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Abstract

We study the anisotropic properties of dynamical quantities: direct current (DC) conductivity,

butterfly velocity, and charge diffusion. The anisotropy plays a crucial role in determining the phase

structure of the two-lattice system. Even a small deviation from isotropy can lead to distinct phase

structures, as well as the IR fixed points of our holographic systems. In particular, for anisotropic

cases, the most important property is that the IR fixed point can be non-AdS2 × R2 even for

metallic phases. As that of a one-lattice system, the butterfly velocity and the charge diffusion

can also diagnose the quantum phase transition (QPT) in this two-dimensional anisotropic latticed

system.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Anisotropy is universal and results in many rich phenomena in nature, such as magnetic

systems, latticed systems, and so on [1]. In some strongly correlated systems, the anisotropy

is associated with many dynamical measures, for example, the transport properties. The

effects of anisotropy on dynamical measures for strongly correlated systems are useful for

practical u Strongly correlated systems, however, are long-standing hard problems in physics.

Gauge/gravity duality can bring novel insight and understanding into the strongly correlated

systems and offer a good platform to study the anisotropy of dynamical quantities in strongly

correlated systems.

Gauge/gravity duality has been proved powerful tools to study strongly correlated sys-

tems and dynamical properties [2–6]. Anisotropy is also ubiquitous in holographic systems,

such as systems with lattices, anisotropic axions, massive gravity, and so on [7–13]. All

these models realize the anisotropy by explicitly breaking the isotropic symmetry. The

anisotropy can also be introduced by spontaneous symmetry breaking, such as holographic

charge density wave models [14, 15].
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Due to the breaking of translational symmetry from lattices, the DC conductivity is

finite. In [16], a novel technics to calculate the DC conductivity from lattice systems has

been developed. Using these technics, a simple analytic expression for the DC conductivity

of a large class of holographic lattice models can be obtained, see [17–19] and therein. In

particular, in terms of the relation between the DC conductivity and the temperature, it

is convenient to work out the (metal or insulating) phase of the system, see for instances

[20–31].

This leads to three interesting possibilities: the system is a metallic phase in any direction,

the system is a metallic phase in one direction and an insulating phase in another direction,

and the system is an insulating phase in any direction. We are particularly concerned

about the quantum phase transitions corresponding to these three different states and their

relationship with anisotropy.

The butterfly effect ubiquitously exists in holographic systems and is depicted by a shock-

wave solution of a black hole near the horizon [32–36]. Since the Lyapunov exponent in

holographic system saturates the bound of chaos [37], the butterfly velocity is an important

dynamical quantity to signal some characteristics of holographic system. In particular, the

butterfly velocity is proposed as the characteristic quantity of holographic system [36, 38–

40]. In addition, it has been found that the butterfly velocity can characterize the phase

transition [27, 41, 42].

In addition, the charge diffusion, as an important dynamic property, can play a crucial

role in explaining the strange metals in incoherent limit. [40] suggested that the universal

strange metals should be related to the ubiquitous charge diffusion, and proposed a bound

for the diffusion constant. In [36], the butterfly velocity in strongly correlated systems is

considered as the characteristic velocity to saturate the diffusion constant bound. Therefore,

it is worth exploring the relationship between charge diffusion and quantum phase transition.

In this paper, we study DC conductivity, butterfly velocity and the charge diffusion

over an anisotropic background from Q-lattice. Most of the previous work only studied

anisotropy with the one-dimensional lattice. Here, we shall derive the expressions of the DC

conductivity and the butterfly velocity in the holographic system with the two-dimensional

lattice. And it would be crucial to check if those behaviors in the holographic system

with one-dimensional lattice are still valid for two-dimensional cases. In this paper, we

shall especially examine that how MIT is affected by the anisotropy and to what extent
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the characterization of the phase transition by butterfly velocity is universal. We organize

this paper into three parts: we introduce the 2-dimensional Q-lattice model in II; then we

study the anisotropic dynamical quantities, including the DC conductivity and the butterfly

velocity, and the related properties, in III; we study the charge diffusion in IV; we conclude

and discuss in V.

II. HOLOGRAPHIC Q-LATTICE MODEL

The holographic Q-lattice model is a concise realization of the periodic structure. Previ-

ous holographic lattice models, such as the ionic lattices model and the scalar lattices model,

introduce spatially periodic structures on scalar fields or the chemical potential (see [7] for

a recent review). The resultant equations of motion are a set of highly nonlinear partial

differential equations, which pose a challenge for numerical solutions. By contrast, the Q-

lattice model introduces a complex scalar field, which results in only ordinary differential

equations. Therefore, the Q-lattice model is an easier realization of lattice structures. The

Q-lattice model is useful in modeling the Mott insulator and MIT [24, 25].

The Lagrangian of the Q-lattice model is [16, 23, 43, 44],

L = R + 6− 1

2
F abFab + ∂aΦ

†
1∂

aΦ1 + ∂aΦ
†
2∂

aΦ2 +m2
1|Φ1|2 +m2

2|Φ2|2. (1)

System (1) can be solved with ansatz,

ds2 =
1

z2

[
−(1− z)p(z)Udt2 +

dz2

(1− z)p(z)U
+ V1dx

2 + V2dy
2

]
,

A = µ(1− z)adt, Φ1 = eik1xz3−∆1φ1, Φ2 = eik2yz3−∆2φ2

(2)

where p(z) = 1 + z+ z2−µ2z3/2 and ∆1,2 = 3/2±
(
9/4 +m2

1,2

)1/2
. For concreteness, we set

m2
1 = m2

2 = m2 = −2, therefore we have ∆1 = ∆2 = ∆ = 2. The case ∆1 6= ∆2 means that

the lattice in different directions may have different relevance or irrelevance, which results in

anisotropic systems such as [45]. The horizon and the boundary locate at z = 1 and z = 0

respectively. The Aa is the Maxwell field, and φ1,2 is the complex scalar field mimicking the

lattice structures. Consequently, the functions to solve are (a, φ, U, V1, V2).

To solve the system (1), we need to specify the boundary conditions and system pa-

rameters. We set a(0) = 1, then At(0) = µ becomes the chemical potential of the dual

system. The boundary condition λ1,2 = φ1,2(0) is the strength of the lattice deformation,
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and k1,2 is the wave vector of the periodic structure. The asymptotic AdS4 requires that

U(0) = 1, V1(0) = 1, V2(0) = 1. Other boundary conditions at the horizon (z = 1) can

be fixed by regularity. The Hawking temperature reads T = (6− µ2)U(1)/(8π). The

black brane solutions can be categorized by 5 dimensionless parameters
(
T̃ , λ̃1, λ̃2, k̃1, k̃2

)
≡(

T
µ
, λ1
µ
, λ2
µ
, k1
µ
, k2
µ

)
, where we adopt the chemical potential µ as the scaling unit. Furthermore,

due to the scaling symmetry of the system, only scale invariant physical quantities will be

discussed in this paper. This means that any physical quantity with scaling dimension ∆

will be divided by µ∆ to cancel its scaling dimension.

III. ANISOTROPY EFFECT ON DYNAMICAL QUANTITIES

A. The DC conductivity

The DC conductivity σDC can be obtained with horizon data. For an anisotropic back-

ground, the DC conductivity is anisotropic as well. Previous studies on anisotropy focused

only on two distinct directions. To reveal more detailed anisotropic behavior of the DC con-

ductivity, we study the DC conductivity along an arbitrary direction, i.e., the anisotropic

DC conductivity.

In Fig. 1, we can find that the upper left plot and the upper right plot correspond to

the insulating phase and metallic phases, respectively. For the lower row plots, the system

is insulating in x-direction, while metallic in y-direction. Also, the intersection point in

both plots of the lower row suggests that σx = σy at certain temperature, which results in

isotropic σ.

To obtain the anisotropic DC conductivity, we study the linear responses behaviors of

the current

Ji = RijEj, (3)

where Ji, Ej, Rij are current, electric field and response matrix, respectively. Following the

method in [16] (also see [17, 21]), we can calculate the DC conductivity σxDC, σyDC along

the x, y direction, respectively

σxDC = R11 =
(√

V2
V1

+ µ2a2
√
V1V2

k21φ
2
1

)∣∣∣
z=1

, (4)

σyDC = R22 =
(√

V1
V2

+ µ2a2
√
V1V2

k22φ
2
2

)∣∣∣
z=1

, (5)
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FIG. 1: σDC as the function of T̃ for different wave number and angle θ. The intersection point is

the place where σx = σy.

with the off-diagonal components R12 = R21 = 0. Therefore the angle-dependent DC

conductivity reads,

σDC(θ) = |Ja|/|Ea| =
√
JaJa/(EbEb) =

√
RijEjRikEk/(EsEs)

=
√

(R2
11E

2
1 +R2

22E
2
2)/(E2

1 + E2
2) =

√
σ2
xDC cos2 θ + σ2

yDC sin2 θ.
(6)

Once the DC conductivity is at hand, we can define the metallic phase as σ′DC(T̃ ) < 0 and

the insulating phase as σ′DC(T̃ ) > 0. From this definition, we can see that as long as the

system is in the metallic phase in one direction, the system is always in the metallic phase in

any direction except the direction perpendicular to it where the system is in the insulating

phase (See Fig. 2). Moreover, the insulating phase in any direction requires the system to

be insulating phase along the direction of two lattices.
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FIG. 2: σDC as the function of T̃ for λ̃1 = λ̃2 = 2, k̃1 = 0.03 and k̃2 = 1.2 in the region of small θ.

Now we study the DC conductivity as the function of the temperature T̃ for different

angles θ. For simplicity, we take λ̃1 = λ̃2 = 2 here and the anisotropy is realized by setting

k̃1 6= k̃2. We find that when the system is insulating or metallic along both x and y directions,

the system is also insulating or metallic for arbitrary angles (see the plots above in Fig. 1).

However, if the system is insulating along x direction but metallic along y direction, some

interesting phenomena emerge. We summarize the observations as follows.

• When θ is small, the system is insulating as expected (see the plots in Fig. 1 and Fig.

2).

• As θ increases, it is observed that the DC conductivity goes down as the temperature

decreases, which seems to be an insulating state, but after reaching its minimum it

turns to rise with the decrease of the temperature, which is metallic behavior. A

similar phenomenon is also observed in the holographic doped Mott system studied in

[24].

• When θ becomes larger, the system becomes metallic, which is also as expected (see

the plots in Fig. 1).

The above phenomena match the analysis on the metallic in an arbitrary direction in the

previous paragraph.

The critical angle at which the system passes from metallic phase to insulating phase can
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be also worked out. By dσDC/dT̃ = 0, we obtain the critical angle θc satisfying

tan2(θc) = −σxDCσ
′
xDC

σyDCσ′yDC
, (7)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to the temperature. For λ̃1 = λ̃2 = 2,

k̃1 = 0.03 and k̃2 = 1.2, we work out the critical angle θc ' 0.116 at the temperature

T̃ = 10−4.

0 1 2 30.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

=0 =0.01

=2 =5

=1.065
4

FIG. 3: MIT phase diagram (λ̃1, k̃1) for λ̃2 = 2 and different k̃2 at T̃ = 0.001. The phase above

the critical line is the metallic phase and the one below the critical line is the insulating phase. For

the green curve, it is the λ̃2 = 0 case, where the second lattice disappears.

Compared with the one-dimensional lattice system, the extra lattice can not only realize

the phase transition in the other direction, but also affect the phase of the previous lattice

system. Next, we shall study the MIT phase diagram. In our previous works [23], MIT phase

diagram (λ̃1, k̃1) for k̃2 = 0 has been worked out. Here, we want to study the effect from

the lattice along y direction on the phase diagram (λ̃1, k̃1). So we plot the phase diagram

(λ̃1, k̃1) for different k̃2 at T̃ = 0.001 (Fig. 3). The properties are summarized as follows.

• For fixed λ̃1, the state of system changes from metal to insulator as k̃1 decreases for

different k̃2. It is similar to that for k̃2 = 0, which has been studied in [23].

• For k̃2 6= 0, with the increase of k̃2, the critical line goes up, which means that the

phase transition from metal to insulator happen at larger k̃1 (λ̃1 is fixed). It is because
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the phase transition from insulator to metal happens along y direction as k̃2 increases,

and when k̃2 is further tuned larger, the system along y direction exhibits more obvious

metallic behavior.

• k̃2 = 0 sets the upper bound of the critical line in phase diagram (λ̃1, k̃1). As k̃2

increases, this critical line goes up and approaches this upper bound.

To understand the above phenomena, we implement the mode analysis for AdS2×R2 on

this two-lattice system.

U = 6r2
(
1 + u1r

δ
)
, V1 = v10

(
1 + v11r

δ
)
, V2 = v20

(
1 + v21r

δ
)
,

a = 2
√

3r
(
1 + a1r

δ
)
, φ1 = eik̃1x1ϕ1r

δ, φ2 = eik̃2x1ϕ2r
δ.

(8)

We find that the mode expansions of these two lattice fields are independent from each

other. Specifically, we find the scaling dimensions of the two lattice fields read

δϕ1 = −1

2
+

1

2
√

3

√
3 + 2m2 + 2e−2v10 k̃2

1, δϕ2 = −1

2
+

1

2
√

3

√
3 + 2m2 + 2e−2v20 k̃2

2. (9)

Therefore, the lattice will deform away the AdS2 × R2 as long as either of,(
e−v10 k̃1

)2

< −m2,
(
e−v20 k̃2

)2

< −m2, (10)

is satisfied.

From the (10) we can see that, for small values of k̃2 the IR fixed point is no longer

AdS2×R2, and hence it will lay significant effects on the phase structure of the first lattice.

However, we also find that when k̃2 is large, the effect of the second lattice on the first lattice

disappears. This can also be seen from (10). Obviously, when k̃2 is large, the second lattice

is irrelevant. As a result, in the action (1), the terms involving Φ2 in the near horizon region

will vanish, so it will not have a significant impact on the phase structure along the first

lattice. In addition, from the dual point of view, this is a very physical expected result. In

the dual picture, large k̃2 means small lattice spacing. The electron can easily move between

different sites. Therefore, the electrons will not be localized along the second lattice, instead,

they behave more like free electrons. Therefore, when k̃2 is large, the degree of freedom of

the second lattice becomes redundant, it will not have a significant impact on the phase

diagram along the first lattice.

It is worth noting that although the IR fixed points in many models can be obtained by

analytical treatment, and verified by numerical treatment [16]. However, the IR fixed points
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of the model in the current paper still ask for further investigation [43]. Nevertheless, the

butterfly velocity we discuss next will show that the metallic phase and the insulating phase

do correspond to different fixed points.

B. The butterfly velocity and QPT

In this section, we study the anisotropic butterfly velocity. In our previous works [27, 41],

the anisotropic butterfly velocity has been explored in special case of λ̃2 = 0 and k̃2 = 0.

Here, we shall turn on the lattice along y direction and see how it affects the butterfly

velocity.

In original coordinate (t, z, x, y) the butterfly velocity is anisotropic. Since the butter-

fly velocity only depends on the horizon data, therefore, one may implement a convenient

coordinate transformation ỹ =
√

Vyy
Vxx
y, and in the new coordinate (t, z, x, ỹ), the butterfly ve-

locity vB is isotropic again. When going back to the original coordinate, the angle-dependent

butterfly velocity vB(θ) can be obtained as,

vB(θ) = vB

√
cos2(θ) +

Vxx sin2(θ)

Vyy
. (11)

0.5 1.0 1.5
θ

-6.780

-6.778

-6.776

-6.774

-6.772

-6.770

Log[B(θ)]

=0 =0.01 =0.03

1.5
θ

-6.90

-6.85

-6.80

-6.75

-6.70

Log[B(θ)]

=5=1.2
0.5

=1.5
1.0 1.51.5

FIG. 4: vB(θ) as the function at k̃1 = 0.03 and T̃ = 0.0001 with different k̃2.

From Eq. (11), we can infer that the period of vB(θ) is π and vB(π/2− θ) = vB(π/2 + θ)

and so we shall only focus on the angle range θ ∈ [0, π/2] here. We show vB(θ) as the

function of θ at λ̃1 = λ̃2 = 2, k̃1 = 0.03 with different k̃2 in Fig. 4, from which we can

see that for k̃2 < k̃1, vB(θ) monotonically increases as θ increases (left plot in Fig. 4), but
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for k̃2 > k̃1, it monotonically decreases as θ increase (right plot in Fig. 4)1. Therefore, we

can conclude that the lattice suppresses the butterfly velocity. It is no question that when

k̃1 = k̃2, vB(θ) is a constant independent of θ (green line in left plot in Fig. 4). In addition,

when k̃2 � k̃1, vB(θ) also is approximately a constant (green line in right plot in Fig. 4).

0.5 1.0 1.5

-0.008

-0.006

-0.004

-0.002

∂  vB 

0.004 
0.002

2.0

0.5 1.0 1.5
-0.02
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0.04
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0.08

0.10

∂  vB

2.0

0.5 1.0 1.5
-0.02

0.02

0.04
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0.08

0.10

∂  vB

2.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
-0.02

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

∂  vB

2.0

FIG. 5: ∂k̃1vB as the function of k̃1 at T̃ = 0.001. The red dashed line represents the position of

the critical point while the green dashed line denotes the position of the local maximum of ∂k̃1vB.

We also study the behavior of butterfly velocity vB along x direction near the QPT. Fig.

5 shows ∂k̃1vB as the function of k̃1 at T̃ = 0.001 with different k̃2. We find that even when

the lattice effect along y direction is introduced, vB along x direction can diagnose the QPT

along x direction. It indicates there is a rapid change of vB as well as the local extremes of

∂kvB near the QCPs.

The essence of the above phenomenon is that the occurrence of quantum phase transi-

tion is usually accompanied by the change of IR fixed point. The power-law relationship

between butterfly velocity and temperature at zero temperature limit is directly determined

1 Without loss of generality, we shall fix λ̃1 = λ̃2 = 2 in the subsequent study and only change k̃1 and k̃2

to implement the anisotropy geometry.
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by IR fixed point. Therefore, the first derivative of the butterfly velocity with the system

parameters will show an obvious peak behavior when it crosses the fixed point.

Notice that the butterfly velocity presents a discontinuity in the first-order derivative in

the process of holographic superconductivity phase transition [41]. It is worth noting that

the phenomena in quantum phase transition are different from this, and the mechanisms

behind them are also completely different. The superconductivity phase transition will be

accompanied by condensation, and the background geometry of the system will certainly be

modified. From the perturbation analysis, it can be seen that the order of the perturbation

received by the metric is twice that of the condensation field. Therefore, it can be concluded

that the butterfly velocity in [41] has an obvious scaling law at the critical point, and its

critical exponent is 1. The MIT phase transition discussed in this paper is driven by the

change of IR fixed point, and there is no emergence of the condensation. Therefore, the

power-law dependence of butterfly velocity on temperature can well reflect this point.

Next, we want to study the behavior of vB in the zero-temperature limit.

C. The scaling behavior of the butterfly

10-4 0.001 0.010 0.100
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

   =    =0.1

   =    =0.3

   =    =0.5

   =    =1.5

   =    =2

'B/B

FIG. 6: T̃v′B/vB v.s. T̃ for different phases over isotropy background (k̃1 = k̃2 = 1.5, 2 corresponds

to metallic phases and k̃1 = k̃2 = 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 corresponds to insulating phases).

In Ref. [38], they deduced that metallic phases in one-dimensional Q-lattice model always

correspond to the well-known AdS2 × R2 IR geometry, on which vB ∼ T̃ 1/2. And then, in

our previous work [27], we find that for the one-dimensional Q-lattice model, the scaling of

12



vB with temperature is vB ∼ T̃α in both metallic and insulating phases, but the exponent α

approaches 1 (in fact it is slightly larger than 1) in insulating phase, which is different from

that in metallic phase. It indicates the theory flows to different IR fixed points for metallic

and insulating phases, respectively.

We also assume that in two-dimensional Q-lattice model the scaling of vB follows the same

behavior as vB ∼ T̃α. In addition, we also assume Vxx/Vyy ∼ T̃ β. Then, vB(θ) becomes,

vB(θ) ∼ T̃α
√

cos2(θ) + sin2(θ)T̃ β (12)

Therefore we have the temperature power exponent as

T̃v′B/vB ∼
2α cos2(θ) + (2α + β) sin2(θ)T̃ β

2(cos2(θ) + sin2(θ)T̃ β)
, (13)

where ′ denotes the derivative with respect to the temperature T̃ . Explicitly, we can work

out the temperature power exponent for some special θ as

T̃v′B/vB ∼


α θ = 0

α +
β

2
θ = π/2

α +
βT̃ β

2T̃ β + 2
θ = π/4

, (14)

Now, we begin to numerically study the behavior of vB in zero-temperature limit. And

then we also try to understand the corresponding behavior based on the above assumption.

Fig. 6 exhibits T̃v′B/vB as the function of T̃ for different phases over isotropy background.

We clearly see that for metallic phases, α = 1/2. As expected it is the same as the metallic

phase of the one-dimensional Q-lattice model. This suggests that the metallic phases for the

isotropic 2-lattice system are essentially the same as that of the 1-lattice system. This is as

expected since adding an extra copy in a perpendicular direction shall not change the IR

geometry too much. However, for insulating phases, α approaches 1 but is slightly smaller

than 1. It indicates that the insulating phase over isotropy two-dimensional Q-lattice model

flows a novel IR fixed point, which is different from the well-known AdS2×R2 IR geometry

as expected, is also different from that of one-dimensional Q-lattice model where the α

approaches a fixed value slightly larger than unity. Given the mild difference for insulating

phases, the insulating phases indeed converge to certain fixed values.

Then we study the anisotropy two-dimensional Q-lattice model. The first case is that

the system is a metallic phase in any direction. Fig. 7 shows T̃v′B/vB v.s. T̃ over anisotropy

13
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FIG. 7: T̃v′B/vB v.s. T̃ over anisotropy background for k̃1 = 1.5 and k̃2 = 1.5, 1.2, 1.1, respectively.

The system is metallic phase in any direction.
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FIG. 8: T̃v′B/vB v.s. T̃ over anisotropy background for k̃1 = 1.5 and k̃2 = 1. Notice that this

system is still metallic phase in any direction.

background for k̃1 = 1.5 and k̃2 = 1.5, 1.2, 1.1, respectively. First, we see that for fixed

lattice parameter, T̃v′B/vB tends to converge to a fixed value down to ultra-low temperature

T̃ = 10−7 for different angle θ. This actually reflects the fact that Vxx/Vyy is regular in zero-

temperature limit when both directions are in metallic phase. The angular independence of

the T̃v′B/vB means that limT→0 β → 0, from Eq. (13) we find that the vB(θ) converges to a

fixed value along any direction. Secondly, for different lattice parameters, T̃v′B/vB tends to

converge to a different value in the zero-temperature limit, which indicates that the theory

flows to different IR fixed points. This is a key difference from the case with a single lattice,

where the metallic phases are shown related only to the AdS2 × R2 IR fixed points.

However, when the anisotropy becomes larger (here, we take k̃1 = 1.5 and k̃2 = 1), we

observe an novel phenomenon that, at least down to the T̃ ∼ 10−9, vB does no longer follow
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the behavior vB ∼ T̃α (see Fig. 8). Notice that this system is still metallic phase in any

direction. On the other hand, we also observe that the T̃ v′Bx/vBx is smaller than that of

T̃ v′By/vBy, while the T̃ v′B,θ=π/4/vB,θ=π/4 converges to that of T̃ v′Bx/vBx. This suggests that

in the limit of zero temperature, β does not tend to vanishing and we conclude that β > 0.

Another anisotropic case is that the system is in metallic phase in x direction and in-

sulating phase in y direction. The behaviors for this case are shown in Fig. 9. We see

that along x direction, T̃v′B/vB converges to a fixed value being smaller than unity. While

along y direction, T̃v′B/vB converges to a fixed value being larger than unity. Notice that,

the T̃v′Bx/vBx is smaller than that of T̃v′By/vBy, while the T̃v′B,θ=π/4/vB,θ=π/4 seems con-

verge to that of T̃v′By/vBy. This situation is delicate, since T̃v′Bx/vBx < v′By/vBy suggests

β > 0, while T̃v′B,θ=π/4/vB,θ=π/4 converging to T̃v′Bx/vBx suggests β < 0. This seemingly

contradicted conclusion is on account of the temperature so far is not low enough. Closer

examination of the zoom in inset in Fig. 9 will reveal that, T̃v′B,θ=π/4/vB,θ=π/4 starts to

deviate from T̃v′By/vBy, and it will converge to T̃v′Bx/vBx in even lower temperature. In this

case, we still have that β > 0.
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FIG. 9: T̃v′B/vB v.s. T̃ over anisotropy background for k̃1 = 0.5 and k̃2 = 0.1. The system is in

metallic phase in x direction and insulating phase in y direction.

Next, we elaborate on the anisotropic case where the system is insulating phase in any

direction (Fig. 10). T̃v′B/vB converges to different fixed value equaling to or being smaller

than unity for different angle θ. The T̃v′Bx/vBx and T̃v′By/vBy converge to slightly different

values, while T̃v′B,θ=π/4/vB,θ=π/4 converges to that of T̃v′By/vBy. This means that Vxx/Vyy ∼

T̃ β with β < 0, i.e., the limT→0 Vxx/Vyy → ∞. This is different from the case where the

system is in the metallic phase in any direction.
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FIG. 10: T̃v′B/vB v.s. T̃ over anisotropy background for k̃1 = 0.1 and k̃2 = 0.01. The system is

insulating phase in any direction.

Before closing this subsection, we would like to give some comments. First, according to

the properties of the DC conductivity with the temperature, the anisotropic system can be

categorized into three classes:

• Case 1: The system is in the metallic phase in any direction.

• Case 2: The system is in the metallic phase in x direction and insulating phase in y

direction.

• Case 3: The system is in the insulating phase in any direction.

Further, by using the scaling behavior of the butterfly, we can meticulously depict this

anisotropic system by the parameter β.

• When the system is in the metallic phase in any direction (case 1), β = 0 for mildly

anisotropic lattice.

• When further increasing the anisotropy, β > 0. This phenomenon persists from case

1 to case 2.

• When the system is insulating phase in any direction, β < 0.

To summarize, for anisotropic cases, the most important property is that the IR fixed point

can be non-AdS2 × R2 even for metallic phases. Also, we observed some patterns of α and

β for different cases. This may help explain the bizarre IR fixed point. In addition, the

above phenomena show that in most cases, there is indeed a scaling relationship between
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butterfly velocity and temperature. Moreover, the scaling relationship of butterfly velocity

along different directions is indeed consistent with the deduced relationship Eq. (14). This

shows that the above numerical results do verify the hypothesis given in Eq. (12) and Eq.

(14).

IV. CHARGE DIFFUSION

In this section, we study the charge diffusion constant Dc in different phases. In [40], it

was conjectured that charge diffusion constant has a lower bound set by a relaxation time

τP

Dc > v2τP > v2 ~
kBT̃

, (15)

with a characteristic velocity v. Here, we have used the following relation [46, 47]

τP ∼
~

kBT̃
. (16)

In what follows, we shall set kB = ~ = 1.

Following the idea in [36], we identify the characteristic velocity v in (15) as the butterfly

velocity vB. Further, we assume that

Dc = Ω
v2
B

T̃
. (17)

We parameterize the above equation by Ω which depends on the details of the model. Notice

that when the background is anisotropic, both the diffusion constant and the butterfly

velocity depend on the angle θ. The conjecture (15) holds when Ω is a pure number of order

1. In a holographic theory with a particle-hole symmetry [36, 38], indeed it was found that

there exists a universal regime in which Ω is a constant that only depends on the IR theory.

However, such a universal regime cannot be found in the holographic theory at finite density

[10, 48]. Although we cannot find such a universal regime in the holographic theory at finite

density, we expect that there is still a scaling behavior at extremely low temperature when

the holographic theory is at the insulating phase. We shall numerically confirm this in what

follows.

In the incoherent limit where strong momentum dissipation is present, the thermal current

decouples from the charge current. In this case, the charge diffusion is related to the DC
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conductivity and the charge susceptibility χ by the simple Einstein relation

Dc =
σDC
χ

. (18)

By definition, the charge susceptibility χ is

χ =
(∂ρ/∂µ)V,T̃

ρ2
. (19)

Since in the holographic theory, we have the scaling invariance, it is easy to derive the

expression of the charge susceptibility χ. First, the ρ scales as

ρ ∼ µ2 . (20)

Then we must have

ρ = ξ(k̃1,2, λ̃1,2, T̃ )µ2 , (21)

where ξ is a constant depending on k̃1,2, λ̃1,2 and T̃ . Therefore, we yield

∂ρ

∂µ
= 2ξµ . (22)

Substituting Eqs.(22) and (21) into the definition of the charge susceptibility (Eq. (19)), we

have

χ =
2

ξµ3
. (23)

Then the dimensionless charge susceptibility is

χ̃ = χµ3 =
2µ2

ρ
. (24)

Therefore, the dimensionless charge diffusion is

D̃c =
σDC
χ̃

. (25)

By Eqs.(18) and (25), we can numerically work out the parameter Ω as the function of

T̃ in different phases. When k1,2 increases, the momentum dissipation is enhanced. We

calculate the T̃Ω′/Ω at different k values, and deduce the phenomenon of incoherent limit

by increasing k1,2. Fig. 11 shows T̃Ω′/Ω as the function of T̃ for different phases over

isotropic backgrounds, where the butterfly velocity, as well as the diffusion constant, are all
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FIG. 11: T̃Ω′/Ω v.s. T̃ for different phases over isotropy background (k̃1 = k̃2 = 1.5, 2 corresponds

to metallic phases and k̃1 = k̃2 = 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 corresponds to insulating phases).

isotropic. We see that for the insulating phase T̃Ω′/Ω tends to a fixed value at the extremal

low temperature. It implies that the parameter Ω follows the scaling behavior as Ω ∼ T̃ γ

with γ < 0. But for the metallic phase, T̃Ω′/Ω does not follow the same behavior at the low

temperature. Notice that in isotropic cases, the exponent of vB with temperature is 1/2,

but Ω does not have the same stable exponential relationship. From the definition, the low-

temperature behavior of Ω is related to the low-temperature behavior of vB, σDC and ρ. At

present, the scaling behavior of σDC with temperature is still unclear. Moreover, ρ is different

from vB and σDC in that it is not dictated by the horizon data, on the contrary, it is related

to the whole background solution. Therefore, at present, the analytical understanding of

this behavior remains to be explored.

More importantly, the scaling behavior of Ω ∼ T̃ γ suggests that the conjecture (15) does

not hold in the current model. This means that the characteristic relaxation time scale in

this system does not saturates the bound set by the Planckian time scale. Here, we obtained

γ < 0, which means that the relaxation time τ ∼ T̃ γ−1 is much larger than the Planckian

time scale at low temperatures. Notice that there is also a large relaxation time in Fermi

liquid theory as τ ∼ T−2. Although the strongly correlated system is beyond the Fermi

liquid theory, it is still possible to obtain a large relaxation time similar to that in Fermi

liquid. This may imply that, although we have obtained many supportive examples for

the saturation of universal bounds, the strong correlation theory does not always push up

characteristic parameters against and saturate any bound.

Also, we study the behavior of the parameter Ω over the anisotropy background (Fig. 12,
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FIG. 12: T̃Ω′/Ω v.s. T̃ over anisotropy background. Left plot is for k̃1 = 1.5 and k̃2 = 1.2 and right

plot is for k̃1 = 1.5 and k̃2 = 1.1. The system is metallic phase in any direction.
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FIG. 13: T̃Ω′/Ω v.s. T̃ over anisotropy background for k̃1 = 1.5 and k̃2 = 1. Notice that this system

is still metallic phase in any direction.

Fig. 13 and Fig. 14). We summarize the main characteristics as what follows:

• When the system is in metallic phase in any direction and the anisotropy is mild

(right plot in Fig. 12 for k̃1 = 1.5 and k̃2 = 1.1), the curves of T̃Ω′/Ω v.s. T̃ for

θ = π/2 and all other angles except θ = π/2 flow to a fixed value at extremal low

temperature, respectively. But when the anisotropy becomes larger (right plot in Fig.

13 for k̃1 = 1.5 and k̃2 = 1.2), although the curves of T̃Ω′/Ω v.s. T̃ are consistent at

low temperature for all angles except the one of θ = π/2 as that for k̃1 = 1.5 and

k̃2 = 1.2, T̃Ω′/Ω v.s. T̃ does not converge to a certain fixed value. Especially, as the

anisotropy further becomes larger (Fig. 13 for k̃1 = 1.5 and k̃2 = 1), this phenomenon
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FIG. 14: T̃Ω′/Ω v.s. T̃ over anisotropy background. Left plot is for k̃1 = 0.5 and k̃2 = 0.1, for

which the system is in metallic phase in x direction and insulating phase in y direction. Right plot

is for k̃1 = 0.1 and k̃2 = 0.01, for which the system is insulating phase in any direction.

becomes more evident.

• For systems in metallic phase in x direction but in insulating phase in y direction, and

systems in insulating phase in any direction, the converging value of T̃Ω′/Ω v.s. T̃ will

vary with angle.

From the above behavior, we can see that Ω presents richer properties in the case of

anisotropy. When the anisotropy is weak, the Ω tends to two distinct scaling relations at

low temperature. When the anisotropy is enhanced, the low-temperature scaling of Ω in

different directions shows rich scaling behavior, depending on the specific angle. The direct

reason for this phenomenon is the rich behavior of vB itself with the angle. Meanwhile,

it is worth noting that ρ is related to the whole background solution, thus the analytical

understanding of these phenomena needs to be further explored.

V. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have studied the anisotropy effect on the dynamical quantities, including

the DC conductivity, the butterfly velocity and the charge diffusion. The spatial anisotropy is

realized in Q-lattice model by setting the wavenumber k̃1 6= k̃2. We reveal the phase structure

by DC conductivity. The anisotropy lays a significant effect on the phase structures, that we

divide into three classes: metallic, metallic and insulating in different directions, insulating.
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When the anisotropy is introduced, MIT is still present. But MIT phase diagram along

x direction is greatly affected by the lattice parameters along y direction. An interesting

result is that k̃2 = 0 sets the upper bound of the critical line in the phase diagram (λ̃1, k̃1).

As k̃2 increases, this critical line goes up and approaches this upper bound. That is to say,

the phase structure is novel that one lattice can affect the other lattice. We provided an

analytical understanding through mode analysis and explained this phenomenon from the

perspective of dual physics.

The butterfly velocity is also angle-dependent when the anisotropy is introduced. We

further confirm the result that the lattice suppresses the butterfly velocity. It has been

observed in our previous work [27], in which the lattice along y direction is turned off. In

addition, we also confirm the robustness of the butterfly velocity as the diagnostic of the

QPT in an anisotropic system.

The charge diffusion still diagnoses the MIT, but shows different properties from the

butterfly velocity. First, in isotropic cases, Ω tends to different low-temperature behavior in

metallic phases; while in insulating phases, it tends to the same low-temperature behavior.

The reason for this phenomenon is that the charge density is not dictated by the horizon

data, and the low-temperature scaling behavior of DC conductivity is still unclear. In

addition, the charge diffusion also shows rich behavior in the case of anisotropy: when the

anisotropy is weak, Ω tends to two distinct values, while when the anisotropy is strong, the

low-temperature behavior of Ω is obviously related to the angle. Meanwhile, the charge

diffusion behavior in this model also shows that the relaxation time of the system does not

saturate the bound set by the Planckian time scale, but is much larger than it.

In order to fully understand the effect of anisotropy, we need to further study the IR fixed

points and the scaling behavior of charge density for the model in consideration. Moreover,

the dynamic properties of anisotropic ion lattice are also worth exploring. At this time,

solving the background solutions needs more complicated techniques for partial differential

equations. In addition, the quantum information measurement in this anisotropic back-

ground, such as holographic entanglement entropy and the entanglement wedge minimum

cross-section, is also worth studying. We will further explore these directions in our recent

work.
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