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Abstract: In this work, we investigate two salient chaotic features, namely Lyapunov
exponent and butterfly velocity, in the context of an asymptotically Lifshitz black hole
background with an arbitrary critical exponent. These features are computed using three
methods: entanglement wedge method, out-of-time-ordered correlator computation and
pole-skipping. We present a comparative study of the aforementioned features where all of
these methods yield exactly similar results for the butterfly velocity and Lyapunov exponent.
This establishes an equivalence between all three methods for probing chaos in the chosen
gravity background. Furthermore, we evaluate the chaos at the classical level by computing
the eikonal phase and Lyapunov exponent from the bulk gravity. These quantities emerge
as nontrivial functions of the anisotropy index. By examining the classical eikonal phase,
we uncover different scattering scenarios in the near-horizon and near-boundary regimes.
We also discuss potential limitations regarding the choice of the turning point of the null
geodesic in our approach.
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1 Introduction

The presence of chaos is robust in various disordered many-body systems, as evidenced by
the study of black holes. Dynamical phenomena such as the growth of local perturbations
due to sufficiently small changes in the initial conditions, the resulting deviations in the
trajectory, and the scrambling of quantum information, are some immediate consequences
of chaos in disordered systems. The Anti-de Sitter (AdS)/Conformal Field Theory (CFT)
correspondence, established by [1, 2] provides one of the most competent platforms to
realise conformally invariant strongly interacting quantum field theories through their dual
AdS background containing the field theory on its boundary. Such holographic duality can
also be extended as general gauge/gravity duality where the field theory breaks conformal
invariance and its dual geometry is eventually a non-AdS one. A class of nonrelativistic
Lifshitz field theories are such theories that follow Lifshitz scaling symmetry

t → Ωξt, x⃗ → Ωx⃗, (1.1)

characterized by the dynamical critical exponent ξ ∈ R, ξ ≥ 1. Such QFTs break Lorentz
invariance due to the presence of an anisotropic scale factor along the temporal direction
and thus do not adhere to CFT. The holographic dual of Lifshitz field theories is the
nonrelativistic Lifshitz geometry which shares similar scale symmetry [3–7]. Exploration
of such theories finds its significance in the context of the correlation between high energy
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physics and condensed matter physics due to the fact that these theories, especially for
ξ = 2, are directly related to strongly correlated electron systems. A series of research
for rigorous understanding of such field theories have been going on over the last decade
by implementing various perspectives [8–12]. One of the crucial features of such theories
is the appearance of chaos caused by the dynamic quantum critical point. Previously the
holographic Lifshitz bulk spacetime has been found to possess chaotic behaviour of any
probe circular string moving in it [13]. In addition to this, the nonintegrability of the class
of hyperscale violating Lifshitz theories are studied in [14]. Apart from classical chaos,
the chaotic growth of marginally irrelevant operators in 2+1D Lifshitz field theory with
ξ = 2, also famously known as the quantum Lifshitz model, is previously explored in [15]
by using a perturbative approach. Holographic studies on scrambling properties have been
done [16] for generic gravitational theories including the asymptotically Lifshitz black hole
which reads as the plausible gravity dual of the finite temperature counterpart of Lifshitz
field theories[3].

In this article, we aim to study the chaotic properties of such a theory from the bulk
perspective. There are many ways to study quantum chaos such as Random matrices [17],
Complexity [18–20], Ergodicity [21, 22] etc. But, in this work, we will implement three
well-known methods in bulk gravity. In a recent study[23], the butterfly effects of higher
derivative gravity theories are analysed by two equivalent holographic understandings, to
name, using the method of entanglement wedge reconstruction and incorporating localized
gravitational shock waves at the horizon of the corresponding dual black hole. Our agenda in
this paper is to check the equivalence of the following three methods of computing quantum
chaos for the asymptotically Lifshitz black hole :

• Entanglement wedge method [23–25]

• Out of time-ordered correlation function (OTOC) [15, 26–35]

• Pole-skipping [36–47]

(A) In AdS/CFT correspondence, entanglement wedge reconstruction [48–50] depicts that
all the information of the entanglement wedge in the bulk lies in the boundary region.
When we perturb the boundary state by a local operator and let the system evolve,
then the information gets scrambled in the whole space at a late time. This infor-
mation propagates outward with a constant velocity. The whole scenario has a bulk
description. Perturbing the boundary means probing a particle close to the asymp-
totic boundary, which is falling toward the black hole in the bulk. This particle then
follows a trajectory that reaches inside the extremal surface, also known as the Ryu-
Takayanagi(RT) surface [51]. As the trajectory of the particle changes, the RT surface
changes its shape. At late time, this RT surface reaches up to the near-horizon region
of the black hole with a constant velocity – butterfly velocity (vB). This method is
very well-known for extracting the butterfly velocity [52]. In higher-derivative grav-
ity theories also, this method is well understood [23]. In our work, we employ this
method to calculate the butterfly velocity in the Einstein-Proca-type Lifshitz gravity
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theory. The action of such theories contains a massive vector field that breaks Lorentz
symmetry[53]. It is very motivating to study the chaotic properties of such a theory.

(B) Quantum chaos can further be studied by calculating the double commutator of any
two generic operators V and W as,

C(t) = ⟨V †(0)W †(t)W (t)V (0) + V †(0)W †(t)W (t)V (0)

−W †(t)V †(0)W (t)V (0)− V †(0)W †(t)V (0)W (t)⟩β︸ ︷︷ ︸
out-of time-ordered

. (1.2)

The out-of-time-ordered correlators (OTOC) show a large value until the "scrambling
time" [54, 55] and decrease rapidly thereafter. The decrease of OTOC leads to an
increase of C(t) and signifies the butterfly effect. OTOC has been rigorously studied
in connection to black holes and quantum chaos [26–30]. To mention the field theory
perspective, OTOC has been computed in 2D CFT [31, 32], Ising chain [33], rational
CFT [34], driven CFT [35] and numerically in the quantum Lifshitz model [15]. Study
of the commutator in holographic systems [26, 30] generalizes the expression (1.2) to,

C(t, x) ≈ exp

{
λL

(
t− t∗ −

|x|
vB

)}
, (1.3)

where the operators are separated by a spatial distance x. The exponent λL is called
the Lyapunov exponent, vB is the butterfly velocity and t∗ is the scrambling time.
The scrambling time is defined as the time at which the commutator square C(t) in
(1.2) becomes of order O(1). In two-derivative gravity, this Lyapunov exponent and
butterfly velocity is bounded as [27, 52],

λL ≤ 2π

β
, vB ≤ vsch

B =

√
d

2(d− 1)
, (1.4)

where β is the inverse temperature and vsch
B is the butterfly velocity for a d+ 1 - di-

mensional AdS-Schwarzschild black brane. A natural question one can ask is whether
a theory with broken Lorentz invariance can lead to a violation of this Lyapunov
exponent and butterfly velocity bound (1.4). In this paper, we have addressed this
question.

(C) The chaotic nature we discussed in the previous two methods can be captured in the
properties of a two-point energy density correlation function at the pole-skipping [36–
39] point and those points are holographically related to the near-horizon properties
of the metric perturbation in bulk. Pole-skipping (P-S) occurs when lines of poles and
zeros of retarded Green’s function intersect, i.e., a would-be pole gets skipped! At
these specific values of the frequency and momentum (P-S point), Green’s function
is not uniquely defined [56, 57]. These specific values of the frequency (ω∗) and
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momentum (k∗) in the energy-density two-point function are connected to the measure
of chaos [36, 37] through the following relations:

ω∗ = iλL, k∗ =
iλL

vB
, (1.5)

where λL and vB are the Lyapunov exponent and the butterfly velocity respectively.
In this paper, we have checked whether pole-skipping is a good diagnostic in a theory
with broken Lorentz invariance or not. A plethora of studies have so far explored the
chaotic nature of the holographic systems utilizing this P-S method in the black hole
background [37, 39, 58, 59], plasma physics [41–43], conformal field theories [60–62],
holographic system with chiral anomaly [44, 63], with stringy corrections [38], higher
derivative corrections [45, 59, 64], brane set-up [46] etc. This phenomenon has been
extensively studied in various contexts and explored in different directions in [65–73].

We calculate the butterfly effect in asymptotically Lifshitz black holes using three dis-
tinct methods: the entanglement wedge, out-of-time-ordered correlator (OTOC) computa-
tion, and pole-skipping. Our analysis compares the results obtained from these methods,
demonstrating their equivalence. In [16], the authors determined the scrambling time in
Kruskal coordinates for the Lifshitz black hole. However, the explicit forms of the Lya-
punov exponent and butterfly velocity for black holes with arbitrary anisotropy have yet
to be fully explored in the context of OTOCs. Our primary objective is to calculate these
two parameters using all the aforementioned methods, thereby providing a comprehensive
understanding of the chaotic properties of Lifshitz black holes.

In addition to the comparative analysis of the quantum chaos, we also elaborate on
the eikonal phase in the heavy-heavy-light-light gravitational scattering and the Lyapunov
exponent, from the classical perspective. The eikonal phase is priorly known to be related
to the deflection angle of the null geodesic of a gravity background [74–76]. It also finds
its own significance in the AdS/CFT holography, see [77–79] for review. To compute for
eikonal phase shift, the null geodesic equation plays a dominant role in determining the
impact parameter, often taken as the ratio of conserved momenta to conserved energy, which
eventually affects the nature of the eikonal phase. For real and imaginary eikonal phases,
one must obtain elastic and completely nonelastic gravitational scattering respectively. Here
in our article, we wish to see how the anisotropy of our chosen gravity background causes
different kinds of eikonal phase and thus the results in different scatterings when we shift
the extrema of the null geodesic from near boundary to near horizon limit. We verify the
eikonal phase using the WKB approximation of the equation of motion of a scalar field.
Specifically, we examine for a probable matching of the eikonal phase yielded from both
the methods. Furthermore, we wish to briefly exhibit the classical nature of the Lyapunov
exponent in the anisotropic background and its consistency with the restrictions that we
must impose on the choices of the extrema for the validity of our study.

We organize the paper as follows. In section 2, we give a brief idea of the Lifshitz
black hole. In section 3, we perform the explicit calculation of Lyapunov exponent and
butterfly velocity using all three methods as explained above. Section 4 is devoted to the
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computation of the eikonal phase and Lyapunov exponent via a classical approach. We
utilize the notion of geodesic stability to accomplish our purpose here. In section 5, we
conclude with an elaborate discussion of the implications of our results for both classical
and quantum chaos as well as some future scopes.

2 Asymptotically Lifshitz black hole

In this section, we briefly revisit the black hole geometries that asymptote the nonrelativistic
planar Lifshitz background. Such black holes were first developed in [80] for d = 2, ξ = 2.
These black hole solutions are found to consistently satisfy the equations of motion of the
Einstein-Proca type gravity theories with the inclusion of a massive vector field [81],

S =
1

2κ2

∫
dd+1x

√
−g

[
R− 2Λ− 1

4
FµνF

µν +
1

2
m2AµA

µ

]
,

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ .

(2.1)

Here, for any (d+1) dimensional Lifshitz black hole, the cosmological constant Λ must be
a negative quantity that depends on the anisotropy index ξ as Λ = d−1

2(d+1)R(ξ). Again, Fµν

is the electromagnetic field strength. The appearance of a massive vector field with mass
m in the above action causes the breaking of the Lorentz invariance in the corresponding
metric. The generic form of the (d+1) dimensional Lifshitz black hole solution of the above
action can be written as,

ds2 =
R2

z2

[
−R2(ξ−1)

z2(ξ−1)
f(z)dt2 + dx⃗2d−1 +

dz2

f(z)

]
,

f(z) = 1−
(

z

zh

)d−1+ξ

.

(2.2)

R is the AdS radius, z is the radial coordinate and zh is the black hole horizon. This
geometry asymptotically reaches the planar Lifshitz spacetime

ds2 =
R2

z2

[
−R2(ξ−1)

z2(ξ−1)
dt2 + dx⃗2d−1 + dz2

]
. (2.3)

Similarly as the planar Lifshitz spacetime, the Lifshitz black hole geometry also follows
anisotropic scaling along the time and space directions

t → Ωξt, z → Ωz, x⃗ → Ωx⃗ , (2.4)

that breaks the Lorentz invariance. Equation (2.2) describes a one-parameter family of lin-
early charged Lifshitz black holes that are thermodynamically stable and become extremal
at the vanishing size [82]. The thermodynamics of such an asymptotically Lifshitz black hole
can be reproduced from the holographic renormalization of the gravity theory represented
by the action (2.1) [10]. The legitimate dual field theory that lives on the boundary of
Lifshitz black hole geometry is the finite temperature version of the non-relativistic Lifshitz
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field theories. When we take 2D thermal CFT, the flat boundary that accommodates the
CFT is compactified along the time direction and becomes a cylinder. This compactification
is done by taking t → t + β, where β gives the circumference of the compactifying circle.
Thus β acquires the dimension of length. Now, let us consider a similar compactification
of the boundary in the case of thermal LFT for which the dimension of time is [length]ξ

due to Lifshitz scaling. Thus if we take t → t + β̃ with the analogy of thermal CFT for
the compactification, then β̃ should have the dimension of time. Thus we can assume the
inverse temperature of thermal LFT as β̃ = βξ, where β is the inverse temperature of the
thermal CFT. Hence, in the dual bulk side, the temperature of the Lifshitz black hole will
also be T = 1

βξ . The temperature of the black hole is given by

T =
1

zξh

d− 1 + ξ

4π
=

1

βξ
≡ 1

β̃
. (2.5)

Note that, β̃ has dimension of length. For maintaining simplicity in our further calculations,
we will denote β̃ as β. In the next section, we start with the (d + 1)-dimensional Lifshitz
black hole geometry given in (2.2) to analyse the chaotic features via a quantum approach.

3 Analyses of quantum chaos

In this section, we will show the explicit calculations of the three methods that we are
interested in to study the chaotic parameters. Our focus is to compare these results and
see the similar dependence of the chaotic parameters on the anisotropy.

3.1 Entanglement wedge method

As discussed in the introduction, we aim in this subsection to find the butterfly velocity
with the entanglement wedge method. For this, we need to calculate the size of the smallest
boundary region whose entanglement wedge encloses the infalling particle as shown in Figure
1. In this pictorial description, we can see that z = 0 is the boundary and z = 1 is the
horizon of the black hole. A particle (shown by the red dot) is on the RT surface (shown
by the light teal portions) bounded by the boundary region. In general, the RT surface
location is determined by extremizing the holographic entanglement entropy functional. We
can write the entropy functional as,

SEE = 2π

∫
dd−1y

√
γ , (3.1)

where γ is the determinant of the induced metric and y is the set of coordinates on an
appropriate codimension-2 surface.

Now, we will use background (2.2) for this wedge method. At a constant t hypersurface
(dt = 0) and parameterizing z as z(r) with assumption r = |xi|, we can write the induced
metric as,

γαβ dx
αdxβ =

R2

z2

[(
1 +

z′2

f(z)

)
dr2 + r2dΩ2

d−2

]
. (3.2)
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z = 1

z = 0
vB

z = 1

z = 0

Figure 1. A particle (red dot) is enclosed in the RT surface (light teal)

Note that in the (2.2), the near-horizon limit is achieved by z = 1 limit and the boundary
limit is achieved by z = 0 limit. As we will work with the near-horizon region (z = 1), we
define the RT surface in the z = 1 limit by,

z(r) = 1− ϵ y(r)2, (3.3)

where we parameterize the near-horizon limit(z = 1) with a new function y(r). The coeffi-
cient ϵ (> 0) is a very small number and the function y(r) is the RT profile, which we will
solve from the RT equation by performing a Taylor series expansion around ϵ = 0. Now,
expanding the induced metric up to order ϵ, we get,

γαβ dx
αdxβ = R2

[(
4 ϵ2y2y′2

(1− ϵ y2)2f1(1− z)
+

1

(1− ϵ y2)2

)
dr2 +

r2

(1− ϵ y2)2
dΩ2

d−2

]
,

= R2

[(
1 + 2ϵ(y2 +

2

f1
y′2)

)
dr2 + r2(1 + 2ϵy2)dΩ2

d−2 +O(ϵ2)

]
, (3.4)

where we Taylor expand the factor f(z) near the horizon up to the first order as f(z) ≈
f1(1− z). The determinant of the induced metric is given by,

√
γ = R2rd−2

[
1 + ϵ

(
(d− 1)y(r)2 +

2

f1
y′(r)2

)]
+O(ϵ2) . (3.5)

Now, we can write the RT equation by varying the above equation with respect to y(r).
Keeping terms only up to order ϵ, we get,

(d− 1)y(r)− 2

f1

(
y′′(r) + (d− 2)

y′(r)

r

)
= 0 . (3.6)

Solving this second-order differential equation, we get,

y(r) = rn [Jn(µr) + Yn(µr)] , (3.7)

where Jn and Yn are the Bessel functions of first kind and second kind respectively. In the
above equation,

n =
1

2
(d− 3), µ =

√
(d− 1)(d− 1 + ξ)

2
. (3.8)
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Here, the scaling parameter µ is behaving as the momentum. From the eq. (3.3), we can
see that near the horizon z = 1, the function y(r) takes the form of 0. So, we will see the
form of these Bessel functions near r = 0. At this vicinity, both these Bessel functions will
behave as ∼ µn. Following [23], where the authors have calculated the butterfly velocity
with an exponential ansatz; here in this paper, we have prescribed a more general result
for calculating butterfly velocity without taking any ansatz.

The surface enclosing the particle is approaching the horizon at a constant speed,
termed as butterfly velocity (vB). We assume that at each point in time, the tip of the
RT surface touches the particle which is visualised by demanding y(r = 0, t) ∼ e

− 2π
β
t.

Therefore, with the value of µ, we can calculate the butterfly velocity as,

vB =
2π

βµ
=

2
√
2π

β
√
(d− 1)(d− 1 + ξ)

. (3.9)

So, the butterfly velocity vB becomes (at zh = 1),

vB =

√
d− 1 + ξ

2(d− 1)
. (3.10)

This is the butterfly velocity for a d + 1- dimensional Lifshitz black hole. In ξ → 1 limit,
we are getting the planar black hole result vB =

√
d

2(d−1) . So, the anisotropy affects the
butterfly velocity nontrivially. Butterfly velocity characterizes the propagation of chaos in
a local system. It has been observed previously that the chaotic feature of the Lifshitz
invariant system increases for large ξ values, in other words, for large anisotropy. From
the expression of vB that we get, it is obvious that vB increases monotonically with ξ for
any fixed dimension of the bulk. Thus, the chaotic feature of the asymptotic Lifshitz black
hole monotonically increases with larger anisotropy which is consistent from the previous
results.

In the next subsection, we will demonstrate the appearance of similar butterfly velocity
in the context of out-of-time-ordered correlators.

3.2 Out-of-Time-Ordered correlators

In this subsection, we will study the out-of-time-ordered correlator (OTOC) for thermal
Lifshitz field theory dual to a linearly charged asymptotically Lifshitz black hole. It is
convenient to study the OTOC in the Kruskal-Szekeres form of the bulk metric, which
smoothly covers the globally extended space-time. In Kruskal geometry, the OTOC can be
interpreted as the two-particle gravitational scattering between particles moving along the
two horizons [27–30]. We shall compute the OTOC in the specific dual-field theory in the
form given as

⟨Ŵ (t2, x2)V̂ (t1, x1)Ŵ (t2, x2)V̂ (t1, x1)⟩β , (3.11)

where we consider t2−t1 >> β. The particles that participate in the gravitational scattering
process are the operators Ŵ and V̂ , which are inserted in the dual thermofield double (TFD)
state. Though the quantity (3.11) is one-sided, our whole computation of the OTOC has
been done in a two-sided geometry. So far, the OTOC via the gravitational scattering
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process has been explored with various black hole backgrounds [25, 27–30, 39, 40, 83–88].
In our work, we have calculated this quantity (3.38) for a linearly charged asymptotically
Lifshitz black hole with arbitrary anisotropy. In the Lifshitz background, the authors of [16]
have calculated the scrambling time, though the background they worked with is slightly
different from ours. Here, we have provided an explicit calculation of the Lyapunov exponent
and butterfly velocity in the two-sided geometry, which yields interesting results.

3.2.1 Kruskal extension

To study the out-of-time-ordered correlators, let us first construct the Kruskal extension of
the (2+1) dimensional Lifshitz black hole. We will start with the metric (2.2), but replacing
z = 1/r and considering the AdS radius to be 1 for simplicity,

ds2 = −r2ξf(r)dt2 +
1

r2
dr2

f(r)
+ r2 dx2 , (3.12)

and the blackening factor f(r) is given by,

f(r) = 1−
(rh
r

)1+ξ
. (3.13)

r is the radial coordinate and rh is the black hole horizon in the emblackening factor f(r).
In [89, 90], nonlinearly charged Lifshitz black holes with one and two horizons are obtained
with the Eddington-Finkelstein form of the metric. In this case, nonlinearity appears in
the blackening factors, and it is characterized by using some extra parameters along with
the dynamical exponent ξ of the Lifshitz black hole. Single horizons and double horizons
for such black holes are obtained by using specific parametric conditions. However, for the
metric in (3.12), we will construct an explicit form of the linearly charged thermal Lifshitz
black hole with double horizons by using the Kruskal-Szekeres coordinates. To work in
these coordinates, we transform,

u = e
α
2
(r∗−t), v = e

α
2
(r∗+t) , (3.14)

where α is a function of rh that relates with the finite temperature T of the black hole as
α ≡ 2πT . The tortoise coordinate r∗ will play a very crucial role in defining the smooth
horizon in the (u, v) coordinate. We define,

r∗(r) =

∫
dr

r1+ξf(r)
=

∫
dr

r1+ξ
[
1−

(
rh
r

)1+ξ
] . (3.15)

Integrating equation (3.15), we get,

r∗(r) ≈
r−ξ

ξ(1 + ξ)
2F1

(
1,−ξ, 1− ξ,

r

rh

)
. (3.16)

We consider f(r) = (r − rh)f
′(rh) while solving the above equation. Now, taking the

near-horizon limit (r → rh) of the whole solution, we get,

r∗ ≈
1

rξh(1 + ξ)
log

(
r − rh
rh

)
. (3.17)
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As there is a relation between (u, v) coordinate and r∗ (from (3.14)), we can easily write,

uv = eαr∗ ≈
(
r − rh
rh

)
. (3.18)

This equation allows us to claim that the uv = 0 is the same limit as the r = rh. This
result will be quite helpful for the analysis afterwards. Writing the metric (3.12) in terms
of the null coordinates u and v, we get

ds2 =
4r(u, v)2ξ

α2uv
f(r(u, v))dudv + r(u, v)2 dx2 = 2A(u, v)dudv +B(u, v)dx2 . (3.19)

In this Kruskal geometry, uv = 0 is defined as the horizon, singularity is at uv = 1 and
both left/right boundaries are located at uv = −1. This unperturbed background will obey
Einstein’s equation which is of the form,

Eµν = κTµν . (3.20)

Here, Eµν is the Einstein tensor, κ = 8πGN is a constant related to the Newton’s constant
GN and Tµν is the stress-energy tensor which is of the form,

Tmatter
0 = 2Tuvdudv + Tuudu

2 + Tvvdv
2 + Txxdx

2 . (3.21)

It is worth mentioning that this stress tensor accounts for the cosmological constant and
is consistent with the Ricci tensor of the unperturbed background. For the unperturbed
Einstein equation, solving Tuu, Tvv and Tuv, we get,

Tuu =
1

4A(u, v)B(u, v)2
[
A(u, v)∂uB(u, v)2 + 2B(u, v) (∂uA(u, v)∂uB(u, v)

−A(u, v)∂2
uB(u, v)

)]
, (3.22a)

Tuv =
1

4B(u, v)2
[2B(u, v)∂u∂vB(u, v)− ∂vB(u, v)∂uB(u, v)] , (3.22b)

Tvv =
1

4A(u, v)B(u, v)2
[
A(u, v)∂vB(u, v)2 + 2B(u, v) (∂vA(u, v)∂vB(u, v)

−A(u, v)∂2
vB(u, v)

)]
. (3.22c)

3.2.2 Gravitational backreaction due to shock wave

In the previous subsection, we constructed a two-sided Lifshitz black hole geometry in a
(2+1) - dimensional background. This section aims to study the back-reacted metric due
to a null pulse of energy localized along the v = 0 horizon. In the bulk-boundary picture,
this means we have inserted an operator in the boundary thermal state at some past time
t and let it evolve. Inserting an operator in the boundary leads to releasing a perturbation
close to the boundary, which falls into the bulk. From the point of view of the t = 0 slice,
the energy of this perturbation is exponentially increasing with time t [26]. Thus, we can
approximate this perturbation as a null pulse of energy E localized at the v = 0 horizon
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u
=
0

v =
0

u v

Figure 2. Left: Penrose diagram of two-sided geometry. Right: A shock wave (red zigzag line)
localised along v = 0 causes a discontinuity of the u = 0 horizon (the blue arrow)

along the u-direction. We must consider the back-reaction of this null pulse in the two-sided
geometry.

We consider the following form of the stress-tensor localised at v = 0,

T shock
vv = E exp

(
2πt

β

)
δ(v)δ(x) . (3.23)

The shock wave localised at v = 0 horizon is indeed splitting the causal past (white) and
future (green) of v. The metric in the green region will change while in the white region,
it will remain the same. In the Penrose diagram, we can clearly see the shift along the
v-direction. We can write the form of the shift in the following way:

ū = u+Θ(v)η(u, v, x) → du = dū− η(u, v, x)δ(v)dv , (3.24)

v̄ = v , x̄ = x . (3.25)

Our goal is to calculate the form of the function η(u, v, x) – the shockwave profile. Note
that the Heaviside step function Θ(v) is present to ensure that only the causal future of the
pulse is affected by its presence. In terms of these new coordinates (ū, v̄, x̄), we can write
the metric as,

ds2 = 2A(ū, v̄)dūdv̄ +B(ū, v̄)dx̄2 − 2A(ū, v̄)η(u, v, x)δ(v̄)dv̄2 . (3.26)

With this back-reacted form of the metric, we need to calculate a form of η(u, v, x) which
will obey eq.(3.20). In the above metric,

A(ū, v̄) =
2r(ū, v̄)2ξ

α2ūv̄
f(r(ū, v̄)), B(ū, v̄) = r(ū, v̄)2 , (3.27)

where we have expressed the radial coordinate r in terms of (u, v). Now, for the perturbed
background, we wish to calculate the stress tensor. The stress tensor for the matter part
reads as

Tmatter
µν = 2 [Tūv̄ − 2Tūūη(ū, v̄, x)δ(v̄] dūdv̄ +

[
Tv̄v̄ + Tūūη(ū, v̄, x)

2δ(v̄)2

−2Tūv̄η(ū, v̄, x)δ(v̄)] dv̄
2 + Tūūdū

2 + Tx̄x̄dx̄
2 .

(3.28)
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We will drop the bar convention for further analyses so that the result looks simpler. Now,
we will solve the back-reacted Einstein’s equation which is of the form :

Eµν = κ
(
Tmatter
µν + T shock

µν

)
. (3.29)

The expressions of Tmatter
µν and T shock

µν is given by (3.28) and (3.23) respectively. Solving
the vv component of the perturbed Einstein equation, we get,[

∂2
x −

1

A(u, v)
∂u∂vB(u, v)

]
η(u, v, x)− 8πGNEB(u, v)

A(u, v)
e2πt/βδ(v)δ(x) = 0 ,

⇒
[
∂2
x −M(u, v)2

]
η(u, v, x) = e

2π
β
(t−t∗)δ(v)δ(x) . (3.30)

Where,

M(u, v) =

√
∂u∂vB(u, v)

A(u, v)
, t∗(u, v) =

β

2π
log

(
A(u, v)

8πGNEB(u, v)

)
. (3.31)

The function t∗(u, v) has some physical meaning, which we will discuss in the upcoming
part. After implementing the values of A(u, v) and B(u, v) to t∗(u, v), it will take a constant
form. We can see that the shockwave profile η(u, v, x) is obeying an ODE which we can
solve easily. In writing the above equation, we assume, Tuu = 0 near the v = 0 horizon
[25]. Our task is to solve the equation (3.30) near the horizon. Near the horizon (v = 0 or
r = rh),

A(u, v)|v=0 =
8

1 + ξ
, ∂u∂vB(u, v)|v=0 = 4r2h . (3.32)

In taking the derivative of B(u, v) with u and v, we have used the relation (3.18) and
performed a chain rule differentiation with r∗. Now, implementing the above two expressions
into (3.31), we get,

M(u, v)|v=0 =

√
1 + ξ

2
, t∗ =

β

2π
log

(
1

πGNE(1 + ξ)

)
, (3.33)

where we have considered rh = 1. The constant t∗ is called the scrambling time, which is
dependent on the anisotropy index ξ. Near the horizon, the equation (3.30) becomes,[

∂2
x −

1 + ξ

2

]
η(x) = e

2π
β
(t−t∗)δ(x) . (3.34)

To solve this, first, we will solve the homogeneous equation and get,

η(x) =

{
c1e

Mx + c2e
−Mx for x > 0 ,

c3e
Mx + c4e

−Mx for x < 0 .
(3.35)

Now, to solve the non-homogeneous equation, we will check the discontinuity of the first
derivative of the solution and get,

η′(ϵ)− η′(−ϵ) = e
2π
β
(t−t∗) , (3.36)
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where, ϵ is a small parameter ϵ → 0. Imposing the continuity of the solution at x = 0 and
with the discontinuity equation (3.36), we get a relation between the coefficients as,

c1 − c3 = c4 − c2 =
e

2π
β
(t−t∗)√

2(1 + ξ)
. (3.37)

We will choose c2 = c3 = 0 and the final solution for the shock will be,

η(t, x) =
1√

2(1 + ξ)
e

2π
β
(t−t∗−βM

2π
x)
. (3.38)

This shockwave profile will completely determine the four-point out-of-time ordered function
- OTOC. We can identify the commutator C(t, x) in equation (1.3) with the shockwave
profile η(t, x) and write,

λL = 2πT , vB =

√
1 + ξ

2
. (3.39)

This Lyapunov exponent agrees with our results of the entanglement wedge method. For
the butterfly velocity, this result is found to be the same as obtained from the entanglement
wedge result for d = 2 in (3.10). Thus, we can claim that these two methods are congruent
for a reliable study of chaos in Lifshitz background.

3.3 Pole-skipping

In this subsection, we wish to study the retarded energy density correlation function
GR

T00T00
(ω, k) near the pole-skipping point (1.5). This correlation function can be calcu-

lated by perturbing the gravitational background (2.2) and imposing ingoing boundary
conditions at the black hole horizon. To perform the pole-skipping analysis, it is customary
to work with Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates, defined by

v = t+ r∗,
dr∗
dr

=
1

r1+ξf(r)
, (3.40)

where v is the null coordinate and r∗ is the tortoise coordinate. With the above coordinate
system, the background metric (2.2) is transformed into

ds2 = −r2ξf(r)dv2 + 2rξ−1dvdr + r2dx2 . (3.41)

For our current analysis, we choose the gravity background as the (2+1)-D Lifshitz black
hole. Now, to calculate the energy density correlation function, we must perturb the back-
ground metric - specifically the sound modes (longitudinal modes). We perturb the back-
ground metric as,

gµν → gµν + δgµν(r)e
−iωv+ikx . (3.42)

Here we perform a Fourier transformation to the perturbed mode and choose the wavenum-
ber k along the x-direction. Then, the sound modes will be–

δgvv, δgvx, δgvr, δgrr, δgrx, δgxx . (3.43)

– 13 –



As the wave points along the x- direction, sound modes are the modes that are only along
the (v, r, x) directions. But, imposing radial gauge condition δgrµ = 0 and traceless ness
condition gµνδgµν = 0, we get some redundant modes and left with–

δgvv, δgvx . (3.44)

The retarded energy density Green’s function is governed by the perturbed equations that
are regular at the horizon in ingoing EF coordinates. So, we Taylor expand the modes near
the horizon as,

δgµν(r) = δg(0)µν + (r − rh)δg
(1)
µν + ... , (3.45)

Perturbing the sound modes of the background and imposing the regularity condition (3.45)
near the black hole horizon, we can achieve the expanded form of Einstein’s equations near
the horizon. Our goal is to check whether we get the results of chaos obtained in the previous
subsections. For field δgvv, the associated equation of motion is δEvv = δTvv. But, the
perturbation to stress tensor δTvv does not vanish necessarily, while δT r

v vanishes at the
horizon [37, 69]. Keeping this in mind, we will set δT r

v = 0 to calculate the pole-skipping
point connected to chaos. Expanding this equation near the black hole horizon, we get,

k
[
2ω − irξh(1 + ξ)

]
δg(0)vx +

[
k2 − ir2−ξ

h ω + (r2h − r1+ξ
h )(1 + ξ)

]
δg(0)vv = 0 . (3.46)

This equation is a constraint relation that gives a relation between the near-horizon co-
efficients. The above equation is very special at some specific value of frequency(ω) and
momentum (k). We can verify that, at ω = ω∗ =

i
2r

ξ
h(1+ ξ), coefficient of δg(0)vx is 0. So, at

this specific value of ω, we get a relation,[
k2 +

1

2

(
3rh − 2rξh

)
(1 + ξ)

]
δg(0)vv = 0 . (3.47)

For general k, this equation gives rise to δg
(0)
vv = 0. However, at k = k∗, this equation is

automatically satisfied. That means at this specific value ω and k, the δT r
v is automatically

zero and hence they will not impose any constraint on the near-horizon coefficients δg(0)vv and
δg

(0)
vx . This specific value of frequency (ω∗) and momentum (k∗) is called the pole-skipping

point. The pole-skipping point we get,

ω∗ =
i

2
rξh(1 + ξ) , k2∗ = −1

2
(3rh − 2rξh)(1 + ξ) . (3.48)

Writing rh in terms of temperature as rh =
(
4πT
1+ξ

)1/ξ
, we can express ω and k in terms

of the temperature of the black hole. Now, we can calculate the Lyapunov exponent and
butterfly velocity from (1.5) as,

λL = 2πT , vB =

√
1 + ξ

2
. (3.49)

Note that, the butterfly velocity (vB) is a positive real quantity. So, we will take the absolute
value of momentum while calculating vB, i.e. vB = |ω∗|

|k∗| . From the above expression, we
can see that both the Lyapunov exponent and butterfly velocity take the same form as we
achieved in our previous subsections. So, we can say that all three methods to compute the
chaotic features are reliable. These methods are giving consistent results in higher orders
too. One can check it explicitly.
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4 Analysis of classical chaos

Here we elucidate a parallel survey of some of the chaos properties, to be precise, eikonal
phase shift and Lyapunov exponent, at the classical level. The anatomy of the null geodesics
for our specified background and the corresponding turning points adequately serve our
purpose. We present a notion of emergent dependency of classical chaos in our framework
on the values of these turning points.

4.1 Null geodesic

To carry out the eikonal phase shift in the bulk following, here we will first enunciate the
details of the null geodesic for our chosen background. The bulk phase shift for a particle
described by a plane wave is given by [91, 92]

δ ≡ −p.(∆x) , (4.1)

where, p denotes the components of the conserved momentum vector and ∆x gives the
deflections in the corresponding bulk directions. For our metric in equation (2.2) in 2+1
dimension, the conserved energy and momentum are given by

pt =
1

z2ξ
f(z)

∂t

∂s
, px =

1

z2
∂x

∂s
, (4.2)

s being the intrinsic affine parameter. These conserved quantities correspond to the two
killing vectors ∂t and ∂x of our chosen metric during a heavy-heavy-light-light 2-particle
scattering, it is convenient to consider that the highly boosted particle consists of large
values of conserved momenta. We introduce a parameter γ = px

pt
which often serves as the

impact parameter of the corresponding scattering process. The null geodesic equation is
given by

gµν ẋ
µẋν = 0 , (4.3)

which yields
ż2 = (pt)

2z2ξ+2 − (px)
2z4f(z) . (4.4)

At the turning point z = z0, z attains extreme value for which we can set ż|z=z0 = 0.
Hence, the values of turning points z0 should satisfy the relation

z2ξ−2
0 +

γ2

zξ+1
h

zξ+1
0 − γ2 = 0 . (4.5)

The above equation is a polynomial of either integer order or fractional order, depending
on the values of the critical exponent ξ. Thus the roots of this equation which are valid
for our approach are all real and lie within the singularity and the boundary of the bulk
geometry. However, these values of the possible turning points depend on the ratio γ. At
this stage, some further crucial remarks on the turning point follow immediately:

• Let us take the assumption that the energy pt is much greater than the momentum
px, i.e., γ ≫ 1. With this assumption, taking z0 = 1 equation (4.5) gives,

γ =

√√√√ zξ+1
h

zξ+1
h − 1

. (4.6)
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It is obvious from the above expression that for any arbitrary value of zh in between
zh → 0 and zh → ∞, the condition γ ≫ 1 is not satisfied.

• If γ = 1, i.e., px = pt, then the equation (4.5) is not satisfied with z0 = 1.

• Again, for zh = 1, z0 = 1 is not a solution of the null geodesic equation for any
arbitrary value of γ.

• The condition (4.6) clearly tells us that, for z0 = 1 as a solution, px cannot be less
than pt. Hence, with px < pt, we must have z0 ̸= 1.

• For any arbitrary value of px and pt; z0 = 0 does not satisfy the geodesic equation.

From the above conditions, it is evident that z0 = 1, i.e., the horizon for our case and
z0 = 0, i.e., the boundary are not good choices of z0 to carry out our desired study.

4.2 Eikonal phase shift

With the above analysis, here we will exhibit an explicit computation of eikonal phase shift
at the turning points z0 as a nontrivial function of z0 and ξ. With pt and px as the conserved
energy and momentum for our system, the expression of the bulk phase shift takes the form
as

δ ≡ pt(∆t)− px(∆x) . (4.7)

The deflections along the time and space directions can be found respectively from the
expressions of pt and px in (4.2) and the null geodesic equation (4.4) as

∆t = 2

∫ z0

0

z2ξ−1dz

f(z)
√

z2ξ − γ2z2f(z)
= 2a

3
2

∫ z0

0

z2ξ−1dz

(a− zξ+1)
√
(az2ξ − aγ2z2 + γ2zξ+3)

,

(4.8)
and

∆x = 2

∫ z0

0

γz dz√
z2ξ − γ2z2f(z)

= 2a
1
2γ

∫ z0

0

z dz√
(az2ξ − aγ2z2 + γ2zξ+3)

, (4.9)

where, a = zξ+1
h . Because of the intricate structure of the above integrands, we assume

two limiting cases to derive it. Firstly we take the near-boundary zone where z ≤ zh.
Substituting (4.8) and (4.9) in the expression of the eikonal shift and simplifying, we get
for the near boundary zone,

δ ∼
∫ z0

0

√
z2ξ−2 − γ2(1− ϵ)dz ≈ pt

∫ z0

0

√
z2ξ−2 − γ2dz , (4.10)

where,
(

z
zh

)ξ+1
= ϵ ≪ 1 for ξ ≥ 1. Now defining a new integration variable y = z

z0
the

bulk phase shift is given by

δ ∼
∫ 1

0
z0

√
z2ξ−2
0 y2ξ−2 − γ2dy ≈ iγz0 2F1

(
−1

2
,

1

2ξ − 2
;
2ξ − 1

2ξ − 2
;
z2ξ−2
0

γ2

)
. (4.11)
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On the other hand, we take the near horizon regime where z ≈ zh. In this regime, we can
take two liming cases for the impact parameter γ. When the energy pt is much greater than
the momentum px, i.e., γ < 1, the eikonal phase shift in near horizon case gives

δ =
zξ0

ξ(ξ + 1)
2F1

(
1, ξ; ξ + 1;

z0
zh

)
=

zξ0
ξ(ξ + 1)

2F1 (1, ξ; ξ + 1; z0) . (4.12)

Again for the small energy limit, i.e., px ≥ pt, the impact parameter γ ≥ 1. This, in the
near horizon zone, produces,

δ = −
4γ (

√
z0 − zh −

√
−zh)

√
zhpt√

ξ + 1
= −

4γ
(√

z0 − 1− i
)
pt√

ξ + 1
. (4.13)

We have assumed zh = 1 in the above expression. It is well-known in the backdrop of
gravitational scattering that the real and imaginary nature of the eikonal phase shift re-
spectively represent elastic and inelastic scattering. Thus our study of the classical eikonal
phase clearly reveals that the nature of the gravitational scattering between the heavy-
heavy-light-light particle collision in the Lifshitz black hole depends on the different regimes
taken for the radial coordinate z along with the choices of the impact parameter. For the
near boundary case and the large impact parameter limit in the near horizon zone, the
imaginary eikonal phase shift implies completely inelastic collisions whereas the small im-
pact parameter limit in the near horizon zone gives real values of δ that stand for elastic
scattering. Nevertheless, all the δ’s derived in these limits inevitably happen to be nontriv-
ial functions of the anisotropy index ξ. This allows one to speculate about the dependencies
of absorption cross-sections of the above scatterings on the finite anisotropy present in the
black hole background.

Again, we use a WKB approximation to verify the consistency of the eikonal phase.
Inserting the expressions of time and space deflections in (4.7), we can write,

δ = 2pt

∫ z0

0

√
z2ξ − γ2z2f(z)

zf(z)
dz . (4.14)

One may check the emergence of the above eikonal phase via WKB approximation of the
solution of the equation of motion of a scalar field. To do this, consider a heavy scalar field ϕ

propagating in the chosen Lifshitz background. In the background (2.2), the Klein-Gordon
equation of the scalar can be written as

z2f(z)∂2
zϕ+ z2∂2

xϕ+ z2f ′(z)∂2
xϕ− z2ξ

f(z)
∂2
t ϕ− zξf(z)∂zϕ+m2z2+ξϕ = 0 . (4.15)

Performing a Fourier transformation as

ϕ = ϕ̃(z) ei(−ptt+pxx) ,

and taking an ansatz,
ϕ̃(z) = eiptχ(z) , (4.16)
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we can solve for χ(z). With the large energy (pt >> 1) limit, the EOM boils down to,

(∂zχ(z))
2 =

z2ξ − γ2z2f(z)

z2f2(z)
. (4.17)

Now, taking the positive term of ∂zχ(z), we perform an integration and get a solution of
χ(z) as

χ(z) =

∫ z0

0

√
z2ξ − γ2z2f(z)

zf(z)
dz . (4.18)

where the terms of order O(p−1
t ) can be ignored at large energy limit. This is indeed the

leading term of the solution. We can see that the WKB approximation of the solution gives
us the exact eikonal phase we recovered in (4.14) at leading order.

4.3 Lyapunov exponent

The Lyapunov exponent (λL) is one of the key measures in understanding chaotic systems
in classical phase space. It quantifies the rate at which the nearby trajectories diverge and
provides information on the system’s sensitivity to initial conditions. A positive Lyapunov
exponent signifies a chaotic system. Mathematically,

δX(t) = δX(0)eλLt ,

where δX represents the separation between two nearby trajectories. In their study [93], the
authors established a connection between the Lyapunov exponent and the effective potential
in the radial motion for both massive and massless particles. Building on this framework,
we aim to calculate the Lyapunov exponent for a 2+1-dimensional planar Lifshitz black hole
in this subsection. Recently, [94] conducted a similar analysis in the context of equatorial
hyperscaling-violating black holes, treating Lifshitz black holes as a specific case within their
study. For a circular geodesic, the Lyapunov exponent in terms of the second derivative of
the effective potential Veff for radial motion is given by [93],[94]

λL =

√
−
V

′′
eff

2ṫ2
. (4.19)

Now, for a massless particle, the geodesic equation is given in equation (4.4) from which we
can calculate the effective potential

Veff (z) = ż2 = (pt)
2z2ξ+2 − (px)

2z4f(z) . (4.20)

Where t is the coordinate time. At the turning point z = z0, the condition on circular
orbit, i.e., Veff (z0) = 0 and V ′

eff (z0) = 0 yield

p2t
p2x

= z2−2ξ
0 f0 , (4.21)

and
z0f

′
0 = 2(ξ − 1)f0 , (4.22)
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where f0 = f(z0). Upon substituting equations (4.21) and (4.22) in equation (4.20) we get

V ′′
eff (z0) = −z20p

2
x

(
z20f

′′
0 − 2f0

(
2ξ2 − 5ξ + 3

))
. (4.23)

Now, utilizing equations (4.2) and (4.23) within equation (4.19), we derive the Lyapunov
exponent for the null circular geodesic

λL =

√
f0
(
z20f

′′
0 − 2f0 (2ξ2 − 5ξ + 3)

)
2z2ξ0

. (4.24)

Since an unstable circular geodesic meets the condition V ′′
eff < 0, it follows from equations

(4.23) and (4.24) that λL is real whenever the orbit is unstable. It is again straightforward
to note that the Lyapunov exponent goes to zero as the turning point z0 reaches the horizon
and becomes infinity when it reaches at boundary z0 = 0, both of which are inconsistent with
the expected scenario. Therefore, the above approach of studying the Lyapunov exponent
of the theory under consideration does not remain acceptable when the extrema of the null
geodesics are chosen in the vicinity of both the boundary and the horizon of the black hole.
This also supports our comments in section 4.1 on the possible restrictions on the values
z0 = 0 and z0 = 1. At this stage, it is faithful to say that one may carry out a polynomial
distribution by using a suitable numerical approach to see what values of z0 the equation
(4.5) can accommodate as its valid solution. We keep this computation for future extensions
of our work.

5 Conclusion

We undergo a comparative analysis of three different holography-based approaches to quan-
tum chaos to understand any probable equivalence between them. The asymptotically Lif-
shitz black hole with arbitrary anisotropy index is chosen to be a fertile gravity background
for our work due to its chaotic features which are already explored in various theoretical
contexts. The methods involved in this work for studying quantum chaos are entangle-
ment wedge reconstruction, out-of-time-ordered correlators and pole-skipping. All of these
approaches are eventually based on the well-known gauge/gravity duality. In the method
of entanglement wedge reconstruction, we construct an extremal hypersurface as a con-
stant time slice, famously called Ryu-Takayanagi surface, that extracts out the butterfly
velocity at late time. The butterfly velocity occurs to have nontrivial dependence on the
anisotropy index of the chosen background. For the unit anisotropy index, it expectantly
reduces to that for the planar AdS black hole. For the derivation of OTOCs, we explicitly
construct the double-sided Kruskal geometry corresponding to the asymptotically Lifshitz
black hole. We introduce a gravitational shockwave backreacting in the Kruskal version of
our background. Subsequently, the functional form of the shockwave assumes an exponen-
tial form which shows that the system is chaotic and this shockwave profile gives rise to the
four-point OTOCs. Such a scenario is somewhat consistent with the previously obtained
scenario for a perturbed two-sided AdS black hole. The butterfly velocity and Lyapunov
exponent obtained from this shockwave profile are exactly similar to those obtained from
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the entanglement wedge method. Finally, in the method of pole-skipping, we again observe
the exact same dependency of butterfly velocity as well as the Lyapunov exponent on the
anisotropy. As a consequence of the exact matching of the salient chaotic features, we claim
that all our chosen methods are equivalent and definitive for the understanding of chaos for
the class of asymptotically Lifshitz black holes at the quantum level.

We demonstrate a further investigation of the eikonal phase shift due to heavy-heavy-
light-light gravitational scattering and computed the Lyapunov exponent, at the classical
level by using the bulk metric both in near-boundary and near-horizon regimes and a
detailed study of the associated null geodesics. This reveals that both of these quantities
appear to be nontrivial functions of the anisotropy index ξ. We further achieve some obvious
restrictions on the possible extrema of the null geodesics where we obtain inconsistent
natures of classical eikonal phase shift and Lyapunov exponent. An interesting outcome
of the presence of arbitrary anisotropy in our case is that the eikonal phase becomes real
or imaginary depending on the near-horizon and near boundary limits of the black hole
and the impact parameter. This may allow one to explore the absorption cross-section
for both elastic and inelastic scattering in terms of the arbitrary anisotropy index of the
asymptotically Lifshitz black hole. We have further verified the eikonal phase by using a
WKB approximation of the solution of the Klein-Gordon equation. We understood that
in the leading order WKB approximation of the scalar solution, the phase we recovered is
the same as that derived from the analysis of the null geodesic equation. It is significant
to note that, the eikonal phase approximation from the derivation of the out-of-time-order
correlators in (3.38) for near-horizon limit assumes an exponential form similar to e(at−bx)

with a ξ-dependent prefactor, a and b being some ξ and β dependent functions. Whereas, for
the classical case, it becomes a hypergeometric function of ξ for the near-boundary regime.
It would be further interesting to explore the possible connection between these two results
which may eventually lead to classical/quantum correspondence in the context of chaos
in Lifshitz black hole. Moreover, it would be rather fascinating to extend such a relation
between the Lyapunov exponents obtained from quantum and classical analyses. Another
intriguing opening is to explicitly evaluate the OTOCs from the systematic construction
of the dual thermofield double states of the finite temperature Lifshitz field theory and
subsequently study different chaotic features on the field theory side. We hope to come
back with some of these ideas in the near future.
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