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Abstract: The chase of universal bounds on diffusivities in strongly coupled systems and

holographic models has a long track record. The identification of a universal velocity scale,

independent of the presence of well-defined quasiparticle excitations, is one of the major

challenges of this program. A recent analysis, valid for emergent IR fixed points exhibit-

ing local quantum criticality, and dual to IR AdS2 geometries, suggests to identify such

a velocity using the time and length scales at which hydrodynamics breaks down – the

equilibration velocity. The latter relates to the radius of convergence of the hydrodynamic

expansion and it is extracted from a collision between a hydrodynamic diffusive mode and

a non-hydrodynamic mode associated to the IR AdS2 region. In this short note, we confirm

this picture for holographic systems displaying the spontaneous breaking of translational

invariance. Moreover, we find that, at zero temperature, the lower bound set by quan-

tum chaos and the upper one defined by causality and hydrodynamics exactly coincide,

determining uniquely the diffusion constant. Finally, we comment on the meaning and

universality of this newly proposed prescription.
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1 Introduction

The more specific we are, the more

universal something can become.

Jaqueline Woodson

The search for universal features in the transport properties of many-body quantum

systems, strongly coupled materials and holographic models has a long history. In this

context, universality is intended as insensitivity to the specific microscopic details of the

system and it therefore resonates nicely with the concept of hydrodynamics [1]. Hydro-

dynamics is an effective description controlling the long time and large scales dynamics,

where all the short-lived operators carrying the microscopic information get washed out. In

this sense, the universal properties remaining are carried by the long-lived quantities and

they are consequently related to the so-called hydrodynamic modes and the corresponding

conservation equations. Importantly, using this broad terminology, hydrodynamics can be

applied to any physical systems and is not restricted to the description of fluids [2].

In this ballpark, a milestone result has been the identification of a universal lower

bound on the ratio of shear viscosity η to entropy density s, which supposedly holds for

any system in nature. The resulting inequality

η

s
≥ ~

4π kB
(1.1)

takes the name of Kovtun-Son-Starinets (KSS) bound [3] and it has been derived using a

dual gravitational description in terms of the black hole horizon dynamics and the gravitons
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absorption rate therein [4, 5]. Notice how this bound immediately connects with hydrody-

namics since the η/s ratio coincides exactly with the transverse momentum dimensionless

diffusion constant in a neutral relativistic fluid [6]. Indeed, for neutral relativistic systems,

the KSS bound can be re-written as:

Dshear ≥
c2

4π
τpl (1.2)

where Dshear is the diffusion constant of the shear mode, c the restored speed of light and

τpl ≡ ~/kBT the so-called Planckian time [7, 8]. This last quantity plays an important

role and it has been involved in several discussions and experimental observations about

universality and transport [3, 9–19]

Despite the great success of the KSS bound even when confronted with realistic exper-

imental data [20–24], it soon became clear that the inequality in Eq.(1.1) could be violated

by breaking explicitly and/or spontaneously spacetime symmetries, such as translations

and rotations1. The references reporting on these violations are indeed several [26–32].

From the physical point of view, these cases were accompanied by the observation that

the ratio η/s plays a very special role only in relativistic neutral fluids, while it is not

connected with any specific transport properties otherwise. A clear example is that of a

non-relativistic system in which the KSS bound can be violated just by increasing the

number of different species [33]. In view of these facts, the universal character of the KSS

bound has been recently discredited [34].

In a parallel line of investigation [35–37], the superior (in the sense of more general and

universal) role of the diffusion constants (compared to the η/s ratio for example) has been

outlined in the context of realistic liquids and simple bounds on momentum and energy

diffusion have been derived in terms of few fundamental physical constants.

Inspired by the equivalent formulation of the KSS bound in terms of the shear diffusion

constant expressed in Eq.(1.2), a more general universal bound was later proposed in

[38]. The idea is that any diffusive process in nature is bounded from below by a certain

combination of two unknown velocity and time scales as:

D ≥ v2? τ? . (1.3)

This last expression recovers immediately the KSS bound by setting D = Dshear, v? = c

and τ? = τpl.

The inequality in Eq.(1.3) applies to physical diffusion constants, it is very general and

it can be consistently defined for any system possessing a diffusive hydrodynamic process

which corresponds to the time evolution of a certain conserved quantity. Nevertheless, it

appears quite void and not practical unless one specifies in detail which are the scales ap-

1Curiously, this is slightly imprecise for the case of rotations. Indeed, contrary to the explicit breaking
scenario, the spontaneous breaking of rotations does not imply a violation of the KSS bound [25]
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pearing in the r.h.s. of Eq.(1.3). Additionally, one would call such an expression universal

only if the same velocity and time scales bounded all the diffusive processes in the system.

On the contrary, a statement like Eq.(1.3) would become quite poor if, for any diffusion

constant Di, different scales in the r.h.s. had to be used. Finally, following this logic, one

would expect the scales in the r.h.s. of Eq.(1.3) to be infrared (IR) quantities, independent

of the ultraviolet (UV) microscopic physics, and therefore universal.

A first, and partially successful, attempt to make the bound in Eq.(1.3) more concrete

has originated from the idea of identifying the scales in the r.h.s. using physical observables

from quantum chaos. In particular, Refs. [39, 40] have proposed to identify:

v? = vB , τ? = τL, (1.4)

where vB is the butterfly velocity and τL the Liapunov time. Both these quantities can

be directly extracted using the out-of-time-order correlator (OTOC) [41]. In summary, the

final proposal coming from [39, 40] was that any diffusion constant Di has to be bounded

from below as follows:

Di ≥ #i v
2
B τL, (1.5)

where #i is an O(1) number which depends on the specific diffusive process as well as IR

fixed point considered.

Despite the considerable success of this proposal [18, 42–52, 52–54, 54–60], it was soon real-

ized that in the case of charge diffusion Di ≡ DQ = σ/χρρ (with σ the electric conductivity

and χρρ the charge susceptibility) the bound in Eq.(1.5) could be violated [61, 62]. One

more time, this is not surprising from a physical point of view. In fact, the quantum chaos

data (vB and λL) are extracted holographically from the gravitational sector of fluctuations

and in general are totally agnostic about the charge sector to which the charge diffusion

constant attains. When the diffusive process considered is that of energy, Di ≡ Dε = κ/cv
(with κ the thermal conductivity and cv the specific heat), the bound in Eq.(1.5) is much

more robust and hard to break. Nevertheless, there are at least two known cases [63, 64]

where this happens.

Taking a similar perspective, one could ask whether the diffusion constants are also bounded

from above or they can grow indefinitely (see cartoon in Fig.1). It turns out that causality,

and in particular the requirement of avoiding superluminal propagation, imposes a strong

upper bound on diffusion which takes the form [19]:

Di ≤ v2lightcone τeq, (1.6)

where vlightcone is the velocity, setting the causal lightcone in the theory, and τeq the equi-

libration time at which the system thermalizes, and after which hydrodynamics starts to

apply. The equilibration time can be universally defined using the imaginary part of the
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Figure 1. Given an arbitrary diffusive process and its related diffusion constant D, does D obey
any universal lower/upper bounds and in terms of which physical quantities? This is the question
we address in this note.

first damped, and therefore non-hydrodynamic, mode as:

τ−1eq ≡ ωeq = |Imω1|, (1.7)

where ω1 is the frequency of the lowest of those modes.

Contrary to the equilibration time, the definition of the lightcone velocity related to

the causal structure is far from trivial in systems which do not enjoy relativistic invari-

ance and/or systems with emergent IR lightcone structures. In relativistic systems, the

lightcone velocity is obviously set by the speed of light c. One simple example is given by

Israel-Stewart relativistic hydrodynamics [65]. There, the lightcone speed is immediately

identified with the speed of light c and the equilibration time with the IR relaxation time τπ
which is pheomenologically introduced in the framework. Indeed, within the Israel-Stewart

formalism, the absence of superluminality can be re-written exactly as an upper bound on

the shear diffusion constant Dshear < c2τπ [19, 34].

A first check of the upper bound in Eq.(1.6) was performed in Ref.[34] using different

velocity scales. A more formal derivation, based on technical mathematical properties of

the hydrodynamic perturbative expansion, was discussed in [66]. Interestingly, if one con-

siders the momentum diffusion constant, instead of the η/s ratio, all the known violations

related to the breaking of spacetime symmetries disappear [34].

Given the important role of hydrodynamics, recently, Ref.[67] proposed to connect the

lightcone velocity with the equilibration velocity. In particular, Ref.[67] proposed a new

bound which takes the following form:

Di ≤ v2i,eq τeq . (1.8)
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Here, vi,eq is the equilibration velocity for the ith diffusive mode, defined as:

veq ≡
ωeq
keq

. (1.9)

where, to avoid clutter, the i index has been dropped.

This idea uses the recent definition of the radius of convergence of hydrodynamics presented

in [68–70] and discussed further in [71–73]. In particular, the pair (ωeq, keq) corresponds to

the location of the first (closest to the origin) critical point of the hydrodynamic perturba-

tive series. This point coincides with the collision (in general in the complex plane) between

a first (in this case diffusive) hydrodynamic mode and a nearby non-hydrodynamic mode

(or a tower of them), and it determines the radius of convergence of the hydrodynamic

series. More precisely, we utilize the following definitions:

keq ≡ |k∗| , ωeq ≡ |ω∗| , (1.10)

where (ω∗, k∗) is the first critical point – the position of the collision for complex frequency

and momentum, k∗, ω∗ ∈ C. In simple words, such a point determines the scale at which

considering only conserved quantities is not enough anymore and the hydrodynamics de-

scription must be improved.

Few comments are in order. (I) The definition of the equilibration velocity is specific to

the diffusive process considered. In this sense, it is quite a stretch to consider the bound in

Eq.(1.8) as universal. Notice for example the crucial difference with the butterfly velocity

proposal in Eq.(1.5), in which the velocity scale on the r.h.s. is the same for all the diffusion

constants considered. (II) It is not clear how the bound in Eq.(1.8) connects with that in

Eq.(1.6). In particular, Eq.(1.8) does not follow from the requirement of causality and

furthermore veq does not define nor the lightcone velocity nor the causal structure of any

propagating process. (III) The equal sign in Eq.(1.8) follows trivially from assuming that

the diffusive dispersion relation:

ω = −iD k2 (1.11)

is valid until the critical point (ω∗, k∗).

In particular simple algebra gives

ωeq = Dk2eq → 1 = D
ωeq
v2eq
→ D = v2eqτeq . (1.12)

That said, the observation of [67] is interesting and it boils down to understand the following

questions:

• Are there situations where the corrections to the hydrodynamic dispersion relation

can be neglected until the critical point determining the radius of convergence of

linearized hydrodynamics?

• Which conditions ensure the existence of such a scenarios and what is their meaning?
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Figure 2. The longitudinal spectrum of quasinormal modes for N = 3 and m/T = 500. For
simplicity, the attenuation constant of the longitudinal sound modes has been manually removed.
The gray region emphasizes the location of the collision between the crystal diffusion mode and the
first non-hydrodynamic AdS2 mode, from which the parameters ωeq, keq are extracted as shown by
the dashed lines. The tower of non-hydrodynamic modes follow the expected trend ωn = 2πT (n+∆),
where in this case ∆ = 2. Similar pictures can be obtained for different values N and of m/T .

In this note, we consider the proposal of Ref.[67] in homogeneous holographic models with

long-range order, i.e. with spontaneously broken translational invariance. These systems

display an AdS2 IR near-horizon geometry and a peculiar new diffusive mode labelled

crystal diffusion [74–76]. In these holographic models, the lower bound Eq.(1.5) for crystal

diffusion has already been verified in [34]. Our task now is to determine whether the

inequivalence in Eq.(1.8) applies also to the same mode and which are the scales involved.

Moreover, we analyze the connections and interplay between the lower bound on diffusion

dictated by quantum chaos and this new upper bound determined by the breakdown of the

hydrodynamic perturbative expansion. Finally, we provide some comments and thoughts

for the future.

2 The holographic model

We consider a large class of holographic axion models [77] introduced and discussed in [78–

81] and defined as follows:

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
R

2
+ 3− m2 V (X)

]
, (2.1)

where X ≡ 1
2 g

µν ∂µφ
I∂νφ

I and we have set the AdS radius to be unit. We choose an

isotropic profile for the axion fields given by

φI = xI , (2.2)
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which represents a trivial solution of the equations of motion because of the global shift

symmetry φI → φI + bI of the action (2.1). The background geometry in Eddington-

Filkenstein coordinates is written as:

ds2 =
1

u2
[
−f(u) dt2 − 2 dt du+ dx2 + dy2

]
, (2.3)

where u ∈ [0, uh] is the radial holographic direction going from the boundary u = 0 to the

horizon, f(uh) = 0. Finally, we have:

f(u) = u3
∫ uh

u
dv

[
3

v4
− m2 V (v2)

v4

]
, (2.4)

and consequently the temperature T is defined as

T = −f
′(uh)

4π
=

6− 2m2 V
(
u2h
)

8π uh
, (2.5)

while the entropy density is given by s = 2π/u2h.

In the rest of the note, we will focus on the monomial form:

V (X) = XN . (2.6)

We refer to the previous literature [82–89] for more details concerning these models and

their properties.

In these holographic models, the UV expansion of the φI bulk fields reads:

φI(t, x, u) = φI(0)(t, x) + φI(1)(t, x)u5−2N + . . . (2.7)

Assuming standard quantization, one could verifiy that for N < 5/2 the background solu-

tion φI = xI plays the role of an external source, while for N > 5/2 it describes a finite

expectation value for the operators OI , dual to the axion fields. Following this argument,

the breaking of translations is explicit for N < 5/2 and spontaneous for N > 5/2. In this

note, we will only consider the case N > 5/2.

3 Results

The longitudinal spectrum of systems with spontaneously broken translations features a

peculiar mode with diffusive dispersion relation which is usually labelled “crystal diffusion”.

Using the correct hydrodynamic description [90], the diffusion constant of such a mode

reads:

D = ξ
(B +G− P) χππ

s′ T 2 v2L
. (3.1)

The various parameters appearing in the equation above are: the Goldstones diffusion con-

stant ξ, the bulk modulus B, the shear modulus G, the momentum susceptibility χππ, the

temperature derivative of the entropy s′ and finally the so called crystal pressure P. The

– 7 –
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Figure 3. The equilibration frequency ωeq in function of the dimensionless temperature for various
N = 3, 4, 5. All the curves approach asymptotically a constant value given by ∆0 = 2.

hydrodynamic formula Eq.(3.1) has been successfully matched to the holographic results

[88, 89] after some initial, and then resolved, tension [87].

The dispersion relation of the crystal diffusion mode is shown in Fig.2 for very low

values of temperature. The characteristic quadratic scaling and the corresponding slope are

consistent with the previous theoretical computations. In Fig.2, the lowest non-hydrodynamic

modes ω = −i ωn are shown as well. As explained in the previous literature [91, 92] and

discussed in [67], these modes have a quite flat dispersion relation at low temperatures

and they appear equally separated. In particular, this tower of non-hydrodynamic modes

belongs to the IR AdS2 spectrum and it is given by:

ωn = 2π T (∆0 + n) for T → 0 , (3.2)

where n is the index labelling the modes and the constant ∆0 corresponds to the conformal

dimension of the lowest operator in the AdS2 IR fixed point evaluated at zero momentum,

∆0 = ∆(k = 0)[67].

Given the presence of these modes, we can immediately identify the value of the lowest

(n = 0) frequency in Eq.(3.2) with the equilibration timescale:

ωeq = τ−1eq = ω0 = 2π∆0 T . (3.3)

We plot the value of the normalized equilibration frequency in function of m/T at low tem-

peratures in Fig.3. The curves approach nicely a common asymptotic T = 0 value which

is given by ∆0 = 2. Importantly, this value is completely independent of the choice of the

potential and in particular the value of the power N 2.

2We are grateful to Hyun-Sik Jeong, Keun-Young Kim and Ya-Wen Sun for pointing out a mistake in
a previous version of our manuscript which was due to numerical inaccuracies. For an analytic derivation,
and extension, of our results we refer to their forthcoming work.
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Let us now move to discuss the interplay between the diffusive hydrodynamic mode

and the first non-hydro mode. We have zoomed in the area in which the crystal diffusion

mode and the first non-hydrodynamic mode approach each other, which is indicated with

a gray shaded region in Fig.2. The results are more clearly shown in Fig.4. From there, it

is evident that the two modes display an avoided crossing dynamics as noticed already in

[67]. In particular, we numerically observe (see [67] for an analytic proof) that the avoided

crossing mechanism becomes more and more evident by increasing the temperature. This

is consistent with the observation that the collision between the diffusive mode and the

first non-hydrodynamic mode happens for complex momentum, but the imaginary part of

the critical point tends to zero with the temperature T . Therefore, at low temperature, we

can approximate the equilibration scale with the real value of the critical momentum:

keq ≡ |k∗| ≈ Re k∗ (3.4)

which, together with the critical frequency ω∗, is easily readable from the dispersion rela-

tion of the modes in the longitudinal spectrum, as shown in Fig.2.
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Figure 4. Top Left: The ”almost” collision between the diffusive mode and the first non-
hydrodynamic mode. Top Right: A zoom of the avoided crossing dynamics for N = 3 and
m/T = 900. The gap between the two modes becomes smaller and smaller going to lower tem-
perature. Bottom panels: The same figures at larger temperature, m/T = 300. Here, the avoided
crossing is more pronounced and the separation between the two curves is larger. This implies that
the imaginary part of the critical complex momentum is larger.
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Figure 5. Left: The behaviour of the equilibration velocity in function of the dimensionless tem-
perature m/T for various values of N = 3, 4, 5. The dashed line shows the T 1/2 scaling. Right:
The comparison with the butterfly velocity. At low temperatures, the ratio of the two velocities
approach a constant value,

√
∆0 =

√
2.

In summary, we can extract both parameters, ωeq, keq, simply by looking at the dis-

persion relations of the two lowest modes as shown in Figures 2 and 4. At this point, we

can also straightforwardly define the equilibration velocity as:

veq ≡
ωeq
keq

. (3.5)

We show the behaviour of the non-normalized equilibration velocity in function of temper-

ature in the left panel of Fig.5. Interestingly, we observed a very clear T 1/2 scaling close to

zero temperature. Given that ωeq ∼ T at low temperature (Eq.(3.2)), we can derive that

in such a regime the radius of convergence of hydrodynamics goes as:

keq ∼ T 1/2 . (3.6)

This is consistent with the idea that the convergence properties of hydrodynamics become

worse and worse upon lowering the temperature [73]. In other words, hydrodynamics breaks

down at larger distances going towards zero temperature. Eq.(3.6) is also consistent with

previous results for charged holographic backgrounds and realistic liquids [71–73].

At this stage, we want to compare the behaviour of the equilibration velocity with that

of the butterfly velocity, which has a fundamental role in the diffusion bounds discussed

in the introduction. The butterfly velocity can be obtained from horizon data and in our

background is given by:

v2B =
π T

uh
. (3.7)

In the limit of m/T → ∞, the radius of the horizon goes to a constant and therefore we

obtain the expected scaling vB ∼ T 1/2. Interestingly, the ratio between the two velocity

scales approaches a constant, given by
√

∆0, in the low temperature limit. We notice that

for canonically normalized operators with unitary conformal dimension in the AdS2 IR

fixed point, the two velocities would exactly coincide at low temperature. More in general,

– 10 –



we find that:

veq > vB . (3.8)

If one considers the butterfly velocity as an emergent lightcone speed of some (non-

relativistic) quantum chaotic system, the relation just obtained looks quite dangerous since

it would imply a superluminal propagation with speed veq outside of the causal lightcone.

Nevertheless, the equilibration velocity veq does not correspond to any propagating modes.

In other words, in these cases, there is absolutely no excitation propagating at such speed.

In any case, this relation looks certainly interesting and it deserves further understanding.

It also implies that the thermalization speed, defined as in Eq.(3.5), is faster than the

speed of information scrambling. It would be important to understand how universal this

hierarchy is and which are the physical consequences.

Another indication that the equilibration speed veq cannot play the role of the light-

cone velocity in the bound of [19] is given by the fact that in this model the longitudinal

speed of sound is much larger than the equilibration velocity. In this sense, if one had to

choose a lightcone velocity, the sound speed would be the most appropriate.

After having identified all the scales entering in the bound of Eq.(1.8), we can finally

test its validity for the crystal diffusion mode. In Fig.6, we plot the dimensionless ratio

D/v2eqτeq in function of the dimensionless inverse temperature m/T at small temperatures

and for various potentials, N = 3, 4, 5. In all the cases, we notice that this ratio approaches

unity at T → 0 confirming the validity of the relationship:

D = v2eqτeq for T → 0 . (3.9)

Moreover, we obtain that in general

D ≤ v2eqτeq (3.10)

and that therefore the bound Eq.(1.8) proposed in [67] indeed holds. This constitutes an

explicit confirmation that even for the crystal diffusion mode, the diffusion constant is

bounded from above by the equilibration scales veq and τeq.

4 Conclusions

In summary, in this short note, we have confirmed the validity of the diffusion bound de-

fined in terms of the hydrodynamics breakdown data proposed in Ref.[67] for the crystal

diffusion mode present in all holographic systems with spontaneously broken translations.

Importantly, in our case, the collision determining the equilibration scales happens for real

values of the momentum k and therefore it is easily extracted from the dispersion relation

of the lowest quasinormal modes.
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Figure 6. The dimensionless ratio D/(v2eqτeq) in function of the inverse dimensionless temperature
for various powers N = 3, 4, 5. All the curves approach the unit value at low temperature. Moreover,
all curves are consistent with the inequality D ≤ v2eqτeq.

Moreover, we do find that, for arbitrary values of the temperature, the diffusion con-

stant is confined in an range determined by:

v2B τL ≤ D ≤ v2eq τeq, (4.1)

which is shown in Fig.7. Importantly, approaching the zero temperature limit this allowed

region shrinks and at exactly zero temperature the two limits collapse on each other. This

means that the universal bounds determine uniquely the value of the diffusion constant at

zero temperature: (
v2B τL

)
|T=0 = D|T=0 =

(
v2eq τeq

)
|T=0 . (4.2)

This is a very interesting and new outcome whose universal character must be investigated

further.

5 Additional comments

We conclude with several comments and ideas for the future.

• One interesting point is the connection between the diffusivity bound D ≤ v2eqτeq and

the higher order corrections to the diffusive dispersion relation. As we have shown in

the main text, if the diffusive behaviour ω = −iDk2 persists until the collision point,

the equality trivially holds. What happens if that is not the case? In general, the

dispersion relation is given by a perturbative expansion in momentum of the type:

ω = −i
(
Dk2 + a1 k

4 + a2 k
6 + . . .

)
, (5.1)

where for simplicity we have ignored any possible real part and considered a purely

imaginary mode. Let us consider that, upon reaching the critical point (ω∗, k∗), the
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Figure 7. A cartoon of the allowed region for the diffusion constant D. The upper edge comes from
the scales related to the breakdown of linearized hydrodynamics. While, the lower one is dictated
by the data of quantum chaos [34]. Both curves merge in the limit of T → 0.

first higher order correction cannot be neglected. Then, we have:

ωeq = Dk2eq + a1 k
4
eq (5.2)

which, after some manipulations, gives:

D = v2eqτeq −
a1

v2eq τeq
. (5.3)

The extension to higher order terms is trivial and for simplicity not shown here.

By looking at Eq.(5.3), one can infer that the validity of the upper diffusion bound

depends crucially on the signs of the higher order corrections. In particular, the

higher order terms in the diffusive dispersion relations introduce corrections of order

O(1/v2neq τ
n
eq), controlled by the various new coefficients an. Is there any physical re-

quirement (e.g. causality) that fixes the sign of these coefficients and therefore the

validity of the upper bound? That seems indeed the case. The univalence property

of the hydrodynamics expansion put stringent bounds on all the higher order coef-

ficients [66]. For example, it constraints the first of them, labelled a1 above, to be

positive. In other words, it is very tempting to claim that the validity of the upper

bound proposed in [67] can be formally derived using mathematical properties of the

hydrodynamic series [66]. A simple scenario where this mechanism appears is the

telegrapher equation [93]:

ω2 + iω/τ = v2 k2 . (5.4)

In this case, the purely diffusive dispersion law gets corrected before the poles collision

as:

ω = − iD k2 − i v4 τ3 k4 + . . . (5.5)

and the corresponding higher order coefficient reads a1 = v4 τ3. Stability, and more
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precisely the requirement of having τ > 0 (a relaxation process and not an “explod-

ing” one), implies that a1 > 0 and therefore that the diffusion constant is bounded

from above, as discussed in the previous paragraph.

• It would be interesting to understand better the zero temperature relation in Eq.(4.2).

To the best of our knowledge, the collapse of the two bounds at zero temperature

has not been observed nor discussed before. How universal is this feature? What can

we learn from it? Is it possible to maintain a finite range of allowed values at zero

temperature or the two bounds always collapse?

• In all this discussion, the value of the constant ∆0 plays a fundamental role. In partic-

ular, the concrete value
√

∆0 controls the ratio between the equilibration velocity and

the butterfly velocity at low temperature. It would be interesting to understand if any

physical requirement (e.g. unitarity and the corresponding bounds on the conformal

dimensions) constraints ∆0 > 1 and if not what is the meaning of this role-reversal

phenomenon.

• A priori, it is not clear what is the relation between the equilibration velocity veq and

the causal structure of the system. In particular, such a velocity in general does not

correspond to any propagating mode. Interestingly, taking the telegrapher equation

(5.4), one can derive that the equilibration velocity veq coincides exactly with the

sound speed of the emergent propagating mode at large momentum. In this simplified

scenario, it does corresponding to a propagating mode at short distance.

• In the main text, we have derived that in the low temperature limit, τ−1eq = 2π∆0 T .

This relaxation time has the same temperature dependence of the Planckian time and

the Liapunov time but with a different numerical prefactor. In particular we have:

(τpl, τL, τeq)T =

(
1,

1

2π
,

1

2π∆0

)
. (5.6)

Moreover, the hierarchy of these timescales depends crucially on the value of ∆0.

Also, the situation might be substantially different away from maximal chaos [94]

where the Maldacena bound [13] is not saturated and τL >
1

2π T . Which is the order

of these timescales and how can it be changed?

• In [67], the equilibration velocity has been defined using the critical point which

determines the breakdown of the hydrodynamics expansion and in particular of the

diffusive dispersion relation. In principle, there are other points in the complex plane

which assume a particular role – the pole-skipping points [95–98]. Given a certain

Green function, those are the points at which the zeros and the poles cross, rendering

the Green function indeterminate. Following [67], one could define a pole-skipping

velocity:

vOskip ≡
|ωskip|
|kskip|

, (5.7)
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where (ωskip, kskip) indicates the location of the first pole skipping point in the com-

plex plane and the index O the operator whose Green function is considered. No-

tice that if one considers the energy-energy correlator, one finds vεskip = vB and

ωskip = τ−1L [95]. In this sense, for the energy correlator, we have the following iden-

tification:
v2skip
ωskip

= v2B τL (5.8)

and therefore one can immediately write down a lower bound of the type:

Dε ≥
v2skip
ωskip

. (5.9)

The question whether a more general bound:

DO ≥
v2O,skip
ωO,skip

(5.10)

exists for an arbitrary operator O is valuable and it can be easily investigated with

the existing techniques. Preliminary indications [99] seem to suggest our hypothesis.

• As already mentioned, the speed of longitudinal sound vL in this model is much

larger than the equilibration speed veq. This implies that (I) the equilibration velocity

cannot be taken as the one determining the causal lightcone and (II) that the bound

D ≤ v2eqτeq is more stringent than the one coming from causality as in [19].

• Finally, it would be interesting to consider IR fixed point with dangerously irrelevant

deformations [42]. There, the equilibration time is expected to be parametrically

longer, τeq � T−1, and the full picture could change substantially. Hyperscaling-

Lifshitz IR geometries are also a straightforward generalization of this program.

The emerging global picture suggests intriguing and possibly fundamental connections be-

tween transport, quantum chaos, hydrodynamics and pole skipping which are left to be

revealed.

We plan to come back to some of these questions in the near future.
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[67] D. Arean, R. A. Davison, B. Goutéraux and K. Suzuki, Hydrodynamic diffusion and its

breakdown near AdS2 fixed points, 2011.12301.

[68] S. c. v. Grozdanov, P. K. Kovtun, A. O. Starinets and P. Tadić, Convergence of the gradient
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A Equations for the perturbations

We align the momentum k along the y direction. The perturbations in the longitudinal

sector are given by

{hx, s = 1/2 (hxx + hyy), hx, a = 1/2 (hxx − hyy), δφy, htt, hty} , (A.1)

We use a radial gauge. The final set of equations for the perturbations reads

uf ′ δφ′y V̇ + 2u2 f δφ′y V̈ + u f δφ′′y V̇ − 2 f δφ′y V̇ − k2 u δφy V̇ − k2 u3 δφy V̈
+ i k u hx, a V̇ − i k u3 hx, s V̈ + 2 i u2 ω δφy V̈ + uh′ty V̇ + 2 i u ω δφ′y V̇

− 2 i ω δφyV̇ − 2hty

(
V̇ − u2 V̈

)
= 0 (A.2)

u(f
(
uf ′ h′x, s − 2 f h′x, s − 2 i k m2 u3 δφy V̈ − uh′′tt + 4h′tt

)
+ k hty

(
i u f ′ − 2 i f + 2uω

)
+ hx, s

(
2m2 u3 f V̈ + ω

(
i u f ′ − 2 i f + 2uω

))
)

+ htt

(
u
(
−uf ′′ + 4 f ′ + 2m2 u V̇

)
− 12 f + k2 u2 − 2m2 V − 2 i u ω + 6

)
= 0 (A.3)

2hty

(
u
(
f ′ +m2 u V̇

)
− 3 f −m2 V + 3

)
− u

(
u f h′′ty − 2 f h′ty + i k u h′tt + k uω hx, s + k uω hx, a − 2 im2 uω δφy V̇ + i u ω h′ty

)
+ 2 i k u htt = 0 (A.4)

hx, s

(
2u
(
f ′ +m2 u V̇

)
− 6 f + k2 u2 − 2m2 V + 4 i u ω + 6

)
− u2 f ′ h′x, s

− u2 f ′ h′x, a + 2uhx, a f
′ − u2 f h′′x, s − u2 f h′′x, a + 4u f h′x, s + 2u f h′x, a − 6 f hx, a

+ k2 u2 hx, a + 2 i k u hty + 2m2 u2 hx, a V̇ − 2m2 hx, a V − 2 i u2 ω h′x, s

− 2 i u2 ω h′x, a − 2uh′tt + 6htt(u) + 2 i u ω hx, a + 6hx, a = 0 (A.5)

hx, s

(
2u
(
f ′ +m2 u V̇

)
− 6 f + k2 u2 − 2m2 V + 4 i u ω + 6

)
− u2 f ′ h′x, s + u2 f ′ h′x, a

− 2uhx, a f
′ − u2 f h′′x, s + u2 f h′′x, a + 4u f h′x, s − 2u fh′x, a + 6 f hx, a + k2 u2 hx, a

− 4 i k m2 u2 δφy V̇ − 2 i k u2 h′ty + 6 i k u hty − 2m2 u2 hx, a V̇ + 2m2 hx, a V

− 2 i u2 ω h′x, s + 2 i u2 ω h′x, a − 2uh′tt + 6htt − 2 i u ω hx, a − 6hx, a = 0 (A.6)

− 6htt + u (u f ′ h′x, s − 2 f h′x, s − 2 i k m2 u3 δφy V̈ + i k u h′ty − 2 i k hty

+ 2m2 u3 hx, s V̈ − uh′′tt + 4h′tt + 2 i u ω h′x, s − 2 i ω hx, s) = 0 (A.7)

k u
(
h′x, s + h′x, a

)
− i u

(
2m2 δφ′y V̇ + h′′ty

)
+ 2 i h′ty = 0 (A.8)

h′′x, s = 0, (A.9)

where the following notations V̇ ≡ dV (X)/dX, V̈ ≡ d2V (X)/dX2 are used.

The quasinormal modes are obtained using pseudo-spectral methods. For more details

about the numerical procedure see [100].
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