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Abstract

We consider the stability of the maximally-extended Reissner-Nordström solution in a Minkowski, de
Sitter, or anti-de Sitter background.1,2 In a broad class of situations, prior work has shown that spherically
symmetric perturbations from a massless scalar field cause the inner horizon of an RN black hole to
become singular and collapse. Even if this is the case, it may still be possible for an observer to travel
through the inner horizon before it fully collapses, thus violating strong cosmic censorship. In this
work, we show that the collapse of the inner horizon and the occurrence of a singularity along the
inner horizon are sufficient to prevent an observer from accessing the white hole regions and the parallel
universe regions of the maximally extended RN space-time. Thus, if an observer passes through the inner
horizon, they will inevitably hit the central singularity. Throughout this article, we use natural units
where c = G = 4π ε0 = 1.

1 Introduction

By definition, a black hole is an object that has an event horizon. The simplest black hole solution is the
Schwarzschild solution, which possess an event horizon and no other horizons. However, if a black hole has
charge and/or angular momentum, it exhibits an inner horizon as well as an event horizon. Such a black hole
may be described by the Kerr-Newman solution. When the Kerr-Newman solution is maximally extended,
the inner horizon forms the entrance to a wormhole, leading to a parallel universe [1].

However, the Kerr-Newman solution is an idealization, as it contains no mass-energy except at the central
singularity. To determine whether the inner horizon does actually form the entrance to a wormhole, we need
to subject the black hole to perturbations. Moreover, we would like to prove or disprove the stability of the
wormhole for a wide variety of perturbations. Eventually, we would like to consider arbitrary perturbations
that exhibit no symmetry. For now, however, we will assume spherical symmetry to make the analysis more
manageable.

Any black hole with non-zero angular momentum lacks spherical symmetry, as the rotation axis specifies a
preferred direction in space. Thus, we must start with a non-rotating black hole, and we must subject this
black hole to spherically symmetric perturbations. When the angular momentum is zero, the Kerr-Newman
solution reduces to the Reissner-Nordström solution.

A Reissner-Nordström (RN) black hole has both charge and mass, which are concentrated in a point-like
singularity at r = 0. When the black hole is sub-extremal, this solution describes a black hole with two
horizons: an outer event horizon and an inner Cauchy horizon. Between the event horizon and the inner
horizon, all mass-energy is inexorably drawn inwards. This is equivalent to the statement that the radial
coordinate r is time-like in this region. However, inside the inner horizon, r again becomes space-like, so it

∗Please direct all correspondence to rdemott@mines.edu.
1By “background,” we mean the asymptotic behavior of the solution far from the singularity.
2Throughout this article, we will refer to these solutions as Reissner-Nordström or RN solutions, regardless of the background.
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is possible for mass-energy to travel outwards from the singularity. The inner horizon is also a Cauchy hori-
zon. In other words, given generic boundary conditions outside the inner horizon, it is generally impossible
to find a unique solution for the space-time inside the inner horizon [2], [3]. This signals a breakdown of
determinism.

In 1973, Simpson and Penrose demonstrated that the RN solution is unstable at the inner horizon [4]. There-
fore, Penrose proposed that perturbations to the RN solution destroy the non-uniqueness of the unperturbed
solution. This is known as the strong cosmic censorship (SCC) conjecture [5]. More precisely, the SCC
conjecture states that the instability at the inner horizon produces a singularity, preventing any observers
from passing through it [6], [7]. If true, this would imply that the region of space-time inside the inner hori-
zon is unphysical. Hence, the entire physical space-time manifold would be uniquely specified by boundary
conditions, and determinism would be restored.

Given boundary conditions outside the inner horizon, the inner horizon defines the boundary of the region
of space-time where a unique solution for the metric can be found. Thus, it is possible to unambiguously
describe the evolution of the inner horizon. Previous research has analyzed the behavior of the inner horizon
in the presence of a spherically symmetric distribution of mass-energy. Dafermos showed that the metric can
be extended continuously beyond the inner horizon, even in the presence of neutral scalar perturbations [2],
[5]. Later, Costa et. al. numerically demonstrated an analogous result for near-extremal Reissner-Nordström
(RN) black holes [6]–[11].

In some scenarios, the in-falling mass-energy compresses near the inner horizon, creating a null curvature
singularity called the mass-inflation singularity [12]–[24]. At first, these results may appear to contradict
those mentioned in the previous paragraph. However, because the mass-inflation singularity is a weak singu-
larity, the metric is continuous at the Cauchy horizon [19], [22]. Altogether, the results in Refs. [2], [5]–[11],
[13]–[19], [22] suggest that the region inside the inner horizon may be accessible to observers.

Before we proceed, it is worth noting that the mass-inflation instability is not generic to all relativistic
theories of gravity. In some modified theories of gravity, such as f (R) gravity, the mass-inflation instability
is absent [25]–[29]. In these theories, models of stellar collapse do not result in any singularities forming
outside the physical singularity. Additionally, there is some evidence that quantum effects may dampen or
eliminate the mass-inflation singularity [30]. We will leave the question of wormhole stability in the absence
of a mass-inflation singularity for future work. In this paper, we assume that a mass-inflation instability
occurs at the inner horizon. We also assume that it is possible for an observer to pass through the inner
horizon. Under this assumption, we seek to determine the ultimate fate of such an observer.

Given that the space-time inside the Cauchy horizon cannot be uniquely specified, it is not possible to
describe an observer’s trajectory inside the Cauchy horizon with certainty. However, if we assume that
space-time can still be treated classically inside the inner horizon, it is possible to make concrete statements
about the observer’s ultimate fate. In the unperturbed, maximally extended RN space-time, the region be-
tween the inner horizon and the inner anti-horizon is a wormhole (see Figure 1), which leads to a white hole
and a parallel universe. (In fact, the maximally extended RN solution contains an infinite number of parallel
universes.) Using the Raychaudhuri equation [31], we show that this wormhole collapses in the presence
of spherically symmetric perturbations satisfying the null energy condition. More precisely, we show that,
if a mass-inflation instability occurs on the Cauchy horizon, any time-like or light-like observer who passes
through the Cauchy horizon of a perturbed RN black hole will inevitably hit the central singularity. Thus,
we conclude that the parallel universes of the unperturbed RN space-time are unphysical.

2 Coordinate Systems for Reissner-Nordström Black Holes

Let us consider a black hole with mass M and charge Q, which is subjected to massless scalar perturbations.
We assume that the metric and all fields are spherically-symmetric. In spherical coordinates, a general
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spherically symmetric metric takes the form

ds2 = −f (r, t) dt2 + f (r, t)
−1

dr2 + r2 dΩ2. (1)

Let Λ be the cosmological constant. In the absence of perturbations, the RN metric has [15], [32]

f (r) = 1− 2M

r
+
Q2

r2
− 1

3
Λ r2. (2)

Let U and V be general double null coordinates. In such coordinates, we may rewrite Eqn. 1 as

ds2 = −F (U ,V) dU dV + r2 (U ,V) dΩ2. (3)

A sub-extremal RN black hole has two horizons: an event horizon and an inner Cauchy horizon. In the
absence of perturbations, such a space-time has the following Penrose diagram:

Figure 1: This is a section of the maximally-extended Penrose diagram for an unperturbed, sub-extremal
RN black hole. This diagram uses Eddington-Finkelstein (EF) coordinates u and v, which we will define
shortly.

In Figure 1, the bottom right square represents our universe, while the bottom left square represents a
parallel universe. Because the parallel universe is inaccessible to any observer traveling from our universe,
we may regard it as unphysical. With this in mind, all perturbations must enter the black hole through the
event horizon in our universe.

2.1 Eddington-Finkelstein Double-Null Coordinates

Now, we define the Eddington-Finkelstein (EF) double-null coordinates u and v for an unperturbed RN black
hole [22]. Technically, there are two sets of EF coordinates: one for the region inside the inner horizon, and
one for the region outside the inner horizon. Let r− denote the radius of the inner horizon for an unperturbed
RN black hole. Let κ represent the gravitational acceleration at the inner horizon. We may write κ as [19],
[22]

κ = −1

2

df

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=r−

. (4)

We define the tortoise coordinate r∗ to satisfy the relation

dr

dr∗
= f (r) . (5)
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Because f (r) > 0 inside the inner horizon and f (r) < 0 outside the inner horizon, κ is positive. Close to
r = r−, we may approximate f (r) as

f (r) ≈ −2κ (r − r−) . (6)

Let A be an arbitrary real constant. Close to the inner horizon, we may write the solution r (r∗) as

r (r∗) = r− +A exp [−2κr∗] . (7)

Now, we want to invert Eqn. 7 to obtain r∗ (r). To accomplish this, we must consider the regions outside
and inside the inner horizon separately.

First, we consider the region outside the inner horizon (r > r−). In order for r∗ to be real, the constant A
must be positive. For simplicity, we choose A = 1. Thus, we may rewrite Eqn. 7 as

exp [−2κr∗ (r)] = r − r−, (8)

r∗ (r) = − 1

2κ
ln (r − r−) . (9)

Next, we consider the region inside the inner horizon (r < r−). In order for r∗ to be real, the constant A
must be negative. For simplicity, we choose A = −1. Thus, we may rewrite Eqn. 7 as

exp [−2κr∗ (r)] = r− − r, (10)

r∗ (r) = − 1

2κ
ln (r− − r) . (11)

Combining Equations 10 and 12, we may write r∗ as

r∗ = − 1

2κ
ln |r − r−| . (12)

Finally, we introduce the Eddington-Finkelstein double-null coordinates u and v, defined as

u = t− r∗, (13)

v = t+ r∗. (14)

Just outside the inner horizon, we may approximate F (u, v) (defined in Eqn. 3) as

F (u, v) ≈ −2κ eκ (u−v). (15)

Just inside the inner horizon, we may approximate F (u, v) as

F (u, v) ≈ 2κ eκ (u−v). (16)

In the outer EF double-null coordinate system, the inner horizon lies at the limits v →∞ and u→ −∞. On
the u = −∞ section of the Cauchy horizon, a severe singularity occurs [16], [18], [20], [22]. Because of this,
objects cannot pass through this section of the Cauchy horizon. Therefore, the wormhole region beyond the
u = −∞ section of the Cauchy horizon is unphysical. From here on, we shall primarily focus on the v = +∞
section of the Cauchy horizon.

2.2 Kruskal-Szekeres Transformation on the v Coordinate for an Unperturbed
RN Black Hole

The Eddington-Finkelstein double-null coordinate system is the simplest double null coordinate system to
derive from standard spherical coordinates. From here on, it will be convenient to use the Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinate u as one of our double null coordinates. However, we note that there are two separate
v coordinates: one for the region outside the inner horizon and another for the region inside the inner horizon.
Fortunately, it is possible to glue these two v coordinates together by combining both of them into a single
Kruskal-Szekeres coordinate V . By convention, we choose the inner horizon to be at V = 0. We choose V to
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be positive outside the inner horizon and negative inside the inner horizon. Outside the inner horizon, we
define V as

V (v) = e−κv. (17)

Inside the inner horizon, we define V as
V (v) = −e−κv. (18)

Since u and V are both null coordinates, the metric still takes the form

ds2 = −F (u, V ) dudV + r2 (u, V ) dΩ2. (19)

From Equations 15 and 16, we know how F (u, v) behaves close to the inner horizon in Eddington-Finkelstein
coordinates. With basic calculus, we may use the known expression for F (u, v) to find F (u, V ). Close to
the inner horizon (both outside and inside), we may approximate F (u, V ) as

F (u, V ) ≈ 2 eκu. (20)

We derived Eqn. 20 using an unperturbed RN black hole space-time. Thus, one might be tempted to
conclude that Eqn. 20 only applies to an unperturbed RN black hole. However, in a perturbed space-time,
we may assume that F (u, V ) is positive, finite, and continuous everywhere along the Cauchy horizon (except
at the physical singularity) [8]–[10], [19]. Thus, even for a perturbed black hole, we may perform a gauge
transformation such that F (u, V ) matches Eqn. 20 close to the inner horizon.

3 Space-Time Dynamics and the Raychaudhuri Equation in Gen-
eral Double Null Coordinates

In this section, we describe the dynamics of an arbitrary spherically symmetric metric coupled to a massless
Klein-Gordon scalar field φ. We also calculate the Raychaudhuri scalar Θ and describe its dynamics. These
equations hold in arbitrary double null coordinates.

3.1 Einstein Field Equations and Dynamics of the Scalar Field

Let us consider a general spherically symmetric metric (Eqn. 3). Let φ be a massless Klein-Gordon scalar
field, and let Λ be the cosmological constant. We may write the Einstein field equations as

r,uv = −r,u r,v
r
− F

4r

(
1− Q2

r2

)
+

Λ

4
r F, (21)

F,uv =
F,uF,v
F

+
2F

r2
r,u r,v +

F 2

2r2

(
1− 2Q2

r2

)
− 2F φ,u φ,v + ΛF 2, (22)

r,uu − (lnF ),u r,u + r (φ,u)
2

= 0, (23)

r,vv − (lnF ),v r,v + r (φ,v)
2

= 0. (24)

The derivation of Eqns. 21-24 may be found in Appendix B. The scalar field φ satisfies the massless Klein-
Gordon equation [19]:

φ,uv +
1

r
(r,u φ,v + r,v φ,u) = 0. (25)

We assume that φ is a spherically symmetric function, so there is no angular dependence. At the Cauchy
horizon, infalling mass-energy creates a singularity called the mass inflation instability. In effect, the mass-
energy “piles up” at the Cauchy horizon [12]–[22]. Below, we have included a figure to illustrate this effect
with massless radiation.
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Figure 2: A Penrose diagram illustrating the formation of the mass inflation singularity at the Cauchy
horizon. Light is emitted from the curve AB in the region U. As it gets closer to the Cauchy horizon, the
light waves become compressed and blue-shifted. This causes the energy of the light to increase without
bound, creating a singularity.

As discussed in the introduction, the mass inflation instability is a weak singularity, which means that it is
possible for an observer to pass through the Cauchy horizon [19], [22].

3.2 Raychaudhuri Equation

For a more thorough derivation of all the statements in this subsection, please see Appendix A. Let us define
the vector fields `µ and nµ as

`µ =

{
F (u, v)

−1
, if µ = v

0, otherwise
, (26)

nµ =

{
2, if µ = u

0, otherwise
. (27)

Let Θ be the Raychaudhuri expansion scalar in the v direction. We may write Θ as

Θ = 2F (u, v)
−1

r (u, v)
−1

∂vr (u, v) . (28)

The scalar Θ obeys the Raychaudhuri equation

`µ ∂µΘ = −1

2
Θ2 −Rµν `µ`ν . (29)

The total stress-energy tensor (Eqn. 152) satisfies the null energy condition

Tµν `
µ `ν ≥ 0. (30)

Plugging Eqn. 30 into Eqn. 29, we find that
∂vΘ ≤ 0. (31)
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4 Sufficient Conditions for a Wormhole to be Unstable

In this section, we specify several conditions that are sufficient for a spherically-symmetric wormhole, formed
from a sub-extremal RN black hole solution, to be unstable. We use the coordinate system from Subsection
2.2, with u an Eddington-Finkelstein coordinate and V a Kruskal-Szekeres coordinate. We assume that the
black hole solution has a Cauchy horizon.

4.1 Regularity Conditions

We assume that the functions F (u, V ) and r (u, V ) are finite, positive, and continuous for all u and V , except
at the physical singularity [19]. At all points u, V not at the physical singularity or on the Cauchy horizon,
we assume that F (u, V ) and r (u, V ) are twice continuously differentiable. We also assume that r,u (u, V ) is
continuously differentiable for all u and V (including V = 0), except at the physical singularity.

These regularity conditions are fairly generic, and we have not found any situation (relevant to this paper)
in which they have been shown to be violated. Thus, we will assume that these conditions are true in all the
situations we consider in this paper.

4.2 Situation-Dependent Conditions

In addition to the regularity conditions, we have two conditions that cannot be assumed to hold generally.
Thus, we will have to determine whether these conditions hold in each of the situations we consider.

We assume that there is at least one point on the Cauchy horizon, which we call u1, such that

r,u (u = u1, V = 0) > κr (u = u1, V = 0) . (32)

We also assume that there exists another point u2 on the Cauchy horizon, which satisfies u2 < u1, such that
the following limit holds from both sides:

lim
V→ 0

r,V (u = u2, V ) = +∞. (33)

4.3 Theorem 1: Collapse of the Cauchy Horizon to r = 0

Theorem 1. Let the assumptions described in Subsection 4.1 be true. Additionally, let Eqn. 32 be true.
Then, for all points u < u1 on the Cauchy horizon (except at the physical singularity),

r,u (u, V = 0) > 0. (34)

Additionally, there exists a finite value umin such that

r (u = umin, V = 0) = 0. (35)

Proof. Using Eqn. 20, we may rewrite Eqn. 23 as

r,uu − κr,u = −r (φ,u)
2
. (36)

Note that κ is non-negative. Using the product rule, we may rewrite Eqn. 36 as

d

du

(
e−κu r,u

)
= −e−κu r (φ,u)

2
. (37)

From Eqn. 37, it is easy to see that
d

du

(
e−κu r,u

)
≤ 0. (38)

For any value u < u1, Eqn. 38 implies that

e−κu r,u (u, V = 0) ≥ e−κu1 r,u (u = u1, V = 0) . (39)
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Rearranging Eqn. 39, we obtain

r,u (u, V = 0) ≥ eκ (u−u1) r,u (u = u1, V = 0) . (40)

Eqn. 40 implies the first part of Theorem 1. For all points u < u1 on the Cauchy horizon (except at the
physical singularity),

r,u (u, V = 0) > 0. (41)

Next, we integrate both sides of Eqn. 40, which yields

r (u, V = 0) = r (u = u1, V = 0)−
∫ u1

u

r,u (u′, V = 0) du′ (42)

≤ r (u = u1, V = 0)− r,u (u = u1, V = 0)

∫ u1

u

eκ (u′−u1) du′ (43)

= r (u = u1, V = 0)− r,u (u = u1, V = 0)

κ
+
r,u (u = u1, V = 0)

κ
eκ (u−u1). (44)

From the assumptions in Subsection 4.2, we know that

r (u = u1, V = 0)− r,u (u = u1, V = 0)

κ
< 0. (45)

As u decreases, the third term in Eqn. 44 becomes arbitrarily small. Thus, there exists a finite value umin

such that
r (u = umin, V = 0) = 0. (46)

4.4 Theorem 2: Divergence of r,V at the Cauchy Horizon

Theorem 2. Let the assumptions described in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2 be true. Then, for all u ∈ (umin, u2],
the following statement is true:

lim
V→ 0

r,V (u, V ) = +∞. (47)

Proof. We proceed via proof by contradiction. Let us assume that there is some point utest ∈ (umin, u2)
such that

lim
V→0

r,V (u = utest, V ) 6= +∞. (48)

In any interval V ∈ (−ε, 0) ∪ (0, ε), there will be at least one line V = V1 such that

r,V (u = utest, V = V1) < r,V (u = u2, V = V1) . (49)

Because V1 6= 0, we know that r,V (u, V = V1) is continuous for all u > umin. From Equation 21, we have
the following expression for r,uV :

r,uv = −r,u r,v
r
− F

4r

(
1− Q2

r2

)
+

Λ

4
r F. (50)

Since Equation 21 holds for any double null coordinate system, we have replaced v with the Kruskal-Szekeres
coordinate V .

The functions F (u = u2, V ), r (u = u2, V ), and r,u (u = u2, V ) are finite, positive, and continuous. By
contrast, r,V (u = u2, V ) grows without bound as V → 0. Therefore, if we choose V1 to be sufficiently close
to zero, we can make r,uV (u = u2, V = V1) negative.

Because r,uV is continuous along the line V = V1, there must be some interval around u = u2 (meaning u2

is not on the boundary) where r,uV (u, V = V1) is negative. Let J be the largest interval, without any gaps,
such that u2 ∈ J and such that, for all u ∈ J ,

r,uV (u, V = V1) < 0. (51)
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Let u = u3 be the infimum of the set J . If u3 = umin, then for all points u ∈ (umin, u2),

r,V (u, V = V1) > r,V (u2, V = V1) . (52)

Clearly, Eqn. 52 contradicts our finding in Eqn. 49. Thus, if u3 = umin, Theorem 2 is proved.

Now, let us assume that u3 > umin. Because r,uV (u, V = V1) is continuous, we know that

r,uV (u = u3, V = V1) = 0. (53)

For all u ∈ (u3, u2), we know that

r,V (u, V = V1) > r,V (u = u2, V = V1) . (54)

Because r,V (u, V = V1) is continuous along the line V = V1, Eqn. 54 implies that

r,V (u = u3, V = V1) > r,V (u = u2, V = V1) . (55)

On the closed interval I = [u3, u2], the functions F (u, V = V1) and r (u, V = V1) are continuous and positive.
If we choose V1 to be sufficiently close to V = 0, then r,u (u, V = V1) will also be continuous and positive on
I (by Theorem 1).

According to the extreme value theorem [33], F (u, V = V1), r (u, V = V1), and r,u (u, V = V1) all have
positive lower and upper bounds on I. Therefore, we may choose V1 such that, for all u ∈ I:

r,V (u = u2, V = V1) > − F (u, V = V1)

4r,u (u, V = V1)
+

Q2F (u, V = V1)

4r (u, V = V1)
2
r,u (u, V = V1)

. (56)

Using Equation 55, we may rewrite Eqn. 56 as

r,V (u = u3, V = V1) > − F (u, V = V1)

4r,u (u, V = V1)
+

r2
QF (u, V = V1)

4r (u, V = V1)
2
r,u (u, V = V1)

. (57)

Plugging Eqn. 57 into Eqn. 21, we find that

r,uV (u = u3, V = V1) < 0. (58)

However, Eqn. 58 conflicts with our earlier finding that

r,uV (u = u3, V = V1) = 0. (59)

Thus, if there is some point utest ∈ (umin, u2) such that

lim
V→0

r,V (u = u2, V ) 6=∞, (60)

we obtain a contradiction. Therefore, for all u ∈ (umin, u2], we know that

lim
V→0

r,V (u, V ) = +∞. (61)

4.5 Theorem 3: Positivity of r,V Inside the Cauchy Horizon

Theorem 3. Let the assumptions described in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2 be true. Then,

r,V (u, V ) > 0 for all u, v ∈ (umin, u2]× (−∞, 0) . (62)

Proof. Let us consider an arbitrary value utest ∈ (umin, u2]. From Theorem 2, we have

lim
V→ 0

r,V (u = utest, V ) = +∞. (63)
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Therefore, there exists some real number ε > 0 such that

r,V (u = utest, V ) > 0 for all V ∈ (−ε, 0) ∪ (0, ε) . (64)

Recall Equation 28 for the Raychaudhuri scalar Θ:

Θ = 2F (u, v)
−1

r (u, v)
−1

∂V r (u, v) . (65)

For any u and V in the physical space-time, if r,V (u, V ) > 0, then Θ (u, V ) > 0. Therefore, there exists
some real number ε > 0 such that

Θ (u = utest, V ) > 0 for all V ∈ (−ε, 0) ∪ (0, ε) . (66)

From Subsection 3.2, we know that ∂V Θ ≤ 0. Therefore, for any V < 0, we know that

Θ (utest, V ) > 0. (67)

This implies that, for all V < 0,
r,V (utest, V ) > 0. (68)

Since utest is an arbitrary element of the interval (umin, u2], we find that

r,V (u, V ) > 0 for all u, V ∈ (umin, u2]× (−∞, 0) . (69)

4.6 Application to Wormholes

Let us assume that the conditions in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2 are true. Furthermore, let us assume that

r,u (u = u1, V = 0) ≥ κr (u = u1, V = 0) . (70)

Then, from Theorem 1, we know that r (u, V = 0) either reaches zero at a finite value u = umin, or

lim
u→−∞

r (u, V = 0) = 0. (71)

According to Theorem 3,

r,V (u, V ) > 0 for all u, V ∈ (umin, u1]× (−∞, 0) . (72)

Therefore, for any u0 ∈ (umin, u1) and any V0 < 0,

r (u = u0, V = V0) < r (u = u0, V = 0) . (73)

Because
lim

u→umin

r (u, V = 0)→ 0, (74)

for any V0 < 0, there exists some uzero ≥ umin such that

lim
u→uzero

r (u, V = V0) = 0. (75)

Therefore, any object that passes through the Cauchy horizon will inevitably hit the physical singularity
r = 0. Thus, the Penrose diagram for our space-time looks similar to the one below.
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Figure 3: Penrose diagram for a perturbed Reissner-Nordström black hole. The values of the double-null
coordinates u and v at the horizons are shown in blue. Note that u and v are both Eddington-Finkelstein
null coordinates.

5 Wormhole Stability for a Sub-Extremal RN Black Hole

In this section, we determine under what conditions a sub-extremal RN black hole satisfies the assumptions
in Subsection 4.2. We adopt a coordinate system similar to that of Subsection 2.2, with u an Eddington-
Finkelstein coordinate and V a Kruskal-Szekeres coordinate.

5.1 Zero Cosmological Constant (Λ = 0)

Let us consider a sub-extremal RN black hole in the absence of a cosmological constant. The radius of the
Cauchy horizon decreases monotonically as u decreases [14], [16], [18], [19]. At a finite value u = umin, the
Cauchy horizon intersects with the physical singularity at r = 0 [18], [22].

According to Ref. [19], the derivative r,V (u, V ) approaches +∞ as V → 0 from the outside of the Cauchy
horizon. Because r,V (u, V ) → +∞ as V → 0 outside the Cauchy horizon, it is reasonable to assume that
there is at least one line u = u1 where the same limit holds from both sides of the Cauchy horizon.

For Λ = 0, all the conditions specified in Subsection 4.2 are satisfied. Thus, a wormhole formed from a
Reissner-Nordström black hole, in the absence of a cosmological constant, is unstable. Note that this result
holds for any sub-extremal RN black hole, as long as Λ = 0.

5.2 Positive Cosmological Constant (Λ > 0)

Let us consider a black hole embedded in a background de Sitter space with cosmological constant Λ. On
the event horizon of the black hole, we assume that the actual metric matches the RN metric and that the
first derivatives of the actual metric match the first derivatives of the RN metric [8]–[10].

Let r+ be the event horizon radius of an unperturbed RN black hole with mass M and charge Q. Let r− be
the Cauchy horizon radius of such a black hole. Now, we define the ratios σ and Υ as [8]–[10]

σ =
r+

r−
, (76)
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Υ =
Λ r2
−

3
. (77)

In terms of σ and Υ, we may define the ratio ρ as [8]–[10]

ρ = σ2 1−Υ
(
σ2 + 2σ + 3

)
1−Υ (3σ2 + 2σ + 1)

. (78)

In the limit of a Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole (r− = 0), the ratio ρ approaches +∞. In the limit of an
extremal RN black hole (r− = r+), the ratio ρ approaches unity [8]–[10]. Based on the ratio ρ, we divide RN
black holes into two classes. If ρ > 2, we call the black hole a near-Schwarzschild RN black hole. If ρ ≤ 2,
we call the black hole a near-extremal RN black hole.

5.2.1 Near-Schwarzschild RN Black Hole

Let us assume that ρ > 2, so that we are working with a near-Schwarzschild RN black hole. Let V0 be a
finite number; we specify initial data for the field φ on the surface V = V0. For a broad variety of initial
conditions (more specifically, if r,u (u, V0) fails to decay sufficiently quickly close to the event horizon), a
mass-inflation instability will emerge on the Cauchy horizon of the black hole [8]–[10].

The radius of the Cauchy horizon satisifes [9], [10]

lim
u→+∞

r (u, V = 0) = r−. (79)

Therefore, there exists some constant U1 such that, for all u > U1,

r (u, V = 0) > 0. (80)

There exists a constant U2 such that, for all u > U2 [9], [10],

r,u (u, V = 0) > 0. (81)

On the event horizon, the first derivatives of the actual metric match the first derivatives of the RN metric.
Thus, the radius of the Cauchy horizon should satisfy [9], [10]

lim
u→+∞

r,u (u, V = 0) = 0. (82)

Thus, there exists some value U3 such that, for all u > U3,

r,u (u, V = 0) < +∞. (83)

Let us define the renormalized Hawking mass ω (u, v) as [8]–[10]

ω (u, V ) =
e2

2
r (u, V )

−1
+

1

2
r (u, V )− Λ

6
r (u, V )

3
+ 2F (u, V )

−2
r (u, V ) r,u (u, V ) r,V (u, V ) . (84)

Note that ω (u, V ) is a gauge invariant quantity. As discussed above, a mass-inflation instability occurs for
generic perturbations in this space-time. Thus, there exists a constant U4 such that, for all u > U4 [10],

lim
V→0

ω (u, V ) = +∞. (85)

Let us select a constant U that is larger than U1, U2, U3, and U4. Combining Eqns. 80, 81, 83, 84, and 85,
we find that, for all u > U ,

lim
V→0

r,V (u, V ) = +∞. (86)

All the conditions specified in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2 are satisfied. Thus, under general initial conditions,
a wormhole formed from a near-Schwarzschild Reissner-Nordström black hole is unstable if Λ > 0.
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5.2.2 Near-Extremal RN Black Hole

Let us assume that ρ < 2, so that we are working with a near-extremal RN black hole. In general, it is not
possible to guarantee that a mass-inflation instability will occur on the Cauchy horizon of such a black hole.
In fact, there exist examples of near-extremal RN black holes that fail to develop a mass-inflation instability
under a broad range of initial conditions [8]–[10].

If no mass-inflation instability occurs, then the function ω (u, v) remains finite at the Cauchy horizon. Thus,
it is not possible for all the conditions in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2 to be fulfilled. This implies that a wormhole
formed from a near-extremal RN black hole may be stable if Λ > 0.

5.3 Negative Cosmological Constant (Λ < 0)

In the presence of a negative cosmological constant, the Cauchy horizon collapses to r = 0 [34], [35]. However,
at all points on the Cauchy horizon where r 6= 0, there is no singularity [34]. Therefore, r,V (u, V = 0) remains
finite except at the physical singularity (r = 0). This violates the conditions of Subsection 4.2. Therefore,
the wormhole that occurs inside an RN black hole may be stable if Λ < 0.

6 Wormhole Stability for an Extremal RN Black Hole

An extremal RN black hole has only one horizon, which is simultaneously an event horizon and a Cauchy
horizon [36]–[38]. Let rh denote the radius of this horizon. Let us define the tortoise coordinate r∗ as [38],
[39]

r∗ (r) = r − rh + 2rh ln

(
|r − rh|
rh

)
− r2

h

r − rh
. (87)

We define the EF double null coordinates u and v as [38], [39]

u = t− r∗, (88)

v = t+ r∗. (89)

In these EF coordinates, the horizon corresponds to the limit u → +∞ [38]. For a sub-extremal black
hole, the Cauchy horizon corresponds to the limit v → +∞. To rectify this disparity, we simply swap the
definitions of the coordinates u and v.

u = t+ r∗, (90)

v = t− r∗. (91)

In order to obtain meaningful results for physics at the horizon, we must define a new coordinate V that is
regular at the horizon. We may do this via the following Kruskal-Szekeres transformation [38], [39]:

v = −2r∗ (rh + V ) . (92)

In this new coordinate system, the horizon lies at V = 0. The region outside the horizon corresponds to
V > 0, while the region inside the horizon corresponds to V < 0. Close to the horizon, we have the following
approximation for F (u, V ) [39]:

F (u, V ) ≈ 2. (93)

As in the sub-extremal case, we assume that the conditions in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2 are fulfilled. For an
extremal black hole, the surface gravity κ is zero [39]. Thus, we may rewrite Eqn. 32 as

r,u (u = u1, V = 0) > 0 for some u1 ∈ R. (94)

We may rewrite Eqn. 23 as
r,uu = −r (φ,u)

2
. (95)

Clearly, Eqn. 95 implies that r,uu is non-positive everywhere along the Cauchy horizon. Thus, for all u < u1,

r,u (u, V = 0) > r,u (u = u1, V = 0) . (96)
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From Eqn. 96, we see that there exists a finite value umin such that

r (u = umin, V = 0) = 0. (97)

Having proved Theorem 1, one may prove Theorems 2 and 3 for an extremal RN black hole in the same way
as for a sub-extremal RN black hole. Thus, a wormhole formed from an extremal RN black hole collapses.
It is impossible for an observer to access the parallel universe regions of the maximally-extended extremal
RN space-time.

7 Summary and Future Work

Under the assumptions of Subsections 4.1 and 4.2, we have shown that a Reissner-Nordström wormhole
collapses in the presence of spherically symmetric perturbations from a massless scalar field. In this article,
we have held firmly to the assumption of spherical symmetry. In the future, it would be interesting to inves-
tigate the stability of non-spherically symmetric wormholes, such as those that arise from the Kerr-Newman
solution. Additionally, it would be interesting to incorporate non-spherically symmetric distributions of
mass-energy as perturbations.

As the wormhole collapses, it will eventually become sufficiently small that quantum effects become impor-
tant. At this scale, the classical analysis performed in this paper is no longer valid. Hence, it is unknown
whether the wormhole will continue to collapse or not. Future work is needed to assess the impact of quantum
effects on the collapse of the wormhole.

Appendix A: Computation of the Expansion Scalar and the Ray-
chaudhuri Equation in General Double Null Coordinates

Let K be a scalar field, and let `µ and nµ be null vector fields. Let ∇ν denote a covariant derivative. The
null vector fields must satisfy the following conditions:

`µ nµ = −1, (98)

`ν∇ν`µ = K `µ. (99)

We may define the expansion scalar Θ as
Θ = ∇µ`µ −K. (100)

Next, let us define the transverse metric hµν as

hµν = gµν + `µ nν + `ν nµ. (101)

Finally, let us define the quantities σµν and ωµν as

σµν =
1

2
(∇σ`ρ) (hµρ hνσ + hνρ hµσ)− 1

2
hµν Θ, (102)

ωµν =
1

2
(∇σ`ρ) (hµρ hνσ − hνρ hµσ) . (103)

Let us make the definitions σ2 := σµν σ
µν and ω2 := ωµν ω

µν). The Raychaudhuri equation takes the
following form [31]:

`µ ∂µΘ = −1

2
Θ2 − σ2 + ω2 −Rµν `µ`ν +KΘ. (104)

We use the index u, not to be confused with µ, to denote the component of a vector in the positive u
direction. We use the index v, not to be confused with ν, to denote the component of a vector in the positive
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v direction. We are free to choose the vector fields `µ and nµ, as long as they satisfy Equations 98 and 99.
Therefore, we select the following expressions for `µ and nµ:

`µ =

{
F (u, v)

−1
, if µ = v

0, otherwise
, (105)

nµ =

{
2, if µ = u

0, otherwise
. (106)

To avoid confusion with the Latin indices u and v, let us replace the Greek indices µ and ν in Equation 99
with α and β. We may expand `β∇β`α as follows

`β∇β`α = `β
(
∂β`

α + Γαβγ `
γ
)

(107)

= `v ∂v`
α + Γαvv (`v)

2
. (108)

We may write the Christoffel symbols Γαvv as follows:

Γαvv = gαβ ∂vgvβ (109)

=

{
F (u, v)

−1
∂vF (u, v) if α = v

0 otherwise
. (110)

When α 6= v, we find that `β∇β`α = 0. Therefore, the only non-trivial component of Equation 99 occurs
when α = v. We may write this component as

`v ∂v`
v + Γvvv (`v)

2
= K `v. (111)

Thus, we may write the scalar K as

K = ∂v`
v + Γvvv `

v (112)

= − (F (u, v))
−2

∂vF (u, v) + F (u, v)
−2

∂vF (u, v) (113)

= 0. (114)

Using Equation 100, we may write Θ as

Θ = ∇α`α −K (115)

= ∂α`
α + Γααγ`

γ (116)

= ∂v`
v + Γααv`

v. (117)

The index α is summed, since it does not denote a specific coordinate direction. We may write the quantity
Γααv as

Γααv =
1

2
gαβ (∂vgαβ + ∂αgvβ − ∂βgvα) (118)

= guv ∂vguv +
1

2
gθθ ∂vgθθ +

1

2
gφφ ∂vgφφ (119)

= F (u, v)
−1

∂vF (u, v) + 2 r (u, v)
−1

∂vr (u, v) . (120)

Therefore, we may write Θ as
Θ = 2F (u, v)

−1
r (u, v)

−1
∂vr (u, v) . (121)

Recall the expression for the transverse metric hµν (µ and ν are Greek indices):

hµν = gµν + `µ nν + `ν nµ. (122)
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With `µ and nµ defined by Equations 105 and 106, it is easy to show that hµν is non-zero if and only
µ = ν = θ or µ = ν = φ. Hence, we have the following expression for hµν :

hµν =


gθθ if µ = ν = θ

gφφ if µ = ν = φ

0 otherwise

. (123)

Now, we seek to prove that σ2 = 0 and ω2 = 0. The tensors σµν and ωµν are zero unless both µ and ν are
elements of the set {θ, φ}. The tensor σµν is symmetric in µ and ν, while the tensor ωµν is anti-symmetric
in µ and ν. Because ωµν is anti-symmetric in µ and ν, ωθθ and ωφφ must both be zero.

Below, we prove that ωθφ = 0:

ωθφ =
1

2
(∇σ`ρ) (hθρ hφσ − hφρ hθσ) (124)

=
1

2

(
∇φ`θ

)
hθθ hφφ −

1

2

(
∇θ`φ

)
hθθ hφφ (125)

=
1

2
hθθ hφφ

(
∇φ`θ −∇θ`φ

)
(126)

=
1

2
hθθ hφφ g

θθ gφφ (∇φ`θ −∇θ`φ) (127)

=
1

2
(∂φ`θ − ∂θ`φ) (128)

= 0. (129)

Since all components of ωµν are zero, the scalar ω2 is also zero. Below, we prove that σθθ = 0:

σθθ =
(
∇θ`θ

)
(hθθ)

2 − 1

2
hθθ Θ (130)

= ∇θ`θ −
1

2
gθθ Θ (131)

= −Γαθθ `
α − 1

2
gθθ Θ (132)

=
1

2
`v ∂vgθθ −

1

2
gθθ Θ (133)

= F (u, v)
−1

r (u, v) ∂vr (u, v)− F (u, v)
−1

r (u, v) ∂vr (u, v) (134)

= 0. (135)

A similar calculation shows that σφφ = 0. Finally, we prove that σθφ = 0:

σθφ =
1

2

(
∇φ`θ

)
hθθ hφφ +

1

2

(
∇θ`φ

)
hθθ hφφ −

1

2
hθφΘ (136)

=
1

2
(∇θ`φ +∇φ`θ) (137)

= −Γαθφ `
α (138)

= 0. (139)

Because all components of σµν are zero, we have proven that σ2 = 0. Thus, the Raychaudhuri scalar Θ
obeys the equation

`µ ∂µΘ = −1

2
Θ2 −Rµν `µ`ν . (140)

Let us define T by T = gab Tab. Using the trace-reversed Einstein field equations, we may write Rab as

Rab − Λgab = 8π Tab − 4π T gab. (141)
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Next, we substitute the trace-reversed EFE into the Raychaudhuri equation. Because `µ is a null vector, the
terms involving T and Λ disappear. Hence, we have the following equation:

`µ ∂µΘ = −1

2
Θ2 − 8π Tµν `

µ`ν . (142)

Now, we impose the null energy condition Tµν `
µ `ν ≥ 0. With this condition, it is clear that `µ ∂µΘ is strictly

non-positive. In symbols,
`µ ∂µΘ ≤ 0. (143)

Because the only non-zero component of `µ is `v, which is positive, we know that ∂vΘ ≤ 0.

Appendix B: Spherically-Symmetric Einstein Field Equations with
a Cosmological Constant in Double Null Coordinates

With Λ = 0, the Einstein field equations take the following form [19]:

r,uv = −r,u r,v
r
− F

4r

(
1− Q2

r2

)
, (144)

F,uv =
F,uF,v
F

+
2F

r2
r,u r,v +

F 2

2r2

(
1− 2Q2

r2

)
− 2F φ,u φ,v, (145)

r,uu − (lnF ),u r,u + r (φ,u)
2

= 0, (146)

r,vv − (lnF ),v r,v + r (φ,v)
2

= 0. (147)

The scalar field φ has an associated stress-energy tensor T sαβ [19]:

T sαβ =
1

8π

(
φ,α φ,β −

1

2
gαβ g

γδ φ,γ φ,δ

)
. (148)

The charge Q generates a Coulomb field around the black hole. This electric field also has an associated
stress-energy tensor TEM

αβ . We may write the non-zero components of TEM
αβ as [19]

TEM
uv = TEM

vu =
Q2

16π
F (u, v) r (u, v)

−4
, (149)

TEM
θθ =

Q2

8π
r (u, v)

−2
, (150)

TEM
φφ =

Q2

8π
r (u, v)

−2
sin2 (θ) . (151)

All other components of TEM
αβ are zero. The total stress-energy tensor Tαβ is the sum of the electromagnetic

and scalar field contributions.
Tαβ = TEM

αβ + T sαβ (152)

From Eqn. 105, we know that the only non-zero component of the null vector field `α is `v. Thus, the null
energy condition (Eqn. 30) is trivially satisfied:

Tαβ `
α `β = Tvv (`v)

2
(153)

=
1

8π
(φ,v)

2
F (u, v)

−2
(154)

≥ 0 (155)

Using Eqns. 148-152, we may rewrite the Einstein field equations (Eqns. 144-147) as

r,uv +
r,u r,v
r

+
F

4r
= 4π r Tuv, (156)
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F,uv −
F,uF,v
F

− 2F

r2
r,u r,v −

F 2

2r2
= −8πF 2

r2
Tθθ, (157)

r,uu − (lnF ),u r,u = −4π r Tuu, (158)

r,vv − (lnF ),v r,v = −4π r Tvv. (159)

Let us introduce the effective stress-energy tensor T eff
µν :

T eff
αβ = Tαβ −

Λ

8π
gαβ (160)

The tensor T eff
µν incorporates the effects of the cosmological constant Λ. To account for Λ in the Einstein

field equations, we should replace Tαβ with T eff
αβ in Eqns. 156-159. We may then write the Einstein field

equations as

r,uv +
r,u r,v
r

+
F

4r
= 4π r Tuv −

Λ r

2
guv, (161)

F,uv −
F,uF,v
F

− 2F

r2
r,u r,v −

F 2

2r2
= −8πF 2

r2
Tθθ +

ΛF 2

r2
gθθ, (162)

r,uu − (lnF ),u r,u = −4π r Tuu, (163)

r,vv − (lnF ),v r,v = −4π r Tvv. (164)

Because guu and gvv are both zero, there is no cosmological constant term in Eqns. 163 and 164. From Eqns.
148-152, we know all the components of the stress-energy tensor Tαβ , which does not include the effects of
Λ. After plugging these expressions for Tαβ into Eqns. 161-164, we obtain

r,uv = −r,u r,v
r
− F

4r

(
1− Q2

r2

)
+

Λ

4
r F, (165)

F,uv =
F,uF,v
F

+
2F

r2
r,u r,v +

F 2

2r2

(
1− 2Q2

r2

)
− 2F φ,u φ,v + ΛF 2, (166)

r,uu − (lnF ),u r,u + r (φ,u)
2

= 0, (167)

r,vv − (lnF ),v r,v + r (φ,v)
2

= 0. (168)

Appendix C: Nonlinear Electrodynamics and Wormhole Collapse

In this section, we generalize the analysis of the previous sections to theories of modified gravity. Of course,
it is not practical to address all theories of modified gravity in this section. Thus, we focus on models that
couple general relativity to non-linear electrodynamics. As before, we assume spherical symmetry and we
use double null coordinates. Thus, in general double null coordinates U and V, the metric takes the form
given in Eqn. 3.

Wormhole Collapse in a Bardeen Black Hole

The Reissner-Nordström solution arises from general relativity coupled to a standard, Maxwellian electro-
magnetic field. However, it is possible to couple general relativity to non-linear theories of electrodynamics.
We focus on a well-known black hole solution in general relativity coupled to non-linear electrodynamics:
the Bardeen black hole.

Let Fµν be the electromagnetic field strength tensor. We define the scalar EM field strength as

F =
1

4
Fµν F

µν . (169)
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For the Bardeen model, we have the following expression for F [40]:

F =
g2

2r4
. (170)

In the Bardeen model, the center of the black hole has mass m and a magnetic charge g. The Lagrangian
LEM for the electromagnetic field depends on these parameters. We have the following expression for LEM
[40]:

LEM =
3m

|g|3

( √
2g2F

1 +
√

2g2F

) 5
2

. (171)

We define the function L′EM as

L′EM =
∂LEM
∂F

(172)

=
15m

2|g|

( √
2g2F

1 +
√

2g2F

) 3
2

1√
2g2F

(
1 +

√
2g2F

)2 . (173)

From Eqns. 170 and 173, we know that L′EM is non-negative for the Bardeen solution. We may write the
electromagnetic stress-energy tensor as [40]

TEMµν = 2L′EM FµλF
λ
ν − 2gµν LEM . (174)

Let the null vector field `µ be defined by Eqn. 26. It is easy to verify that Eqn. 174 satisfies the null energy
condition for all possible configurations of the electromagnetic field. In symbols,

TEMµν `µ `ν = 2L′EM Fµλ`
µFλν `

ν − 2gµν `
µ`ν LEM (175)

= 2L′EM (Fµλ`
µ)

2
(176)

≥ 0. (177)

Let us define the function fB (r) as

fB (r) = 1− 2mr2

(r2 + g2)
3
2

. (178)

In spherical coordinates, the metric for a Bardeen black hole takes the form [40]

ds2 = −fB (r) dt2 + f (r)
−1

dr2 + r2 dΩ2. (179)

Just like RN black holes, Bardeen black holes may be classified as sub-extremal or extremal. (Neither
the super-extremal RN space-time nor the super-extremal Bardeen space-time contain any horizons.) For
simplicity, we focus on sub-extremal Bardeen black holes, which satisfy the condition [40]

g2 <
16

27
m2. (180)

If Eqn. 180 is satisfied, the Bardeen solution possesses an outer event horizon and an inner Cauchy horizon.
After maximal extension (in the absence of perturbations), the sub-extremal Bardeen solution exhibits a
wormhole similar to the wormhole that appears in the maximally-extended RN space-time [40]. To describe
the Cauchy horizon and the space-time on either side of it, we adopt the coordinate system defined in
Subsection 2.2.

Let us define the Schwarzschild mass function as [41]

M (u, V ) =
1

2
r (u, V )

(
1 + 4F (u, V )

−1
r,u (u, V ) r,V (u, V )

)
. (181)
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Everywhere along the Cauchy horizon, the mass function M (u, V ) blows up [41]. In symbols,

lim
V→0

M (u, V ) = +∞. (182)

Let us assume the conditions in Subsection 4.1 are satisfied, along with Eqn. 32. Then, according to Theorem
1,

r,u (u, V = 0) > 0 for all u < u1. (183)

In Subsection 4.1, we assumed that r,u (u, V ) is continuously differentiable (and thus finite) at the Cauchy
horizon. Thus, in order for Eqns. 182 and 183 to simultaneously be true, the following must be true:

lim
V→0

r,V (u, V ) = +∞. (184)

Thus, all the preconditions for Theorem 3 are satisfied. This implies that the wormhole in the maximally-
extended Bardeen solution collapses, and it is impossible for an observer to pass through it.

Generalization to Other Models of Nonlinear Electrodynamics

Of course, Eqn. 171 is not the only possible expression for LEM . Indeed, it is possible to couple general
relativity to electrodynamics regardless of the expression for any LEM . Some of these models exhibit solutions
similar to the Bardeen black hole [42]–[44]. In the sub-extremal case, each of these space-times contains an
event horizon and an inner Cauchy horizon. After maximal extension, these space-times contain wormholes
and parallel universe regions.

Let F be defined as in Eqn. 169. For a general model of non-linear electrodynamics, we may express the
electromagnetic Lagrangian LEM as a function of the scalar F . In symbols,

LEM = LEM (F ) . (185)

Let us consider general relativity coupled to a model of non-linear electrodynamics with Lagrangian LEM (F ).
Furthermore, let us assume that this model has a spherically-symmetric black hole solution with an event
horizon, a Cauchy horizon, and a wormhole region. If the conditions in Subsections 4.1 and 4.2 are true, we
may complete the proof of Theorem 3 only if the null energy condition holds.

In Eqns. 154-155, we showed that a massless Klein-Gordon scalar field satisfies the null energy condition.
Thus, we may assume the null energy condition holds for the total stress-energy tensor if it holds for the
EM stress-energy tensor. The electromagnetic stress-energy tensor is still

TEMµν = 2L′EM FµλF
λ
ν − 2gµν LEM . (186)

Let L′EM (F ) be defined as in Eqn. 172. As long as L′EM ≥ 0, the EM stress-energy tensor satisfies the null
energy condition. In symbols,

TEMµν `µ `ν ≥ 0. (187)

Thus, as long as L′EM ≥ 0, all the sufficient conditions for Theorem 3 are met. Thus, the wormhole inside
the Cauchy horizon collapses, and it is impossible for an observer to reach the parallel universe regions of
the unperturbed maximally-extended space-time.
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[10] J. L. Costa, P. M. Girāo, J. Natário, and J. D. Silva, “On the Global Uniqueness for the Einstein–Maxwell-
Scalar Field System with a Cosmological Constant: Part 3. Mass Inflation and Extendibility of the
Solutions”, Annals of PDE, vol. 3, pp. 1–55, 2014.
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