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We study the pole-skipping phenomenon of the scalar retarded Green’s function in the rotating
BTZ black hole background. In the static case, the pole-skipping points are typically located at
negative imaginary Matsubara frequencies w = — (27T )ni with appropriate values of complex wave
number ¢. But, in a (1 + 1)-dimensional CFT, one can introduce temperatures for left-moving and
right-moving sectors independently. As a result, the pole-skipping points w depend both on left and
right temperatures in the rotating background. In the extreme limit, the pole-skipping does not
occur in general. But in a special case, the pole-skipping does occur even in the extreme limit, and
the pole-skipping points are given by right Matsubara frequencies.

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

The AdS/CFT duality or holography [1-4] is a use-
ful tool to study strongly-coupled systems (see, e.g.,
Refs. [5-9]). Recently, it is found that many finite-
temperature Green’s functions are not unique at “special
points” or “pole-skipping points” in complex momentum
space (w,q), where w is frequency and ¢ is wave num-
ber ]. Such a phenomenon is collectively known as
“pole-skipping.”

The pole-skipping was originally discussed in the con-
text of holographic chaos ﬂ] In this case, the pole-
skipping was observed in the energy density Green’s func-
tion which is extracted from the bulk gravitational sound
mode (see, e.g., Refs. [18-21]). However, it turns out that
various other bulk fields also show this behavior M]
Since then, various aspects of the pole-skipping have been
investigated (see, e.g., Refs. [22-30]).

There is a universality for the pole-skipping points
w. In all examples, pole-skipping points are located
at Matsubara frequencies. Typically, they start from
w = w/(2rT) = —i and continue w, = —in for a
positive integer . On the other hand, the value of
qn depends on the system. For the sound mode, pole-
skipping points start from tv_; = +i. It is argued that
the tw_; = +1¢ pole-skipping point is related to a chaotic
behavior (see Sec. [VI] for more details).

The Green’s function is not unique because the residue
of a pole vanishes at a pole-skipping point. Generically,
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1 For spinors, the pole-skipping points are given by fermionic Mat-
subara frequencies w, = —i(2rT)(n + 1/2) [23].

one would write a Green’s function as

b(w,q)

R _
GHwa) = a(w,q)

(1.1)

At pole-skipping points, a(wn, ¢,) = b(wn,q,) = 0. For
example, consider a scalar field in the BTZ black hole
background ﬂﬂ, @] The first pole-skipping point is lo-
cated at (tv1,q1) = (—i,iv), where v = /1 + m?. Near
the pole-skipping point, the Green’s function behaves as

n 0w+ dq

X s 7 (1.2)
and the Green’s function is not uniquely determined.
Rather, it depends on the slope dq/dw.

In this paper, we consider the rotating BTZ black hole
background which is dual to a (1 4 1)-dimensional con-
formal field theory. We study the pole-skipping of the
minimally-coupled scalar field. The Green’s function is
known in exact analytic form ﬂﬁ, @] The rotating black
hole gives interesting lessons:

1. Unlike the static case, the pole-skipping points w
do not take the simple form.

2. In the extreme limit, the pole-skipping does not
occur in general.

3. However, there is an exceptional case, and the pole-
skipping does occur even in the extreme limit.

For 1, in a (1+1)-dimensional CFT, one can introduce
temperatures for left-moving and right-moving sectors in-
dependently, Tr, and Tr. The pole-skipping points w de-
pend both on T, and Tg. In addition, w also depends on
the conformal dimension Ay = 1+v of the dual boundary
theory operator O. However, in the so-called comoving
coordinate [see Eq. (Z4)], w takes the simple form and
is given by Matsubara frequencies. In holographic chaos,
it is known that Lyapunov exponents depend both on
Ty, and Tr though the studies of the out-of-time-ordered
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correlators (OTOC) and the pole-skipping in the rotating
BTZ background .

For 2, the standard pole-skipping analysis (reviewed
in Sec. [V]) utilizes a power-series expansion around the
horizon r = r4. Namely, one constructs perturbative
solutions via Frobenius’ method:

$(r) = dulr —rs)". (1.3)
n=0

But this method does not work for extreme black holes.
An extreme black hole has a degenerate horizon, and the
perturbation equation has an irregular singularity there.
In order for Frobenius’ method to work, one has to ex-
pand the equation around a regular singularity or a reg-
ular pointﬂ Thus, the pole-skipping is not clear in the
extreme limit.

Because the pole-skipping points are given by w, =
—(27T)ni, one would conclude no nontrivial pole-
skipping (except w = ¢ = 0) by taking the 7" — 0
limit naively. This is not correct from two reasons.
First, the pole-skipping analysis and the extreme limit
do not commute (Sec. [[TI)). Indeed, in this example, even
w = ¢ = 0 is not a pole-skipping point. Second, in a
(1+1)-dimensional CFT, one has both 77, and Tg. Thus,
even in the extreme limit 77, — 0, the temperature de-
pendence remains in the Green’s function, and there is a
possibility of the extreme pole-skipping.

For the BTZ black hole, analytic Green’s function is
known both for nonextreme case and for the extreme
case, so one can study the pole-skipping in the extreme
limit, and there is no pole-skipping in general (Point
2). However, there is an exceptional case, and the pole-
skipping does occur even in the extreme limit (Point 3).
This occurs when v = 1, and the pole-skipping points w
are given by right Matsubara frequencies.

The reason of these phenomena is simple. In this exam-
ple, the pole-skipping occurs when left poles (zeros) coin-
cide with right zeros (poles). The pole-skipping never oc-
curs in each sector alone. Thus, the pole-skipping points
in general depend on 77, and Txr. In the extreme limit
Ty, — 0, the left contribution gives only a power-law be-
havior (w — ¢)” in the Green’s function (with possible
log terms when there is matter conformal anomaly), and
there is no nontrivial poles nor zeros. Thus, there is no
pole-skipping in general. Note that the power-law is the
expected behavior for a CFT, but the full Green’s func-
tion still has nontrivial poles and zeros from the right
sector. The reason of the exceptional case is also sim-
ple. The power-law (w — ¢)” becomes a simple zero when
v =1, and the pole-skipping occurs with right poles.

To summarize, the pole-skipping seems a finite-
temperature phenomenon, and it does not occur at zero

2 More precisely, Frobenius’ method may give a solution even
around the degenerate horizon but does not give 2 solutions.
Also, the solution typically has zero radius of convergence.

temperature in general. But, in the extreme limit, one
still has the nonvanishing right temperature Tr, so the
pole-skipping is possible.

II. ROTATING BTZ BLACK HOLE

The rotating BTZ black hole is given by

dr? — \?
ds? = —Fdt* + % +7? (d:z: — TJFg dt) . (2.1a)
r
2 23(p2 _ 2
po o) o) (2.1b)

r2

For simplicity, we set the AdS radius L = 1. We call this
coordinates the “BTZ coordinates.” For the BTZ black
hole, x is actually an angular coordinate and is compact
r &~ x+ 2w, but we regard x as a noncompact coordinate.
The temperature T, mass M, angular momentum .J, and
angular momentum potential 2 are given by

2 2
r, —r-
Py A

M:ri—i—r%,
T+

(2.2a)

0="=,

(2.2b)
T+

J=2ryr_ |
(We set 8G =1 following the standard convention.)
Two-dimensional CFT has two independent modes,
left-movers and right-movers, and one can introduce tem-
peratures for each sectors:

21T

2nTy, = TTag=-"+" "> (2.3a)
21TR = % =ry+r_, (2.3b)
2 1 1
7= T_L T_R , (2.3¢)
Tr =T
Q= ﬁ . (2.3d)

Following the standard convention, we choose T;, — 0 in
the extreme limit.

In the rotating BTZ black hole, the comoving coordi-
nate is often used: it is given by

, r_
r=x——t,

(2.4)
T+

and the metric becomes
dr? O 2
ds* = —Fdt® + — + 12 (—%dt + da:’) .
F re T
(2.5)
This coordinate comoves with the outer horizon so that
the metric is diagonal at the horizon. We consider the

perturbation of the form e~ ™!+ in the BTZ coordi-
nates. In the comoving coordinate,
(2.6)

T_—
Ww=w-—q, ¢=q.
"



Since the comoving metric asymptotically behaves as

ds? =% r2[—dt? + (Qdt + dz')?] (2.7)
it represents the rotating boundary metric. On the other
hand, in the BTZ coordinates (Z]), the metric asymp-
totically behaves as
ds? =% r?[—dt* 4 dz?] (2.8)

so it represents the nonrotating boundary metric.

In the pole-skipping analysis, it is convenient to use the
incoming Eddington-Finkelstein (EF) coordinates. In the
rotating case,

d
dry == FT , (2.9a)
L ~ rT4T—
dv:=dt+dr., dT:=dz+ oy dr , (2.9b)

and the metric becomes

2
ds? = — Fdv® + 2dvdr + 12 (d:i: S dv) . (2.10a)
T
=—{r- (7‘_2Ir +72)}dv® 4 2dv (dr — r—_dfc)
T+
+r2di? . (2.10b)

Let us focus on the asymptotic behavior. We consider
the asymptotically AdS background

d 2
ds® ~ —r?dt? + Lz +rida? | (2.11a)
r

1
= — (=dt* + du® + da?®)
u

(2.11b)
where u := 1/r. We consider the minimally-coupled
scalar field ¢ in the background and consider the per-
turbation of the form ¢(u)e™ %%  The perturbation
behaves as

¢~ Aut- + Butt | (u—0), (2.12a)
Ay=1+v, (2.12b)
vi=+v14+m?. (2.12¢)

According to the standard AdS/CFT dictionary, the slow
falloff A represents the source of the boundary operator
O, and the fast falloff B represents the response to O:

(O)=2wB . (2.13)

Then, the retarded Green’s function G is given by

5(0) B
oA T g

This is for the standard quantization @], and O has
conformal dimension A;. In the alternative quantiza-
tion, the role of A and B is exchanged. We assume O
has a positive conformal dimension.

When v = Z, the asymptotic behavior and the
AdS/CFT dictionary are modified. See Appendix

GR = (2.14)

IIT. SCALAR GREEN’S FUNCTION AND
POLE-SKIPPING

In this section, we assume v # Z. The v = Z case is
discussed separately in next section. In Appendix [B3]
the scalar field equation (VZ — m?)¢ = 0 is solved in
the rotating BTZ background, and the retarded Green’s
function is obtained:

GR = — w(4n° T TR)"
L(—v)T(a+v)T(b+v)

7 1
where

_c i(1+9Q) AL w—q
ST T WO iy, (%)

e i(1-9Q) AL wHg
b=5 L WrO=—5 —ipme. (32
c=1-v. (3.2¢)

A. Poles

Because v # Z, the first Gamma functions in the de-
nominator and in the numerator do not diverge. There
are 2 types of polesﬁ:

A _
left poles: a +v = TJF - i:wTj =-nt ., (3.3a)
A
right poles: b+ v = 7+ - i:w—;z =-nk, (3.3b)
(nf,nl, =0,1,---) or
wr = +q —i(27TL) (A 4+ 2nh) | (3.4a)
wr = —q — i(27TR) (A4 + 2nk,) . (3.4b)

For fixed real ¢, the poles are evenly-spaced and lie paral-
lel to the negative imaginary axis in the complex w-plane.
As one decreases Ty, left poles get closer to one another.
In the extreme limit 77, — 0, the left poles accumulate
to w = gq.

B. Zeros

Similarly, there are 2 types of zeros:

A —
left zeros: a = - = ZZW—TZ =-ni, (3.5a)
A_
right zeros: b = - = i:w—;z =-ng, (3.5b)

3 Gamma functions from the left-movers are called left Gamma
functions and poles from the left Gamma functions are called
left poles.



(nj,n%=0,1,---) or

wy, = +q—i(27TL) (A +2n3) ,
wrp=—q—i(27TR)(A_ +2n%) .

Again there are an infinite number of zeros.

C. Pole-skip

I'(a) and T'(a + v) do not diverge simultaneously. Sim-
ilarly, T'(b) and T'(b + v) do not diverge simultaneously.
Thus, the remaining possibilities are

left poles & right zeros:

iw=21Tg <A7 + n%) + 27Ty, (% + nﬁ) , (3.7a)
iq = 2T (% + n%) — 27Ty, (% + n’i) ., (3.7b)
right poles & left zeros:

iw = 21TR <% + n%) + 27Ty, <AT +n7 ), (3.7¢)

A A

In the static background, pole-skipping points w have a
simple form and are given by Matsubara frequencies, but
it is no longer the case in the stationary case. The Green’s
function consists of two ratios of Gamma functions; one
comes from the left-movers and the other comes from
right-movers. The pole-skipping occurs when left poles
(zeros) coincide with right zeros (poles). Thus, unlike
the static case, the pole-skipping points in general de-
pend both on left-temperature T, and right-temperature
Tgr. Also, note that pole-skipping points depend on the
conformal dimensions A4 as well.

When T}, = Tg, the Ai-dependences disappear from
w, and one gets static BTZ results. The former gives

iv=1+n} +n%, (3.8a)
iqg=—(v+nh —nfg), (3.8b)
while the latter gives
iv=1+nk, +nf , (3.8¢)
iqg=v-+nh—nj . (3.8d)
The above result uses the BTZ coordinates. In the

comoving coordinates 24), v’ = w — Q¢ ,¢' = ¢, and
pole-skipping points [B.7) are given by Matsubara fre-
quencies:

iv=1+nl +nf,
iv=1+nY +nj ,

(3.9a)
(3.9b)

The location of (iq) is the same as the BTZ coordinate

results (B7).

In the comoving coordinates, pole-skipping points take
the universal form which is intriguing. However, one
needs to be careful. First of all, as is well-known, in the
bulk (2 + 1)-dimensions, one can obtain a rotating black
hole from a static black hole by a coordinate transfor-
mation. They are the same locally. What distinguishes
them is the presence of the global boundary condition
r ~ x+ 27w So, the metric in the BTZ coordinates with
x &~ x 4 27 is physically inequivalent from the one in the
comoving coordinates with ' ~ z’ + 27. In this sense,
the BTZ coordinates are preferred. In the pole-skipping
analysis, one does not really impose the boundary con-
dition and regard x as a noncompact coordinate, but we
should keep in mind this special character of the BTZ
coordinates.

From the boundary point of view, the BTZ coordinates
correspond to the nonrotating frame whereas the comov-
ing coordinates correspond to the rotating frame. So, it
is natural to prefer the BTZ coordinates.

D. Zero-temperature limit

In the extreme limit r— — r4 or T — 0 limit, the
arguments of left Gamma functions become all large, and
Eq. 3I) reduces to

oo AT (<55
(3.10a)

A w+g

= —3 .

2 47TTR
where we used the asymptotic formula of the Gamma
function

[(z) = V2me 227712

for |argz| < m. One can obtain the result directly by
solving the field equation in the extreme background (Ap-
pendix [B4). The left contribution has no poles nor zeros
but has the branch point w = q.

The Green’s function has poles and zeros, but they
never coincide. Thus, there is no pole-skipping in the ex-
treme limit. The T' # 0 Green’s function consists of two
ratios of Gamma functions, and each ratio gives an infi-
nite number of poles and zeros. The pole-skipping occurs
when left poles (zeros) coincide with right zeros (poles).
But in the extreme limit, the left Gamma function ratio
partly cancels each other and leaves only the power-law
behavior in (w — gq).

Note that the pole-skipping analysis and the extreme
limit do not commute. Namely,

(3.10b)

(|z| = o) (3.11)

e One should not take the extreme limit of nonex-
treme results (7). This gives nontrivial results,
but they are not correct.

e The correct procedure is first to take the extreme
limit of the Green’s function. Then, carry out the
pole-skipping analysis.



Further taking the Tr — 0 limit,

G _2VF1£(_1/§) <%2)U :

(3.12)

where k? := —w? 4 ¢°. The result agrees with the pure
AdSs result (Appendix BT and B2, The Green’s func-
tion has no pole nor zero but has the branch points at
w = £q. Because G (k) o< k2", the Fourier transforma-
tion

GR(z) = / (;’;2 ¢F T GR () (3.13)

implies

GP(z) o (=t + 2%) 72+ | (3.14)
which is the expected behavior for the Green’s function

of O with the conformal dimension A .

IV. INTEGER v AND EXTREME
POLE-SKIPPING

So far we assume noninteger v, and there is no pole-
skipping in the extreme limit. The analysis of integer
v case is more involved, but it is worthwhile to investi-
gate because the pole-skipping occurs even in the extreme
limit.

The conformal dimension of a scalar operator is pos-
itive in a unitary CFT5, so we consider the standard
quantization. The Green’s function part of which is rel-
evant to the pole-skipping is given by

2 T(a+v)T(b+v)

L(v)? T(a)  T(b)
x[pla+v)+yb+v), (=27,

(Appendix [C]) where () is a digamma function and

GF =(—)"(4n°TTr)"

(4.1)

A w—q
= — — 4.2
2 dnly (4.22)
A w+gq
= — — 4.2b
2 '4nTg (4.2b)
A. Poles

The arguments of Gamma functions now differ by an
integer,

FNa+v)=(a+v—1)x---xaxl(a), (4.3)

v factors

4 There is a slight complication in the form of the AdS3 Green’s
function, but it is not relevant to the pole-skipping. See Ap-
pendix [B2

so the ratios of Gamma functions give only zeros. The
digamma functions give poles:

left poles: a +v = —nf | (4.4a)
right poles: b+ v = —nl, , (4.4Db)
(nf,nl=0,1,---).
B. Zeros
From the Gamma functions,
left zeros: a = —m7 , (4.5a)
right zeros: b = —m% , (4.5b)

(m7,m% =0,1,---,v —1). Unlike the noninteger case,
there are only finite number of zeros from Gamma func-
tions.

In addition, there are zeros when i (a+v)+¢(b+v) =
0, but the Gamma functions give only zeros, so there is
no pole-skip from these zeros.

C. Pole-skip

The pole-skipping points are
left poles & right zeros:

A_ A
w = 27TTR (T + m%) + 27TTL (TJF + nﬁ) N (46&)

right poles & left zeros:

iq =27mTg (— +m7 ) Ty, (% + n’z) , (4.6b)
; (

iw=27TR <A— + nR> + 27Ty, AT + mi) , (4.6¢)
iq = 27TTR (ﬁ +7’LI;%> — 27TTL (A_ +mi) 5 (46d)

When T}, = Tg, the former gives

iw=1+n] +mph=:1+n,

i = —(v+nl —mi) = —(v+n—2mj) ,

(4.7a)

[m7,m% =0,1,--- ,min(n,v — 1)] while the latter gives

iw=1+nk+mj :=1+n,
iq:u—i—n%

(4.7b)
(4.7¢)

—mi =v+n-—2mj .

The pole-skipping formula (6] itself is the same as
the noninteger case (3.7]). The difference is that (n},n%)
in the noninteger case have no upper bound whereas
(m3,m%) have upper bounds. Consequently, when n >
v — 1, some pole-skipping points in noninteger case are
“absent” in the integer case. These points are called
“anomalous points” fﬁﬂ As an example, consider the



static case. When A} =2 (v = 1), for the second set of
pole-skipping,
=1, igq=v=1, (4.8a)
=2, igq=v+1=2, (4.8b)

At ito,, = n, there are typically n pole-skipping points
for each set, but (itv,iq) = (2,0) is an anomalous point
and is not included?.

D. Zero-temperature limit

In the extreme limit Tp, — 0, using Eq. (311 and the
asymptotic formula of the digamma function

P(z) = lnz, (z— o) (4.9)
for |arg z| < m, one obtains
2 T(b+v) (w—q\”
R VW (2rT»)Y
6" SO T gy ()
x lnw;q—l—w(b—i—l/)] : (4.10a)
AL wHtg
b= i (4.10D)

One can obtain the result directly by solving the field

equation in the extreme background (Appendix [C]). The

branch point at w = ¢ is replaced by a zero of degree v.
The Green’s function has poles at

left (log): w=¢, (4.11a)
right (simple pole): b+ v = —nl, | (4.11Db)
(nf, =0,1,---) and has zeros at
left (zero of order v): w = q (4.12a)
right (simple zero): b = —m5 , (4.12b)
(m% =0,1,--- ,v—1). In addition, there are zeros when

[--] in Eq. (@I0al) vanishes.

For a generic v, the pole-skipping does not occur be-
cause simple poles and simple zeros remain only in the
right-moving sector. However, there is an interesting ex-
ception. When v =1 or Ay = 2, the left zero becomes
a simple zero, and it can coincide with the right pole, so
the pole-skipping occurs:

right pole & left zero: iw = iq = 27Tr(1 + nly) .
(4.13)

5 Whether one should include an anomalous point as a pole-
skipping point or not depends on how one approaches the pole-
skipping point m} But for simplicity, we consider the pole-
skipping in a narrow sense and consider the pole-skipping form
such as Eq. (I2). Namely, we consider the slope dependence of
the form dq/dw.

The pole-skipping points are given by right Matsubara
frequencied.
In this case, the Green’s function is given by

2 9 _
GR:qu 1n“iq+¢(b+1) . w=1),

(4.14a)

b— —z':’;z . (4.14D)

Near the pole-skipping point, ¢(b+ 1) = ¢(—nl; + 6b) ~
—1/db, so the Green’s function indeed has the slope-
dependence:

ow — dq
dw+dq
Going back to Eq. ([{I0al), further taking the T — 0

limit,
GR o 2 -k Vlnk:2
()2 \ 4 '

The result agrees with the pure AdSs; result (Ap-
pendix [C).

GE ~ —(27TR)*2(nY; + 1)

(4.15)

(4.16)

E. BF bound case

For completeness, let us discuss the v = 0 case where
the Breitenlohner-Freedman (BF) bound [41] is satu-
rated. In this case, the pole-skipping in the conventional
sense does not occur even at finite temperatures. The
Green’s function is given by

1 1
G = Sv(a) + 5u(b) . (v=0). (4.17)
Taking the extreme limit T, — 0 gives
1 — 1
GE o -4 —yp). (4.18)
2 1 2
Further taking the T — 0 limit gives
1
GF - I k. (4.19)
The result agrees with the pure AdSs result (Ap-
pendix [C).
Unlike the other cases, the v = 0 Green’s function

(ETI1) has no pole-skipping. It has poles at

(4.20a)
(4.20D)

left poles: a = —n? |

p L
right poles: b = —nl, |

(nh,nl, =0,1,---).

(a) +(b) = 0.

In addition, there are zeros when

6 In order to derive the Green’s function ({@I0a), we use the for-
mula (CI6). The formula is actually not valid right at the pole-
skipping points, but this is not really a problem because our
real interest is the Green’s function such as Eq. (£I5) which is
slightly away from the pole-skipping points.



V. POWER-SERIES EXPANSION METHOD

For the BTZ black hole, the exact Green’s function
is known so that one can study the pole-skipping di-
rectly, but it is instructive to look at power-series expan-
sion method ﬂmm] We use the incoming Eddington-
Finkelstein (EF) coordinates (2.90)).

A. Static case

First, we briefly review the method in static nonex-
treme backgrounds. For simplicity, we set the horizon
radius 4 = 1 in this subsection. Typically, the pertur-
bation equation takes the form

0=¢"+P(r)¢ +Q(r)¢ .

At nonzero temperature, the horizon » = 1 is a regular
singularity, and P and ) are expanded as

(5.1a)

P
P:r_11+P0+P1(r—1)+---, (5.1b)
_ Qa
Q—r_1+Q0+Q1(T—1)+-"7 (5.1c)
in the EF coordinates.
The solution can be written as a power series:
(5.2)

B(r) = o (r—1)".
n=0

Substituting this into the field equation, one obtains the
indicial equation at the lowest order:
AM=0, X=1—-P . (5.3)
The A1 (A2)-mode represents the incoming (outgoing)
mode, and we choose the incoming mode A\; = 0.
The coefficient ¢,, is obtained by a recursion relation.
At the next order,

0=Q-190+ P-1¢1 .

Normally, this equation determines ¢, from ¢ and gives
a unique regular solution. However, when P_y = Q_; =
0, both ¢y and ¢, are free parameters. So, two regular in-
dependent solutions are possible. Typically, P_; = 1—1w
for static nonextreme black holes and Q1 = Q_1 (1, ¢?).
So, this happens at itv = 1 with an appropriate value of
q%. This is the first pole-skipping point.

Because P.1 = @Q_1 = 0 at the first pole-skipping
point, The horizon r = 1 changes from a regular singu-
larity to a regular point there. Ref. [12] uses this criterion
to find (ml,ql).

We consider the first pole-skipping point below, but
let us briefly discuss higher pole-skipping points for com-
pleteness. When itv = n, the As-mode is also a Taylor
series naively. But A; and Ao differ by an integer. In
such a case, the smaller root actually fails to produce the

(5.4)

independent solution since the recursion relation breaks
down at some ¢,. Instead, the second solution would
contain a In(r — 1) term and is not regular at r = 1.

However, this log term disappears for special values of
q. Therefore, one has two regular solutions at itv,, = n
with appropriate q,. Incidentally, the first pole-skipping
point does not have the problem. The horizon becomes
a regular point, so two solutions must be regular.

In order to obtain (w,,,q,) systematically, write the
perturbation equation in a matrix form ]:

0=Mo¢ (5.5a)
My Mz O 0 - ®o
= | My1y Moy Msz 0 o1 | . (5.5b)
Here,
Mij = aijim + biij + Cij - (56)

In particular, My, 41 =n(n—1+P_1) = n(n—i). The
matrix M is obtained by keeping the first n rows and
n columns of M. The pole-skipping points at ito,, = n
are obtained from

det M™ (1,,,q,) =0 . (5.7)
This is a degree-(2n) polynomial in g since M;; contains
q. Thus, typically there are (2n)-solutions of q and (2n)
pole-skipping points at ito = n.

B. Rotating BTZ

Now consider the rotating BTZ background. In the
static case, one typically has P_; = 1 — ito, so the first
pole-skipping point is given by tv; = 1 and hence the
universality for ito;. However, for the rotating BTZ case,
this universality does not hold. Using the tortoise coor-
dinate (2.9D)), one obtains

Pi=1—-iv+1:Qq. (5.8)
First, P_1 # 1 —iw and P_; is g-dependent. This ex-
plains whey to; does not take the simple form in the
rotating background. This is related to the form of the
incoming and the outgoing modes in the rotating back-
ground (Appendix [B3).

Second, in the extreme limit, P_; actually diverges,
so the limit is subtle. For example, taking into account
@Q_1 = 0, one obtains

n = 5(rs +r )1 F0) + 5l —r)(1£0)
=ryFr_v, (5.9a)

i = 5 )1 F V) — Sl —r )1 £0)
=r_Friv. (5.9b)



This agrees with the exact Green’s function result ([B.7).
If one takes the extreme limit naively, one would get a
nontrivial limit, but this should not be trusted. In the
extreme limit, the horizon becomes degenerate, and the
perturbation equation actually has an irregular singular-
ity, so one cannot use the Frobenius’ method.

Recall the criterion that the horizon becomes a regular
point at the first pole-skipping point. For nonextreme
black holes, one has 2 singular terms P_; = P_;(iv,q)
and Q-1 = Q_1(w,q). By choosing to and q appropri-
ately, P_1 and (Q_; can vanish in general so that the
regular singularity becomes a regular point. This fails
for extreme black holes, where one generally has more
singular terms (P_2, P_1,Q_2, and Q_; for the extreme
BTZ black hole). In general, one cannot eliminate all
terms just by choosing w and q.

However, there is an exception. For the extreme BTZ
black hole,

i(q —w) i(q+w+4diry)

P = - . 1
2(r —ry)? 2rp(r—ry) » (5:102)
0= —¢* —iry(w+q)+r3(1—1v?)
B 4r3(r—ry)?
21 2(1 -2
q(q+ ZT+) +T+( v ) (510}))

4r3 (r—ry)

By choosing w = q = —i(27Tg) = —2ir, and v? = 1,
the irregular singularity at » = r; becomes a regular
point. So, two regular independent solutions are possible
even for the extreme black hole, and the extreme pole-
skipping can occur. This result agrees with the analysis
in previous sections. The power-series expansion method
does not work for extreme black holes, but one can find
the first pole-skipping point in this way.

VI. RELATION TO PREVIOUS WORKS

We studied the scalar Green’s function in the rotat-
ing BTZ background. Unlike the static case, the pole-
skipping points w depend both on 77, and Tx. This has
been discussed previously in the context of holographic
chaos [35-139).

In holographic chaos, one is often interested in out-
of-time-ordered correlators (OTOC) and computes the
Lyapunov exponent A; and the butterfly velocity vp.
According to ﬂﬁ], these quantities can be extracted from
the retarded Green’s function through the pole-skipping:
this was the original motivation of the pole-skipping. In
this case, one considers the gravitational sound mode (or
the energy-density Green’s function.) The scalar field as
well as the other bulk fields have pole-skipping points
in the lower-half w-plane. But the gravitational sound
mode has a pole-skipping point in the upper-half w-plane:
w_1 = +i(27T). The quantities A\;, and vp can be ex-

tracted by

Ar

Ww_1 = i/\L 5 q—1 = (61)

UB
See, e.g., Refs. [42-145) for discussion of the chaotic pole-
skipping from field theory point of view.

Refs. | consider the rotating BTZ background
and find that Ay depends both on 77 and Tgr. This
implies the corresponding pole-skipping points depend
both on T, and Tg. Ref. @] also points out that A\p, =
27T in the comoving coordinates. What we find is that
the other pole-skipping points (pole-skipping points in
the lower-half w-plane) also depend on both temperatures
and depend on A, as well.

In the extreme limit, the pole-skipping does not oc-
cur in general, but it does not mean that the pole-
skipping never occurs. Indeed, the pole-skipping occurs
when Ay = 2. In this case, the pole-skipping points
are given by right Matsubara frequencies. We found this
phenomenon in the scalar Green’s function, but probably
this is a generic property of CETs. Various other Green’s
functions may also exhibit this phenomenon in principle.
In CFTjy, the energy-momentum tensor also has Ay = 2,
so one probably has an analogous phenomenon there.
For example, Ref. [3d] studies the OTOC in the extreme
BTZ and finds that Ay, depends on Tx (in our conven-
tion). This is probably an analogous phenomenon in the
energy-density Green’s function.

In holographic chaos, OTOC grows exponentially.
However, Ref. [15] points out that OTOC shows a power-
law behavior at low temperatures in CFT5,. This is called
“slow scrambling,” and Ref. ] studies it from the bulk
point of view. It is not known if the pole-skipping has
any implications on the slow-scrambling. Our Green’s
functions show a power-law behavior, i.e.,

GR(k) x k2, GB(z) occz™ 28+ . (6.2)
Of course, this comes from conformal invariance, but the
power-law may be related to the power-law in the slow
scrambling.
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Appendix A: Preliminaries

1. Tortoise coordinate

It is worthwhile to recall some basic facts about the
tortoise coordinate. Let us consider the following metric:



2 o, dr? 2 722
ds* = —Fdt +?+’I‘ dz (Ala)
=F(—dt* +dr})+--- , (A1b)
d
dr, = Fr . (Alc)

For simplicity, we set the horizon radius ry = 1. The
tortoise coordinate behaves as r, — —oo as r — 1.
For a nondegenerate horizon,

/ dr
Ty ~

r—1
However, for a degenerate horizon or an extreme black
hole,

/ dr —1 1 1
Ty ™~ _—~ — 57— ~ ——
(r—=12 r-1 Ty

~In(r—1)—=r—1~e¢e"™ . (A2)

(A3)

We impose the incoming-wave boundary condition on
the horizon. In the tortoise coordinate, the incoming-
wave behaves as e~ @te== In the BTZ coordinate, it
behaves as

—inr (r —1)~% | (nonextreme)
¢ x { e (=1 " (extreme) (A4)
In Appendix [B] we use the coordinate z defined by
2 2
ry —r?
= e —1—2z~7r—1, (nonextreme)
(Aba)
r%r 1
2= e = e (extreme)  (AbD)
Accordingly,
iar (1 —2)"" | (nonextreme)
c > { er* | (extreme) (A6)

2. Power-law tail

In the extreme limit, we find the power-law behavior
in k. This is natural from the CFT point of view. From
the bulk point of view, this behavior, the existence of a
branch cut in the complex w-plane, is known as “power-
law tail” [47].

The existence of a cut depends on the form of the ef-
fective potential in the tortoise coordinate. Let us con-
sider a massive scalar field. By redefining ¢ appropriately
¢ =: Gy, the field equation reduces to the Schrodinger
form:

0=w’o+¢"—Vp, (A7)

where ’ := 0,. For the metric (A) in the bulk 4-
dimensions, the effective potential V' becomes

V—F(mQ—i—FT/) : (A8)

What is important is the overall factor F'.
Consider the potential near the horizon. For a nonde-
generate horizon,
Vxr—1loce™, (r—1), (A9)
so the potential decays exponentially. On the other hand,
for a degenerate horizon or an extreme black hole,

1
Vo (r—12o =,

2

(r—1), (A10)

so the potential only decay as a power law. The cut
is a general feature if V' tends to zero slower than an
exponential, so a cut should exist for extreme black holes
from the near-horizon behavior.

The power-law tail is however not restricted to extreme
black holes. Rather, it is often discussed for asymptotic
flat nonextreme black holes. For nonextreme black holes,
V decays exponentially near the horizon, but V' can decay
as a power-law asymptotically. For the Schwarzschild
black hole, F =1 — 7!, so r ~ r, asymptotically. The
potential then behaves as

2 m2

m
Vem?——~m?— ,
T Ty

(r —o0) . (A11)

For AdS black holes, the effective potential diverges
asymptotically, so a cut does not come from the asymp-
totic behavior and comes only from the near-horizon be-
havior.

Finally, the effective potential of a rotating black hole
is very similar. If the metric takes the form

d 2
ds? = —Fdi* + S +12(de + Ndt)* , (A1)

the difference is just w? — (w+¢N®)? in the Schrodinger
problem, where N7 is the shift function.

Appendix B: Scalar Green’s functions (noninteger v)

We derive the retarded Green’s functions for a scalar
field in the following background:

e pure AdS3

e (nonextreme) BTZ black holes

e (extreme) BTZ black holes
The Green’s functions for the first two backgrounds were
originally derived in Refs. ﬂﬁ, @] and were reproduced in
many literature, but we rederive them for completeness.

We assume v # Z in this appendix. The v = Z case is
discussed separately in Appendix



1. Pure AdS;

When ry = r_ =0, the BTZ black hole reduces to the
pure AdSs if  is noncompact and the “zero-mass” black
hole if = is compact. We consider the perturbation of
the form ¢(u)e™*+% where u := 1/r. We first assume
w >0 and k? = —w? + ¢2 is timelike, k2 < 0. The scalar
field equation (V2 —m?)¢ = 0 becomes

2
0=~ 20+ (- )0,

" (B1)

where p := v/—k% = \/w? — ¢2 and v := /1 + m2.
Defining z := pu and setting ¢ = z f, the field equation
reduces to

v

0:63f+§8zf+(1——2>f7 (B2)

22

and the solutions are given by Bessel functions. The
differential equation has a regular singularity at z = 0
and an irregular singularity at z = oco. It is convenient
to use the Hankel functions H. ,51’2)
plane-wave form:

because they take the

[ 2 . .
H£1’2)(Z) ~ _eizzq:m(2u+l)/4 ’ (Z N OO) , (B3)
w4

for |argz| < m. The pure AdSs is not a black hole, but
it has the “Poincare horizon” at z — oo and one im-
poses the incoming-wave boundary condition there; the
boundary condition picks up the solution

foc HD (pu) . (B4)
Then, the solution takes the form of the incoming-wave:
¢€7iwt _ Hl(ll)efiwt -~ efithripu )

(B5)

The Hankel functions have the following expansion:

i .
H(L?) :Sijﬁ(J_U _eFT™IY . (w£Z)  (B6a)
+1 1 AN

“sinvr [_F(l—y) (5) +

+ ejFWﬁ (%)U T ] . (B6b)
The Green’s function is then given by
GR = —2V€‘””M (_—k2>y . (B7)
L'(v) 4

When v = Z, the definition of the Hankel function (BGal)
is ill-defined and should be replaced by Eq. (C8al).
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2. A remark

It is customary to write the AdS; Green’s function
using the function sgn(w). See Ref. [34] for the details.

So far we assume w > 0 and k2 < 0. In this case, H,El)
is the incoming-wave. But when w < 0 and k? < 0, one
chooses Hl(,2) as the incoming-wave. Then, the Green’s
function is given by

—v —k2\"
GR _ _2ye—iﬂusgn(w)%y>) (Tk) , (k2 < 0) )
(B8)

When k2 > 0, one chooses the regularity condition at the
horizon, and the Green’s function becomes

—v) [k2\"
Fr((y)) (%) , (K2 >0). (B9)

Gt = —2v

We obtain the Green’s functions for integer v in Ap-
pendix [C but there is a similar complication. Also, for
the extreme BTZ black hole, the issue of the incoming-
wave does not arise, but there is a similar complication.

The Green’s function using the sgn function is useful
(e.g., to extract the real and imaginary parts), but it
is most suitable for real w and ¢. Also, the function is
not really relevant to the pole-skipping. To avoid the
complication, we write the AdS3 Green’s function as

I'(—v) k_2 v
(v) \ 4 ’
both for k% > 0 and for k> < 0. Then, Eq. (BS) is
obtained as follows:

GF=—2

(B10)

e Replace
B e (B11)
i i
e and take
argw:,tq‘<ﬂ'. (B12)

For real w and ¢, one can show that Eq. (BI0) reduces
to Eq. (BY).

One can understand the above procedure starting from
the finite-temperature Green’s function. The above rules
come from taking the zero-temperature limit. In particu-
lar, Eq. (BI2) comes from the asymptotic formula of the
Gamma function (BII)).

At finite temperatures, there are lines of poles par-
allel to the negative imaginary axis for real q. In the
zero-temperature limit, the lines of poles are replaced by
branch cuts from w = +q. Eq. (BI2) implies —im/2 <
arg (w =+ ¢) < 3im/2, so one can avoid the branch cuts.



3. Rotating BTZ

Ref. [34] obtains the scalar Green’s function for the
nonextreme BTZ black hole in an elegant manner, but
we derive it using a brute-force method.

For the nonextreme BTZ black hole, we use the radial
coordinate z:

2= & . (B13)

The asymptotic infinity is located at z = 0 and the outer
horizon is located at z = 1. The scalar field equation
then becomes

B (w—9Q9)% — (Qw —q)h B m2h
0= |h0:(hd:) + (4nT)%z 422 ¢
(Bl4a)
h=1-z. (B14b)

Asymptotically z — 0, the field equation behaves as

2 -1
0~ 82— —=
S¢ 1.2

¢, (B15)

so the solution behaves as ¢ ~ 22+ /2, where Ay = 1+v.
Near the horizon z — 1, the field equation behaves as

0 ~ hd.(hd.¢) + \2¢ , (B16a)
w — Qq
A= B16b
T ( )
so the near-horizon solution is
¢~ (1 —2)F*, (B17)

The incoming-wave is ¢ ~ (1 — z)~**. In the static back-
ground, A = w/(47T), which is a familiar result. But in
the rotating background, this does not hold in general,
and the exponent A is g-dependent as well. Also, one can
use the comoving coordinates (24]) where the incoming-
wave takes the same form as the static case.

Taking into account these behaviors, set the ansatz

¢ =221 = 2) 7 (2) .

Then, the field equation becomes the hypergeometric dif-
ferential equation:

(B18)

0=2(1-2)0f +{c—(1+a+b)z}0.f —abf , (B19)

where
c i(1+9Q) AL w—gq
— _g == B2
0= 3T T WO = iy (B2
_c i(1-9) A wHg
b 5 T (w+4q) 5 147TTR ,  (B20b)
c=1-v. (B20c)
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Note a + b = ¢ — 2iA. The differential equation has 3
regular singularities at z = 0,1, and oco. The solutions
are given by hypergeometric functions.

Asymptotically z — 0, the independent solutions are

2F1(Cl,,b,C;Z) ~1 )

AR (l+a—c,1+b—c,2—c2)~ 2" .
Combined with the ansatz (BIf)), the former gives the
slow falloff (source) and the latter gives the fast falloff
(response). The hypergeometric function o F(a, b, ¢; 2) is
ill-defined when ¢ is a nonpositive integer which corre-

sponds to v =1,2,---. We assume v # Z.
Near the horizon z — 1, the independent solutions are

oF(a,b,1+a+b—c1—2),

(1—2)" %R (c—ac—bl+c—a—Db1l—2z).
The former gives the incoming-wave whereas the latter
gives the outgoing wave. We impose the incoming-wave

boundary condition. In order to extract the asymptotic
behavior, it is convenient to use the formula:

P (a+B-79)

X (1_Z)V_Q_B2Fl(7_aa’y_ﬁvl"i_’y_a_ﬁ;l_Z)
+ F(W)P(W_a_B)QFl(a,B,l—i—a—i—B—v;l—z) .

I'(y—a)l(y = 5)
Then, the incoming wave is written as

oFi(a,b,a+b+v;1 —2) xoFi(a,b,1 —v;2)
I'(-=v)T(a+v)T(b+v)

L(v) T(a)  T(b)
x zVaFi(a+v,b+v,v+1;2) . (B22)
When a solution behaves as
¢~ Ar~8= 4 Broo+ (B23)
the retarded Green’s function G is given by
B
GR = —(2v)= . (B24)
A
But note that we use the coordinate z which behaves as
2 _ .2
e T ) (B25)
z

Accordingly, the falloffs A and B should be extracted
from

. A_J2 . Ay /2
e e R =) IR Y
(B26)

Then, the Green’s function is given by

I'(—v)T(a+v)T(b+v)
I() T(a)  T(b)

GF = —2v(4n*TLTR)"
(B27)



4. Extreme BTZ

In the extreme limit, one cannot use the radial coordi-
nate (BI3). Instead we use the radial coordinate

2
pi= (B28)

2 _
T T+

The asymptotic infinity is located at z = 0 and the hori-
zon is located at z = oco.
Further introducing

i(w—q)

= T Ty

z=—=2i\z, (B29)
the scalar field equation reduces to the Whittaker differ-

ential equation:

0=0%¢+ (—i + g — ('//2)272_1/4) . (B30a)
(w4 q)
K= “InTn (B30b)

The differential equation has a regular singularity at ¢ =
0 and an irregular singularity at the degenerate horizon
¢ — o00. So, one cannot use the power-series method in

Sec. V1
Asymptotically ¢ — 0, the field equation behaves as

2 -1

2
0~ 0800 —

¢, (B31)
so the solution behaves as ¢ ~ (A+ /2.

Near the horizon ( — —ioo, the field equation behaves
as

0~ ¢ — iqﬁ , (B32)
so the near-horizon solution is
¢~ et/2 TNz (B33)
The incoming-wave is
b ~e 2 e (B34)

The form of the incoming-wave is different from the
nonextreme case. This is because the tortoise coordi-
nate r, takes a different form in the extreme case (Ap-
pendix [AT)). The coordinate z itself is proportional to
the tortoise coordinate. Also, note that the exponent A
is g-dependent just like the nonextreme case.

The Whittaker functions

WH,IJ/2 (C)v W—N,V/Q(_<)7 MH,IJ/2(<)’ MK/,—V/Q(C) (B35)

are the solutions of the Whittaker differential equation
(B3Qa). The function M, , 5 is ill-defined when v is a
negative integer. We assume v # Z. Then, W, ,/5(()
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and W_,, ,/2(—=C) (or M, ,/2(¢) and M, _, /2(¢)) are in-
dependent solutions. Near the horizon, it is convenient
to choose W, ,,/2(¢) and W_, ., /2(—() because they take
the plane-wave form:

WR,U/Q(C) ~ 6_4/24% ) (|<| - OO)

for |arg (| < m. Asymptotically ¢ — 0, it is convenient
to choose M, ,,/2(¢) and M, _, />(¢) because they admit
power-series solutions:

(B36)

MK,V/Z(C) ~ C(1+V)/2€7</2 , (¢C—=0). (B37)
From the incoming-wave boundary condition,
¢ X WK,U/Q(_2i)\Z) X ei)\z (B?)S)

In order to extract the asymptotic behavior, one can
use the relation between Whittaker functions:

Wn,v/2(<) = P(%I;(;%Z)_K)Mn,v/2(<)
+ F(V) Mﬁ,fu/Q(C) . (B39)

L(i+1iv—k)

My 2 ~ ¢(1=¥)/2 represents the slow falloff, and

My /2 ~ ¢(+9)/2 represents the fast falloff. Taking the
ratio of their coefficients, one obtains

GE = —2y(27rTR)VF1£(_U§) F(lli(ng)V) <W2—Z q> , (B40a)
po Bt
2 4Ty

(B40b)

where we take into account the fact that the coordinate
z behaves as r* ~ r3/z (r — o). So, just like the
nonextreme case, the falloffs A and B should be extracted
from

¢~A<£>A+B<£>A+, (z0). (B4l

T4 T4

Appendix C: Scalar Green’s functions (integer v)
1. AdS/CFT dictionary for integer v

For integer v, the Green’s function and its pole-
skipping are more involved. So far, we construct solu-
tions using special functions, and they can be expanded
as a power series asymptotically:

¢~ AT+ )+ BuT (14 ) (C1)
where v = 1/r. However, when v = Z, the exponents
differ by an integer. In such a case, one cannot construct
independent solutions by the power-series expansion in
general, and one expects that log terms appear. The
dictionary is as follows:



e When v > 0,
¢ ~Au TV {14+ 0w Inu) + - - }

+But (140, (C2)
The Green’s function is given by
B
GR = —2v— C3
v (C3)
up to contact terms which are regularization-
dependent.
e When v =0,
¢o~Aulnu(l+---)+Bu(l+---), (C4)
The Green’s function is given by
B
GE==Z C5
~ (C5)

up to contact terms.

The log term gives logarithmic divergences in the Green’s
functions, but they can be removed with a boundary
counterterm added in the bulk action. However, this
necessarily breaks conformal invariance. When v > 0,
the relevant counterterm is

" /=904 ¢ x Ine

oM

Cov

(C6)
where 7, is the (p+1)-dimensional boundary metric, O,
is the Laplacian made of 7,,, and € is the cutoff. When
v = 0, the relevant counterterm is

1 1

Sor = __/ AP /=y (A+ + —) #* . (C7)
2 M lne

First, consider the pure AdS3. When v = Z7, the
Hankel function is given by

HL =], +iY, (C8a)
i
n ﬁ (g)” {21n§ Fim
—wm—w@+n@+~- (C8h)

instead of Eq. (B6al). Then, the Green’s function is given
by

B 2 [(=k*\"
R _ 2 _ v 2
G 2VA F(V)2< ) ) Ink* . (C9)
When v =0,
9 .
Hé1’2)Ni_Z lnz$%+7—ln2>+---, (C10a)
T

GR—B—llnkz‘.

=== (C10D)
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Now consider the BTZ black holes. Let us look at how
the analysis in Appendix [B] fails and look at how the
log behavior appears. For both nonextreme and extreme
cases, we first construct the incoming-wave solutions. We
then expand them asymptotically z = 0. To do so, we
make use of transformations (B2I)) and (B39). However,
some care is necessary for integer v.

For the nonextreme case, the incoming-wave solution
is

oFi(a,b,a+b+v;l—2) . (C11)
The left-hand side of Eq. (B2)) is well-defined when v =
n = Z. However, the right-hand side is problematic: the
first term contains the factor I'(—v) and the second term
is proportional to o F(a,b, 1 — v; z) which is ill-defined.

Similarly, for the extreme case, the incoming-wave so-
lution is

WH,IJ/2 (C) :

The left-hand side of Eq. (B39) is well-defined when v =
n = Z, but the right-hand side is problematic: the first
term contains the factor I'(—v) and the second term is
proportional to W, _,, /o which is ill-defined.

In these cases, set v = n + ¢, substitute power-series
expansions of special functions into the transformations,
and take the e — 0 limit. The results contain log terms
as expected. The results can be found in standard hand-
books (e.g., Refs [48, [49]), but we collect them in Ap-
pendix for reader’s convenience. We use these for-
mulae to extract falloffs A and B.

Two more remarks:

(C12)

e The fast falloffs typically contain terms such as

(1) +¢(n+1).

e In the ansatz (BIR), there is a factor (1 — 2z)~™,
and this contributes at O(z™) because it can be
expanded as

oo

» [(—iA+1) ;
(1—2=%" D=7 (—2)7 .

Jj=0

(C13)

However, these terms gives only contact terms and are
ignored. Anyway, there is no pole-skipping from these
contributions.

2. Some useful expressions

In order to extract falloffs A, B, the following expres-

sions of special functions are useful. Below (a); := Fga(;r; )

is the Pochhammer symbol and v (z) is the digamma
function.



When n is a nonnegative integer,

2F1(a’ab7a’+b+n;z):

(n—DM(a+b+n) = (a);(b); ;
I'(a+n)(b+n) ;Oj! s

+(z-1)

WLlatbtn) - (at+n);b+n);
T(a)T'(b) JZ:; 3G +n)!
X[—In(l—-2)+9v(G+1)+¢(+n+1)
—Yla+j+n)—yb+j+n)],

N(n—l)!l"(a—i—b—i—n)

I(a+n)T'(b+n)

I'la+b+n)

T(a)T(b)n!

X [=In(l—2z)+ (1) +¢¥(n+1)

—la+n)—vb+n)+--- .

+ -1y

(C14b)

In the last line, we write only the terms which contribute
to the falloffs A and B. Also, for n = 0, ignore the first
sum. So, for n =0,

2F1(a,b,a+b;z) ~

e n(l—==z)— a
T 0 —2) = 20() + pla) +9G)] +--- -

(C15)
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When n is an integer andfi—%n—%;éo,l,...,

_yne—c/2
Wn,:ﬁ:n/Q(C) = ( ) C(1+n)/2

B nl(3 — 3n— k)

n nl(j
2

T 1.\
=1 +§_§n)ﬂ

_Z(

(SIS
N[

)j 4 a

x {In¢ + Y(zn+35—r+7) — (j+1) —P(n+j+1)}

[(s+sn— k)
I

)

—_

~e () ()

(N

ca=m/2 4

SIS

— 5N —K

V)

— ¢4n)/2 (C16b)

X {InC+e(gn+5 = k) —¢(1) =+ 1+

Again, for n = 0, ignoring the first sum, one gets

Wio(C) ~ = =——¢"*{In¢ + v(2 — k) —20(1)} .
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