �=� �

scalesas�.

Thecontribution tothespectralstaircasefrom thecor-

respondingsingle-scatterdi�ractiveperiodicorbitsyields

a sum overthe sam esetofperiodicorbitsasin Eq.(2):

N osc

D (�)= sin�0
p
�
� �

� �

X

j

CjA je
i(Sj�� � j�=2� �0) (3)

wherethephaseshift� �0 ispositiveforforwardtim etrac-

ings,and negativefornegativetim e retracings.

The rigidity form ula (1),which is easily adapted for

the problem in hand where the levels are the �i,leads

to integralsinvolving the productshN G N G i�,hN G N D i�
and hN D N D i�. These products involve m any rapidly

oscillating term s,which,following Berry [13],weassum e

to vanish upon averaging.Thisapproxim ation isusually

known asthediagonalapproxim ation,buthereweretain

di�erent(o�-diagonal)trajectorieswith identicalaction,

which occurdue to di�raction.

Theresulting equation forthe rigidity can be written

� �0(L;Lc)= L=15+ � D G (L;Lc)+ � D D (L;Lc); (4)

where

� D G (L;Lc)= � 4�2 sin2 �0

�
� �

� �

�2 P +

j
Cj

R2�=� � L c

0

� dS(A2j=S)�(S � Sj)G (� �LS=2) (5)

� D D (L;Lc)= 2� sin2 �0

�
� �

� �

�2 P +

j
C 2
j

R2�=� � L c

0

� dSA2j�(S � Sj)G (� �LS=2); (6)

thesum isnow only overpositivetraversals,and G (y)=

1� F2(y)� 3[F0(y)]2 (F (y) = siny=y),is Berry’sorbit

selection function,which is sim ilar to the step function

�(y � �). W e have had to introduce an upper cut-o�

to the integrals, which will be seen to diverge. This

divergence is a direct result of neglecting the rapidly

oscillating term s, and willbe discussed further below.

W e now concentrate on evaluating the integrandsof(5)

and (6). For long orbits,we invoke the Hannay-O zorio

de Alm eida sum rule [20], which can be expressed as

lim S! 1

P

j
A 2
j�(S � Sj) = (� �=�

2
�)=2��

3 which is in-

dependent of �. W e consider this to be accurate for

S > S�,so thatourresultfor(4)willonly be accurate

forL < Lm ax = 2�=� �S
�. Indeed Lm ax also m arksthe

onset ofnon-universaldeviations ofthe non-di�ractive

result from the sim ple L=15 dependence [13]. Inserting

the sum rule into (5)and (6),averaging overthe distri-

bution ofCj and evaluating theintegrals,leadsto closed

form solutionsthatcan be expressed in term sofspecial

functions [16]. Here,we only write out the asym ptotic

approxim ationsto the solutions:

� D G (L;Lc)� �
2hCjisin

2
�0

����

[ln
2�L

Lc

+ 
E �
9

4
] (7)

� D D (L;Lc)�
2hC 2

jisin
2
�0

�2� 2
�

[L� 1

c � L
� 1]; (8)

where
E isEuler’sconstant.�� � isa constant,indepen-

dent of� and � � 2� for our Stark spectra. The result

is valid for L > Lc,and the am biguity in Lc leads to

an am biguity in the constant term . For L � Lc both

3



� D D and � D G vanish. To proceed,one should invoke

thesem iclassicalsum ruledueto Berry [13].Itisnatural

tothen identify Lc as2�=� �Sc,(egLc � :94forthecase

in Fig. 3) where Sc is the point where the sem iclassi-

caland quantum asym ptotesfortheform factorcoincide.

Sincewehaveneglected both o�-diagonalcorrectionsand

higher orderscattering contributions,we cannotexpect

to be able to evaluate the constant term correctly. In

thiscase we can sim ply setLc to unity,and acceptthat

ourresultm ay notbe accurate around L ’ 1. W e note

that in the G O E case it is not possible to evaluate the

constantterm sem iclassically either[13].
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FIG .3. Com parison between exact diagonalisation (Q M )

and Eq.(9) (SC) for the integrable case ofatom s in electric

�eldsforscaled �eld � = � 3 for� � 600,� = :21.In orderto

exposetheapproxim ately logarithm icnatureofthedi�ractive

correction hereweplotthedi�erence between thehydrogenic

and di�ractive rigidities. The inset shows the correspond-

ing (quantalonly) results for atom s in m agnetic �elds for

the near-integrable/m ixed case (solid line,� = � :6,� � 150)

which is qualitatively sim ilar to the integrable case and the

fully chaoticrigidity di�erences(dotted line� = � :1,� � 125)

which are � 0.

The �nalresultforthe rigidity isthen

� �0(L)= � 0(L)+
sin2 �0

�
[
hCji

�
lnL �

hC 2
ji

2�L
]+ � (9)

for Lm ax
>
� L >

� 1,where � is the constant shift. For

L <
� 1,� �0(L)= L=15.The�nalform ula hencedoesnot

contain thee�ectivePlanck’sconstant,proving them ost

surprising feature ofFig. 1 nam ely thatdespite the �h-

dependentnatureofthedi�ractivecorrections,ourquan-

talresults(below Lm ax)areessentially �h-independent.

W e �nd hC ji ’ 1:8,and hC 2
ji ’ hCji

2,for the � =

� 3 case.W e stressthatthese were notfree param eters.

W ith Lc � 1:from (7)and (8)we �nd � � :16 for�0 =

�=2.Howeverweestim ate from the quantalresultsthat

� � 0:21. The correction required can be attributed

to the neglect ofboth higher order scattering,and o�-

diagonalcontributions.

O ur result is com pared with the fully quantalvalues

shown in Fig. 1,and thequantaland sem iclassicalrigidi-

ties are plotted in Fig. 3 . The agreem ent(to within

thesm allcorrection to � )isextrem ely good up to Lm ax,

where the breakdown was expected. The divergentna-

ture of Eq.(9) for L < 1 is clearly seen. The sin2 �0
dependence hasbeen veri�ed by considering severaldif-

ferentdefectvalues(notshown)[16].

Tosum m arise,wehavecom bined thesem iclassicalthe-

ory ofdi�raction and atom ic Q uantum Defect Theory

with the Berry-Tabor trace form ula to give di�ractive

correctionsto thespectralrigidity ofatom sin �elds.W e

show thatwithin a sm allconstantshift,thesem iclassical

one-scatter results agree extrem ely accurately with the

fully quantalresults.
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