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In this Letter, we bring together two topics in the holographic correspondence - quantum chaos
and quark-gluon plasma (QGP). We establish that the first relativistic correction to drag force
experienced by a charge carrier moving through a thermal medium (for example, a quark in QGP)
at a constant velocity is fixed by the butterfly velocity. Moreover, we show that this result is robust
against stringy corrections and anisotropy. For the jet quenching parameter, we find that it is related
to the butterfly velocity along the momentum broadening direction and temperature in the spirit of
the “Planckian bound”. This opens a way to the reconstruction of butterfly velocity of quark-gluon
plasma and other strongly-coupled systems experimentally from rather simple observables.

Many properties of strongly-interacting quantum systems are known to carry large imprint of universality. To
explain this universality is a challenging and intriguing
problem. A possible way to address it that has successfully been adopted in the past is to search for universal relations between seemingly different and unrelated
physical quantities. Holographic correspondence is a versatile and powerful tool to reveal these relations. The
broad range of the holography applications varies from
the studies of the heavy-ions collisions and thermal QCD
[1–3] to condensed matter theory [4, 5] and quantum information realm [6]. The discussion about the relation
between the AdS/CFT correspondence and real physical
systems largely started from papers [7, 8] establishing the
universal result concerning the viscosity to entropy ratio
η/s in holographic quantum systems
KPSS viscosity relation:

η
1 ~
.
∼
s
4π kB

(1)

where “KPSS” stands for Kovtun-Son-StarinetsPolicatro. After the experiments at RHIC (for references
and review see [1]), many probes amenable to the holographic description have been introduced and studied
in the theory of strongly interacting systems and QGP
in particular. In this work, we focus mainly on the
drag force [9, 10] and jet quenching parameter [11].
Both are related to the energy and momentum loss for
projectiles moving in a strongly interacting quantum
system (quark-gluon plasma). However, their origin and
properties are slightly different, and we would like to
stress the following points
• Drag force is associated with the momentum loss
of a single quark (charge carrier) moving in the
strongly interacting medium.
• The jet quenching coefficient q̂ plays the role of
the collective transport coefficient (sometimes q̂ is
called a jet transport coefficient) describing the momentum broadening in a thermal medium1 . This
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The momentum broadening is defined as the probability of mo-

coefficient is essential for the description of a radiative parton energy loss. It is important to notice
that the jet quenching probes very different scales
of medium simultaneously[22] .
• Drag force also can be related to the transport coefficient, namely conductivity (see [12]) for the small
charge carriers.
Recently, the transport properties of quantum systems
have been related to quantum chaos [20, 21]. The motivation for this takes its roots in [13], where it was suggested that some velocity v could determine the diffusion
constant.
Hartnoll bound: D ∼

~v 2
.
kB T

(2)

In [20], this statement has been clarified for holographic
theories with particle-hole symmetry and transformed
into the relation between charge diffusion2 , butterfly velocity vB [15] and the temperature
Blake relation:, Dc = C ·

2
vB
,
2πT

(3)

where the constant C depends only on the details of the
infrared theory, namely C = dθ /∆χ . Here dθ is the effective spatial dimensionality of the fixed point and ∆χ is
the scaling dimension of the susceptibility. In the paper
[21] Blake, Davison and Sachdev (BDS) extended this
relation to a more general class of theories and thermal
diffusion constant DT
2
BDS relation: DT ∼ vB
τL ,

(4)

where τL = (2πT )−1 is the Lyapunov time.
Taking these relations as a prototypical example, we
aim to establish a connection between drag force, jet
quenching, and butterfly velocity.
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mentum increase by the hard parton after propagating through
a medium.
A similar relation takes place for shear viscosity and diffusion.
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where GN is a gravitational constant.
In this Letter we argue that the drag force and jet
quenching parameter also has the imprint of universality
analogous to (1) -(3). We show how they are related to
the butterfly velocity and temperature. First of all, we
obtain that in the holographic systems for small velocities v of charge carrier (quark), the properly normalized
momentum loss dpσ /dt is fixed by the butterfly velocity
up to a first “relativistic”, i.e. v 3 term
dpσ /dt = −v − B · v 3 + ..., B =

1
2 ,
(d − 1)vB

(5)

x(t, u) = vt + ξ(u).

where we denote the normalization factor by σ. One may
consider this identity as the microscopic manifestation of
the relations between diffusion and butterfly velocity. It
is worth noticing that, in principle, this relation allows to
measure butterfly velocity in a straightforward manner in
experimental setups with charge carriers. Moreover, we
provide evidence that this result is robust against higherderivative corrections on the gravity side and anisotropy.
To reveal a similar universal relation for q̂ one should
remember that it is (especially sensitive) to anisotropy we always have to specify two directions (direction of momentum broadening and direction where parton moves).
Taking this into account, the relation similar to (2) and
(3) can also be written down. We argue that the jet
quenching can be expressed as

(y)

q̂y ∼ 

T
(y)
vB

2 σ

Consider a heavy particle (quark or charge carrier)
moving in the strongly interacting thermal medium with
the temperature T at constant velocity v. According to
holographic duality, the bulk description of this particle
is given by a classical string hanging from the asymptotic
AdS boundary. The particle worldline x = v · t fixes the
boundary condition for this string, and this leads us to
the string ansatz for the worldsheet x(t, u) of the form

(6)

where vB is the butterfly velocity along the momentum
broadening direction y, T is the temperature and σ is the
coefficient defining the leading order drag force coefficient
acting on the projectiles (5). Another interpretation of
σ is the “string tension” calculated from the asymptotic
of spatial Wilson loops [27].
The organization of this Letter is as follows. First, we
obtain (5) and discuss it, then turn to the jet quenching parameter and derive relation (6). In Supplemental
Material [56] we provide all necessary details of calculations.
THE CHAOTIC ORIGIN OF THE DRAG FORCE

(9)

As the particle moves through the medium, it experiences
momentum loss dp/dt due to the drag force F = dp/dt.
The calculation of this drag force is well known [9, 10]
and the derivation details can be found in Supplemental
Material [56]. As a result, one can get that the string
dynamic depends on the special bulk point uc fixed by
the condition

= 0.
(10)
gtt − gxx v 2
u=uc

The momentum loss is defined by uc as
v
dpx
gxx
=−
dt
2πα′

,

(11)

u=uc

where α′ is the inverse string tension Tf−1 = 2πα′ . The
solution of equation (10) can be found as a series
uc = uh −

gxx (uh ) 2
′ (u ) v + ...,
gtt
h

(12)

leading to the expression for the drag force

 ′
v
v3
gxx
F =−
+ ... (13)
g
(u
)
−
·
g
xx h
xx
′
2πα′
2πα′ gtt
u=uh
Now turn to the chaotic properties of the holographic
dual described by (7). There are different characteristics
of quantum system relevant to quantum chaos recently
proposed to be calculated [14–17] from the exponential
growth of Hermitian operators commutators
E
D
2
[Ox (tw ) , Oy (0)]
∼ eλL (tw −τ∗ −|x−y|/vB ) .
(14)
β

Our main focus is on the d + 1-dimensional metrics of
the form
ds2 = −gtt dt2 + guu du2 + gii dxi dxi , i = 1, ..., d − 1, (7)
where we assume gij to be diagonal, and the horizon
located at u = uh fixes the temperature and entropy
density in dual theory
q
′
′
√
(gtt ) (g uu )
det g
,
(8)
, T =
s=
4GN u=uh
4π
u=uh

Here scrambling time τ∗ is the time of the chaos onset,
butterfly velocity vB defines the effective lightcone constraining the spatial chaos spreading and Lyapunov exponent λL is related to the chaotic features of time evolution. In holographic correspondence one can calculate3
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See Supplemental Material [56] for derivation of the butterfly
velocity and references.

3
τ∗ , λL and vB for the quantum system dual to (7) in
terms of metric components values at the horizon uh
λL = 2πT,

g ′ (uh )
2
vB
= ′ tt
.
gxx (uh )(d − 1)

(16)

where
σ = (2πα′ )−1 gxx (uh ),

(i)
vB

(15)

Combining (8), (15), (13) and expanding for small v we
obtain, that momentum loss dp/dt normalized by the
leading order coefficient σ depends only on the butterfly velocity at the first sub-leading order in v
1 dp
1
dpσ
=
= −v − v 3 ·
2 + ..., .
dt
σ dt
(d − 1)vB

as

(17)

and pσ = p/σ is the normalized momentum. A few comments are in order now
• We propose that using this formula, one can determine the butterfly velocity of the strongly interacting quantum system in the quite general experimental setup and for a wide range of quantum
systems where the measurement of momentum loss
is possible. The experimental setups and protocols
allowing the measurement of butterfly velocity have
been widely discussed previously [23–26]. The drag
force relatively simple observable and our proposal
can be applied to a quite broad range of quantum
systems (at least those one with the massive charge
carriers or (quasi)particle)
• The leading order coefficient σ can be interpreted
as a so-called spatial string tension. This quantity
determines the asymptotic behavior of the spatial
Wilson loops with large spatial extents. This interpretation has been noticed first in [27] and studied
further in [30, 31, 33]. If we consider gauge theories and the application to QGP, σ is responsible for
chromomagnetic fluctuations in our medium. However, we would like to stress that one can avoid this
interpretation and consider σ as the leading order
drag force coefficient.
• An important issue in the identities like (1) or (4) is
the robustness of such results against stringy corrections and anisotropy. It is known that KPSS
bound (1) is violated by stringy corrections and
anisotropy while BDS identity is robust. In Supplemental Material [56] we provide evidence that our
proposal is robust against stringy corrections. It is
also robust against the inclusion of anisotropy with
a very mild modification. Namely, we derive that
(i)
the butterfly velocity vB along the spatial direction
i depends on the first and second drag force coefficients along different direction Fi = −σi v − Bi v 3

=

s

σi−1
.
Pd−1
−2
i=1 Bi σi

(18)

JET QUENCHING AND BUTTERFLY
VELOCITY

Another interesting quantity called a jet quenching parameter q̂ also characterizes the energy and momentum
loss of projectiles in a strongly interacting medium. In
the studies of heavy-ions collisions and thermal QCD, the
jet-quenching phenomena are called the disappearance or
suppression of the bunch of hadrons resulting from the
fragmentation of a parton after strong interaction leading to momentum loss in the dense medium (quark-gluon
plasma). In general, the details of the mechanism of a jet
energy loss depend on the medium properties. The jet
quenching parameter can be defined in the perturbative
framework and considered as a kind of transport coefficient. Also, it allows a non-perturbative definition in
terms of adjoint light-like Wilson loop [11] useful in the
gauge/gravity duality


1
− 2
A
(19)
W (C) ≈ exp − √ q̂L L .
4 2
Here L− corresponds to the distance between the lightlike parts of the contour C and L between the transversal
one with L− ≫ L. From the holographic viewpoint, this
Wilson loop can be calculated by the string hanging from
the light-like contour on the boundary, and we leave all
details of calculations in Supplemental Material [56].
In general, we have in mind a dual metric of the form
(7) and in particular, the geometries similar to the background with hyperscaling violation to make parallels with
[20]. However, there are some possible subtleties related to the divergences stemming from UV structure
of this kind of theory. It is worth stressing that while
the stringy jet-quenching calculation is typically considered for a five-dimensional gravitational background, we
assume an arbitrary space-time dimension. Also, we do
not discuss the gravitational action that gives our metric
as a solution and just takes quite a general form of ansatz
because the jet-quenching formula depends only on metric details. Of course, one could meet some restrictions
on the metric coefficients like in the hyperscaling violating theories.
We restrict our attention to d-dimensional metric (20)
of the form
ds2 = −

f (z) 2
dz 2
dx2 dy 2 X dx2α
dt
+
+
+
+
, (20)
z 2ν
z 2νz f (z) z 2ν z 2νy α z 2να
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and assume that the parton is moving along direction
x while the momentum broadening occurs along y. We
refer the reader to Supplemental Material [56] for the
computational details and derivation of the formula for
jet quenching parameter [37]4 which has the form
√ Z uh
−1
r
2
guu
gxx − gtt
1
, g−− =
du
,
πα′
g
g
2
yy
−−
0
(21)
for a general class of anisotropic metrics (7). The
jet quenching parameter temperature dependence corresponding to the isotropic background with ν = νt = νz =
νy = να = 1 derived first in [11] has the form
q̂y =

q = B0 · T 3 ,

(22)

where B0 is some constant. The butterfly velocity for this
choice of parameters is temperature-independent. Thus
it is not clear whether the jet quenching is related to
it. One should notice that from the very beginning, jet
quenching is intrinsically sensitive to anisotropy (see [37–
39, 45, 46] for holographic studies of jet quenching parameter in the presence of anisotropy). We have to specify
two directions for jet quenching in contrast to the drag
force and conductivity. To reveal some non-trivial relation between q̂ and chaotic characteristics, we focus on
the jet quenching for some particular but still quite general anisotropic metric with νt = νx = ν. We consider
(x)
(y)
two different butterfly velocities vB and vB associated
with spatial directions x and y respectively5 . For metric
(20) they have the form
r
r
a
a
ν −ν
(y)
(x)
P
P
, vB =
z y ,
(23)
vB =
2( i νi )
2( i νi ) h
P
where i is the summation over all spatial νi . For our
choice of anisotropic exponents the jet quenching parameter depends on zh as
q=

1
−2ν +ν −ν−1
B · zh y z
,
′
2πα

(24)

where B depends only on exponents νx , ν, νz and spacetime dimension a (see Supplemental Material [56] for the
explicit form of B). We are looking for the relation between the jet quenching parameter and butterfly velocity
supplemented with the additional characteristic depending on the inverse string tension. The equation (24) being
combined with the temperature of the metric (20)
T =

4
5

azhνz −ν−1
,
4π

(25)

Notice the sign in the definition of gtt component.
A brief review concerning the derivation of the anisotropic butterfly velocities can be found in Supplemental Material [56]

(y)

and butterfly velocity vB defined by (23) results in the
relation
T
qy = A · 
2 σ,
(y)
vB

(26)

between the jet quenching parameter, the square of but(y)
terfly velocity vB , and the leading order drag force coefficient (17). The constant A depends only on the dimension a and the infrared exponents ν as it should be
if we are looking for the analog of (3) or (4). Again one
can interpret σ as the string tension calculated from the
asymptotic behavior of the spatial Wilson loop. However, it seems more natural here to consider σ in terms
of the drag force acting on the projectiles.
As we mentioned before, the jet quenching probes very
different scales of the system: an initial fragmentation
of parton which is weakly-coupled and late-time interaction of jets with a thermal medium which needs nonperturbative description [22]. The relation (26) involves
the thermodynamics (temperature T ) and late time drag
force coefficient σ, which defines the dynamics of slowly
moving projectile. As we have shown before on the intermediate non-perturbative scales, the drag force acting on
the projectile is described by the butterfly velocity which
is also present in (26).

DISCUSSION

In summary, we have obtained two relations between
probes in strongly coupled quantum theory and butterfly velocity vB . Both results are obtained in the framework of holographic correspondence. Firstly, we have
shown that the sub-leading (i.e. first “relativistic”) coefficient in the drag force is fixed by butterfly velocity
vB . This leads us to the possibility of measuring butterfly velocity by experimental study of the velocity dependence for momentum loss of charge carriers in strongly
coupled theories. Secondly, analogous to the charge diffusion constant [20], the jet quenching coefficient is defined by anisotropic butterfly velocity, temperature, and
leading order drag force coefficient up to some constant.
The jet quenching results are obtained for quite general
theory dual to a metric similar to anisotropic hyperscaling geometry. The presented results indicate that these
quantities in strongly coupled theories and, particularly,
quark-gluon plasma are governed by butterfly velocity
and thermodynamic quantities.
Let us briefly discuss possible future extensions of this
work
• It would be interesting to extend the understanding
of the relation between drag force and butterfly velocity in different directions, such as the corrections
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caused by quark mass or other drag force proposals
[28] (for review of quark dynamic holographic description see [29]). Also, it is interesting to consider
the anisotropic background where particle moves in
an arbitrary direction and study a similar relation
for the butterfly velocity and Wilson loops [31–33].
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• Another prospective question is to consider the
phenomenological implications of our identities using the known backgrounds reproducing experimental results concerning drag force and jet
quenching (see for example [28, 47]).
• Finally, the intriguing direction to study is the relation of chaos to other probes of QGP, including hot
wind [48], glueball spectrum [49] or particles production multiplicity [50, 51]. An interesting proposal revealing some relation between Lyapunov
exponent and QCD recently appeared [52–55], and
it would be very interesting to find the connection
between our proposal and described in these papers.
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Drag force calculation

ds2 = −gtt dt2 + guu du2 + gii dxi dxi , i = 1, ...d − 1 (S1)
where
u→uh

,

guu =

c1
(u − uh )

u→ubnd

u→uh

= 0,

(S3)

such that at the asymptotic boundary u → ubnd the
string swipes the particle worldline x = v·t. The NambuGoto action for this ansatz is
Z
p
1
L dτ dσ, L = − det g,
S=−
(S4)
′
2πα
and it can be written down explicitly in terms of metric
components
p
p
L = − det g = −guu gtt − guu gxx v 2 − gxx gtt · ξ ′2 (u),

where we use the gauge σ = u, τ = t. The equations of
motion for ξ(u) imply that
πX =

gxx gtt ′
∂L
= √
ξ
′
∂ξ
−g

(S5)

is a constant. The solution1 of this equation with respect
to ξ ′ has the form

2
′ 2
2 guu gtt − gxx v
(ξ ) = −πξ
(S6)
2 ),
gxx gtt (gxx gtt + πX
1

the numerator in (S6) changes the sign. This condition
fixes
2
2
πX
= − gxx gtt |u=uc = v 2 gxx

,

u=uc

(S8)

where we used (S7). The current density for momentum
along direction x is given by
Px = −

1
1 gxx gtt ′
gxν g uβ ∂β X ν = −
ξ,
2πα′
2πα′ det g

(S9)

and it is related to the quark momentum loss as
dpx p
1 gxx gtt ′
√
= − det gPx = −
ξ,
dt
2πα′ det g

(S10)

which after some algebra simplifies to
. (S2)

A holographic dual of the particle (quark) is the classical
string and the ansatz for it is taken in the form
x(t, u) = vt + ξ(u), ξ(u)

(S7)

u=uc

We consider a (quasi)particle moving with constant velocity v through some strongly interacting quantum system and experiencing the drag force due to interaction
with it. A quark moving through a strongly interacting quark-gluon plasma formed in the heavy-ion collision
was the first model of this type described in holography
[S1, S2]. In the holographic correspondence, one typically considers a quantum system at finite temperature
or finite chemical potential, which is dual to the background with horizon and d + 1-dimensional metric of the
form

gtt ∼ c0 (u − uh )

and the special bulk point uc defined by

= 0,
gtt − gxx v 2

In this solution πξ is some constant unimportant for our purpose.

v
πX
dpx
=−
gxx
=−
′
dt
2πα
2πα′

u=uc

.

(S11)

Typically the equation (S7) cannot be solved exactly, and
the solution can be found as a series in v. However,
there are some important cases when the exact solution
can be found explicitly. The simplest well-known answer
for the drag-force temperature and velocity dependence
corresponds to the AdS-black hole solutions in d + 1dimensional Einstein gravity with the metric
f (u) = 1 − ud /udh ,


1
du2
2
2
2
ds = 2 −f (u)dt +
+ dx ,
u
f (u)

(S12)
(S13)

with the exact solution for drag force
F =−

1 16π 2 T 2
v
.
′
2
2/d
2πα
d
(1 − v 2 )

(S14)

Expanding up to the sub-leading order in v and normalizing on the coefficient in front of the leading order term
2
F ≈ −v − v 3
d

(S15)

we find, that according to our main proposal the subleading coefficient is given by the inverse square root of
butterfly velocity vB for dual of (S12), where
s
1
1
2
d
= 2
vB =
.
(S16)
d
vB (d − 1)
2(d − 1)

II
It is interesting to take a look at what happens if we
include a higher-derivative correction to a background
(S12). On the boundary side this corresponds to the inverse ’t Hooft coupling corrections. For simplicity, let us
focus on the five-dimensional background considered explicitly in [S9, S10]. The AdS black hole with stringy corrections included is the solution of Gauss-Bonnet gravity
[S8] and has the form
ds2 = −N 2

r2
f (r)dt2 +
R2

dr2
r2
+ 2 d~x2
r2
R
R2 f (r)

Jet quenching

(S17)

where
1
f (r) =
2λGB

1−

s


!
mR2
, (S18)
1 − 4λGB 1 − 4
r

and
N2 =


p
1
1 + 1 − 4λGB
2

(S19)

After straightforward calculation [S7, S9, S10], we obtain
that the drag force for this case is given by
!
√
v
π λ 2
√
.
F (λGB ) = −
T
2 GB
N 4 − N 2 v 2 + λGB v 4
(S20)
where λ is ’t Hooft coupling and
TGB =

N rh
.
πR2

(S21)

Expanding (S20) we obtain the expression for normalized drag force in five-dimensional theory with stringy
corrections
1 3
v
(S22)
F = −v −
2N 2
which implies that our proposal is consistent with the
butterfly velocity calculated in [S4]
2
vB
=

2 2
N .
3

(S23)

Finally, let us comment on the relation between drag
force and butterfly velocity in quantum systems with spatial anisotropy. Again we expand the dependence of the
drag force acting on the charge carrier with the worldline
xi = v · t as
Fi = −σi v − Bi v 3 + ...

(S24)

where
σi =

1
1
gii (uh ), Bi =
2πα′
2πα′



′
gii
· gii
′
gtt



u=uh

after some algebra we obtain, that butterfly velocity
along the direction i in the presence of anisotropy is expressed in terms of σi and Bi as
s
σ −1
(i)
.
(S27)
vB = Pd−1i
−2
i=1 Bi σi

(S25)

and using the expression for anisotropic butterfly velocity
(see below in the text) we obtain
s
′ (u )
g ii (uh ) gtt
h
(i)
.
(S26)
vB = Pd−1
′
kk
(uh ) gkk (uh )
k=1 g

It is known [S3] that in some approximation, the jet
quenching parameter q̂ admits a non-perturbative formulation as a particular light-like Wilson loop average. We
consider the behavior of a Wilson loop stretched between
two light-like lines which extend for a distance L− and in
the transverse direction situated at a distance L apart.
In [S3], it was shown that the following relation takes
place
1
q̂L2 L−
− 4√
2

W A (C) ≈ exp

,

(S28)

when C is a rectangle with large extent L− in light-like
direction and small extent L in a transverse direction.
This relation can serve as a definition of the jet quenching
parameter q̂.
The calculation of the jet-quenching parameter for
anisotropic metric was presented in [S11], and we closely
follow it. Again we start with the general form of the
metric (S1) and choose the light-like contour (which corresponds to the direction where partons move) to be oriented along spatial coordinate x
1
x± = √ (t ± x) ,
2

(S29)

and the transverse direction corresponding to the momentum of radiated gluons to be y. In these coordinates
the metric has the form

ds2 = g−− dx2+ + dx2− + g+− dx+ dx− +
g−−

+gii(i6=x) dx2i + guu du2 ,
1
= (gtt + gxx ) , g+− = gtt − gxx .
2

According to our choice of string configuration we have
the ansatz
x− = τ,

y = σ,

u = u(σ), x+ , xi6=x are constant,

for which the Nambu-Goto action has the form
Z L/2 q
L−
S=2
dσ g−− (guu u′2 + gyy ).
2πα′ 0

After some algebra we obtain that the distance L can be
expressed as
Z uh s
L
H2 guu
du
,
(S30)
=
2
(gyy g−− − H2 ) gyy
0

III
where H is defined by
g−− gyy
= g−− gyy
H= √
D

Shockwave calculation
u′ =0

,

(S31)

and in the last term we evaluate H on the string turning point where u′ = 0. Small H corresponds to small
distances L and leads us to the expression
Z uh
−1
r

1
L
guu
du
(S32)
+ O L3 .
H=
2
g
g
yy
−−
0
To eliminate the divergences related to self energy we
extract the action of two straight strings
Z uh
2L
√
S0 =
(S33)
du g−− guu .
′
2πα 0

Final expression for the action of the string for small L
can be written as
Z uh
−1
r
L− L2k
1
guu
S=
du
,
(S34)
8πa′
gkk g−−
0
and bringing everything together, we can obtain that
from the action difference S − S0 for small L the formula
for jet quenching parameter has the form
√
Z uh
r
1
2 −1
guu
q̂y =
I
,
I
=
du.
(S35)
πα′
gyy g−−
0
where y denotes the direction of momentum broadening.
Now let us calculate the integral I for a particular metric
considered in the main part of the paper
X dx2
dz 2
dy 2
dx2
f (z)
α
+ 2ν + 2νy +
,
ds = − 2ν dt2 + 2νz
2να
z
z f (z)
z
z
z
α
(S36)
 

Again we start with the metric of the form (S1) and
introducing the Kruskal coordinates U and V
r
4π
4π
guu
U
du, U V = −e β u∗ ,
= −e− β t ,
du∗ = −
gtt
V
(S38)
we rewrite (S1) in the form
ds2 = 2A(U, V )dU dV + gij (U, V )dxi dxj ,
A(U, V ) = β 2

where f (z) = 1 − zzh . For this metric I can be calculated explicitly, and we are led with the dependence of
jet quenching on the horizon location


2νy −νz +ν+1
√
aΓ
a
2
 · zh−2νy +νz −ν−1 .

q=
πα′ √2πΓ −a+4νy −2νz +2ν+2
2a

(S37)

BUTTERFLY VELOCITY

In general, there are two known calculations of butterfly velocity for anisotropic background leading to the
same answer. The first one [S5, S6, S12, S13] is based on
the computation of shockwave on the black hole horizon,
and the second one [S14] refers to the subregion duality reconstruction proposed in [S15] (for a nice review of
recent studies about quantum chaos see [S16]). In this
appendix we briefly review both of these calculations and
follow closely to these papers. For a more detailed exposition of each calculation we refer the reader to [S13] and
[S14] for each method, respectively.

(S40)

In the shockwave setup, we consider the backreaction
of the metric (S39) on the null pulse of energy located
at U = 0 and moving in the V − direction with the
speed of light. The pulse subdivides the spacetime into
two regions L and R. The metric in the region R remains the same as (S39), whereas the null perturbation modifies the metric in L. For the isotropic metric the back-reaction can be obtained as a coordinate
shift V θ(U ) → V + α t, xi , where α t, xi is the function to be determined from Einstein equations2 . For the
anisotropic metric following the same logic, we take the
ansatz for the shockwave geometry in the form
ds2 = 2ÂdÛ dV̂ + ĝij dx̂i dx̂j − 2Âα̂δ(Û )dÛ 2 ,

(S41)

and the shock stress-energy tensor

2

a

gtt (U, V ) 1
.
8π 2 U V

(S39)


T shock = Ee2πt/β δ(Û )a x̂i dÛ 2 ,

(S42)


where E is the energy of the pulse and a x̂i specifies the
character of perturbation
(for

 a localized perturbation
the choice is a x̂i = δ x̂i ). Following the procedure
of solution of Einstein equations described in [S13] we
obtain the condition
i
h

uH ′
gij (uH ) α t, xi = (S43)
g ij (uH ) A (uH ) ∂i ∂j −
2

= 8πGN Ee2πt/β a xi ,
(S44)

defining α. The solution corresponding to i-th direction
has the form


2π
α(t, z) ∼ exp
(S45)
(t − t∗ ) − µi · xi ,
β


′
uH  X gjj

.
(S46)
gii
µ2i =
2A
gjj
j=1...d−1

2

u=uH

Here θ(U ) is the Heaviside function and δ(x) is just an ordinary
Dirac delta function. Also we redefine Û = U , V̂ = V + θ(U )
and x̂i = xi

IV
Using this result, we find that different butterfly veloc(i)
ities vB associated with the spatial coordinate xi are
given in terms of the coefficient µi
(i)

vB =

2π
,
βµi

or explicitly in terms of metric components
s
′ (u )
g ii (uh ) gtt
h
(i)
vB = Pd−1
,
kk (u ) g ′ (u )
g
h
h
k=1
kk


Γ(n + 1) In (µ|σ|)
,
ρ σ i = ρmin −n n
2 µ
|σ|n
p
d−3
n=
, xi = g ii (uh )σ i ,
2

(S47)

(S48)

which for isotropic theory gij = gxx δij reduces to a single
butterfly velocity
g ′ (uh )
2
.
vB
= ′ tt
gxx (uh )(d − 1)

and ρ has the solution in terms of the radius of closest approach to the horizon ρmin and modified Bessel function
of the second kind

(S55)

where we also used the rescaled coordinates σ. We can
estimate the size3 of the region A denoted by Rσ in σ i
coordinates denoted by solving the equation given by
β ≃ ρmin

(S49)

Γ(n + 1) In (µRσ )
,
2−n µn
Rσn

(S56)

where Rσ is the size of region A in the coordinates σ i .
The solution at large Rσ is:

Entanglement wedge calculation

An alternative method of butterfly velocity calculation
is due to [S15] and we closely follow [S14] for a particular
calculation corresponding to a general anisotropic metric.
Instead of switching to the Kruskal coordinates, we start
with the near-horizon expansion of the metric (S1), which
has the form
 2
2π
ds2 ≃ −
ρ2 dt2 + dρ2 +
(S50)
β
"
 2 #
d−1
′
X
gii
(uh ) 2π
gii (uh ) + ′
ρ2 dx2i ,
+
g
(u
)
β
h
tt
i=1
where Rindler coordinate ρ is defined as
 2 2
2π
ρ
′
(uh − u) =
, c0 = −gtt
(uh ) .
β
c0

The equations of motion for ρ corresponding to this functional have the form

i=1



g ii (uh ) ∂i2 ρ xi = µ2 ρ xi ,

µ2 ≡

d−1
(2π/β)2 X ii
′
g (uh ) gii
(uh ) ,
′ (u )
gtt
h i=1

(S57)

Denoting by Ri the size of the region A along the xi
direction
p
(S58)
Ri = g ii (uh )Rσ ,

and requiring that ρmin ≤ ρ(t), which is the condition
that the infalling particle is contained inside the entanglement wedge, we obtain the relation from [S14] defining
the butterfly velocity along each direction
s
′ (u )
g ii (uh ) gtt
h
(i)
(i)
. (S59)
Ri ≥ vB t, vB = Pd−1
′
kk
(uh ) gkk (uh )
k=1 g

(S51)

The method of [S15] is based on the finding of the
smallest entanglement wedge containing the particle at
late times.
Parametrizing Ryu-Takayanagi surface γA as

ρ xi and fixing the local coordinates ξ i = xi , we obtain
the area functional in the near-horizon region
"
 2
Z
q
1 2π
d−1
×
Area (γA ) = det gij (uh ) × d x 1 +
2 β
(S52)
d−1
d−1
2
′
ρ2 X gii
(uh ) 1 X (∂i ρ) i
× ′
+
gtt (uh ) i=1 gii (uh ) 2 i=1 gii (uh )

d−1
X

ρmin ≃ e−µRσ .

(S53)
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