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Abstract

We study the interior of black holes in the presence of charged scalar hair of small amplitude ϵ on the event
horizon and show their terminal boundary is a crushing Kasner-like singularity. These spacetimes are spherically
symmetric, spatially homogeneous and they differ significantly from the hairy black holes with uncharged matter
previously studied in [M. Van deMoortel, Violent nonlinear collapse inside charged hairy black holes, Arch. Rational.

Mech. Anal., 248, 89, 2024] in that the electric field is dynamical and subject to the backreaction of charged
matter. We prove this charged backreaction causes drastically different dynamics compared to the uncharged
case that ultimately impact the formation of the spacelike singularity, exhibiting novel phenomena such as

• Collapsed oscillations: oscillatory growth of the scalar hair, nonlinearly induced by the collapse

• A fluctuating collapse: The final Kasner exponents’ dependency in ϵ is via an expression of the form
| sin

(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1

)
)
)
|.

• A Kasner bounce: a transition from an unstable Kasner metric to a different stable Kasner metric

The Kasner bounce occurring in our spacetime is reminiscent of the celebrated BKL scenario in cosmology.
We additionally propose a construction indicating the relevance of the above phenomena – including Kasner

bounces – to spacelike singularities inside more general (asymptotically flat) black holes, beyond the hairy case.
While our result applies to all values of Λ ∈ R, in the Λ < 0 case, our spacetime corresponds to the interior

region of a charged asymptotically Anti-de-Sitter stationary black hole, also known as a holographic supercon-

ductor in high-energy physics, and whose exterior region was rigorously constructed in the recent mathematical
work [W. Zheng, Asymptotically Anti-de Sitter Spherically Symmetric Hairy Black Holes, arXiv.2410.04758].
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1 Introduction

We are interested in the following two fundamental problems in astrophysics and cosmology:

A. What does the interior of a black hole look like, and how strong is the (potential) singularity within it?

B. How does the universe behave near its initial time, and is there a “Big Bang” singularity?

As it turns out, these two questions are intimately connected, loosely speaking because a black hole interior’s
terminal boundary corresponds to the time-reverse of an initial-time singularity (at least locally).

In the present manuscript, we analyze a class of spatially homogeneous singular spacetimes, with the goal
to shed some light on Problem A as our underlying motivation. We will also emphasize the deep connections
between Problem A and Problem B: The common theme to both problems are spacelike singularities and whether
they are stable dynamically. A very important example of such a spacelike singularity at {τ = 0} is given by the
so-called Kasner metrics [56], i.e. spatially homogeneous (but potentially anisotropic) spacetimes of the form1

gK = −dτ2 + τ2p1dx21 + τ2p2dx22 + τ2p3dx23, with p1 + p2 + p3 = 1. (1.1)

The main conjectured dynamics of spacelike singularities (in (3+1)-dimensional vacuum, or for gravity coupled
to a reasonable matter model), corresponding respectively to Problem A and Problem B are as follows:

Conjecture A (Spacelike singularity conjecture, [26, 60, 65, 79]). In the setting of gravitational collapse (one-

ended data, left picture in Figure 1), the terminal boundary of a generic asymptotically flat black hole consists of

• a null piece emanating from infinity i+ – the Cauchy horizon CHi+ , as depicted in Figure 1.

• a non-empty spacelike singularity S, such that, for all p ∈ S, the causal past of p has relatively compact

intersection with the initial data hypersurface Σ.

Figure 1: Penrose diagram of a (non-hairy) black hole interior with a Cauchy horizon CHi+ and a spacelike
singularity S. Left: one-ended black hole (gravitational collapse case). Right: two-ended black hole.

The following conjecture regroups a series of heuristics [7, 9, 10, 64] and somewhat imprecise statements re-
garding the typical behavior near spacelike singularities, and is often termed the “BKL scenario”. In what follows,
we imprecisely use the term “Kasner regime” to denote a region of spacetime in which the metric resembles (1.1),
in a sense which will be made more precise in Section 1.5 (see also (1.16) and the surrounding discussion).
1Note that in the original work of Kasner [56], (1.1) is a solution of the Einstein vacuum equations and satisfies the additional condition
p21 + p22 + p23 = 1. (1.1), however, refers to a Kasner solution in the presence of matter where this constraint is relaxed, see Section 1.5.
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Conjecture B. [BKL proposal.] The dynamics near a generic spacelike, initial cosmological singularity S, once

restricted to a region sufficiently close to S, are described as follows.

1. Asymptotically velocity term dominated behavior. The causal future J+(p) of any given point p ∈ S on the

singularity is well-described by a nonlinear system of ODEs, once one is sufficiently close to S. Solutions to

these ODEs resemble a sequence of Kasner-like regimes, which may be stable or unstable.

2. Kasner bounces. Any unstable Kasner regime transitions towards a (stable or unstable) different Kasner regime.

3.a. (For stiff matter models only) Monotonic regime. There are finitely many Kasner bounces: ultimately the

spacetime only approaches a single (stable) Kasner metric with monotonic dynamics.

3.b. (For vacuum or non-stiff matter) Chaotic regime. There are infinitely many Kasner bounces between unstable

Kasner-like regimes in any generic J+(p).

Here, a stiff matter model is either a stiff fluid or scalar field, see [3, 7, 10] for a discussion.
Our objective is to study a class of spatially homogeneous solutions of a stiff-matter model: the Einstein–

Maxwell–Klein–Gordon equations, in which a charged scalar field ϕ is coupled to electromagnetism and gravity.

Ricµν(g)−
1

2
R(g)gµν + Λgµν = TEM

µν + TKG
µν , (1.2)

TEM
µν = 2

(
gαβFανFβµ − 1

4
FαβFαβgµν

)
, ∇µFµν = iq0

(
ϕDνϕ− ϕDνϕ

2

)
, F = dA, (1.3)

TKG
µν = 2

(
Re(DµϕDνϕ)−

1

2
(gαβDαϕDβϕ+m2|ϕ|2)gµν

)
, Dµ = ∇µ + iq0Aµ, (1.4)

gµνDµDνϕ = m2ϕ, (1.5)

with Λ ∈ R the cosmological constant, m2 ∈ R the Klein–Gordon mass, and q0 ̸= 0 the scalar field charge.
Our study is based on the evolution of initial data posed on bifurcate characteristic hypersurfacesHL andHR

emulating the event horizons of a two-ended black hole, and we show they lead to a spacelike singularity. Our
main Theorem I will also provide a precise near-singularity behavior in terms of one or two Kasner metrics of
the form (1.1). In cosmological terms, the spacetimes we construct in Theorem I are so-called Kantowski-Sachs
metrics, namely spatially homogeneous, but anisotropic cosmological spacetimes with spatial topology R× S2.

We shall also view each of our constructed spacetimes as the interior region of a so-called hairy black hole

(see Section 1.6), namely a stationary black hole with non-trivial matter fields (the “hair(s)”) on the horizon (see
[23, 52, 82] and references therein for a review of various types of hairy black holes). While our result holds2 for
any Λ ∈ R, in the Λ < 0 case, a large class of asymptotically Anti-de-Sitter (AdS) hairy black holes has recently
been constructed [84, 83] and their interior region corresponds to the spacetime we construct in our Theorem I
(see Section 1.6). Although we only expect to be able to construct an exterior region to our spacetime in the
asymptotically AdS case, we nonetheless name our spacetimes hairy black holes for all choices of Λ ∈ R.

Furthermore, for Λ = 0, our construction from Theorem I has bearings on the interior of (non-hairy) asymp-

totically flat black holes as well, as we explain in Section 1.2. To summarize: the domain of dependence property
allows to consider the black hole interior region independently from the black hole exterior (see Figure 4); thus
the repercussions of Theorem I extend significantly beyond asymptotically AdS hairy black holes.
2We also note the existence of exponentially growing modes for charged scalar fields on Reissner–Nordström-de Sitter and Kerr–Newman–de
Sitter obtained in [11], which might suggest compatibility with the existence of hairy black hole solutions in the Λ > 0 setting.
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1.1 Rough version of our main result

Before explaining the relevance to Conjectures A and B of these novel hairy black hole interiors that we construct,
we will first give a rough (but detailed) version of our main result immediately below. To this effect, we recall
the well-known interior region of the Reissner–Nordström-(dS/AdS) black hole (see also Section 2.2).

gRN = −
(
1− 2M

r
+

e2

r2
− Λr2

3

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2M

r
+

e2

r2
− Λr2

3

)−1

dr2 + r2dσS2

with parameters (M, e,Λ). The hairy black hole constructed in the following Theorem I has initial data (1.6),
(1.7) that are O(ϵ2)-perturbations of gRN , with scalar hair of initial size ϵ.

Theorem I. [Rough version] Fix the following characteristic initial data on bifurcate event horizons HL ∪HR:

ϕ ≡ ϵ, (1.6)

g = gRN +O(ϵ2), (1.7)

where gRN is a Reissner–Nordström-(dS/AdS) metric with sub-extremal parameters (M, e,Λ) and e ̸= 0.

Define (M = R× (−∞, s∞)×S2, g, F, ϕ) to be the maximal globally hyperbolic future development of this data.

(M, g) is a spatially homogeneous, spherically symmetric spacetime, and we write g, F , and ϕ in a suitable gauge as

g = Ω2(s)[−ds2 + dt2] + r2(s)dσS2 , F =
Q(s)

r2(s)
Ω2(s)ds ∧ dt, ϕ = ϕ(s), (1.8)

solving (1.2)–(1.5) with q0 ̸= 0 and initial data given by (1.6), (1.7) and Q|HL∪HR
≡ e ̸= 0.

Let η > 0 be sufficiently small. Then there exists ϵ0(M, e,Λ,m2, q0, η) > 0 and a set Eη ⊂ (−ϵ0, ϵ0) \ {0},

satisfying |(−δ,δ)\Eη|
2δ = O(η) for all 0 < δ ≤ ϵ0, such that for all ϵ ∈ Eη, the spacetime (M, g) terminates at a

spacelike singularity S = {r = 0}, asymptotically described by a Kasner metric of positive exponents (p1, p2, p3) ∈

(0, 1)3. The spacetime (M, g)may be partitioned into several regions, as illustrated by the Penrose diagram of Figure 2,

and has the following features:

1. Almost formation of a Cauchy horizon. In the early regions, (g, F, ϕ) are uniformly close to those of the Reissner–

Nordström-(dS/AdS) background, and the scalar field is approximated by a linearly-oscillating profile:

ϕ(s) = B(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) · ϵ · eiωRN (q0,M,e,Λ)s +B(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) · ϵ · e−iωRN (q0,M,e,Λ)s +O(ϵ2), (1.9)

whereB(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) ∈ C\{0} is a linear scattering parameter, and ωRN (M, e,Λ, q0) = |q0e|·( 1
r−

− 1
r+

) >

0. Here r±(M, e,Λ) > 0 are respectively the radii of the event and Cauchy horizons of the background Reissner–

Nordström-(dS/AdS) metric as defined in Section 2.2.

2. Collapsed oscillations. The scalar field experiences growing oscillations while r shrinks towards 0 in the sense

described in Section 1.4. More precisely, there exists C(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) ̸= 0 and ω0(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 and

α(ϵ) = C · sin
(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)
)
+O(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
) as |ϵ| → 0, (1.10)
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so that, on the future boundary of the collapsed oscillations region

ϕ = α(ϵ) and r ≈ ϵ. (1.11)

Note that ϕ|r≈ϵ = O(1) despite the ϕ initial data being O(ϵ).

3. Formation of the first Kasner regime. A Kasner regime starts developing with Kasner exponents

p1 = P (α) =
α2 − 1

3 + α2
, p2 = p3 =

2

3 + α2
, (1.12)

where p1 is the Kasner exponent in the t-direction and p2 = p3 are the exponents in the S2 directions in (1.8).

4. The final Kasner regime. For any fixed σ ∈ (0, 1) , we introduce the following disjoint subsets of Eη.

• (Non-bounce case) ϵ ∈ E
′ Nbo
η,σ ⊂ Eη if |α(ϵ)| ≥ 1 + σ (i.e. p1 > 0). When ϵ ∈ E

′ Nbo
η,σ , the first Kasner

regime is also the final Kasner regime and continues all the way to S = {r = 0} in a monotonic fashion.

• (Kasner bounce case) ϵ ∈ E
′ bo
η,σ ⊂ Eη if η ≤ |α(ϵ)| ≤ 1−σ. We have |E′ bo

η,σ | > 0 (in particular E′ bo
η,σ ̸= ∅).

When ϵ ∈ E
′ bo
η,σ , the above Kasner regime eventually transitions towards a (different) final Kasner regime

with positive Kasner exponents

p1 = P

(
1

α

)
=

1− α2

1 + 3α2
, p2 = p3 =

2α2

1 + 3α2
. (1.13)

The final Kasner regime then continues all the way to S = {r = 0} in a monotonic fashion.

5. Charge retention of the Kasner singularity. The charge Q(s) admits a limit Q∞ ̸= 0 as r → 0. More precisely

Q∞ = (1− ν(M, e,Λ)) · e+O(ϵ) with ν(M, e,Λ) ∈
(
0,

1

2

)
, (1.14)

and ν(M, e,Λ)


= 1

4 if Λ = 0,

∈ (0, 14 ) if Λ > 0,

∈ ( 14 ,
1
2 ) if Λ < 0.

(1.15)

In the above Theorem I, a Kasner regime with Kasner exponents (p1, p2, p3 = p2) means the metric takes the
following approximate spherically symmetric form, where χ,R > 0 are constants and ER(τ), ER(τ) are errors
with a small amplitude of size O(ϵ2), which moreover decay as τ → 0 (see already (3.26) in Theorem 3.2):

g = −dτ2 + χ · (1 + EX(τ))τ2p1dt2 +R · (1 + ER(τ))τ2p2(r2−dσS2), (1.16)

Metrics of the form (1.16) are called “Kasner-like”, see Section 1.5. Theorem I is a rough version of our main
results later stated as Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.2. The content of Theorem 3.1 covers the statements 1, 2 and
5 in Theorem I, together with some preliminary estimates towards the statements 3-4. Theorem 3.2 is specifically
dedicated to Kasner regimes (including the Kasner bounce phenomenon) and covers the statements 3 and 4 in
Theorem I.

Remark 1.1. While Theorem I is in the setting of spherically symmetric spatially homogeneous spacetimes (also
known as Kantowski–Sachs cosmologies), it also applies to spatially homogeneous spacetimes with planar sym-
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HRHL

spacelike singularity
S = {r = 0}

Early regions, g ≈ gRN

Region of collapsed oscillations

First Kasner regime

Final Kasner regime

Figure 2: Penrose diagram of the hairy black hole interior from Theorem I. If |α| ≥ 1 + σ > 1, then the first
Kasner regime matches the final Kasner regime and continues to {r = 0}. If 0 < η ≤ |α| ≤ 1− σ < 1, then there
is a Kasner bounce between the first and final Kasner regimes. A more detailed breakdown is given in Figure 6.

metry. While (1.2)–(1.5) take a slightly different form in the planar symmetric setting, our analysis still carries3

through, and the conclusions of Theorem I hold mutatis mutandis, see Remark 2.1.

Remark 1.2. The constants η, σ > 0, presumed small throughout this article, are present to ensure that α(ϵ) is
bounded away from {0, 1}. Note that we do not obtain a statement for every sufficiently small ϵ, but only for a
set Eη, which features an O(η) loss in the sense given above. However, the methods used to prove Theorem I
allow for |1 − α|ϵ−0.01 > 1 or |α|ϵ−0.01 > 1, with only minor adjustments. Understanding what happens when
say |1− α| ≪ ϵ2 or |α| ≪ ϵ2, is an interesting open problem (see Section 1.5 and 1.6).

We will now discuss the relations between Theorem I, Problem A and Problem B. The following paragraphs
provide short summaries of the subsequent sections in the introduction. One of the main features is the existence
of a Kasner bounce: we provide the first rigorous example of a spacetime in which an unstable Kasner regime

forms dynamically, and then disappears under the Kasner bounce.

Differences and connections with non-hairy black holes The hairy black holes of Theorem I and the uncharged-
matter ones from [81] have a spacelike singularity S = {r = 0} and no Cauchy horizon (see Section 1.2) and,
in that, differ globally from the non-hairy black holes corresponding to Conjecture A (compare Figure 1 and
Figure 2). However, the domain of dependence property (in two-ended black holes4) shows that the spacelike
singularity S in non-hairy black holes can arise from initial data that is locally similar to the data of Theorem I,
see Figure 4. Therefore, our new theorem on hairy black holes may also dictate the qualitative behavior of the
spacelike singularity S inside the non-hairy black holes of Conjecture A (see Section 1.2 for a discussion). Lastly,
our proof opens the door to studying spacelike singularity beyond the spatially homogeneous case in subsequent
3Note, however, that the only known planar symmetric analog of the Reissner–Nordström black hole is a solution of (1.2)–(1.5) with Λ < 0,
so the planar symmetric equivalent of Theorem I is restricted to the negative cosmological constant setting.

4The differences between one-ended and two-ended black holes in Figure 1 will be elaborated upon in Section 1.2. For now, let us note
that the appearance of the spacelike singularity, i.e. S ̸= ∅, crucially depends on whether the black hole is one-ended or two-ended [79].
However, numerics indicate that the quantitative behavior near the spacelike singularity is similar in the one or two ended case.
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works – notably in spherical symmetry – see Open Problem a.

Comparison with hairy black hole interiors for other matter models The Kasner exponents’ dependency on
sin
(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)
) found in Theorem I gives rise to fluctuations near ϵ = 0: we term this phenomenon

the fluctuating collapse. The fluctuating collapse and Kasner bounces from Theorem I contrast with the violent

nonlinear collapse of the uncharged hairy black holes ((1.2)-(1.5) with q0 = 0, also a stiff model) found in [81]
(see Section 1.3). Recall from [81] that in the q0 = 0 case, there is no Kasner bounce, and the final Kasner
exponents and curvature are of the form

(p1, p2, p3) = (1−O(ϵ2), O(ϵ2), O(ϵ2)), K(r) ≈ r−O(ϵ−2).

The name “violent collapse” in the q0 = 0 comes from the O(ϵ−2) power in the blow-up rate of the curvature
K(r), which becomes more singular as ϵ → 0. This is an example of a singular limit, since ϵ = 0 corresponds to
Reissner–Nordström, while we can make sense of the ϵ→ 0 (weak) limit in the appropriate region using

lim
ϵ→0

(p1, p2, p3)(ϵ) = (1, 0, 0), which corresponds to a subset of Minkowski.

In contrast, in the q0 ̸= 0 case newly studied in our Theorem I, there is not even a weak limit as ϵ → 0, since
(p1, p2, p3)(ϵ) depends on sin

(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)
) as discussed above. Also, in the q0 ̸= 0 case, any neighbor-

hood of ϵ = 0 contains all (positive) Kasner exponents (away from the degenerate cases), whereas in the q0 = 0

case of [81] a neighborhood of ϵ = 0 is mapped into a neighborhood of (p1, p2, p3) = (1, 0, 0).
Lastly, we mention that previous numerics in the physics literature also predicted the presence of Kasner

bounces in the interior of Einstein–Yang-Mills hairy black holes [36, 14, 82]. It is a very interesting open problem
to compare these Kasner bounces with the one obtained in the setting of Theorem I.

Collapsed oscillations and charge retention The main new phenomenon driving the dynamics of Theorem I
are what we term collapsed oscillations. Even at the linear level, a (spatially homogeneous) charged scalar field
has (infinite) linear oscillations of the form (1.9) near the Cauchy horizon of the Reissner–Nordström interior
spacetime [59]. In the nonlinear setting, such linear oscillations appear in some “early regions” in the dynamics
(namely EB and LB in Figure 6). Subsequently, these oscillations start interacting nonlinearly with the collapse
process (as r gets closer to 0), leading to a Bessel-function type behavior in terms of r

ϵ . Because r
ϵ is a decreasing

function of time, this Bessel behavior leads to growth of the scalar field which transitions from amplitude ϵ to
amplitude α(ϵ) = O(1). We will elaborate on collapsed oscillations and their mechanism in Section 1.4.

Another important question relating to ProblemA is whether spacelike singularities can retain charge/angular
momentum. This issue is puzzling, as the only explicit black hole solution with a spacelike singularity is the
Schwarzschild interior, which is uncharged and non-rotating. In point 5 of Theorem I, we exhibit a mechanism

of discharge of the black hole, passing from e at the event horizon H = HL ∪ HR to (1 − δ)e at the spacelike
singularity S, where δ ∈ (0, 12 ). Note that the discharge is not complete and the spacelike singularity retains a
non-zero final charge (1 − δ)e. It is remarkable that, for Λ = 0, the discharge ratio δ = 1

4 is independent of
the black hole parameters. To the best of our knowledge, the spacetime of Theorem I is the first example of a
spacelike singularity retaining5 charge. The main mechanism of discharge and charge retention occurs at the
5We note that the charged hairy black holes with uncharged matter from [81] also had non-zero charge, but it is not dynamical.
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same time as the collapsed oscillations, and the charge varies little past the collapsed oscillations region (see
Figure 1) until the spacelike singularity, see Remark 1.9.

Kasner bounces In Theorem I, we show that if |α(ϵ)| = C · | sin
(
ω0ϵ

−2 +O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
)
)
|+O(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
) < 1,

then there will be a Kasner bounce. For (M, e,Λ,m2, q0) such that C(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 1, the bounce condition
C · | sin

(
ω0ϵ

−2 +O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
)
)
| < 1 holds for all ϵ ∈ Ebo

η ∩ (0, ϵ0), where Ebo
η has non-zero measure: in fact

|Ebo
η ∩ (0, ϵ0)| ≈ ϵ0

C if C ≫ 1. On the other hand, if C(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) < 1, then the bounce condition always
holds. These Kasner bounces have the following features:

1. For some range of proper time {e−b2(α)·ϵ−2 ≪ τ < ϵq
2(α)} with q(α) > 0, b(α) > 0, the metric is uniformly

close to a (p1,
1−p1

2 , 1−p1

2 ) Kasner-(like) metric, where p1(ϵ) ≈ α2−1
3+α2 < 0.

2. In the smallest values of proper time from the singularity {0 < τ ≪ e−b2(α)·ϵ−2}, the metric is uniformly
close to, and indeed converges as τ → 0 towards, a (ṕ1,

1−ṕ1

2 , 1−ṕ1

2 ) Kasner-(like) metric, where ṕ1(ϵ) ≈
1−α2

1+3α2 > 0.

Remark 1.3. When writing (imprecisely) e−b2(α)·ϵ−2 ≪ τ , we mean ϵ−N1 · e−b2(α)·ϵ−2

< τ for some N1 > 0, and
similarly τ ≪ e−b2(α)·ϵ−2 means τ < ϵN2 · e−b2(α)·ϵ−2 for N2 > 0, so that the transition region in between the two
Kasner regimes has size O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
) in terms of log(τ−1

), while log
(
τ−1

)
≈ ϵ−2 at the times where the bounce

is occurring. We interpret this to mean that the bounce occurs very quickly in terms of proper time τ .

We note that the final (post-bounce) Kasner regime has (ṕ1, ṕ2, ṕ3) ∈ (0, 1)3, while the pre-bounce Kasner
has p1 < 0. This is consistent with the early predictions of BKL [7, 9, 10] that Kasner metrics with positive
Kasner exponents are stable, while those with at least one negative exponent are unstable (see Section 1.5 for
an extended discussion).

Holographic superconductors in the AdS-CFT correspondence The numerical study [47] already predicted
the scenario of Theorem I and the presence of Kasner bounces in this context. Beyond the setting of Theorem I
(which features zero, or one Kasner bounce depending on ϵ), [47] also discusses the possibility of having two (or
more) Kasner bounces. The original motivation of [47] is related to a body of work on the physical significance
of the hairy black hole (including its asymptotically AdS exterior region) of Theorem I, claimed to be the model
for a holographic superconductor in the context of the AdS-CFT theory (see Section 1.6).

Outline of the rest of the Introduction

• In Section 1.2, we will first extend our discussion of Problem A and Conjecture A and elaborate on the links
between non-hairy black holes and Theorem I. We will also review, in this context, the existing literature
on the interior of black holes, and discuss some open problems.

• In Section 1.3, we will compare our new hairy black holes with charged matter from Theorem I to hairy
black holes arising from other matter models. We will, in particular, discuss the charged hairy black holes
with uncharged matter from [81], whose setting and model are very similar to that of Theorem I, but the
late-time spacetime dynamics end up being very different.

• In Section 1.4, we will discuss one of the two primary nonlinear mechanisms governing the dynamics of
the spacetime of Theorem I: the collapsed oscillations, which lead to the growth of the scalar field. We

9



will explain in particular how this phenomenon arises from the interaction between the linear oscillatory
behavior for charged scalar fields at the Reissner–Nordström Cauchy horizon on the one hand, and the
tendency of the Einstein equations to form a spacelike singularity {r = 0} on the other hand.

• In Section 1.5, we will discuss the other primary nonlinear mechanism at play: the occurence of Kasner
bounces. This phenomenon has previously been investigated in depth in the cosmological setting, and we
will elaborate on the connection with the pre-existing literature regarding such phenomena.

• In Section 1.6, we will discuss the exterior region corresponding to the black hole interior of Theorem I, the
most physically relevant case of which is asymptotically Anti-de-Sitter. We will emphasize the physical mo-
tivation in studying these spacetimes, called holographic superconductors, which have been discovered and
studied in the high-energy physics literature most notably in the context of the AdS-CFT correspondence.

• In Section 1.7, we give an outline of the paper and introduce the different regions of Figure 6.

1.2 Differences and connections with non-hairy black holes

The spacetimes constructed in Theorem I are spatially homogeneous and we interpret them as the interior region
of so-called “hairy black holes”. The main distinctive feature of “hairy black holes” is the presence of so-called
scalar hair, meaning that the scalar field ϕ in (1.5) does not decay on the event horizonH+ and tends to a non-zero
constant instead. (In the case of the hairy black holes of Theorem I, ϕ is identically equal to this constant on
H = HL ∪HR, see (1.6)).

We have already explained that it is not possible to obtain an asymptotically flat spherically symmetric hairy
black hole exterior solution of (1.2)–(1.5) with Λ = 0; however, as we will discuss in Section 1.6, the construction
of a such hairy black hole exterior is possible for asymptotically-AdS data, withΛ < 0 in (1.2). Such a construction
will necessarily involve a static exterior region, while the corresponding interior is spatially homogeneous, see
Section 2 for a proof of this claim. This is due to the fact that for a t-independent black hole, t is a timelike
coordinate in the exterior which, by definition, becomes a spacelike coordinate in the black hole interior.

Nonetheless, one may also wish to consider asymptotically flat (where Λ = 0) spacetimes which are relevant
to the study of astrophysical black holes. In this context, one anticipates that solutions of (1.2)–(1.5) with
regular Cauchy data decay towards a Reissner–Nordström exterior solution, in particular ϕ tends to 0 on H+

(in spherical symmetry, see [27, 66] for (1.2)–(1.5) with q0 = m2 = 0, and also [75] for small |q0e| on a fixed
Reissner–Nordström exterior). The resulting black holes thus feature ϕ decaying on H+ at the following rate:
for all v > 1,

|ϕ||H+(v) + |Dvϕ||H+(v) ≲ v−s, (1.17)

where v is a standard Eddington–Finkenstein type advanced-time coordinate and s > 1
2 . We will call such black

holes “non-hairy” in the sequel, to mark the contrast with the black holes from Theorem I.
The interior of the non-hairy black hole solving (1.2)-(1.5) in spherical symmetry was studied in [59, 76,

77, 79, 78] and their Penrose diagram was completely characterized (modulo issues related to locally naked
singularities, see the second paragraph below). In this section, we will briefly explain these results and provide
contrast with our hairy black hole interiors from Theorem I. We also comment that one can use our hairy black
hole interiors as a tool to retrieve information on non-hairy black holes, connecting Theorem I to Conjecture A,
see the third paragraph below.
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Figure 3: Penrose diagram of the spacetime corresponding to Theorem 1.1

Local structure of the non-hairy black hole interior near infinity i+ We discuss the terminal boundary of
the black hole interior. In the case of the hairy black holes of Theorem I, it is entirely spacelike S = {r = 0}.
In contrast, for (spherically symmetric) non-hairy black holes solutions of, the terminal boundary is not entirely
spacelike and admits a null component near i+ – called the Cauchy horizon CH+ ̸= ∅. This fact constitutes the
most important difference between hairy and non-hairy black holes.

Theorem 1.1 ([76]). Consider regular spherically symmetric characteristic data on H+ ∪ Cin, where H+ :=

[1,+∞)v × S2, converging to a sub-extremal Reissner–Nordström exterior as (1.17) . Then, restricting Cin to be

sufficiently short, the future domain of dependence ofH+∪Cin is bounded by a Cauchy horizon CH+, namely a null

boundary emanating from i+ and foliated by spheres of strictly positive area-radius r, as depicted in Figure 3.

Remark 1.4. We note that the presence of a Cauchy horizon CH+ ̸= ∅ in the interior of dynamical black holes is
not specific to spherical symmetry: for instance, it has been obtained for perturbations of Kerr for the Einstein
vacuum equations (without symmetry) in [26]. Whether Theorem 1.1 can be generalized to (1.2)-(1.5) without
spherical symmetry is an interesting open problem, in view of the particularly slow decay of the form (1.17) one
has to assume in the presence of matter (see [58, 65, 77] for an extended discussion of slow decay).

Global structure of non-hairy black hole interiors Theorem 1.1 only gives information on a local region
located near i+ (see Figure 3). The global nature of the terminal boundary, as it turns out (see Theorem 1.2),
depends on the topology of the initial data; we distinguish two important cases:

a. The two-ended case (topology of time-slices: R × S2). The maximally-extended Schwarzschild/Reissner-
Nordström/Kerr spacetimes, and our hairy black holes from Theorem I possess the two-ended topology.

b. The one-ended case (topology of time-slices: R3) is the topology suitable to studying the gravitational collapse
of a star into a black hole [19, 60, 65, 79] (referred to as “gravitational collapse” for short).

In the one-ended case b, the following is known about the terminal boundary.

Theorem 1.2 (Black hole interior in gravitational collapse, [79, 75, 78]). We consider a one-ended black hole

interior, under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 and additional inverse-polynomial lower bounds on ϕ consistent with

(1.17). Then, assuming the absence of locally naked singularities emanating from the center Γ, there is a (non-empty)

spacelike singularity S = {r = 0} and the Penrose diagram is given by the left-most of Figure 1.

Remark 1.5. A locally naked singularity is an (outgoing) null boundary CHΓ emanating from the center Γ.
Assuming their absence in Theorem 1.2 is unavoidable, since examples of locally naked singularities have been
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constructed [21] for (1.2)-(1.5). However, for (1.2)-(1.5) with F ≡ 0, such locally naked singularities are non-
generic within spherical symmetry [20, 22] and one may conjecture the same statement in the more general
situation where F ̸= 0. See [60, 79] for an extended discussion of this delicate issue.

For two-ended black holes (irrelevant, however, to gravitational collapse), Theorem 1.2 is false because small
perturbations of Reissner–Nordstrom obeying (1.17) feature no spacelike singularity [25]. However, it is con-
jectured [25, 29, 60] that, even in the two-ended case, large perturbations would yield a spacelike singularity
S = {r = 0} ≠ ∅ and a Penrose diagram corresponding to the rightmost in Figure 1.

Remark 1.6. Note that for a two-ended black hole as in the rightmost Penrose diagram of Figure 1, the causal
past of any compact subset of S intersects the event horizon H+ on a set with compact closure. This observation
will be important in the discussion of the next paragraph, see Figure 4.

We conclude this section by mentioning previous works providing a pretty detailed characterization of space-
like singularities in spherical symmetry [1, 2, 18, 19, 20, 22] in the uncharged case (i.e. (1.2)-(1.5) with F ≡ 0).

Connections between hairy and non-hairy black holes and related open problems We come back to our
original motivation: Conjecture A and understanding spacelike singularities inside black holes. Our goal is to
construct a large class of (asymptotically flat) black holes with both a spacelike singularity S = {r = 0} and a
null Cauchy horizon CH+, with precise quantitative information on (at least part of) S = {r = 0}.

It is an open problem to provide a quantitative description of the spacelike singularity inside any charged6

or rotating black hole (note indeed that Theorem 1.2 does not describe S quantitatively). In the two-ended
case, however, we propose a construction of a black hole featuring both a null Cauchy horizon CH+ ̸= ∅, and a
spacelike singularity S which is partially described by the terminal boundary in Theorem I.

Parameterize the two event horizons by HR = {(−∞, v), v ∈ R}, HL = {(u,−∞), u ∈ R}.

i. Fix ϕ|H+
R
(v) ≡ ϵ for v ≤ A, and ϕ|H+

L
(v) ≡ ϵ for u ≤ A, for some large A depending on ϵ. We evolve (non-

uniquely) this characteristic data on (HR ∩ {v ≤ A}) ∪ (HL ∩ {u ≤ A}) towards the past in the following
fashion:

• Attach a small past-directed ingoing (respectively outgoing) cone C+
R (respectively C+

L ) to the future-
endpoint of HR ∩ {v ≤ A}) (respectively (HL ∩ {u ≤ A})).

• By local well-posedness, the past domain of influence of HR ∩ {v ≤ A}) ∪ C+
R (respectively HL ∩ {y ≤

A} ∪ C+
L ) is the causal rectangle with past ingoing boundary C−

R (respectively C−
L ).

• Evolving the initial data on C−
R ∪ C−

L towards the past and appealing to local well-posedness again
provides another smaller causal rectangle. This rectangle combines with the two previously-constructed
rectangles into the (future) domain of influence of some Cout ∪ Cin.

We obtain a (non-unique) solution to (1.2)–(1.5) up to the bifurcate null cones Cout ∪ Cin (see Figure 4).

ii. ExtendCout (respectivelyCin) into an outgoing (respectively ingoing) cone which is asymptotically flat using
a standard truncation argument (see [21, 69]). The bifurcate null cones C̃out ∪ C̃in thus obtained intersect
(what should be thought of as) future null infinity I+ = I+

L ∪ I+
R , and ϕ|C̃out∪C̃in

decays towards I+.
6Note, however, that it is possible to describe asymptotically Schwarzschild one-ended uncharged spherically symmetric black holes [1].
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iii. Solve forward for the above characteristic data on C̃out ∪ C̃in. By the domain of dependence property, the
following spacetime region (consisting of the dark grey, orange, brown and yellow regions in Figure 4)

{(u, v) : u ≤ A, v ≤ A}∩D+((HR∩{v ≤ A})∪(HL∩{u ≤ A})), where D+ denotes the domain of dependence

is isometric to a subset of the hairy black hole gϵ of Theorem I that contains a large portion of the spacelike
singularity S (in green in Figure 4).

iv. Using that ϕ|C̃out∪C̃in
decays towards I+, prove that the decay condition (1.17) is satisfied on the new event

horizons H∗
R and H∗

L (note that the event horizons H∗
R, H∗

L for the newly constructed black hole do not
coincide with the original event horizonsHR,HL of the hairy black hole). As a consequence of Theorem 1.1,
obtain the existence of Cauchy horizons CHL, CHR ̸= ∅.

spacelike singularity

HR ∩ {v ≤ A}HL ∩ {u ≤ A}

i+Ri+L

C−
RC−

L

Cout extends to C̃outCin extends to C̃in

H∗
RH∗

L

I+
RI+

L

CHRCHL

C+
RC+

L

Region isometric
to the hairy

black hole metric
gϵ from Theorem I

Figure 4: The proposed construction of a two-ended black hole with a spacelike singularity S via gluing argu-
ment. The union of the dark grey, orange, brown and yellow regions (including the green part of the spacelike
singularity) is isometric to a subset of the hairy black hole of Figure 2. I+

L and I+
R are the components of null

infinity I+.

We want to point out that the only unknown step is the proof of (1.17) (step iv) which relies on establishing
polynomial decay on the event horizon. We note, furthermore, that for small charge |q0e| ≪ 1 and m2 = 0,
step iv should follow from (a slight generalization) of [75].

Remark 1.7. Note that Amust be chosen to be large enough (depending on ϵ) for the construction to feature any
part of the spacelike singularity constructed in Theorem I. As a consequence, the weighted norm ∥(1+ |v|s)ϕ∥L∞

(where s > 1
2) is large, thus we are not in the small-data regime considered in [25] (this is consistent with

the non-empty spacelike singularity our construction, recalling the earlier discussion on the global structure of
two-ended black holes).

Running steps i-iv successfully provides a (two-ended) black hole with Penrose diagram as in the rightmost
picture of Figure 1, i.e. a black hole with a Cauchy horizon CH+ ̸= ∅ and a spacelike singularity S ̸= ∅ partly
given by S in the hairy black hole of Theorem I. We formalize the above strategy into the following open problem.
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Open problem a. Construct a (one or two)-ended black hole with a Cauchy horizon CH+ ̸= ∅ and a spacelike

singularity S ≠ ∅, which coincides with the hairy black hole singularity S from Theorem I away from CH+ ∩ S.

Our road-map towards a resolution of Open Problem a shows that the fluctuations and Kasner bounces of
Theorem I can play a role in the interior of asymptotically flat, non-hairy black holes. We find it striking
that, even when restricted to spherical symmetry, the spacelike singularity inside a black hole can obey such
intricate dynamics. It is an interesting open problem to study the stability of these dynamics outside of any
symmetry assumption and thus gauge their relevance to generic black hole solutions.

To understand a larger class of black holes with both a Cauchy horizon CH+ ̸= ∅ and a spacelike singularity
S ≠ ∅, it is of interest to perturb the hairy black hole of Theorem I within spherical symmetry but relaxing spatial
homogeneity. Subsequently following steps i-iv, where gϵ is replaced by a perturbed spacetime, will yield even
more general insights than Open Problem a into spherically symmetric spacelike inside black holes, which we
formalize in the following open problem (note Open Problem b is the charged (q0 ̸= 0) version of Open Problem
v in [81]).

Open problem b. Consider (two-ended) initial data on H+ such that, instead of (1.6):

|ϕ|H+(v)− ϵ| ≤ |ϵ|N · e−C0v (1.18)

for ϵ ∈ Eη, as defined in Theorem I, with N > 0 and C0 > 0 sufficiently large constants. Prove (or disprove) that the

terminal boundary is spacelike, and provide (reasonably) precise quantitative estimates.

Then, construct a (one or two)-ended black hole with a Cauchy horizon CH+ ̸= ∅ and a spacelike singularity

S ≠ ∅, which coincides with the above perturbed hairy black hole singularity S away from CH+ ∩ S.

We finally want to emphasize that our quantitative methods give hope to transpose some results of Theorem I
to towards Open Problem b. We hope to return to this these very interesting questions in future work.

1.3 Comparison with hairy black hole interiors for other matter models

The charged hairy black holes with uncharged matter from [81] An alternative to studying (1.2)-(1.5)
with a charged scalar field (q0 ̸= 0) is to study the uncharged scalar field case q0 = 0 where the Maxwell field
F ̸= 0 does not interact with ϕ. This was first done numerically in [46] and then rigorously by the second author
[81] and qualified as “violent nonlinear collapse”. It is remarkable that the behavior in the q0 = 0 case differs
drastically from what we found in the q0 ̸= 0 case in Theorem I, as the following result shows.

Theorem 1.3 ([81]). We make the same assumptions as Theorem I, except that now q0 = 0, hence F = e
r2(s)Ω

2ds∧

dt, where e ̸= 0. Then, for almost all sub-extremal parameters (M, e,Λ,m2), there exists ϵ0(M, e,Λ,m2) > 0 such

that, for all 0 < |ϵ| < ϵ0, the spacetime (M, g) ends at a spacelike singularity S = {r = 0} asymptotically described

by a Kasner metric with exponents (p1, p2, p3) = (1, 0, 0) + O(ϵ2) ∈ (0, 1)3 and given by Figure 5. Moreover, the

Kretschmann scalar K = RαβγδRαβγδ blows up at a rate r−C·ϵ−2+O(ϵ−1) on S = {r = 0} for C(M, e,Λ,m2) > 0.

We point out the following similarities and differences between Theorem 1.3 and Theorem I.

1. In both cases, the terminal boundary is a spacelike singularity S = {r = 0} approximately described by a
Kasner metric (1.1) with positive Kasner exponents (compare Figure 2 and Figure 5).
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Figure 5: The Penrose diagram of the hairy black hole interiors constructed in Theorem 1.3.

2. In both cases, the early regions are similar and governed by the almost formation of a Cauchy horizon.

3. In both cases, the Maxwell charge Q is uniformly bounded away from 0: in Theorem 1.3, this is trivial
(Q = e ̸= 0 is constant), in Theorem I, this is item 5, a surprising property that we call “charge retention”.

4. Even at the linear level (i.e. (1.5) on a fixed Reissner–Nordström interior), (1.9) is not true if q0 = 0: the
scalar field does not oscillate, it grows instead like ϕ ≈ ϵ · s, where CH+ = {s = ∞} (except possibly for an
exceptional set of (M, e,Λ,m2) of 0-Lebesgue measure that leads to the absence of growth, see [57, 81],
which is why one restricts to almost every parameter in Theorem 1.3).

5. The oscillating profile (1.9) turns it a Bessel-type growing oscillation as r → 0, after which |ϕ| becomes
O(1) around r ≈ ϵ (collapsed oscillations). There is no such mechanism in Theorem 1.3.

6. The final Kasner exponent p1 ∈ (0, 1) in Theorem I is related to | sin
(
ω0ϵ

−2 +O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
)
)
|, but we restrict

ϵ so that p1 is bounded away from 0 and 1, so there is no overlap (by our assumptions) with any of the
Kasner exponents obtained in Theorem 1.3 where |p1 − 1| ≲ ϵ2.

7. As a consequence, the collapse in Theorem I is not violent but instead rapidly fluctuating in ϵ: one can easily
see that K blows up at a rate r−q, where q depends on sin

(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)
).

8. There is no Kasner bounce in the q0 = 0 setting: in fact, in Theorem 1.3 one proves that the final exponent p1
lies in (0, 1), so there is no mechanism triggering a Kasner bounce. In contrast, in Theorem I, in the regimes
where | sin

(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)
)
| is too small, a Kasner regime with ṕ1 < 0 forms, which is unstable,

and ultimately disappears under Kasner bounce, giving rise to a second Kasner regime with p1 ∈ (0, 1).

We also remark that Theorem I restricts ϵ to a subset of (−ϵ0, ϵ0) \ {0}, which is the complement of a set of
small measure, while Theorem 1.3 does not have this restriction. The restriction is to ensure that the final p1 is
bounded away from {0, 1} in Theorem I, as we explained above.

Finally, we note that Theorem 1.3 should lead to a resolution of Open Problem a in the case of an uncharged,
massive scalar field (i.e. (1.2)-(1.5) with q0 = 0,m2 ̸= 0), upon the proof of (1.17) form2 ̸= 0 (i.e. step iv in the
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last paragraph of Section 1.2).

Other hairy black holes The study of spatially homogeneous hairy black holes has been abundant both in the
mathematics and physics literature: we first mention the important examples of Einstein–Yang–Mills hairy black
holes [13, 14, 16, 36, 72, 73]. For the Einstein–Yang–Mills black holes, the above work suggest the presence
of a spacelike singularity preceded by (potentially many) Kasner bounces, although the qualitative behavior is
different than what we obtained for charged scalar fields in Theorem I. Finally, we mention the existence of
rotating hairy black holes with massive Klein–Gordon fields [17, 34, 51]; The study of the interior of these
rotating hairy black holes remains an open problem.

We refer the reader to the introductions of [17, 81] for an extended discussion of various hairy black holes.

1.4 The collapsed oscillations resulting from the charge of the scalar field

The collapsed oscillations occur in a regionO = {ϵ ⪅ r ⪅ r−} (see Figure 2). The key point is that, schematically,
ϕ will be shown to obey the following Bessel equation of order 0 in O, with respect to a new variable which is
the renormalized square of the area-radius z := r2

ϵ2 :

d

dz

(
z
dϕ

dz

)
+ ξ20zϕ = error. (1.19)

Here ξ0 ̸= 0 is a constant proportional7 to q0. To simplify the discussion here, we normalize ξ0 = 1. Since
1 ⪅ z ⪅ ϵ−2, we need to understand the behavior for large z: it is given by damped oscillations of the form

Y0(z) ∼
√

2

πz
cos
(
z − π

4

)
or J0(z) ∼

√
2

πz
sin
(
z − π

4

)
as z → +∞. (1.20)

Note, however, that z is a past-directed timelike variable, so the damping is “backwards-in-time”. Thus
|Y0|(z), |J0|(z) ≲ ϵ on the past boundary z ∼ ϵ−2 of O, but |Y0|(z), |J0|(z) ≲ 1 on the future boundary z ≈ 1 of
O; modulo the oscillations, this means that the scalar field amplitude has experienced growth of size ϵ−1 in O.

Remark 1.8. Note that, as long as r is bounded away from 0, (1.19) is consistent with (linear) oscillations giving
rise to (1.9): it is only as r gets close to 0 that these oscillations provide growth, hence the name “collapsed
oscillations”. We will show, however, that as soon as r ≪ ϵ, ϕ no longer oscillates, see Section 1.5.

The algebraic relations connecting (1.20) to the ODE initial conditions ϕ(r ≈ r−) will ultimately show that ϕ
has the following schematic form at the exit of the collapsed oscillations region O:

ϕ(r) ≈ CJ cos
(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)
)
J0

(
ξ0
r2

ϵ2

)
+ CY sin

(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)
)
Y0

(
ξ0
r2

ϵ2

)
. (1.21)

Contrary to appearances, (1.21) is not symmetric in J0 and Y0: when r ≪ ϵ, the function Y0
(
ξ0

r2

ϵ2

)
dominates

J0

(
ξ0

r2

ϵ2

)
, since the Bessel functions J0(z) and Y0(z) obey the asymptotics

J0(z) = O(1) and Y0(z) ∼ log
(
z−1

) as z → 0. (1.22)
7One sees, as predicted by Theorem 1.3 (see [81]), that in the q0 = 0 case, we have d

dr

(
r dϕ
dr

)
≈ 0, hence r dϕ

dr
≈ constant = ϵ−1, which

is why in the q0 = 0 case, the behavior is violent, and not fluctuating as in the q0 ̸= 0 case, see also the discussion in Section 1.3.
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Hence, for e−δ0ϵ
−2 ≪ r ≪ ϵ (the lower bound will be explained in Section 1.5), we schematically show

ϕ(r) ≈ CY sin
(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)
)
log

(
ξ−1
0

ϵ2

r2

)
≈ CY sin

(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)
)
log
( ϵ
r

)
. (1.23)

Since on a fixed Kasner metric (1.1), we find ϕ = pϕ log
(
τ−1

), where τ is roughly a power of r, and pϕ is
chosen so that p21 + p22 + p23 + 2p2ϕ = 1 (see already (1.29)), the expression (1.23) explains why we obtain final
Kasner exponents that depend on sin

(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)
).

Remark 1.9. Most other quantities, such as the charge Q, already determine their final values at r = 0 inside
O (up to O(ϵ)-errors). Therefore, the charge retention mechanism from Theorem I results from an explicit
computation in O, see Lemma 5.7.

For more details on Bessel equations and functions, we refer the reader to our Appendix A.

1.5 Kasner bounces and connections to cosmology

We now relate the results of this paper to the heuristic observations of BKL [7, 9, 10, 64] regarding problems in
relativistic cosmology, and explain how these heuristics manifest themselves rigorously in our work.

The BKL heuristics and Kasner bounces In [64], Khalatnikov and Lifschitz propose an asymptotic form of the
metric for a spacetime obeying the vacuum Einstein equations in the vicinity of a spacelike singularity. Assuming
M ∼= I × Σ = (0, T )× Σ for some spatial 3-manifold Σ, they suggest that g locally takes the form

g ≈ −dτ2 +
3∑

I=1

τ2pI(x)ωI(x)⊗ ωI(x). (1.24)

Here, the exponents pI(x) are smooth functions on Σ, the ωI(x) form a (local) basis of 1-forms on Σ, and the
metric is ‘synchronized’ so that the singularity is located at τ = 0. The exponents pI(x) are further constrained
to obey the following two so-called Kasner relations:

3∑
I=1

pI(x) =

3∑
I=1

p2I(x) = 1. (1.25)

However, [64] argues that generically, there is an inconsistency in the ansatz (1.24), so long as near τ = 0,
one fails to obey the subcriticality condition:

τpI−pJ−pK ≪ τ−1 for all I, J,K ∈ {1, 2, 3} with J ̸= K. (1.26)

Further, in 1+3-dimensional vacuum, the relations (1.25) mean that the subcriticality condition (1.26) can never
hold, outside of the exceptional case where (p1, p2, p3) = (1, 0, 0) or a permutation thereof. [64] thus concludes
that singularities of the form (1.24) are not generic.

Subsequently, in [9], the authors suggest that the metric (1.24) may be valid in some interval (τ1, τ2) ⊂ I,
but as τ decreases further towards 0, there must be a transition to a new modified Kasner-like regime. If we order
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p1 < p2 ≤ p3, then [9] calculates this transition8 explicitly to be:

g ≈ −dτ2 +
3∑

I=1

τ2ṕI(x)ώI(x)⊗ ώI(x),

ṕ1 =
−p1

1 + 2p1
, ṕ2 =

p2 + 2p1
1 + 2p1

, ṕ3 =
p3 + 2p1
1 + 2p1

. (1.27)

Such a transition is what we call a Kasner bounce, and also may be described in the literature as a Kasner inversion
(see [47]) or oscillation.

The new Kasner exponents ṕI also obey the Kasner relations (1.25), and as such, will also fail to obey the
subcriticality condition. Hence, [9] predicts that the generic behavior in the vicinity of a spacelike singularity in

vacuum is an infinite cascade of such transitions, which they term as the oscillatory approach to singularity, and
is expected to be highly chaotic in nature, see again Conjecture B.

To avoid this infinite cascade of transitions occuring in vacuum, the authors of [7] then consider gravity
coupled to a massless scalar field ϕ, and modify the ansatz (1.24) and relations (1.25) to

g ≈ −dτ2 +
3∑

I=1

τ2pI(x)ωI(x)⊗ ωI(x), ϕ ≈ pϕ(x) log τ, (1.28)

3∑
I=1

pI(x) =

3∑
I=1

p2I(x) + 2p2ϕ(x) = 1. (1.29)

For particular choices of generalized exponents (p1, p2, p3, pϕ), it is now possible for the subcriticality condition
(1.26) to hold near τ = 0, and as such the ansatz (1.28) is consistent, and moreover, conjecturally stable. We
note that in this context, the condition (1.26) is identical to min{pI(x)} > 0, i.e. all Kasner exponents being
positive. There still exist, of course, choices of exponents that violate (1.26); the corresponding spacetimes are
then subject to an instability with the same Kasner transition map (1.27), to which we append the transition
of the scalar field coefficient: pϕ 7→ ṕϕ =

pϕ

1+2p1
. After a finite number of such transitions [7], one will reach a

tuple of generalized Kasner coefficients obeying (1.26). Hence, a scalar field is often referred to as a stiff matter
model, as in Conjecture B.

We make one final observation. The source of the instability in [7, 9] is a spatial curvature term, which is
actually suppressed in spherical symmetry. However, in [8], the authors argue that one can alternatively use
an electromagnetic field to source the instability, and that the transition map (1.27) between different regimes
of Kasner exponents is identical. This is consistent with the stability of the Schwarzschild interior in spherical
symmetry for electromagnetism-free matter models [1, 19], in contrast with Theorem I and Theorem 1.3.

For further discussions regarding the BKL ansatz in relativistic cosmology, including generalization to higher
dimension and other matter models, see also [6, 30, 31, 50].

Rigorous constructions and stability results of Kasner metrics Beyond the heuristics of [7, 8, 9, 10, 64], one
may ask the following questions – can one actually construct a large class of spacetimes containing a spacelike
singularity, obeying the asymptotics (1.25) and (1.29), and what does one know about their stability? For the
first problem, [3] constructs a large class of real analytic solutions to the Einstein-scalar field system obeying
the asymptotics (1.28). Beyond the real analytic regime, [38] recently constructed a reasonably general class of
8We remark that we exclude the particular case p1 = p2 corresponding to the degenerate exponents (p1, p2, p3) = (0, 0, 1).
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vacuum spacetimes obeying (1.24), which are moreover allowed to be only Ck, for large k.
Regarding stability, the state of the art is due to Fournodavlos–Rodnianski–Speck [39] and a recent general-

ization by Oude Groeniger–Petersen–Ringström [42]. Loosely speaking, the former proves the stability of exact
generalized Kasner spacetimes on (0,+∞)×T3 obeying the subcriticality condition (1.26), while the latter both
permits more general closed spatial topologies and greater inhomogeneity in the initial data, so long as the inho-
mogeneity is compensated by prescribing the data “sufficiently close to the singularity”. For other related results,
we refer the reader to [70, 71, 74, 12, 37].

In particular, [42] provides evidence for stability, including outside of symmetry, of the spacetimes constructed
in Theorem I and Theorem 1.3; there only remains the technical issue of extending the stability arguments to
non-compact spatial topologies, for instance by localizing the analysis of [39, 42]. We also mention several
works of the first author. In [61], it is shown that all spacelike singularities, including spatially inhomogeneous
singularities, in the spherically symmetric Einstein–scalar field model exhibit Kasner-like behavior, as does a class
of singularities in the spherically symmetric Einstein–Maxwell–(uncharged) scalar field model obeying certain
a priori assumptions. In [62], the first author constructs a large class of (inhomogeneous) data in this latter
model such that the corresponding spacetime achieves these a priori assumptions, but so that the spacetime also
exhibits nonlinear dynamics reminiscent of Kasner bounces (1.27). See also [63] concerning similar results in
Gowdy symmetry.

Finally, we mention the work of Ringström [68] and Béguin–Dutilleul [4] on Bianchi IX cosmologies, con-
taining a rigorous study of a large class of spatially homogeneous spacetimes. Among other things, [68] provides
examples of spacetimes with infinitely many Kasner bounces in vacuum and, in contrast, proves the convergence
to a stable Kasner-like regime in the presence of stiff matter.

The Kasner bounce mechanism for charged scalar fields We will now explain the schematic mechanism
behind the Kasner bounce phenomenon as obtained in our Theorem I, which is the secondmain novelty compared
to the q0 = 0 case of [81]. We will show that the Kasner bounce, in the regimes where it occurs (namely, for
ϵ ∈ E

′ bo
η,σ of positive measure), is located in a region of the following form; for constants D > 0, N > 0:

Kbo ⊂ {e−D·ϵ−2

ϵN ≲ r ≲ e−D·ϵ−2

ϵ−N}. (1.30)

We define the key quantity Ψ, which is a dimensionless derivative of ϕ: for r−(M, e,Λ) > 0 and
δ0(M, e,Λ) > 0 to be defined later, let

Ψ := −r dϕ
dr
, and define Ψi := Ψ

∣∣
r=e−δ0·ϵ−2

r−
. (1.31)

The condition for the presence of a bounce will end up being

η ≤ |Ψi| ≤ 1− σ, for some η, σ > 0 independent of ϵ. (bo)

The reason for assuming η ≤ |Ψi| is that, based on numerics (see Section 1.6), there could be multiple Kasner
bounces when|Ψi| is close to 0, and the dynamics would be even more complicated. If |Ψi| is too close to 1,
though we are still able to produce a spacelike singularity (see already Theorem 3.1), we do not claim further
quantitative estimates, as some Kasner exponents degenerate towards 0 in this case
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As a consequence of (1.23), we find that, for some C(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) ̸= 0,

|Ψi| ≈ |C| · | sin
(
ω0 · ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)
)
|. (1.32)

Combining (bo) and (1.32) explains heuristically why the presence of a bounce depends on ϵ and why any small
neighborhood of 0 of the form (−δ, δ) still contains infinitely many spacetimes featuring a bounce.

Our non-bounce condition in Theorem I is not the complement of (bo), it is instead

|Ψi| ≥ 1 + σ, for some σ > 0 independent of ϵ., (no-bo)

where, as above, we arrange that |Ψi| is not too close to 1 to avoid the Kasner exponents degenerating.
We now explain why it is that if (bo) is satisfied, there is a bounce, whereas if (no-bo) is satisfied then there

is no bounce. Since the wave equation is second-order, Ψ should satisfy a first-order ODE. Though our system
is highly nonlinear, this ODE surprisingly turns out to be presentable in a simple form, written schematically9 as
follows:

dΨ

dR
= −Ψ(Ψ−Ψi)(Ψ−Ψ−1

i ) + error, where R := log
(r−
r

)
, (1.33)

where the error terms are of sizeO(e−δ0ϵ
−2

) for some δ0 > 0 and, thus, have no impact on the qualitative behavior
of the ODE. The dynamics of Ψ relies on the linearized stability of (1.33) near Ψ = Ψi of the schematic form

d(δΨ)

dR
= −(Ψ2

i − 1) · δΨ+ error.

If |Ψi| > 1, then Ψ = Ψi is a stable fixed point as R→ +∞ (corresponding to r → 0): this is what happens if
(no-bo) is true and then, there is no bounce and Ψ ≈ Ψi up to r = 0. In contrast, if |Ψi| < 1, then Ψ = Ψi is an
unstable fixed point, but Ψ = Ψ−1

i is a stable fixed point. If (bo) is true, then we find that Ψ gets inverted from
Ψi to Ψ−1

i in the region (1.30), over which the change in R is ∆R = O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
).

Once the behavior of Ψ has been quantified, one can immediately retrieve the Kasner exponents from Theo-
rem I using similar techniques as in [81]. The most important (but algebraically trivial) feature of these relations
is that p1 = P (α) > 0 if and only if |α| > 1, see the formula (1.12), (1.13) (where α ≈ Ψi): thus, the final Kasner
regime always has p1 > 0 in Theorem I. Hence, the final Kasner regime indeed lies in the subcritical regime of
exponents as explained earlier in Section 1.5.

1.6 Holographic superconductors in the AdS-CFT correspondence

In this section, we will discuss two separate questions, which end up being connected by a vast literature.

• In what sense is the spacetime of Theorem I the interior of a hairy black hole, i.e. can we construct a
corresponding “hairy black hole exterior”?

• What do numerics tell us about the hairy black hole interior of Theorem I?

Note that Theorem I is valid for any value of the cosmological constant Λ ∈ R. However, in the Λ = 0 case, there
are no non-trivial static, spherically symmetric solutions of (1.2)-(1.5), see [5] (although [5] assumes q0 = 0).
9Note that the discussion of the ODE (1.33) and its solutions was already present in [47] at the heuristic and numerical level.
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On the other hand, in the Λ < 0 case, recent works of Zheng [84, 83] construct asymptotically Anti-de-Sitter
hairy black hole exteriors bifurcating off of (a large subset of) sub-extremal Reissner–Nordström–AdS spacetimes.
The interior of these black holes corresponds to the spacetimes considered in Theorem I (in the q0 ̸= 0 case) and
Theorem 1.3 (in the q0 = 0 case), thereby resolving Open Problem iv in [81].

Anti-de-Sitter asymptotics impose that, for a negative cosmological constant Λ < 0 in (1.2):

g =

(
1− 2M

r
− Λr2

3
+ o(r−1)

)
[−dt2 + ds2] + r2(s)dσS2 , (1.34)

which gives the following asymptotics on ϕ in (1.5), for m2 < 0, there exists constants ϕ(0), ϕ(1) such that

ϕ(r) = ϕ(0) · uD(r) + ϕ(1) · uN (r), where uD(r) ∼ r−
3
2+

√
9
4−m2 and uN (r) ∼ r−

3
2−

√
9
4−m2 as r → +∞. (1.35)

Here ϕ(0) = 0 corresponds to Dirichlet-type boundary conditions, while ϕ(1) = 0 is Neumann-type. Both bound-
ary conditions are allowed in [84, 83]. We note that the Dirichlet case is the Λ < 0 analogue of asymptotic
flatness in the Λ = 0 case and thus truly corresponds to what should be called an asymptotically-AdS “hairy
black hole”.

Previous works in physics already argued for the existence of such stationary asymptotically-AdS black holes
[43, 44, 45] as part of the broader field of AdS/CMT (for Condensed Matter Theory) aiming at improving the
understanding of condensed matter on flat spacetime by embedding it in a higher-dimensional AdS spacetime
(see e.g. [49] or the related discussion in [81]). In the charged scalar field case (q0 ̸= 0), such black holes
represent holographic analogues of superconductors due to a spontaneous breaking of the U(1)-symmetry that
the charged scalar field is associated with. The presence of black hole hair (meaning a non-trivial stationary black
hole) reflects the phenomenon of condensation, with Dirichlet boundary condition ϕ(0) ̸= 0 corresponding to a
so-called stimulated emission, and ϕ(0) = 0 to spontaneous emission, in analogy with real-life superconductors
(see e.g. [53] for more details).

In summary, the first question is answered in the affirmative: the regions considered in Theorem I and The-
orem 1.3 indeed correspond to the interior of an asymptotically-AdS black hole (with Dirichlet or Neumann
boundary conditions) recently rigorously constructed in [84, 83], whose existence had already been speculated
in physics works [43, 45] in view of their importance as holographic models of superconductors.

We turn to the second question, regarding previous numerical works in the interior of asymptotically-AdS
hairy black holes. Prior to discussing (1.2)–(1.5) with q0 ̸= 0 as studied in Theorem I, let us mention that the
black hole interior for (1.2)–(1.5) with F ≡ 0 (uncharged black hole) was studied in [40], and (1.2)–(1.5)
with F ̸= 0, q0 = 0 (uncharged matter) in [46], see [81] for an extended discussion. We also mention the
interesting follow-up works [15, 32, 33, 41, 48] for different matter models. Turning to the case (1.2)–(1.5)
with q0 ̸= 0, we start by remarking that the collapsed oscillations and Kasner bounces from Theorem I were
previously anticipated10 numerically in [47]. This scenario was verified numerically and is entirely consistent
with our findings from Theorem I. The motivation to investigate the interior of holographic superconductors
in [40, 46, 47] is two-fold: at first, it originates as a rudimentary model for quantum effects in the interior
of black holes, following the AdS/CFT paradigm. In this context, the authors of [47] promote a holographic
10While [47] is in the setting of planar symmetry which obeys slightly different equations, it happens to make no difference to the fluctuating
collapse and Kasner bounce phenomena and the conclusion of Theorem I also hold in this setting, as we already noted in Remark 1.1.
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version of Strong Cosmic Censorship roughly asserting that generic stationary11 (asymptotically-AdS) black holes
(corresponding to thermal states) possess an internal singularity. Secondly, another motivation originates in the
paradigm of AdS/CMT to understand real-life superconductors using holographic models (as already formulated
in [43, 45, 44] and pursued in [40, 46, 47]). In this context, an analogy was established between the oscillations
found inside holographic superconductors and the (AC) Josephson effect inside a “real-life” superconductor, see
[54, 55], ultimately causing the Kasner bounce in some regime. The physical interpretation of these Kasner
bounces inside holographic superconductors is still being debated [47].

Finally, note that, by the formula (1.12), when α ≈ Ψi gets close to 0, then the Kasner exponents p2 = p3

get close to 0: when this happens, [47] numerically observes a second Kasner bounce and have also mentioned
the possibility of arbitrarily many Kasner bounces. These very interesting aspects are not covered by Theorem I,
since its assumptions specifically require to choose ϵ so that α(ϵ) is bounded away from 0 (at the cost, of course, of
reducing the measure of the set of eligible ϵ by an arbitrarily small amount η > 0). It would be of great interest
to prove rigorous results confirming the numerical breakthroughs of [47].

Open problem c. Generalize the conclusion of Theorem I for a larger set of ϵ ∈ (−ϵ0, ϵ0) \ {0} such that |Ψi| ≲ ϵN

are allowed for a suitably chosen N > 0, where Ψi defined in (1.31) is schematically of the form (1.32). In the

|Ψi| ≲ ϵN situation, control the occurrence of two (or more) Kasner bounces.

We finally note that the techniques of Theorem I still allow to control quantitatively the spacetime up to the
Proto–Kasner region (see Figure 6 and Section 6), even if |Ψi| is close to {0, 1}, but not beyond.

1.7 Outline of the paper and the different regions of Figure 6

The paper (and the proof) will follow the various regions R, N , EB, LB, O, PK and K depicted on Figure 6.

• In Section 2, we give some geometric preliminaries, and explain the gauge used in Theorem I.

• In Section 3, we give a precise statement of the main result corresponding to Theorem I, together with the
precise definition of the regions R, N , EB, LB, O, PK and K.

• In Section 4, we prove estimates in the red-shift regionR, the no-shift regionN , the early blue-shift region
EB, and the late blue-shift region LB. These estimates are similar to the ones appearing in [81] and feature
the almost formation of a Cauchy horizon.

• In Section 5, we prove estimates in the oscillation region O. This section corresponds to the collapsed
oscillations discussed in Section 1.4.

• In Section 6, we prove estimates in the proto-Kasner region PK. In this section, we demonstrate the onset
of a Kasner geometry transitioning from the collapsed oscillations in O to the Kasner behavior in K.

• In Section 7, we linearize the system of Einstein equations to control precisely the phase Θ(ϵ) = ω0ϵ
−2 +

O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
) appearing in (1.32); this step is essential in constructing the set Eη of acceptable ϵ in Theo-

rem I.
11In contrast, the usual notion of Strong Cosmic Censorship is not tied to stationary solutions and formulates genericity considerations inside
a moduli space of initial data leading to a large class of dynamical spacetimes, see, for instance, the discussion in [80].
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Figure 6: A more detailed version of Figure 2, partitioning the hairy black hole interior into the different regions
R,N , EB,LB,O,PK,K, to be precisely defined in Section 3.1.

• In Section 8, we prove estimates in the Kasner region K. In particular, we prove the Kasner bounce phe-
nomenon discussed in Section 1.5.

• In Section 9, we conclude the proof of (the precise version of) Theorem I by providing precise geometric
estimates characteristic of the Kasner behavior in a sub-region of PK ∪ K.

We will also introduce the following regions that overlap with some of the regions of Figure 6: the restricted
proto-Kasner region PK′, the first Kasner region K1, the second Kasner region K2 and the Kasner-bounce region
Kbo (see Figure 7 and Section 3). Note, however, that in the absence of a Kasner bounce, K2 = Kbo = ∅.
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as well as an anonymous referee for extremely detailed and thorough suggestions which have vastly improved
the manuscript.

2 Geometric set-up and preliminaries

2.1 Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon in double null coordinates

We consider a spherically symmetric Lorentzian metric (M, g) with a choice of double null coordinates (u, v):

g = −gQ + r2(u, v)dσS2 = −Ω2(u, v)dudv + r2(u, v)dσS2 . (2.1)

Here (u, v) are coordinates on the quotient manifold Q =M/SO(3) and dσS2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2 is the standard
metric on the unit sphere. We call r = r(u, v) the area-radius function.
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Figure 7: A zoom on PK ∪ K in Figure 6, with the top picture representing the bounce case (K2,Kbo ̸= ∅) and
the bottom picture the no bounce case (K2,Kbo = ∅). Note the inclusion PK′ ⊂ PK.

Due to the presence of charged scalar matter, the Maxwell field will itself be dynamical, and is described via
the following function Q(u, v) on Q:

F =
QΩ2

2r2
du ∧ dv. (2.2)

To describe the coupling to the scalar field, we must choose a gauge for the Maxwell field. In spherical symmetry,
we specify the gauge using a one-form A = Audu+Avdv on Q which satisfies dA = F .

Define the covariant derivative by Dµ = ∇µ + iq0Aµ. Then the scalar field ϕ is a complex-valued function on
Q satisfying the following covariant wave equation:

gµνDµDνϕ = 0. (2.3)

Recall that the whole system of equations must be invariant under the gauge transformation A 7→ A + df ,
ϕ 7→ ϕe−iq0f , where f is any smooth function on Q.

We make a few more standard definitions. The Hawking mass ρ is given by

ρ :=
r

2
(1− gQ(∇r,∇r)) =

r

2
(1− 4Ω−2∂ur∂vr). (2.4)

In the presence of the Maxwell field and the cosmological constant, we further define the renormalized Vaidya
mass ϖ and the r-constant surface gravity 2K as

ϖ = ρ+
Q2

2r
− Λr3

6
, 2K =

2

r2

(
ϖ − Q2

r
− Λr3

3

)
. (2.5)
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Suppose that (M, g, F, ϕ) are a solution to the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system (1.2)–(1.5). In the
double-null coordinates of (2.1), the quantities (r,Ω2, Q,A, ϕ) then satisfy the following system of PDEs:

∂u(Ω
−2∂ur) = −Ω−2r|Duϕ|2, (2.6)

∂v(Ω
−2∂vr) = −Ω−2r|Dvϕ|2, (2.7)

∂u∂vr = −Ω2

4r
− ∂ur∂vr

r
+

Ω2Q2

4r3
+

Ω2r(m2|ϕ|2 + Λ)

4
, (2.8)

∂u∂v log
(
Ω2
)
=

Ω2

2r2
+

2∂ur∂vr

r2
− Ω2Q2

r4
− 2Re(DuϕDvϕ), (2.9)

∂uQ = −q0r2Im(ϕDuϕ), (2.10)

∂vQ = +q0r
2Im(ϕDvϕ), (2.11)

DuDvϕ = −∂ur ·Dvϕ

r
− ∂vr ·Duϕ

r
+
iq0QΩ2

4r2
ϕ− m2Ω2

4
ϕ, (2.12)

∂uAv − ∂vAu =
QΩ2

2r2
. (2.13)

The equations (2.6) and (2.7) are the celebrated Raychaudhuri equations, the equations (2.8) and (2.9) can be
viewed as wave equations for the geometric quantities r and Ω2 on Q, and the remaining equations describe the
dynamics of the coupled Maxwell field and charged scalar field.

We recall also the transport equations for the Vaidya mass ϖ:

∂uϖ = −2r2(Ω−2∂vr)
−1|Duϕ|2 +

m2

2
r2|ϕ|2∂ur − q0QrIm(ϕDuϕ), (2.14)

∂vϖ = −2r2(Ω−2∂ur)
−1|Dvϕ|2 +

m2

2
r2|ϕ|2∂vr + q0QrIm(ϕDvϕ). (2.15)

Remark 2.1. In the case of planar symmetry, the only changes to the equations are that the first term on the right
hand sides of (2.8) and (2.9) are removed. Our results remain valid in this symmetry class.

2.2 The Reissner-Nordström(-dS/AdS) interior metric

We are interested in charged hairy perturbations of sub-extremal Reissner-Nordström interiors. To define sub-
extremality, given some parametersM > 0, e,Λ ∈ R, consider the polynomial

PM,e,Λ(X) = X2 − 2MX + e2 − 1
3ΛX

4. (2.16)

Then the set of subextremal-parameters (M, e,Λ) is Pse = PΛ<0
se ∪ PΛ=0

se ∪ PΛ>0
se , where PΛ<0

se is such that
Λ < 0 and the polynomial PM,e,Λ(X) has two distinct positive real roots r− < r+, PΛ=0

se is such that Λ = 0

and the polynomial PM,e,Λ(X) has two distinct positive real roots r− < r+, while PΛ>0
se is such that Λ > 0 and

PM,e,Λ(X) has three distinct positive real roots r− < r+ < rc.
The Reissner-Nordström(-dS/AdS) spacetime is a solution to (1.2)–(1.5) in electrovacuum (i.e. ϕ ≡ 0), and
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can be written in standard (t, r) coordinates as

gRN = −
(
1− 2M

r
+

e2

r2
− Λr2

3

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2M

r
+

e2

r2
− Λr2

3

)−1

dr2 + r2dσS2 . (2.17)

In particular, the Reissner-Nordström(-dS/AdS) interior metric is given by (2.17), restricted to the coordinate
range r− < r < r+, t ∈ R. Note that, in the interior, t is a spacelike coordinate while r is a timelike coordinate.

The Maxwell field is given by setting Q ≡ e in (2.2), and Ω2 = Ω2
RN will be defined shortly. One choice of

gauge field A which will be consistent with the remainder of this article is

A = −
(

e

r+
− e

r

)
dt. (2.18)

To recast the metric (2.17) into the double null form (2.1), we define

dr

dr∗
:=

Ω2
RN

4
, Ω2

RN := −4

(
1− 2M

r
+

e2

r2
− Λr2

3

)
, (2.19)

u :=
r∗ − t

2
, v :=

r∗ + t

2
. (2.20)

In this (u, v) coordinate system, the metric can now be written as

gRN = −Ω2
RNdudv + r2dσS2 . (2.21)

In the sequel, we denote the Reissner-Nordström area-radius function by rRN .
Recalling the definition of 2K in (2.5), we define the surface gravity of the event horizon 2K+, and the

surface gravity of the Cauchy horizon 2K− by

2K± = 2K(r = r±) =
2

r2±

(
M − e2

r±
−

Λr3±
3

)
. (2.22)

It is then a well-known fact that the null lapse Ω2
RN obeys the following asymptotics, where α± > 0 are fixed

constants depending on the black hole parameters:

log

(
Ω2

RN

α+e2K+(M,e,Λ)·r∗

)
= O(e2K+(M,e,Λ)·r∗) as r∗ = u+ v → −∞, (2.23)

log

(
Ω2

RN

α−e2K−(M,e,Λ)·r∗

)
= O(e2K−(M,e,Λ)·r∗) as r∗ = u+ v → +∞. (2.24)

We note that, for subextremal black hole parameters, one has 2K+ > 0 while 2K− < 0.
Introducing the following “regular coordinates”,

U = e2K+u, V = e2K+v, (2.25)

it is well-known that in the coordinate system (U, v), the metric gRN can be smoothly extended beyond U = 0,
and the right event horizon HR = {(U, v) : U = 0, v ∈ [−∞,+∞)} is realised as a smooth null hypersurface. A
similar construction can be made for the coordinates (u, V ), with HL = {(u, V ) : u ∈ [−∞,+∞), V = 0}.

Indeed, using the coordinate system (U, V ), the metric gRN is defined for 0 ≤ U, V < +∞, and can be
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smoothly beyond both HR and HL, including the bifurcation sphere HR ∩HL = {U = 0, V = 0}.

2.3 Black hole interiors with charged scalar hair

HR
H
L

T T

s = const

R

Figure 8: The local solution to the characteristic initial value problem for a spatially homogeneous black hole
interior with charged scalar hair

Consider the characteristic initial value problem with initial data given on the two affine complete null hyper-
surfaces HL = {(U, V ) : U ≥ 0, V = 0} = {(u, v) : u ∈ [−∞,+∞), v = −∞} and HR = {(U, V ) : U = 0, V ≥

0} = {(u, v) : u = −∞, v ∈ [−∞,+∞)}, intersecting at the bifurcation sphere (U, V ) = (0, 0).
We normalize the regular coordinates (U, V ), which are related to the usual interior coordinates (u, v) via

(2.25), using the following gauge choice:

Ω2
R(U, v)|HR

=
1

2K+
e−2K+(M,e,Λ)·u Ω2(u, v)|HR

=
α+

2K+
e2K+(M,e,Λ)·v, (2.26)

Ω2
L(u, V )|HL

=
1

2K+
e−2K+(M,e,Λ)·v Ω2(u, v)|HL

=
α+

2K+
e2K+(M,e,Λ)·u, (2.27)

These choices are made such that, with respect to the generalized Kruskal-Szekeres coordinate system (U, V ), Ω2

is normalized as follows on H = HR ∪HL:

Ω2
reg(U, V )|H =

α+

(2K+)2
. (Ω-data)

In the context of this article, we pose the following characteristic initial data:

r|H = r+(M, e,Λ), (r-data)

ϖ|H =M > 0, (ϖ-data)

Q|H = e ∈ R \ {0}, (Q-data)

ϕ|H = ϵ ∈ R \ {0}, (ϕ-data)

as well as a gauge for the Maxwell field such that the components AV , AU vanish on HR,HL respectively. In
particular DV ϕ and DUϕ will vanish on their respective horizon pieces. As a result, this data is compatible with
the null constraints (2.6), (2.7).
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In the following proposition, we show that the data (Ω-data), (r-data), (Q-data), (ϕ-data) uniquely specifies
a solution to the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system, which is moreover spatially homogeneous. Of course,
in order to have uniqueness we must impose a gauge for the Maxwell field A. In our setting, for the purpose of
reducing the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system to a system of ODEs (see already Section 2.4 and (2.35)), it
will be convenient to choose

UAU + V AV = 0. (A-gauge)

We now identify the spacetime describing the hairy black hole interior spacetimes studied in this article, which
we firstly describe in the regular coordinate system (U, V ).

Proposition 2.1. Consider characteristic initial data (Ω-data), (r-data), (Q-data), (ϕ-data) to the Einstein-
Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system (2.6)–(2.13), with u, v replaced by U, V respectively. Then imposing also (A-
gauge), there exists a unique maximal future development12 of the system (Ω2, r, ϕ,Q,AU , AV ) that is smooth
up to and including the horizon H = HL ∪HR.

Furthermore, the domain of definition of this maximal development is given by {(U, V ) : 0 ≤ UV < Dmax}

for some Dmax(M, e,Λ,m2, q0, ϵ) ∈ (0,+∞], and letting T be the vector field (see Figure 8)

T := 2K+

(
−U ∂

∂U
+ V

∂

∂V

)
, (2.28)

one finds that T is a Killing vector field, satisfying Tr = TΩ2 = TQ = Tϕ = T (UAU ) = 0. In particular, the
spacetime is foliated by Cauchy hypersurfaces UV = const, which are each spatially homogeneous with isometry
group R× SO(3).

Proof. We wish to appeal to a local existence result, for instance [60, Proposition 4.1], with the caveat that our
gauge choice (A-gauge) is not well-suited to such local well-posedness statements. Following [60], we firstly
instead find a solution with respect to the Maxwell gauge choice:

A
(0)
V (U, V ) = 0, A

(0)
U (U, 0) = 0. (A-gauge’)

[60] asserts that there exists a unique solution to (2.6)–(2.13) for (U, V ) ∈ [0, δ]× [0, δ] with δ sufficiently small
(see the darker shaded region of Figure 8), attaining the prescribed data and using the gauge (A-gauge’), with
A replaced by A(0) in the equations. In particular, Maxwell gauge-independent quantities such as Ω2

reg, r,Q are
already uniquely determined.

We seek a gauge transformation that relates an A(0) satisfying (A-gauge’) to an A satisfying (A-gauge). The
correct gauge transformation is A = A(0) − dh, with h given by

h(U, V ) :=

∫ 1

0

UA(0)(Ux, V x) dx. (2.29)

The reason is that this choice of h implies that

U
∂h

∂U
+ V

∂h

∂V
=

∫ 1

0

(
UA(0)(Ux, V x) + U2x

∂A(0)

∂U
(Ux, V x) + UV x

∂A(0)

∂V
(Ux, V x)

)
dx,

=

∫ 1

0

d

dx
(UxA(0)(Ux, V x)) dx = UA(0)(U, V ),

12Maximality is meant in the sense that there is no larger causal region of the (U, V )-plane where one may smoothly extend the solution.
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so that
UAU + V AV = UA(0) − U

∂h

∂U
− V

∂h

∂V
= 0,

as required. Furthermore, the h chosen in (2.29) is the unique such gauge transformation that is regular at (0, 0):
If h̃ was another such function, then the difference g = h− h̃ would satisfy

U
∂g

∂U
+ V

∂g

∂V
= 0,

whose general solution is of the form g(U, V ) = G(U/V ). So regularity at (0, 0) implies that G, and thus g, is
constant, and dh = dh̃ after all.

Hence we have constructed a unique regular solution in the characteristic rectangle [0, δ] × [0, δ]. We next
show that the vector field T defined in (2.28) annihilates all the relevant quantities. For this purpose, we argue
geometrically as follows: let a > 0 be any positive real number, and consider the double null coordinate trans-
formation U 7→ U ′ = aU, V 7→ V ′ = a−1V . Then in the (U ′, V ′) coordinate system, we note that it still holds
that on H = {(U ′, V ′) : U ′ = 0 or V ′ = 0}, we have

Ω′2
reg(U

′, V ′) =
α+

(2K+)2
,

r = r+,

Q = e,

ϕ = ϵ,

U ′AU ′ + V ′AV ′ = 0.

Hence by the aforementioned existence and uniqueness result, we have a unique solution in the characteristic
rectangle (U ′, V ′) ∈ [0, δ] × [0, δ]. Furthermore, this agrees with the solution in the original (U, V ) coordinates,
so that, for f ∈ {Ω2, r,Q, ϕ, UAU}, we have

f(U ′, V ′) = f(aU, a−1V ) = f(U, V ). (2.30)

Allowing a to vary across all positive reals, it is clear that we have a solution in the whole of {(U, V ) ∈ R2
≥0 : 0 ≤

UV ≤ δ2}, i.e. the lighter shaded region in Figure 8 that arises from sweeping out the darker shaded region for
different choices of a > 0. Furthermore, it is immediate from (2.30) that T annihilates all such quantities f .

The extension to the region {0 ≤ UV < Dmax} is then straightforward using standard extension principle
arguments for nonlinear waves and again appealing to this geometric trick.

Remark 2.2. By the generalized extension principle of [60], if the quantityDmax of Proposition 2.1 is finite, then
one must have r → 0 as UV → Dmax. However, Proposition 2.1 is qualitative in nature and says little about
quantitative properties of the interior, or if and how any spacelike singularity is formed.

Following Proposition 2.1, we would also like to understand the transversal derivatives of r and ϕ along H,
for which we shall need the full system of equations (2.6)–(2.13). For r, we see that using (2.8) on HR,

∂V ∂Ur =
α+

4(2K+)2

(
− 1

r+
+

e2

r3+
+ r+Λ + r+m

2ϵ2
)
. (2.31)
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Since r+ = r+(M, e,Λ) satisfies the equation

PM,e,Λ(r+) = r2+ − 2Mr+ + e2 − 1
3Λr

4
+ = 0,

it is readily checked that the expression in the parentheses in (2.31) is equal to −2K+ + r+m
2ϵ2. We then

integrate (2.31), noting that ∂Ur = 0 at the bifurcation sphere (U, V ) = (0, 0), to find

∂Ur|HR
=
α+V

8K+

(
−1 +

r+m
2ϵ2

2K+

)
.

Returning to (u, v) coordinates, and performing a similar procedure on HL, we deduce

lim
u→−∞

−4∂ur

Ω2
(u, v) = lim

v→−∞

−4∂vr

Ω2
(u, v) = 1− r+m

2ϵ2

2K+
. (2.32)

We remark here that due to the presence of the Klein-Gordon mass, there is already an O(ϵ2) deviation from the
corresponding Reissner-Nordström quantity. A similar procedure applied to (2.12) will yield

2K+

α+V
·DUϕ(0, V ) = lim

u→−∞

Duϕ

Ω2
(u, v) = β+ϵ, (2.33)

2K+

α+U
·DV ϕ(U, 0) = lim

v→−∞

Dvϕ

Ω2
(u, v) = β+ϵ, (2.34)

where β+ = β+(M, e,Λ,m) is some fixed constant we do not explicitly determine.

2.4 System of ODEs for spatially homogeneous solutions

Define s = u + v, t = v − u, where the null coordinates (u, v) are fixed by the gauge choices (2.26), (2.27),
(2.25). Since ∂t = 1

2 (∂v − ∂u) =
1
2T , Proposition 2.1 proves that the maximal future development arising from

the characteristic data of Section 2.3 obeys ∂tr = 0, ∂tΩ
2 = 0, ∂tQ = 0, ∂tϕ = 0. So we may consider these just

as functions of s.
Of course, this is only true after imposing (A-gauge). In the (u, v) coordinate system, we notice that

A = AUdU +AV dV = 2K+(UAUdu+ V AV dv) =: Ã(du− dv) = −Ãdt, (2.35)

where, due to Proposition 2.1, Ã = UAU (s) is a real-valued function of s, with lims→−∞ Ã(s) = 0. We next show
that this choice of gauge will in fact constrain the scalar field ϕ to be real.

Lemma 2.2. With the gauge choice (2.35) and the initial data of Section 2.3, ϕ = ϕ(s) is everywhere real.

Proof. Consider the transport equations (2.10), (2.11) for the quantity Q. Since ∂tQ = 1
2 (∂v − ∂u)Q = 0,

q0r
2Im(ϕDsϕ) =

1
2q0r

2Im(ϕ(Duϕ+Dvϕ)) = 0.

Hence by (2.35) we must have Im(ϕDsϕ) = Im(ϕ∂sϕ) = 0.
Next, we decompose ϕ into its modulus and argument; ϕ = Φeiθ. Then

Im(ϕ∂sϕ) = −Φ2∂sθ = 0,
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so that the phase θ is constant whenever ϕ is nonzero. But as ϕ is smooth in the variable s, it does not change
phase when it reaches 0, hence ϕ is real everywhere.

Using the identities ∂u = ∂s − ∂t, ∂v = ∂s + ∂t, we have that, for f ∈ {r(s),Ω(s), ϕ(s), Q(s), Ã(s)}, one has

∂uf = ∂vf =
df

ds
=: ḟ .

We now proceed to rewrite the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system (2.6)–(2.13) as a system of ODEs.
Firstly, the Raychaudhuri equation becomes

d

ds
(−Ω−2ṙ) = Ω−2r(|ϕ̇|2 + |Ã|2q20 |ϕ|2). (2.36)

Defining the quantity κ = − 1
4Ω

2ṙ−1, which is exactly 1 in Reissner-Nordström(-dS/AdS), we may rewrite this as

d

ds
κ−1 = 4Ω−2r(|ϕ̇|2 + |Ã|2q20 |ϕ|2). (2.37)

We also at times appeal to (2.36) in the form:

d

ds
(−ṙ)− d

ds
log
(
Ω2
)
· (−ṙ) = r(|ϕ̇|2 + |Ã|2q20 |ϕ|2). (2.38)

The wave equation for r is now written as

r̈ = −Ω2

4r
− ṙ2

r
+

Ω2

4r3
Q2 +

Ω2r

4
(m2|ϕ|2 + Λ), (2.39)

which may be conveniently rewritten as

d

ds
(−rṙ) = Ω2

4
− Ω2Q2

4r2
− Ω2r2

4
(m2|ϕ|2 + Λ). (2.40)

The wave equation (2.9) for the null lapse Ω2 becomes

d2

ds2
log
(
Ω2
)
=

Ω2

2r2
+ 2

ṙ2

r2
− Ω2

r4
Q2 − 2ϕ̇2 + 2|Ã|2q20 |ϕ|2, (2.41)

or alternatively
d2

ds2
log
(
rΩ2

)
=

Ω2

4r2
− 3

4

Ω2Q2

r4
− 2|ϕ̇|2 + 2|Ã|2q20 |ϕ|2 +

Ω2m2

4
|ϕ|2. (2.42)

For the Maxwell field Q and the gauge field Ã, the equations (2.10), (2.11), (2.13) become

Q̇ = Ãq20r
2|ϕ|2, (2.43)

˙̃A = −QΩ2

4r2
. (2.44)

Finally, the wave equation (2.12) for the scalar field may be written as the second order ODE

ϕ̈ = −2ṙϕ̇

r
− q20 |Ã|2ϕ− m2Ω2

4
ϕ, (2.45)
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which we often use in the form
d

ds
(r2ϕ̇) = −r2q20 |Ã|2ϕ− m2Ω2r2

4
ϕ. (2.46)

We also reformulate the initial data of Section 2.3 so as to satisfy the ODE system (2.36)–(2.46). Data is
posed at the limit s→ −∞, and is given by

lim
s→−∞

r(s) = r+, lim
s→−∞

Q(s) = e, lim
s→−∞

ϕ(s) = ϵ, (2.47)

lim
s→−∞

Ω2(s) · e−2K+s = α+, (2.48)

lim
s→−∞

−4Ω−2(s)ṙ(s) = 1− r+m
2ϵ2

2K+
, (2.49)

lim
s→−∞

d

ds
log
(
Ω2
)
(s) = 2K+, (2.50)

lim
s→−∞

Ω−2(s)Ã(s) = − e

8K+r2+
, (2.51)

lim
s→−∞

Ω−2(s)ϕ̇(s) = β+ϵ. (2.52)

This concludes the set-up for the analytical problem considered in this paper.

2.5 Linear scattering in the Reissner-Nordström interior

We will often need to make comparisons to various quantities in exact Reissner-Nordström(-dS/AdS). While this
is straightforward for (r,Ω2, Q), the scalar field ϕ vanishes in Reissner-Nordström, and we instead compare ϕ to
solutions to the linear (charged) covariant Klein-Gordon equation in the Reissner-Nordström interior:

gµνRNDµDνϕ = m2ϕ. (2.53)

Here gRN and D are the metric and covariant derivative in Reissner-Nordström(-dS/AdS), with A as specified in
Section 2.2, and m2 ∈ R and q0 ̸= 0 are fixed.

Since we are interested in the spatially homogeneous problem, we consider only solutions ϕ = ϕL to (2.53)
that satisfy TϕL = 0, SϕL = 0, where T = ∂t is the Killing vector field of Reissner-Nordström(-dS/AdS) associ-
ated to stationarity and S is any vector field on the sphere.

Then denoting ψ(s) = ϕL(t = 0, r∗ = s), where r∗, t are as defined in Section 2.2, it can be checked that ψ
satisfies the following second order ODE in s (see, for instance, the equation (2.45)):

ψ̈ =
Ω2

RN (s)

4

ψ̇

2rRN (s)
− Ω2

RN (s)

4
m2ψ − q20

(
e

r+
− e

rRN (s)

)2

ψ. (2.54)

We define the quantities

ÃRN,∞ =
e

r+
− e

r−
̸= 0, ωRN := |q0ÃRN,∞| > 0. (2.55)

Then, following [59], we define four functions solving (2.54): ψH,1, ψH,2, ψCH,1 and ψCH,2. These satisfy the
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following asymptotics towards the event horizon H = {s = −∞} and the Cauchy horizon CH = {s = +∞}

ψH,1(s) = 1 + o(1) as s→ −∞, (2.56)

ψH,2(s) = s+ o(1) as s→ −∞, (2.57)

ψCH,1(s) = eiωRNs + o(1) as s→ +∞, (2.58)

ψCH,2(s) = ψCH,1(s) = e−iωRNs + o(1) as s→ +∞. (2.59)

The results of [59] then imply the following:

Proposition 2.3. Recalling the definition of 2K−(M, e,Λ) < 0 from (2.22), and α−(M, e,Λ) > 0 from (2.24),
there exists some constant C > 0 such that

|ψCH,1(s)− eiωRNs|+
∣∣∣∣dψCH,1

ds
(s)− iωRNe

iωRNs

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CΩ2
RN (s) ≤ 2Cα−e

2K−s, (2.60)

|ψCH,2(s)− e−iωRNs|+
∣∣∣∣dψCH,2

ds
(s) + iωRNe

−iωRNs

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CΩ2
RN (s) ≤ 2Cα−e

2K−s. (2.61)

Furthermore, there exists a scattering coefficient B = B(M, q0, e,Λ) ∈ C \ {0} such that

ψH,1(s) = BψCH,1(s) +BψCH,2(s) = 2Re(BψCH,1(s)). (2.62)

Corollary 2.4. Let ϕL be the solution to (2.53) with constant data ϕ = ϵ on the event horizon H = {s = −∞}.
Then there exists C(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 and S̃(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 such that, for s ≥ S̃, one has

∣∣ϕL(s)−BϵeiωRNs −Bϵe−iωRNs
∣∣ ≤ Cϵe2K−s. (2.63)

∣∣∣ϕ̇L(s)− iωRNBϵe
iωRNs + iωRNBϵe

−iωRNs
∣∣∣ ≤ Cϵe2K−s. (2.64)

3 Precise statement of the main theorems

3.1 Definition of the spacetime sub-regions

We now give a precise definition of the regions in Figure 6. Using the gauge choice (Ω-data), the following
regions are part of the spacetime described in Proposition 2.1. The following regions, which each correspond to
s being inside a non-empty interval I ⊂ R, are such that, for ϵ chosen sufficiently small, their union covers the
entire spacetime of Theorem 3.1.

• The red-shift region isR := {−∞ < s ≤ −∆R} for some∆R≫ 1: Here, we make strong use of the positive
surface gravity of the event horizon (red-shift effect, see [24, 28] and subsequent works).

• The no-shift region is N := {−∆R ≤ s ≤ S} for some S ≫ 1: Here, we use a Cauchy stability argument
and Grönwall’s inequality to show that quantities are still ϵ2-close to their Reissner-Nordström values.

• The early blue-shift region is EB := {S ≤ s ≤ slin(ϵ) := |2K−|−1 log
(
νϵ−1

)
} for ν > 0: Here, we begin to

exploit the blue-shift effect of the Cauchy horizon of Reissner-Nordström, which is due to negative surface
gravity 2K− < 0.
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• The late blue-shift region is LB := {slin(ϵ) ≤ s ≤ ∆Bϵ
−1} for some some ∆B > 0: Here, the spacetime

geometry begins to depart from that of Reissner-Nordström, and we provide the key ingredients to help
us with the analysis of subsequent regions. In particular, this region starts to see a growth of the Hawking
mass (a relic of mass inflation, see [67, 78] and the introduction of [81]).

• The oscillation region is O := {sO(ϵ) := 50slin(ϵ) ≤ s ≤ sPK(ϵ)} where r(sPK) = 2|B|Wr−ϵ for W =

W(M, e,Λ, q0) > 0 defined in (4.51): Here, the Bessel-type behavior kicks in, leading to the collapsed
oscillations discussed in Section 1.4.

• The proto-Kasner region is PK := {sPK(ϵ) ≤ s ≤ si(ϵ)} where r(si) = e−δ0ϵ
−2 for δ0 = δ0(M, e,Λ, q0) > 0

defined in (6.1): Here, the Bessel-type behavior continues but exhibits logarithmic growth rather than
oscillations.

We also define the sub-region PK′ := {sK1(ϵ) ≤ s ≤ si(ϵ)} ⊂ PK where r(sK1) = 2|B|Wr−ϵ
2. In this

sub-region, we will establish that Kasner-type behavior starts to take place.

• The Kasner region is K := {si(ϵ) ≤ s < s∞(ϵ)}, where lims→s∞ r(s) = 0. In this region, we prove that the
metric is described by either one Kasner regime, or two Kasner regimes connected by a bounce. In K, the
scalar field is governed by a first-order ODE.

We also introduce the additional sub-regions of PK ∪ K depicted in Figure 7, where Ψ is defined in (1.31) and
α in (1.10).

• The first Kasner region K1 ⊂ PK′∪K overlaps with PK and K. In this region, we will show the metric is in
a Kasner regime. Anticipating Theorem 3.2, we will find that K1 = PK′ ∪ K in the no Kasner bounce case
(3.22) (i.e. the first Kasner regime is the final Kasner regime, with all Kasner exponents being positive) and
K1 = {sK1

≤ s ≤ sin} ≠ PK′ ∪ K in the Kasner bounce case (3.21) (with one negative Kasner exponent,
which is thus expected to be unstable). Here sin := min{s ∈ K : |Ψ(s)| = |α|+ ϵ2}.

• The Kasner bounce region Kbo ⊂ K. We have Kbo = ∅ in the no Kasner bounce case (3.22), and Kbo =

{sin ≤ s ≤ sout} in the Kasner bounce case (3.21), where sout := min{s ∈ K : |Ψ(s)| = |α|−1 − ϵ2}. We
have weaker control of the metric in Kbo, but we show that it is very short in terms of proper time.

• The second Kasner region K2 ⊂ K. We will have K2 = ∅ in the no Kasner bounce case (3.22), and
K2 = {sout ≤ s < s∞} in the Kasner bounce case (3.21), where we exhibit a second Kasner regime (with
positive Kasner exponents, in contrast to the first Kasner regime K1).

3.2 First statement: formation of a spacelike singularity

We first start with our main result, which covers part of Theorem I (namely the formation of the spacelike
singularity). We reiterate that Theorem 3.1 contains the statements 1, 2, 5 of our rough Theorem I; more
precisely statement 1 of Theorem I corresponds to statement i of Theorem 3.1, while statements 2 and 5 of
Theorem I are covered by statement ii of Theorem 3.1 as well as the estimate (3.15).

The statements iii and iv of Theorem 3.1 will also lay the groundwork towards proving the more specific
Kasner asymptotics claimed in statements 3 and 4 of Theorem I; the precise nature of these asymptotics will be
covered in Theorem 3.2, upon further restricting ϵ.
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In the following theorem and the rest of the paper, for A,B ≥ 0 we will use the notation A ≲ B to denote
that there exists C(M, e,Λ, q0,m

2, η) > 0 such that A ≤ CB.

Theorem 3.1. Let (M, e,Λ) ∈ Pse with e ̸= 0, q0 ̸= 0, m2 ∈ R be subextremal Reissner-Nordström(-dS/AdS)

parameters (see Section 2.2). Then, for η > 0 chosen sufficiently small, there exists ϵ0(M, e,Λ, q0,m
2, η) > 0 and a

subset Eη ⊂ (−ϵ0, ϵ0) \ {0} satisfying |(−δ,δ)\Eη|
2δ = O(η) for any 0 < δ ≤ ϵ0, such that the following holds: For all

ϵ ∈ Eη, the maximal future development M for (1.2)-(1.5) of the characteristic data from Section 2 (i.e. (Ω-data),
(r-data), (Q-data), and (ϕ-data)) terminates at a spacelike singularity S on which r extends continuously to 0, and

the Penrose diagram is given by Figure 6.

More precisely, there exists a foliation of M by spacelike hypersurfaces Σs, with s ∈ (−∞, s∞(ϵ)), where s is

defined in (Ω-data), and s∞ = |K−|
4|B|2ω2

RN
ϵ−2 + O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
), where B(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) ̸= 0 is defined in (2.62),

and 2K−(M, e,Λ) < 0, ωRN (M, e,Λ, q0) > 0 are defined in Section 2.2. The subsequent spacetime dynamics are

described as follows:

i. (Almost formation of a Cauchy horizon). In the late blue-shift region LB := {slin(ϵ) ≤ s ≤ ∆Bϵ
−1}, we have

the following stability estimates with respect to the Reissner–Nordström(-dS/AdS) metric:

ϵ−1|ϕ(s)− 2ϵRe(BeiωRNs)|+ ϵ−1

∣∣∣∣ dds [ϕ(s)− 2ϵRe(BeiωRNs)]

∣∣∣∣+ |r(s)− r−|

+ |Q(s)− e|+
∣∣∣∣ dds log(Ω2

)
(s)− 2K−

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2s ≲ ϵ. (3.1)

For s ∈ LB, we find also the following estimate for −rṙ(s):∣∣∣∣−rṙ(s)− 4|B|2ω2
RN ϵ

2r2−
2|K−|

∣∣∣∣ ≲ e2K−s + ϵ4s. (3.2)

ii. (Collapsed oscillations and loss of charge). In the oscillation region O := {sO(ϵ) ≤ s ≤ sPK(ϵ)}, we have the

following Bessel-type oscillations for the scalar field: for some ξ0 = |K−|
4|B|2ωRN

+O(ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
),

∣∣∣∣ϕ(s)− (CJ(ϵ)J0

(
ξ0r

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

)
+ CY (ϵ)Y0

(
ξ0r

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

))∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (3.3)

∣∣∣∣ dds
(
ϕ(s)−

(
CJ(ϵ)J0

(
ξ0r

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

)
+ CY (ϵ)Y0

(
ξ0r

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

)))∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (3.4)

where the constants CJ(ϵ), CY (ϵ) are highly oscillatory in ϵ; namely for W(M, e, q0,Λ) > 0 given by

W(M, e,Λ, q0) =

√
ωRN

2|K−|
=

√√√√ |q0e|
| e2

r2−
− Λ

3 r+(r+ + 2r−)|
> 0, (3.5)

one finds that ∣∣∣∣CJ(ϵ)−
√
π

2
W−1 cos(Θ(ϵ))

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣CY (ϵ)−
√
π

2
W−1 sin(Θ(ϵ))

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (3.6)

∣∣∣∣Θ(ϵ)− ϵ−2

8|B|2W

∣∣∣∣ ≲ log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (3.7)
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For s ∈ O, one has (note this improves upon (3.2) in LB ∩ O):∣∣∣∣−rṙ(s)− 4|B|2ω2
RN ϵ

2r2−
2|K−|

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ4 log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (3.8)

Moreover, the charge Q transitions from e to Q∞(M, e,Λ) := 3
4e+ Λ

r2−r+(2r−+r+)

12e (up to O(ϵ2−) errors), and

∣∣∣∣Q(s)− e+ (e−Q∞)

(
1− r2(s)

r2−

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
for all s ∈ O, (3.9)

Q∞(M, e, 0)

e
=

3

4
, (3.10){

Q∞(M, e,Λ)

e
: (M, e,Λ) ∈ Pse, Λ < 0

}
=

(
1

2
,
3

4

)
, (3.11)

{
Q∞(M, e,Λ)

e
: (M, e,Λ) ∈ Pse, Λ > 0

}
=

(
3

4
, 1

)
. (3.12)

iii. (Logarithmic Bessel-type divergence). In the proto-Kasner region PK := {sPK(ϵ) ≤ s ≤ si(ϵ)}, the Bessel-type

behavior persists with modified coefficients, namely there exist

CY K(ϵ) = CY (ϵ) +O(ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
), CJK(ϵ) = CJ(ϵ) +O(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
), ξK = ξ0 +O(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
),

such that (3.3), (3.4) remain true for all s ∈ PK, after replacing (CY (ϵ), CJ(ϵ), ξ0) by (CY K(ϵ), CJK(ϵ), ξK).

Consequently, we have the following logarithmic growth: for all s ∈ PK,∣∣∣∣ϕ(s) + 2

π
CY K(ϵ) log

(
r2−ϵ

2

ξKr2(s)

)
− CY K(ϵ)− 2π−1(γ − log 2)CJK(ϵ)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (3.13)

∣∣∣∣ dds
(
ϕ(s) +

2

π
CY K log

(
r2−ϵ

2

ξKr2(s)

))∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (3.14)

Moreover, (3.8) still holds for s ∈ PK, while the charge Q remains close to its value at sPK ; for all s ∈ PK:

|Q(s)−Q∞| ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (3.15)

Finally, in the sub-region PK′ = {sK1
(ϵ) ≤ s ≤ si(ϵ)} ⊂ PK, the quantity Ψ(s) defined by

Ψ(s) := −r(s)dϕ
dr

(s) =
r(s)

−dr
ds (s)

dϕ

ds
(s)

obeys the estimates: ∣∣∣∣Ψ(s) +
2√
π
W−1 sin(Θ(ϵ))

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (3.16)

|Ψ(s)−Ψ(si)| ≲ r2(s) log
(
ϵ−1
)
≲ ϵ4 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (3.17)

iv. In the Kasner region K := {si ≤ s < s∞(ϵ)}, −rṙ(s) obeys the lower bound

−rṙ(s) ≥
4|B|2ω2

RN ϵ
2r2−

2|K−|
· 1
2
η2. (3.18)
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The quantity Ψ obeys the following ODE: introducing R := log
( r−

r

)
,

dΨ

dR
= −Ψ(Ψ− α)(Ψ− α−1) + F , (3.19)

|α−Ψ(si)| ≲ e−δ0ϵ
−2

, F(R) ≲ e−δ0ϵ
−2

r(R). (3.20)

Finally, the charge retention remains in the sense that (3.15) is also valid for all s ∈ K.

3.3 Second statement: Kasner asymptotics in the PK and K regions

We now enter into the details of the regions PK′∪K, in which the Kasner-like behavior manifests. The following
theorem requires a (slightly) stronger assumption on ϵ than Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.2. Let (M, e,Λ) ∈ Pse with e ̸= 0, q0 ̸= 0, m2 ∈ R. Then, for any sufficiently small η, σ > 0, there

exists ϵ0(M, e, Λ, q0,m
2, η, σ) > 0 such that there exists a subset E′

η,σ ⊂ Eη satisfying |(−δ,δ)\E′
η,σ|

2δ = O(η + σ) for

any 0 < δ ≤ ϵ0, and such that E′
η,σ may be expressed as a disjoint union E′

η,σ = E
′ bo
η,σ ∪ E′ Nbo

η,σ , where

ϵ ∈ E
′ bo
η,σ if η < |Ψ(si)| =

2√
π
W−1| sin(Θ(ϵ))|+O(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
) ≤ 1− σ < 1. (3.21)

ϵ ∈ E
′ Nbo
η,σ if |Ψ(si)| =

2√
π
W−1| sin(Θ(ϵ))|+O(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
) ≥ 1 + σ > 1. (3.22)

We call these respectively the Kasner bounce case and the no bounce inversion case.

Moreover, we have the following two possibilities.

• If W(M, e,Λ, q0) ≥ 2√
π
, then E′ Nbo

η,σ = ∅, and therefore |(−ϵ,ϵ)\E
′ bo
η,σ |

2ϵ = O(η + σ), for η, σ small.

• If W(M, e,Λ, q0) <
2√
π
, then |E′ Nbo

η,σ |, |E′ bo
η,σ | > 0, and for η, σ small:

|E′ Nbo
η,σ ∩ (−ϵ, ϵ)|

2ϵ
=

2

π
arcsin

(
1−

√
π

2
W

)
+O(σ),

|E′ bo
η,σ ∩ (−ϵ, ϵ)|

2ϵ
= 1− 2

π
arcsin

(
1−

√
π

2
W

)
+O(η + σ).

Then, for all ϵ ∈ E
′

η,σ, we have the following Kasner-like behavior, where, in what follows, b− = |B|ωRN

|K−| .

1. In the first Kasner region K1, we have the following, recalling α from (3.20).

(a) In the no Kasner bounce case (3.22), we have |α| > 1, K1 = PK′ ∪ K, and for all s ∈ K1,

|Ψ(s)− α| ≲ ϵ2 ·
(

r(s)

r(sPK)

)β

, (3.23)

where we define β := min{ 1
2 , α

2 − 1} > 0. Moreover, the metric takes the following Kasner-like form

g = −dτ2 + X1 · (1 + EX,1(τ)) τ
2(α2−1)

α2+3 dt2 +R1 · (1 + ER,1(τ)) r
2
−τ

4
α2+3 dσS2 , (3.24)

∣∣∣∣logX1 +
α2 + 1

α2 + 3

4|K−|2

|B|2
ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣logR1 −
1

α2 + 3

4|K−|2

|B|2
ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≲ log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (3.25)
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|EX,1(τ)|+ |ER,1(τ)| ≲ ϵ2 ·
(

τ

τ(sK1
)

) 2β

α2+3

, (3.26)

where τ is the proper time13, and we call (p1, p2, p3) = (α
2−1

α2+3 ,
2

α2+3 ,
2

α2+3 ) ∈ (0, 1)3 the Kasner exponents.

(b) In the Kasner bounce case (3.21), we have |α| < 1,K1 = {sK1
≤ s ≤ sin} ⊂ PK′ ∪ K, and for all s ∈ K1,

|Ψ(s)− α| ≲ ϵ2, (3.27)

where sin =
b−2
−

4|K−| +O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
) is such that

r(sin) = r− · exp
(
− ϵ−2

2b2− · (1− α2)
+O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)

)
. (3.28)

Moreover, the metric takes the following Kasner-like form, where τ0 > 0 is a constant.

g = −dτ2 + X1 · (1 + EX,1(τ)) (τ − τ0)
2(α2−1)

α2+3 dt2 +R1 · (1 + ER,1(τ)) r
2
−(τ − τ0)

4
α2+3 dσS2 . (3.29)

We call (p1, p2, p3) = (α
2−1

α2+3 ,
2

α2+3 ,
2

α2+3 ) ∈ (− 1
3 , 0)× ( 12 ,

2
3 )

2 the first Kasner exponents.

Moreover, X1 and R1 obey (3.25), and for all τ(sK1
) ≤ τ ≤ τ(sin):

|EX,1(τ)|+ |ER,1(τ)| ≲ ϵ2. (3.30)

2. In the Kasner bounce region Kbo (only in the Kasner bounce case (3.21)), we have for all s ∈ Kbo,

r(s) = r− · exp
(
− ϵ−2

2b2− · (1− α2)
+O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)

)
. (3.31)

Moreover, in terms of proper time, we have

0 < τ(sin)− τ(sout) ≲ exp

(
− ϵ−2

b2− · (1− α2)
+O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)

)
. (3.32)

3. In the second Kasner region K2 (only in the Kasner bounce case (3.21)), we define β := min{ 1
2 , α

−2 − 1} > 0

(since |α| < 1). We have for all s ∈ K1:

|Ψ(s)− α−1| ≲ ϵ2 ·
(

r(s)

r(sout)

)β

. (3.33)

Moreover, the metric takes the following Kasner-like form, for all 0 < τ ≤ τ(sout)

g = −dτ2 + X2 · (1 + EX,2(τ)) τ
2(1−α2)

1+3α2 dt2 +R2 · (1 + ER,2(τ)) r
2
−τ

4α2

1+3α2 dσS2 . (3.34)
∣∣∣∣logX2 +

1 + α−2

1 + 3α2

4|K−|2

|B|2
ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣logR2 −
1

1 + 3α2

4|K−|2

|B|2
ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≲ log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (3.35)

|EX,2(τ)|+ |ER,2(τ)| ≲ ϵ2 ·
(

τ

τ(sout)

) 2β

α−2+3

. (3.36)

13More precisely, τ a is past-directed timelike variable, orthogonal to the hypersurfaces Σs, and normalized such that g(dτ, dτ) = −1 and
τ = 0 at the spacelike singularity {r = 0}.
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We call (p1, p2, p3) = ( 1−α2

1+3α2 ,
2α2

1+3α2 ,
2α2

1+3α2 ) ∈ (0, 1)3 the second Kasner exponents.

Finally, in terms of proper time, we have (recalling that τ is normalized so that lim
s→s∞

τ(s) = 0):

exp

(
− 1 + α−2

2b2− · (1− α2)
ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)

)
≲ τ(sout) ≲ exp

(
− 1 + α−2

2b2− · (1− α2)
ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)

)
.

(3.37)

Without loss of generality, we will choose ϵ > 0 in all the subsequent sections.

4 Almost formation of a Cauchy horizon

In this section, we provide estimates up to a region s ∼ ϵ−1. The analysis will be perturbative in nature, and
we always bear in mind the comparison to the linear charged scalar field problem in Reissner-Nordström, see
Section 2.5. The analysis will largely follow [81], with minor modifications due to the now dynamical nature of
the charge Q and the charge term for the scalar field.

As in [81], the estimates up to s ∼ ϵ−1 will be divided into the four regions R, N , EB, and LB (see Figure 6
and Figure 1). Where differences from [81] are minor, we aim to be relatively brief, and focus on the new
techniques required to deal with the charge and the scalar field.

4.1 Estimates up to the no-shift region

We begin with some notation. As the arguments of this section are perturbative, it will help to introduce differ-
ences between the quantities (r,Ω2, ϕ,Q, Ã) and their Reissner-Nordström(-dS/AdS) values. Therefore define

δr(s) = r(s)− rRN (s), δΩ2(s) = Ω2(s)− Ω2
RN (s),

δϕ(s) = ϕ(s)− ϕL(s),

δQ(s) = Q(s)− e, δÃ(s) = Ã(s) +

(
e

r+
− e

rRN (s)

)
,

where we used (2.18) to provide the Maxwell gauge field ÃRN to which we compare, and ϕL is the solution to
the linear charged scalar field scattering problem in Reissner-Nordström, see Corollary 2.4.

We also use the quantity δ log Ω2(s) = logΩ2(s)− log Ω2
RN (s). We commonly use that for δ log Ω2(s) ≲ 1,

δΩ2(s) ≲ Ω2(s) δ log Ω2(s) ≲ δΩ2(s). (4.1)

We now proceed to the estimates in the red-shift region R.

Proposition 4.1. There exist DR(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 and ∆R(M, e,Λ)≫ 1 such that, in the red-shift region
R = {−∞ < s < −∆R}, the following estimates hold:

|ϕ|+ |Ω−2ϕ̇| ≤ DRϵ, (4.2)

|κ−1 − 1| ≤ DRϵ
2, (4.3)

|ϖ −M | ≤ DRϵ
2, (4.4)
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∣∣∣∣∣d log
(
Ω2
)

ds
− 2K(s)

∣∣∣∣∣+ | log
(
α−1
+ Ω2

)
− 2K+s| ≤ DRΩ

2 ≪ 1, (4.5)

|δ log
(
Ω2
)
|+ |δr|+ |δṙ|+ |δÃ|Ω−2 + |δQ| ≤ DRϵ

2, (4.6)

|δϕ|+ |δϕ̇| ≤ DRϵ
3. (4.7)

Proof. We provide a short sketch. For more details, see Proposition 4.5 in [76] or Lemma 4.1 in [81]. We make
the following bootstrap assumptions: ∣∣∣∣ dds log(Ω2

)
− 2K+

∣∣∣∣ ≤ K+, (RS1)

|ϕ| ≤ 4ϵ, (RS2)

|Q− e| ≤ e

2
, (RS3)

|r − r+| ≤
r+
2
. (RS4)

These will hold in neighborhood of s = −∞ due to the asymptotic data (2.47) and (2.50). The bootstrap
assumption (RS1) will give the important estimate

∫ s

−∞
Ω2(s′) ds′ ≲

∫ s

−∞

d

ds
log
(
Ω2
)
· Ω2(s′) ds′ =

∫ s

−∞

d

ds
Ω2(s′) = Ω2(s). (4.8)

The evolution equation (2.44) for Ã will immediately yield that |Ã| ≲ Ω2. Therefore, turning to the equation
(2.46), we use (4.8) to see that

|r2ϕ̇| ≲
∫ s

−∞
Ω2(s′)ϵ ds ≲ Ω2(s)ϵ,

which, after another round of integration, gives |ϕ| ≤ ϵ+ CΩ2(s)ϵ, for some positive constant C.
Since the right hand side of the equation (2.37) is now bounded by CΩ2ϵ2, the estimate (4.3) is straight-

forward, and from this point (4.4) and (4.5) are also immediate. In particular, the remaining bootstraps are all
improved, so long as ∆R is chosen large enough that Ω2(s) < C−1 and ϵ is sufficiently small.

In order to get the difference estimates (4.6), (4.7), we make yet another bootstrap assumption:

|δr|+ |δṙ|+ |δ log
(
Ω2
)
|+ |δÃ|+ ϵ−1|δϕ|+ ϵ−1|δϕ̇| ≤ ϵ2. (RS5)

The claim is that we can then use the ODEs for differences (found by subtracting from the relevant ODE
in Section 2.4 the analogous ODE in Reissner-Nordström) to then improve the RHS of (RS5) by CΩ2ϵ2, hence
improving the bootstrap for ∆R > 0 sufficiently large.

We demonstrate this for the δϕ estimate as an illustration. Taking the differences of (2.45), we have

|δϕ̈| ≲ |δṙ||ϕ̇|+ |ṙ||δϕ̇|+ |ṙϕ̇||δr|+ |δÃ||Ã||ϕ|+ (Ã2 +Ω2)|δϕ|+ |δΩ2||ϕ|.

Using (4.2)–(4.5) as well as (RS5) to estimate the RHS by appropriate powers of ϵ and Ω2 ((4.1) is also useful
here), we see that

|δϕ̈| ≲ Ω2ϵ3,
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so that, integrating this from s = −∞ once and then twice, using (4.8) we indeed get

|δϕ̇|+ |δϕ| ≤ CΩ2ϵ3

as claimed. A similar procedure can be executed for the remaining equations of Section 2.4. This improves (RS5)
and completes the proof of this proposition.

In the sequel, we fix ∆R such that Proposition 4.1 applies. Next, we use a Grönwall argument to provide
estimates in the no-shift region N .

Proposition 4.2. Take S > 0 to be any fixed real number. Then there exists some C(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 1 and
DN (M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 such that, in the region N = {−∆R ≤ s ≤ S}, the following estimates hold for ϵ
sufficiently small:

|ϕ|+ |ϕ̇| ≤ DNC
sϵ, (4.9)

|κ−1 − 1| ≤ DNC
sϵ2, (4.10)

|Q− e| ≤ DNC
sϵ2, (4.11)

|ϖ −M | ≤ DNC
sϵ2, (4.12)

|δr|+ |δṙ|+ |δ log
(
Ω2
)
|+
∣∣∣∣ ddsδ log(Ω2

)∣∣∣∣+ |δÃ| ≤ DNC
sϵ2, (4.13)

|δϕ|+ |δϕ̇| ≤ DNC
sϵ3. (4.14)

In the sequel, we only apply these estimates at s = S, so that allowing DN to depend also on S, the terms
involving Cs can be absorbed into DN – indeed we define D′

N = CSDN for convenience.

Proof. Here, we begin with some bootstrap assumptions on the geometry and the Maxwell field which clearly
hold in a neighborhood of s = −∆R:

|Q| ≤ 2|e|, (NS1)

|Ã| ≤ 2|e|
r+

, (NS2)

|κ−1 − 1| ≤ 1
2 , (NS3)

r ≥ r−
2 , (NS4)

Ω2 ≤ 2Ω2
max(M, e,Λ) := 2 sup

s∈R
Ω2

RN (s). (NS5)

Using these bootstraps and (2.45), it is straightforward to see that∣∣∣∣ dds (ϕ, ϕ̇)
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C1(M, e,Λ, q0,m

2)|(ϕ, ϕ̇)|,

which immediately yields (4.9). Using the evolution equation (2.43) for Q then gives (4.11), improving (NS1)
– in fact we have |Q− e| ≲ C2s

1 ϵ
2.

Next, we consider the following tuple of geometric and gauge quantities:

X = (δr, δṙ, δ log Ω2, d
dsδ log Ω

2, δÃ).
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Taking the differences from Reissner-Nordström for the equations (2.39), (2.41), (2.44), along with the bootstrap
assumptions, for some C2(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0, we get∣∣∣∣dXds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2(|X|+ C2s
1 ϵ

2). (4.15)

Thus, using Grönwall, we deduce (4.13) for some C with appropriate dependence on C1, C2. For ϵ small, this
improves (NS2), (NS4), (NS5).

Next, for s ≥ −∆R, we know Ω−2 ≤ C3e
−2K−s for some C3(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0. Hence, (2.37),

|κ−1(s)− κ−1(−∆R)| ≲ C3e
−2K−sC2s

1 ϵ
2. (4.16)

So, forC chosen sufficiently large, we get (4.10) and improve (NS3). The final estimate (4.14) is straightforward.

Corollary 4.3. Let S′ > S be another arbitrarily chosen real number. Then for S ≤ s ≤ S′ and for ϵ sufficiently
small, there exists some D−(M, e,Λ,m2, q0, S, S

′) > 0 such that:

|r(s)− r−| ≤ D−(ϵ
2 + e2K−s), (4.17)∣∣∣∣Ã+

e

r+
− e

r−

∣∣∣∣ ≤ D−(ϵ
2 + e2K−s), (4.18)

D−1
− e2K−s ≤ Ω2 ≤ D−e

2K−s, (4.19)

|ϕ−BϵeiωRNs −Bϵe−iωRNs|+ |ϕ̇− iωRNBϵe
iωRNs + iωRNBϵe

−iωRNs| ≤ D−(ϵ
3 + ϵe2K−s), (4.20)∣∣∣∣∣d log

(
Ω2
)

ds
− 2K−

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ D−(ϵ
2 + e2K−s) ≤ |K−|

100
. (4.21)

Proof. Note the previous proposition holds in the same way for S replaced by S′. Therefore, the corollary follows
from the difference estimates of that proposition, Corollary 2.4, and some further basic computations on Reissner-
Nordström such as

1. rRN (s)− r− ≲ e2K−s for s ≥ S ≫ 1.

2. Ω2
RN ∼ e2K−s for s ≥ S ≫ 1.

The final part of (4.21) clearly follows by taking S large and ϵ small. In the sequel, we will take advantage of
the fact that S and S′ can be taken to be as large as required.

4.2 Estimates on the early blue-shift region

The early blue-shift EB is defined by EB = {S ≤ s ≤ slin = (|2K−|)−1 log
(
νϵ−2

)
}, where ν(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0

is chosen such that (4.28) holds. In the blue-shift regions, we begin to exploit the fact that Ω2 is exponentially
decaying in s.

Proposition 4.4. Take the quantity S in Proposition 4.2 to be sufficiently large, and ν(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 to be

42



sufficiently small. Then there exists some DE(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 such that the following hold:

|δ log
(
Ω2
)
|+ s

∣∣∣∣ ddsδ log(Ω2
)∣∣∣∣ ≤ DEϵ

2s2, (4.22)

|ϕ|+ |ϕ̇| ≤ DE |B|ϵ, (4.23)

|δr|s−1 + |δṙ|+ |δÃ| ≤ DEϵ
2, (4.24)∣∣κ−1 − 1

∣∣ ≤ 1
100 , (4.25)

|ϖ −M |+ |Q− e| ≤ DEϵ
2s, (4.26)

|δϕ|+ |δϕ̇| ≤ DEϵ
3s. (4.27)

Proof. Recall the quantitiesD′
N from Proposition 4.2 andB ∈ C from Proposition 2.3. We bootstrap the following

estimates:
|δ log Ω2| ≤ 4D′

N ϵ
2s2, (EB1)

|ϕ|+ ω−1
RN |ϕ̇| ≤ 20|B|ϵ, (EB2)

r ≥ r−
2 , (EB3)

|Ã| ≤ 2e
r+
. (EB4)

To start with, note that, by (EB1) and the Reissner-Nordström asymptotics, we have that, for some C > 0,

C−1e2K−s ≤ Ω2 ≤ Ce2K−s.

Note also that |δQ| ≲ ϵ2s is immediate from (4.11) and the bootstraps.
Next, we use (EB2) along with the Raychaudhuri equation (2.37) to get the estimate on κ:

∣∣κ−1 − 1
∣∣ ≤ D′

N ϵ
2 + C|B|2ϵ2e2|K−|s ≤ 1

100
, (4.28)

where ν is chosen such that the second inequality holds. One can rewrite the left hand side of this expression as

∣∣κ−1 − 1
∣∣ = 4Ω−2

RN |δṙ + ṙ(e−δ log Ω2

− 1)|.

Hence, we can use (4.28) and (EB1) to produce a preliminary estimate on δṙ:

|δṙ| ≲ Ω2|δ log Ω2|+ e2K−sϵ2 + |B|2ϵ2 ≲ e2K−s(D′
N +D′

Ns
2)ϵ2 + |B|2ϵ2. (4.29)

Integrating this up14 from s = S, we get |δr| ≲ ϵ2s, or to be more specific we have the following, where C
depends on the black hole parameters, m2 and q0 but not the choice of S (unlike the quantity D′

N = CSDN

which does have exponential dependence on S):

|δr| ≤ Cϵ2(|B|2s+D′
N +D′

NS
2e2K−S) ≤ Cϵ2(|B|2s+D′

N ). (4.30)
14We use here a straightforward calculus lemma: given α > 0 and N ∈ N, then for s0 ∈ R large, ∫∞

s0
sNe−αs ds ≲α,N sN0 e−αs0 .
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Here, we use that S2e2K−S is uniformly bounded for S > 0.
We wish to improve the bootstrap (EB1). So we use the equation (2.41) and take differences from Reissner-

Nordström, leading to following inequality∣∣∣∣ d2ds2 δ log Ω2

∣∣∣∣ ≲ Ω2(|δ log Ω2|+ |δr|+ |δṙ|+ |δQ|) + |ϕ|2 + |ϕ̇|2,

≲ e2K−s(D′
Ns

2 + |B|2s+D′
N )ϵ2 + |B|2ϵ2.

Integrating this expression up from s = S twice, we get∣∣∣∣ ddsδ log Ω2

∣∣∣∣ ≲ D′
N ϵ

2 + |B|2ϵ2s,

|δ log Ω2| ≲ D′
N ϵ

2s+ |B|2ϵ2s2.

So, for S sufficiently large, we improve the bootstrap (EB1) – note that D′
N = CSDN grows exponentially in S

so that D′
N ≫ |B|2 for S large.

Then taking differences between our ODEs and the Reissner-Nordström ODEs will lead to the estimates (4.24)
and (4.26), thus improving upon the bootstraps (EB3) and (EB4).

We now turn to the estimates on the charged scalar field. We shall use the equation (2.46) and consider the
quantity

H = r4ϕ̇2 + r4q20 |Ã|2ϕ2. (4.31)

As we already control r and |Ã| from below in this region, producing an upper bound forH would give us desired
estimates on |ϕ|, |ϕ̇|. Using (2.46) as well as (2.44), we compute

dH

ds
= −m

2Ω2r4

2
ϕϕ̇− r2q20ÃQΩ2

2
ϕ2 + 4r3ṙq20 |Ã|2ϕ2.

The last term is negative since ṙ < 0, so we can apply Cauchy-Schwarz (again recalling the lower bounds on
r and |Ã|) to see that

dH

ds
≤ CHΩ2H,

for some CH = CH(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0. Therefore, by Grönwall, so long as we pick S large enough such that
∫ slin

S

CHΩ2 ds ≤ CCH

∫ ∞

S

e2K−s ds < log 2,

we deduce that H(s) ≤ 2H(S) ≤ 16r4−ω
2
RN |B|2ϵ2, where the latter estimate for H(S) is computed using (4.20).

This improves (EB2).
Finally, for the difference estimate on the scalar field we use the modified quantity H̃, given by

H̃ = r4|δϕ̇|2 + r4q20 |Ã|2|δϕ|2. (4.32)

To find the analogous differential inequality here, we first need to find the difference version of (2.45):

δϕ̈ = −2ṙ

r
δϕ̇− q20 |Ã|2δϕ− m2Ω2

4
δϕ+ EEB , (4.33)
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where the error15 term EEB is estimated by |EEB | ≲ ϵ3(1− sṙ + s2Ω2
RN ).

Using a similar procedure as before, one can use this equation to get the differential inequality:

dH̃

ds
≲ Ω2H̃ + ϵ3(1− sṙ + s2Ω2

RN )
√
H̃. (4.34)

Rewriting this expression as a differential inequality in terms of
√
H̃ and using the usual Grönwall inequality

with a (nondecreasing) inhomogeneous term, we get

√
H̃(s) ≲

√
H̃(S) +

∫ s

S

ϵ3(1− sṙ + s2Ω2
RN ) ds ≲ ϵ3s

as required. This concludes the proof of (4.27) and the proposition.

4.3 Estimates on the late blue-shift region

To close this section, we give the estimates on the late blue-shift region. Here, we leave the regime where Cauchy
stability holds, in particular showing that ṙ remains at size O(ϵ2) rather than continuing to decay exponentially.

Proposition 4.5. Choose ∆B > 0 sufficiently small, and define b− = 2|B|ωRN

2|K−| . Then, in the region LB = {slin ≤

s ≤ ∆Bϵ
−1}, there exists some DL(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 such that the following estimates hold, recalling the

quantity α− from (2.24):
|r(s)− r−| ≤ DLϵ

2s, (4.35)∣∣∣∣−ṙ − 4|B|2ω2
RN ϵ

2r(s)

2|K−|

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DL(Ω
2 + ϵ4s), (4.36)

∣∣∣∣ dds log(Ω2
)
− 2K−

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DLϵ
2s, (4.37)

∣∣∣∣ dds log(r(s)−b−2
− ϵ−2

· Ω2(s)
)∣∣∣∣ ≤ DL(ϵ

−2Ω2 + ϵ2s), (4.38)
∣∣∣∣log( Ω2

α−e2K−s

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ DLϵ
2s2, (4.39)

|ϕ|+ |ϕ̇| ≤ DLϵ, (4.40)

|Q− e|s−1 + |δÃ| ≤ DLϵ
2, (4.41)

|ϕ−BϵeiωRNs −Bϵe−iωRNs|+ |ϕ̇− iωRNBϵe
iωRNs + iωRNBϵe

−iωRNs| ≤ DLϵ
3s. (4.42)

Proof. We use the following bootstrap assumptions, where the constant B1(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0will be described
later in the proof: ∣∣∣∣ dds log Ω2 − 2K−

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |K−|, (LB1)

|Ã| ≤ 2|e|
r+
, (LB2)

−ṙ ≤ 8|B|2ω2
RNr−

|2K−|
ϵ2, (LB3)

15In this expression for the error term, our estimates in the region EB show that both −sṙ and s2Ω2
RN are O(1). Nonetheless, we choose to

write it in this form both for clarity and because we shall use the same expression again in the late blue-shift region, where both of these
are still O(1) but for different reasons.
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|Q| ≤ 2|e|, (LB4)

|δ log Ω2| ≤ B1ϵ
2s2. (LB5)

From (LB3), we have the trivial estimate |δṙ| ≲ ϵ2, and thus |δr| ≲ ϵ2s.
Due to (LB1), we have that in LB,

∫ s

slin

Ω2(s′) ds′ ≤ |K−|−1Ω2(slin) ≲ ϵ2,

So given all the bootstrap assumptions, we may proceed exactly as in the proof of Proposition 4.4 to recover the
estimates (4.40) and (4.42). Note that the error ELB in (4.33) is replaced by ELB which still satisfies the same
estimate

|ELB | ≲ ϵ3(1− sṙ + s2Ω2
RN ) ≲ ϵ3,

so the proof follows in an identical fashion.
We also get the estimate (4.41) just as in Proposition 4.4, improving the two bootstraps (LB2) and (LB4).
Using the difference version of (2.42), we get the inequality∣∣∣∣ d2ds2 δ log(rΩ2

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ B1Ω
2ϵ2s2 + ϵ2. (4.43)

Integrating once, we deduce that∣∣∣∣ ddsδ log(rΩ2
)∣∣∣∣ ≲ B1ϵ

2s2lin(ϵ) · ϵ2 + ϵ2s ≲ ϵ2s. (4.44)

Therefore, in light of the previous estimates on δr, δṙ, for ϵ sufficiently small we have∣∣∣∣ dds log(rΩ2
)
(s)− 2K−

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣ dds log(Ω2
)
(s)− 2K−

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cϵ2s ≤ |K−|
10

, (4.45)

where the final inequality follows for ∆B taken sufficiently small.
This improves the bootstrap (LB1), and moreover, integrating (4.44) once again will yield

|δ log
(
rΩ2

)
| ≤ C(ϵ2s2lin(ϵ) +B1ϵ

4s2lin(ϵ) + ϵ2s2), (4.46)

which improves (LB5) after once again accounting for δr, so long as B1 is chosen sufficiently large (i.e. larger
than 4C for the C appearing in (4.46)).

It remains to improve upon the bootstrap (LB3). For this, as in the uncharged scalar field model of [81], we
use the Raychaudhuri equation in the convenient form (2.38). We begin by estimating the expression involving
the scalar field; using (4.42) and (4.41), we have

|ϕ̇|2 + |Ã|2q20 |ϕ|2 = |BωRN ϵe
iωRNs −BωRN ϵe

−iωRNs|2 + ω2
RN |BϵeiωRNs +Bϵe−iωRNs|2 + EB .

Expanding out the trigonometric expressions on the right, we can see this can be rewritten as

|ϕ̇|2 + |Ã|2q20 |ϕ|2 = 4|B|2ω2
RN ϵ

2 + EB , (4.47)
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where the error term is bounded by |EB | ≲ ϵ4s.
Therefore, using also (4.35) and (4.44), one finds that (2.38) may be written in the form

d

ds
(−ṙ)− 2K−(−ṙ) = 4|B|2ω2

RNr−ϵ
2 + EB(s), (4.48)

with the error EB(s) once again satisfying |EB(s)| ≲ ϵ4s.
We now use a classical integrating factor of e−2K−s to integrate (4.48) between slin and s, yielding

−ṙ(s) = −e2K−(s−slin)ṙ(slin) +

∫ s

slin

4|B|2ω2
RNr−ϵ

2e2K−(s−s′) + EB(s′)e2K−(s−s′) ds′. (4.49)

Using |EB(s′)| ≲ ϵ4s′ and computing these integrals, we find that∣∣∣∣−ṙ(s)− 4|B|2ω2
RNr−ϵ

2

|2K−|

∣∣∣∣ ≲ e2K−(s−slin)

∣∣∣∣−ṙ(slin)− 4|B|2ω2
RNr−ϵ

2

|2K−|

∣∣∣∣+ ϵ4s. (4.50)

From this and prior estimates, we yield (4.36), thus improving the remaining bootstrap (LB3).
The estimate (4.38) simply comes from combining (4.36) and (4.37). Finally, (4.39) follows from combining

(2.24) with (LB5), plus using that e2K−s ≤ e2K−slin ≲ ϵ2 for s ∈ LB.

We conclude this section with a straightforward corollary concerning quantities evaluated at a specific point
s = sO(ϵ) := 50slin(ϵ) that will be useful in the next region. For ease of notation, we first define the dimensionless
parameter W(M, e,Λ, q0) > 0 as:

W :=

√
ωRN (M, e,Λ, q0)

|2K−(M, e,Λ)|
. (4.51)

Corollary 4.6. Let sO(ϵ) = 50slin(ϵ) ∈ LB. Then, upon defining the quantities

r0 = r(sO), ω0 = |q0Ã(sO)|, ξ0 = ω0

(
− d

ds

(
r2

r2−ϵ
2

))−1

(sO), Q0 = Q(sO), (4.52)

we have the following estimates:

|r0 − r−|+ log
(
ϵ−1
)
|ω0 − ωRN |+

∣∣∣∣ξ0 − 1

8|B|2W2

∣∣∣∣+ |Q0 − e| ≤ DLϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (4.53)

In particular, the following upper and lower bounds hold for ξ0.

ξ0 ≤ 1

4|B|2W2
, ξ−1

0 ≤ 16|B|2W2. (4.54)

Finally, one has
|ϕ(sO)|+ |ϕ̇(sO)| ≤ DLϵ. (4.55)

5 The collapsed oscillations

From this point, the results begin to differ from that of [81]. We next study the region of ‘collapsed oscillations’
(see Section 1.11), a region where r eventually becomes O(ϵ) small. The dynamics in this section are largely
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driven by the charged scalar field, which remains oscillatory but also exhibits a slowly growing behavior, in that
the amplitude grows from O(ϵ) at start of the regime to O(1) at the end of the regime. Indeed, after a change of
variables, the behavior of ϕ will be well approximated by a Bessel function of order 0. Schematically, in the region
ϵ ≲ r ≪ r−, the scalar field behaves as

ϕ(r) ≈ Cϵ

r
· cos

(
r2 − r2−
ϵ2

+O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
)

)
. (5.1)

Wewill, in fact, need to track the growth-oscillatory behavior more precisely using the explicit Bessel functions
J0(x) and Y0(x), defined as the two linearly independent solutions of Bessel’s equation of order 0:

d

dz

(
z
df

dz

)
+ zf = 0. (5.2)

They exhibit the following asymptotic behavior (see also Facts A.1, A.2 and A.4 in Appendix A for more detailed
asymptotics):

J0(z) =


√

2
πz cos

(
z − π

4

)
+O(z−3/2) as z → +∞,

1 +O(z) as z → 0,

(5.3)

Y0(z) =


√

2
πz sin

(
z − π

4

)
+O(z−3/2) as z → +∞,

2
π

(
ln
(
z
2

)
+ γ
)
+O(z) as z → 0,

(5.4)

where γ ≈ 0.577 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. We see, therefore, that the Bessel functions J0(z) and Y0(z)
both oscillate and decay16 at a slow inverse polynomial rate as z → ∞, but exhibit very different behavior in the
z → 0 regime. We later show the schematic estimate (5.1) takes the following more precise form involving the
renormalized variable z = r2

ϵ2 and the frequency ξ0 defined in Corollary 4.6:

ϕ(r) ≈ CJ(ϵ) · J0
(
ξ0
r2−

· r
2

ϵ2

)
+ CY (ϵ) · Y0

(
ξ0
r2−

· r
2

ϵ2

)
,

CJ(ϵ) ≈
√
2πξ0 · |B| · cos

(
ξ0 · ϵ−2

)
, CY (ϵ) ≈

√
2πξ0 · |B| · sin

(
ξ0 · ϵ−2

)
.

In light of (5.3)–(5.4), tracking the size of the coefficients CJ(ϵ) and CY (ϵ) precisely will be important in later
sections.

The main objective of Section 5 is to prove these schematic estimates. In view of the logarithmic growth of
Y0(z) for z ≪ 1, the precise value of the coefficient CY (ϵ) will be crucial in the geometry of the later regions
where r ≪ ϵ (see Section 6).

Once the scalar field asymptotics are understood, we also account for the scalar field backreaction onto both
the Maxwell field and the geometry. In this region, the backreaction on the spacetime geometry is minimal; how-
ever the backreaction on the Maxwell field has a rather curious effect. That is, within the oscillatory region, the
charge Q(s) will decrease in absolute value from (approximately) e to (approximately) Q∞, where Q∞(M, e,Λ)

depends on the black hole parameters and lies strictly between e
2 and e, see (5.13) and Lemma 5.7. Q∞ being

bounded away from 0 is causing the charge retention in Theorem I, see Section 1.4.
We now state the main result of this section, where O = {s ≥ sO(ϵ) : r(s) ≥ 2|B|Wϵr−} and we recall that

16As z is decreasing in s in our setting, and we are interested in behavior as z decreases, the decay of Bessel functions exhibits itself as inverse
polynomial growth of the amplitude of the scalar field ϕ.

48



W was defined in (4.51).

Proposition 5.1. For s ∈ O, the lapse Ω2 obeys the following upper bound, where we recall α− from (2.24).

Ω2(s) ≤ α− exp(K−s). (5.5)

There exists some DO(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 such that, for s ∈ O, we have the following estimates:

| − rṙ(s)− 4|B|2W2r2−ϵ
2ωRN | ≤ DOϵ

4 log ϵ−1, (5.6)∣∣∣∣ dds log Ω2 − 2K−

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
2(log

(
ϵ−1
)
+ r−2(s)). (5.7)

|q0Ã(s)− q0ÃRN,∞| ≤ DOϵ
2, (5.8)∣∣∣∣∣Q(s)− e+

1

4

2K−

ÃRN,∞
(r2− − r2(s))

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (5.9)

Finally, there exist coefficients CJ(ϵ) and CY (ϵ) determined via the formula (5.28) and satisfying (5.29) and
(5.30) such that we have the following two estimates on the scalar field: for all s ∈ O,∣∣∣∣ϕ(s)− (CJ(ϵ)J0

(
ξ0r

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

)
+ CY (ϵ)Y0

(
ξ0r

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

))∣∣∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
, (5.10)

∣∣∣∣ϕ̇(s)− ω0

(
CJ(ϵ)J1

(
ξ0r

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

)
+ CY (ϵ)Y1

(
ξ0r

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

))∣∣∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (5.11)

Here, ξ0 and ω0 are as defined in Corollary 4.6.

Later, it will be convenient to refer to (5.9), (5.10) and (5.11) evaluated at the right endpoint of O.

Corollary 5.2. Let sPK(ϵ) > 0 be such that r(sPK) = 2|B|Wϵr−. Then

∣∣sPK − (8|B|2W2ωRN )−1ϵ−2
∣∣ ≤ DO log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (5.12)

Further, if one defines Q∞ as

Q∞(M, e,Λ) := e−
2K−(M, e,Λ) · r2−(M, e,Λ)

4ÃRN,∞(M, e,Λ)
, (5.13)

one may infer the following estimates at s = sPK .

|Q(sPK)−Q∞| ≤ DOϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
, (5.14)∣∣ϕ(sPK)−

(
CJ(ϵ)J0(4ξ0|B|2W2) + CY (ϵ)Y0(4ξ0|B|2W2)

)∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
, (5.15)∣∣∣ϕ̇(sPK)− ω0

(
CJ(ϵ)J1(4ξ0|B|2W2) + CY (ϵ)Y1(4ξ0|B|2W2)

)∣∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (5.16)

This section will be organized into three parts. In Section 5.1, we introduce the main bootstrap assumptions
for the region O, and make several preliminary observations. In Section 5.2, we derive the main scalar field
estimates, establishing the aforementioned Bessel type behavior. In Section 5.3, we use the results on the scalar
field to improve the bootstrap assumptions, proving in particular the estimates (5.5), (5.7) and (5.9) regarding
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Ω2(s) and Q(s), then complete the proof of Proposition 5.1.

5.1 Bootstraps and preliminary estimates

Throughout the proof of Proposition 5.1, we make reference to the following three bootstrap assumptions:

Ω2 ≤ ϵ40, (O1)

|ϕ|+ |ϕ̇| ≤ ϵ−1, (O2)

|Q| ≤ ϵ−2. (O3)

By Proposition 4.5 and Corollary 4.6, these hold within a neighborhood of s = sO(ϵ). It will be convenient to
define the bootstrap region Oboot as the connected component of {s ∈ O : s ≤ ϵ−4, (O1)–(O3) apply} such that
sO ∈ Oboot. We now make some preliminary estimates using these bootstraps and Proposition 4.5. Morally, the
following lemma will allow us to treat −rṙ and Ã as constant inside O, at least up to an extremely small error.

Lemma 5.3. Any s ∈ Oboot satisfies s ≲ ϵ−2. Furthermore, there exists some constant DO(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0

such that, for s ∈ Oboot, ∣∣∣∣ dds (−rṙ)
∣∣∣∣+ |rṙ(s)− rṙ(sO)| ≤ DOϵ

30, (5.17)
∣∣−rṙ(s)− 4|B|2W2ωRNr

2
−ϵ

2
∣∣ ≤ DOϵ

4 log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (5.18)

|q0Ã(s)− q0Ã(sO)| ≤ DOϵ
30, (5.19)

||q0Ã|(s)− ωRN | ≤ DOϵ
2. (5.20)

Proof. These estimates are immediate from (2.40) and (2.44). Indeed, letting f be either −rṙ or Ã, we see that∣∣∣∣dfds
∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ω2 · Pf (|ϕ|, |Q|, |ϕ̇|, r−2)

for some polynomial Pf of degree less than 2. Then, using that (O1) provides a large power of ϵ, the remaining
bootstraps plus the fact that r(s) ≳ ϵ give the estimates (5.17) and (5.19). The other two estimates then follow
straightforwardly from Proposition 4.5, (5.17) and (5.19).

As −rṙ ≳ ϵ2 and r2(sO) = r2− +O(ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
), it is immediate that s ≲ ϵ−2 for s ∈ Oboot.

We use Lemma 5.3 to rewrite several of the equations of Section 2.4 as simplified equations with constant
coefficients, plus an error term. Recalling ξ0 from (4.52), to simplify notation, we denote

x = x(s) :=
r2(s)

r2−ϵ
2
, so that ξ0 =

∣∣∣∣∣
(
−dx
ds

)−1

· q0Ã

∣∣∣∣∣ (s = sO). (5.21)

We then proceed to rewrite (2.46) and (2.43) in terms of the new variable x. Performing this change of variables,
one gets the two equations:

d

dx

(
x
dϕ

dx

)
+ ξ20xϕ = Eϕ, (5.22)

dQ

dx
= sgn(e)q0r

2
−ξ0ϵ

2x|ϕ|2 + EQ. (5.23)
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We should like to estimate the error terms Eϕ and EQ. To do so, we apply Lemma 5.3 extensively to prove the
following corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Recall x and ξ0 from (5.21). Then, for s ∈ Oboot, one finds∣∣∣∣∣ξ0 −
(
−dx
ds

)−1

· |q0Ã|(s)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
25. (5.24)

Furthermore, in the equations (5.22) and (5.23), one has the following control on the error terms:

|Eϕ|+ |EQ| ≤ DOϵ
20.

Proof. For (5.24), we first use that, from (2.40),∣∣∣∣d2xds2
∣∣∣∣ = 2

r2−ϵ
2

∣∣∣∣ dds (−rṙ)
∣∣∣∣ = Ω2

2r2−ϵ
2

∣∣∣∣1− Q2

r2
− r2|ϕ|2 − r2Λ

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ25, (5.25)

where the final estimate comes from the bootstrap assumptions (O1)–(O3). Integrating this once between sO
and s ∈ Oboot, and combining with (5.21), (5.24) follows.

For the error terms, making the substitution s 7→ x in (2.46) and (2.43) yields:

|Eϕ|+ |EQ| ≲

(
Ω2 +

∣∣∣∣d2xds2
∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣ξ0 −

(
−dx
ds

)−1

|q0Ã|

∣∣∣∣∣
)

· P (ϵ−1, r−1, |ϕ|, |ϕ̇|),

for some polynomial P of degree less than five. Upon inserting (O1), (5.25) and (5.24), the corollary follows.

5.2 Scalar field oscillations

The focus of this subsection will be understanding the behavior of the charged scalar field ϕ(s) via the equation
(5.22). This equation is a Bessel type ODE that wewould like to understand as x decreases from ϵ−2+O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)

to r2(sPK)(r2−ϵ
2)−1 = 4|B|2W2.

Proposition 5.5. For s ∈ Oboot, there exists a constant DO > 0, and coefficients CJ(ϵ) and CY (ϵ) such that17

|ϕ− CJ(ϵ)J0(ξ0x)− CY (ϵ)Y0(ξ0x)| ≤ DOϵ
10, (5.26)∣∣∣∣dϕdx + ξ0CJ(ϵ)J1(ξ0x) + ξ0CY (ϵ)Y1(ξ0x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
10. (5.27)

Defining xB = x(sO), the coefficients CJ(ϵ) and CY (ϵ) are determined by
CJ(ϵ)

CY (ϵ)

 =
πxB
2

−ξ0Y1(ξ0xB) −Y0(ξ0xB)

ξ0J1(ξ0xB) J0(ξ0xB)

 ϕ(xB)
dϕ
dx (xB)

 . (5.28)

The coefficients obey the estimates∣∣∣∣CJ(ϵ)−
√
π

2
W−1 cos(Θ(ϵ))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
, (5.29)

17For a definition of the Bessel functions Jν(z) and Yν(z), see Appendix A and Fact A.3.

51



∣∣∣∣CY (ϵ)−
√
π

2
W−1 sin(Θ(ϵ))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
, (5.30)

where the phase function Θ(ϵ) is given by

Θ(ϵ) = |q0Ã|(s) · r2(s) ·
(
− d

ds
r2(s)

)−1

+ ωRNs+ argB − π

4

∣∣∣∣∣
s=sO

. (5.31)

Finally, one has the following upper bounds for ϕ(s) and ϕ̇(s):

max{|ϕ|, ω−1
RN |ϕ̇|} ≤ 100|B|ϵr−

r
. (5.32)

Proof. Ignoring the error term Eϕ, the equation (5.22) is exactly Bessel’s equation of order 0 after a rescaling
z = ξ0x. We should like to separate the analysis of the linear behavior arising from Bessel’s equation and analysis
of the error term.

For this purpose, we recast the equation (5.22) as a first-order linear evolution equation in the variables
(ϕ, dϕdx ), treating the error term as an inhomogeneity. We get the following (see also the discussion preceding
Lemma A.6):

d

dx

 ϕ(x)
dϕ
dx (x)

 =

 0 1

−ξ20 − 1
x

 ϕ(x)
dϕ
dx (x)

+

 0

1
xEϕ

 . (5.33)

The analysis of this first-order system then follows from Lemma A.6, or more precisely Corollary A.7. Follow-
ing these, we aim to write the solution using Duhamel’s principle; let S(z1; z0) be the linear solution operator for
the usual Bessel’s equation defined in Lemma A.6, and Sξ0(x1;x0) := Qξ0 ◦ S(ξ0x1; ξ0x0) ◦Q−1

ξ0
as in Corollary

A.7, where Qχ : R2 → R2 is the linear stretching operator Qχ : (A,B) 7→ (A,χB).
Then, following Corollary A.7, Sξ0(x1;x0) can be interpreted as the linear solution (semigroup) operator

for the first-order system (5.33) without the inhomogeneous term Eϕ. Defining xB as in the statement of the
proposition, we have from Corollary 4.6 that |xB − ϵ−2| ≲ log

(
ϵ−1
). Duhamel’s principle (i.e. Corollary A.7)

applied to first-order systems18 gives that ϕ
dϕ
dx

 (x) = Sξ0(x;xB)

 ϕ
dϕ
dx

 (xB) +

∫
x

xB

Sξ0(x; x̃)

 0

1
x̃Eϕ(x̃)

 dx̃. (5.34)

We define:  ϕB
dϕB

dx

 (x) := Sξ0(x;xB)

 ϕ
dϕ
dx

 (xB),

 ϕe
dϕe

dx

 (x) :=

∫
x

xB

Sξ0(x; x̃)

 0

1
x̃Eϕ(x̃)

 dx̃. (5.35)

Thus ϕB(x) represents exactly the solution of the homogeneous linear Bessel ODE with data given at x = xB,
while ϕe(x) is to be treated as an error term due to the small inhomogeneity. To treat ϕB(x) and ϕe(x), we shall
use parts (1) and (2) of Corollary A.7 respectively.

As ϕB(x) must be a solution to (a rescaled) Bessel’s equation, the solution must be exactly (using Fact A.3 to
18Note that in this section, we are always integrating backwards in x. Nonetheless, the standard theory of first order systems will still apply,
with the usual convention that ∫ x1

x0
= −

∫ x0
x1

.
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justify the appearance of J1(ξ0x) and Y1(ξ0x) in the derivatives):

ϕB(x) = CJJ0(ξ0x) + CY Y0(ξ0x), (5.36)

dϕB
dx

(x) = −ξ0CJJ1(ξ0x)− ξ0CY Y1(ξ0x). (5.37)

In these equations, the coefficients CJ = CJ(ϵ) and CY = CY (ϵ) are chosen such that ϕ(xB) = ϕB(xB) and
dϕ
dx (xB) =

dϕB

dx (xB), i.e. so that ϕB(x) agrees with ϕ(x) to first order at x = xB. (It is immediate from (5.35) that
ϕe(x) vanishes to first order at x = xB.) Part (1) of Corollary A.7 then implies (5.28).

In order to deal with ϕe(x), we recall part 2 of Corollary A.7. Using Corollary 5.2, in particular the upper and
lower bounds for ξ0 in (4.54), the operator norm of the rescaled solution operator satisfies

∥Sξ0(x1;x0)∥l2→l2≤ max

{
1

4|B|2W2
, 16|B|2W2

}
·max

{
1,
x0
x1

}
.

Integrating backwards in the variable x, i.e. x < x̄ in (5.34), we can see that upon defining the l∞ norm on R2

as ∥(x, y)∥l∞ = max{|x|, |y|},∥∥∥∥∥∥Sξ0(x, x̃)

 0

1
x̃Eϕ(x̃)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
l∞

≲ max

{
1

|B|2W2
, |B|2W2

}
· 1
x
sup |Eϕ| ≲ ϵ20,

where we apply Corollary 5.4 and x ≥ 4|B|2W2 in the last step. Furthermore, the length of the interval of
integration in (5.34) is bounded by xB − x ≤ xB ≲ 2ϵ−2, so we have∥∥∥∥∥∥

 ϕe(x)
dϕe

dx (x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
l∞

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∫

x

xB

Sξ0(x; x̃)

 0

1
x̃Eϕ(x̃)

 dx′
∥∥∥∥∥∥
l∞

≲ ϵ10 (5.38)

as required. Combining (5.36), (5.37) and (5.38) then gives both (5.26) and (5.27).
We now recover the precise form for the coefficients CJ(ϵ), CY (ϵ). We carefully compute CJ(ϵ); the other

coefficient CY (ϵ) shall follows in an analogous manner. By (5.28), we have the formula

CJ(ϵ) =
πxB
2

[
−ξ0Y1(ξ0xB)ϕ(xB)− Y0(ξ0xB)

dϕ

dx
(xB)

]
. (5.39)

We therefore obtain a precise expression for CJ(ϵ) using the large-z asymptotics for the Bessel function Yν(z),
and the scalar field estimates at the comparison point s = sO given by (4.42) in Proposition 4.5. By Fact A.4 and
xB = ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
),

Y0(ξ0xB) =

√
2

πξ0xB
sin
(
ξ0xB − π

4

)
+O(ϵ3), (5.40)

Y1(ξ0xB) = −
√

2

πξ0xB
cos
(
ξ0xB − π

4

)
+O(ϵ3). (5.41)

On the other hand, writing B as B = |B|(cos argB + i sin argB) in (4.42) gives for ϕ(xB) = ϕ(s)|s=sO :

ϕ(xB) = 2|B|ϵ cos(ωRNsO + argB)|+O(ϵ3 log
(
ϵ−1
)
). (5.42)
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For dϕ
dx , we proceed in several steps, using in particular Lemma 5.3, (5.24), (5.21) and (4.53):

dϕ

dx
(xB) =

(
dx

ds

)−1

ϕ̇

∣∣∣∣∣
s=sO

= −2|B|ϵ ωRN

(
dx

ds

)−1

sin(ωRNs+ argB)

∣∣∣∣∣
s=sO

+O(ϵ3 log
(
ϵ−1
)
)

= +2|B|ϵ ωRN (8|B|2W2ωRN )−1 sin(ωRNsO + argB)|+O(ϵ3 log
(
ϵ−1
)
)

= 2|B|ϵ ξ0 sin(ωRNsO + argB)|+O(ϵ3 log
(
ϵ−1
)
). (5.43)

Substituting all of (5.40), (5.41), (5.42), (5.43) into (5.39), one deduces that

CJ(ϵ) =
πxB
2

√
2ξ0
πxB

· 2|B|ϵ cos
(
ξ0xB − π

4
+ ωRNsO + argB

)
+O(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
). (5.44)

To conclude, one uses Corollary 4.6 and xB = ϵ−2 +O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
) to yield, since √

8ξ0|B| = W+O(ϵ log
(
ϵ−1
)
):

CJ(ϵ) =

√
π

2
W−1 cos(Θ(ϵ)) +O(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
), (5.45)

where by the definition of ξ0 in Corollary 4.6, Θ(ϵ) is as in (5.31).
Finally, to obtain the upper bound (5.32), note first of all that ξ0x ≥ ξ04|B|2W2 ≥ 1/4 by Corollary 4.6. Since

one can check that, for z ≥ 1
4 ,

max{|J0(z)|, |J1(z)|, |Y0(z)|, |Y1(z)|} ≤ 10z−1/2,

one can use (5.26) and (5.27) along with (5.29) and (5.30) to deduce that

max

{
|ϕ(x)|, ξ−1

0

∣∣∣∣dϕdx
∣∣∣∣} ≤

√
πW−1 · 10(ξ0x)−1/2 +O(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
) ≤ 60|B|ϵr−

r
. (5.46)

Then, one can use Lemma 5.3 to change the x-derivative to an s-derivative, with negligible error, and thus find
(5.32).

5.3 Precise estimates for Q and Ω2

Note that while (O2) has already been improved by (5.26), it remains to estimate Q and Ω2 in the region Oboot,
and close the remaining bootstraps (O3) and (O1). We shall show that Q changes to (a value close to) the
quantity Q∞, while Ω2 remains exponentially decaying in s.

Proposition 5.6. For s ∈ Oboot, we have the following estimates for Q(s) and Ω2(s), where DO > 0 may be
larger than that of Lemma 5.3 and Proposition 5.5 if necessary.∣∣∣∣∣Q(s)− e+

1

4

2K−

ÃRN,∞
(r2− − r2(s))

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
, (5.47)

∣∣∣∣ dds log Ω2 − 2K−

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DOϵ
2
(
log
(
ϵ−1
)
+ r−2(s)

)
. (5.48)
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Proof. We shall prove (5.47) using (5.23) and Proposition 5.5. By Corollary 4.6, particularly the estimate |Q0 −

e| ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
) from (4.53), it remains to estimate the integral:

sgn(e)

∫ x

xB

q0r
2
−ξ0ϵ

2x̃|ϕ|2(x̃) dx̃, (5.49)

where we recall for convenience that x = ( r
r−

)2ϵ−2.
Firstly, using (5.26), (5.29), (5.30), and the Bessel function asymptotics in (5.3), (5.4), one may find that∣∣∣∣ϕ−

√
1

2ξ0x
W−1 cos(ξ0x− π/4−Θ(ϵ))

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
x−1/2 + x−3/2, (5.50)

which we may use to deduce the estimate∣∣∣∣ξ0xϕ2 − W−2

2
cos2(ξ0x− π/4−Θ(ϵ))

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
+ x−1. (5.51)

Therefore, recalling that W−2 = |2K−|
ωRN

= |2K−|
q0|ÃRN,∞| by definition, we can integrate this to estimate (5.49) by

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ x

xB

q0r
2
−ξ0ϵ

2x̃|ϕ|2(x̃) dx̃−
2|K−|r2−
2|ÃRN,∞|

ϵ2
∫ x

xB

cos2(ξ0x̃− π/4−Θ(ϵ)) dx̃

∣∣∣∣∣
≲ ϵ2(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
xB + log(xB/x)) ≲ ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (5.52)

Then integrating cos2(ξ0x− π/4−Θ(ϵ)) = 1
2 (1 + cos(2ξ0x− π/2− 2Θ(ϵ)) in the usual manner,

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ x

xB

q0r
2
−ξ0ϵ

2x̃|ϕ|2(x̃) dx̃− 1

4

2|K−|
|ÃRN,∞|

(r2(x)− r2(xB))

∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (5.53)

By replacing r2(xB) by r2− (which carries an error of O(ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
)), we get the estimate (5.47) – to ensure we

have the right sign in (5.47), recall that e and ÃRN,∞ have opposite signs, while 2K− is negative.
We now move onto the estimates for Ω2. For this, we consider (2.42), and integrate by parts using (2.45) as

follows, where we use (O1) to control error terms involving Ω2:∣∣∣∣ dds log(rΩ2
)
− 2K−

∣∣∣∣ (s) ≲ ∣∣∣∣ ddsδ log(rΩ2
)∣∣∣∣ (sO) + ∣∣∣∣∫ s

sO

(−|ϕ̇|2 + q20 |Ã|2|ϕ|2) ds
∣∣∣∣+ ϵ30

≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
+ |ϕϕ̇(s)|+ |ϕϕ̇(sO)|+

∣∣∣∣∫ s

sO

ϕ(ϕ̈+ q20 |Ã|2ϕ) ds
∣∣∣∣

≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
+ |ϕϕ̇(s)|+

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ s

sO

−ṙϕϕ̇
r

ds

∣∣∣∣∣ . (5.54)

In the third line, we used Corollary 4.6 to absorb |ϕϕ̇(sO)| into the ϵ2 log(ϵ−1
) error.

By (5.32) in Proposition 5.5, for s ∈ Oboot, one has

|ϕϕ̇(s)| ≤
104|B|2ωRN ϵ

2r2−
r2

.

Inserting this estimate into all instances of ϕϕ̇ in (5.54) and then evaluating the integral, one eventually arrives
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at the estimate (5.48), after applying (5.18) again. Indeed, one has∣∣∣∣ dds log Ω2 − 2K−

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣∣ dds log(rΩ2
)
− 2K−

∣∣∣∣+ −ṙ
r

≲ ϵ2
[
log
(
ϵ−1
)
+ r−2(s)

]
.

This completes the proof of the proposition.

Proof of Proposition 5.1 and Corollary 5.2. Suppose the bootstrap assumptions (O1), (O3), (O2) hold in Oboot ⊂

O. Then the conclusions of Lemma 5.3 and Propositions 5.5 and 5.6 hold. In particular, (5.32) and (5.47) show
that (O2) and (O3) are indeed improved in the bootstrap region. Since, by Lemma 5.3, we know that s ≲ ϵ−2

for all s ∈ Oboot, in order to show O = Oboot it remains only to improve (O1).
For this purpose, we simply need to integrate (5.48). By (5.18), we know that −ṙr ≳ ϵ2, hence due to (4.39)

and s ≥ sO ≳ log
(
ϵ−1
), one has

| log Ω2(s)− 2K−s− logα−| ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)2

+

∫ s

sO

(
ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
− ṙ

r

)

≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
s+ log

r(sO)

r(s)
. (5.55)

In fact, the final term on the right hand side is also bounded by ϵ2 log(ϵ−1
)
s. To see this, note that if s is such

that r(s) ≥ r−
2 , then (5.18) implies that

log
r(sO)

r(s)
=

∫ s

sO

−ṙ(s̃)
r(s̃)

ds̃ ≲
∫ s

sO

ϵ2

r(s̃)2
ds̃ ≲ ϵ2s.

On the other hand, if r(s)≤ r−
2 then (5.18) implies that s ≳ ϵ−2, and thus log

(
r(sO)
r(s)

)
≲ log

(
ϵ−1
)
≲ ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
s.

Hence, (5.55) implies that
Ω2 ≤ α−e

(2K−+DOϵ2 log(ϵ−1))s, (5.56)

which clearly implies (5.5) for ϵ small. Moreover, since eK−·sO(ϵ) ≲ ϵ50, we have improved the final bootstrap
(O1). Therefore, Oboot = O and its right endpoint is s = sPK , where r(sPK) = 2|B|Wϵr−.

Integrating (5.18) in the region O, one gets:∣∣∣∣12r2(sO)− 1

2
r2(sPK)− 4|B|2W2ωRNr

2
−ϵ

2(sPK − sO)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
,

which simplifies after applying the estimates of Proposition 4.5 to

∣∣r2− − 8|B|2W2ωRNr
2
−ϵ

2sPK

∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
.

This yields the estimate (5.12) for sPK . The remaining parts of both Proposition 5.1 and Corollary 5.2 are
straightforward.

Remarkably, (5.14) shows that the spacetime exhibits a nonzero, yet controlled dischargewithin the oscillatory
region O. We conclude this section with a (purely algebraic) lemma revealing that the final charge Q∞(M, e,Λ)

lies strictly between e and e/2.

Lemma 5.7. Define Q∞ as in (5.13). Then one has the following alternative form for Q∞, where we recall
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Pse = PΛ<0
se ∪ PΛ=0

se ∪ PΛ>0
se from Section 2.2.

Q∞ =
3

4
e+

Λr2−r+(2r− + r+)

12e
. (5.57)

From this, we make the following observations regarding Q∞:

(i) If Λ = 0, then Q∞ = 3
4e.

(ii) If Λ < 0, thenQ∞ lies strictly between 1
2e and 3

4e. Furthermore, as (M, e,Λ) varies across the sub-extremal
parameter space PΛ<0

se , Q∞/e achieves all values in ( 12 ,
3
4 ).

(iii) If Λ > 0, then Q∞ lies strictly between 3
4e and e. Furthermore, as (M, e,Λ) varies across the sub-extremal

parameter space PΛ>0
se , Q∞/e achieves all values in ( 34 , 1).

In particular, in all cases, one has |Q∞| > 1
2 |e| > 0.

Proof. To get (5.57), we need to find a clean expression for 2K− in terms of the black hole parameters. For this
purpose, recall the polynomial (2.16), and define the function f(X) as

f(X) = X−2PM,e,Λ(X) = X−2(r+ −X)(r− −X)
(

e2

r+r−
− Λ

3 (r+ + r−)X − Λ
3X

2
)
,

from which we may alternatively define the surface gravity 2K− as:

2K−(M, e,Λ) = f ′(X)|X=r− = r−2
− (r− − r+)

(
e2

r+r−
− Λ

3 r−(r+ + r−)− Λ
3 r

2
−

)
.

Recalling once more that ÃRN,∞(M, e,Λ) = e
r+

− e
r−

= e(r−−r+)
r+r−

, we therefore get (5.57).
Once we have (5.57), the case (i) is immediate. For the first statement of (iii), one may assume without loss

of generality that e > 0. Then, for Λ > 0, (5.57) gives Q∞ > 3
4e, while (5.13) gives Q∞ < e, since ÃRN,∞ < 0

and 2K− < 0. For the Λ < 0 case, we require one final observation, namely

0 = r−1
+ PM,e,Λ(r+)− r−1

− PM,e,Λ(r−) = e2
(

1

r+
− 1

r−

)
+ (r+ − r−)−

Λ

3
(r3+ − r3−).

Dividing by r+ − r− and multiplying by r+r−, this gives

Λ
3 r+r−(r

2
+ + r+r− + r2−) = −e2 + r+r−.

In particular, in the case Λ < 0, we then have

0 < −Λ
3 r

2
−r+(2r− + r+) < −Λ

3 r+r−(r
2
+ + r+r− + r2−) < e2.

Substituting this into (5.57), we get the first statement of (ii).
To prove the second statements of (ii), (iii), we first state without proof several facts about the sub-extremal

parameter spaces. Without loss of generality, we fix e to be positive. Then letting P+
se = Pse ∩ {e > 0} be the

space of subextremal parameters with positive e,

• P+
se is an open, connected set in R3.
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• Define the set PΛ<0
ex to be the set of (M, e,Λ) ∈ R+×R× (−∞, 0) such that the polynomial PM,e,Λ(X) has

a single repeated positive root X = R, and PΛ>0
ex to be the set of (M, e,Λ) ∈ R+ × R× (0,+∞) such that

the polynomial PM,e,Λ(X) has two positive roots X = R and X = RC , with X = R having multiplicity 2

and R < RC . Then, P+
ex := (PΛ<0

ex ∪ PΛ>0
ex ) ∩ {e > 0} is a subset of the boundary ∂P+

se.

• For (M, e,Λ) ∈ P+
se, one must have −∞ < ΛM2 < 2

9 , i.e. we are constrained to have ΛM2 < 2
9 in

order for there to exist a choice of e > 0 such that the polynomial PM,e,Λ(X) has the correct number of
distinct positive roots. Moreover, all these values are achieved when restricting to the extremal case i.e.
{ΛM2 : (M, e,Λ) ∈ P+

ex} = (−∞, 29 ).

• The functions r+(M, e,Λ) and r−(M, e,Λ) are continuous in P+
se. Furthermore, they may be continuously

extended onto P+
ex ⊂ ∂P+

se, upon defining r− = r+ = R on P+
ex.

In light of these facts, Q∞ is a continuous function of (M, e,Λ) in P+
se, and may be continuously extended

onto the space of extremal parameters P+
ex, where we have

Q∞ =
3

4
e+

ΛR4

4e
. (5.58)

We would like to estimate ΛR4. For extremal parameters, we must have PM,e,Λ(R) =
d

dXPM,e,Λ(R) = 0, from
which we can get the two identities19:

−2ΛR3 + 3R− 3M = 0, (5.59)

R2 − 3MR+ 2e2 = 0. (5.60)

Using (5.59) and then (5.60) in (5.58), we then get

Q∞ =
3

4
e

(
1 +

R(R−M)

2e2

)
=

3

4
e

(
1 +

R−M

3M −R

)
=

3

2
e · 1

3−R/M
. (5.61)

It remains to work out the range of values that R/M can take. We rearrange (5.59) to get the equation:

1− R

M
+

2

3
ΛM2

(
R

M

)3

= 0. (5.62)

As ΛM2 varies between −∞ and 2
9 , we can see that the unique positive root of this cubic expression in R/M

varies between 0 and 3
2 , not including the endpoints. (Note that if ΛM2 > 2

9 , then in fact there are no positive
roots! This is why ΛM2 must be upper bounded.)

Therefore, as ΛM2 and thus R/M vary within their allowed ranges, from (5.61) we have that Q∞ is allowed
to take every value between e/2 and e, not including the endpoints.

Of course, this computation was done for extremal parameters in P+
ex rather than the subextremal parameters

in P+
se. But P+

se is connected, so it is straightforward to show that indeed {Q∞(M, e,Λ) : (M, e,Λ) ∈ P+
se} =

(e/2, e) also. This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.7.
19These will arise from d

dX
PM,e,Λ(R) = 0 and d

dX
(X−4PM,e,Λ)(R) = 0 respectively.
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6 The Proto-Kasner Region

6.1 Estimates beyond the oscillatory region – statement of Proposition 6.1

In the previous section, we considered the region O = {s ≥ sO : r(s) ≥ 2|B|Wϵr−} = {sO ≤ s ≤ sPK}, where
sO(ϵ) = 50slin and we sPK = O(ϵ−2) was defined such that r(sPK) = 2|B|Wϵr−. The reason it was necessary
to end this region at r ∼ ϵr− was twofold:

1. Considering the Bessel function form of ϕ,

ϕ = CJ(ϵ)J0

(
ξ0r

2

r2−ϵ
2

)
+ CY (ϵ)Y0

(
ξ0r

2

r2−ϵ
2

)
+ error,

then the Bessel functions J0(z), Y0(z) will change behavior from oscillatory (at large z) to convergent or
logarithmically growing (at small z) once r2(s) ≤ ξ−1

0 r2−ϵ
2 ≈ 8|B|2W2ϵ2r2−. (See (5.3), (5.4))

2. We tackled many error terms using the smallness of Ω2(s) to dominate polynomial powers of r−1 and |ϕ|.
At the start of the region O, i.e. s = sO(ϵ) = 50slin(ϵ), we only had that Ω2 ≲ ϵ100, so in order for the
errors to be controlled we required r−1 to be at worst an inverse power of ϵ.

Nevertheless, we will show that we may extend many of the important estimates beyond s = sPK to a region
PK = {s ≥ sPK : r(s) ≥ e−δ0ϵ

−2

r−}, which for reasons that will later become clear we denote by the proto-

Kasner region. Here, the dimensionless constant δ0(M, e,Λ, q0) is selected to be (recall that b− = 2|B|ωRN

|2K−| =

2|B|W2)
δ0 :=

1

2000
|B(M, e,Λ)|−2 W−4(M, e,Λ, q0) =

1

500
b−2
− . (6.1)

In the region PK, we will overcome difficulty 1 by instead using new bootstrap assumptions that reflect the
now monotonic behavior of ϕ and ϕ̇. The more fundamental difficulty 2 is dealt with by now using the fact that
Ω2 is now such that − log Ω2 ≳ −K−s ≳ ϵ−2 in regimes such as PK where s is of order ϵ−2.

Proposition 6.1. Choose δ0(M, e,Λ, q0) > 0 as in (6.1). Then, in the region PK = {2|B|Wϵr− ≥ r(s) ≥

e−δ0ϵ
−2

r−}, there exists someDPK(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 such that that one has the following exponential behavior
for the lapse Ω2(s):

Ω2(s) ≤ DPK exp
(
−50δ0ϵ

−2
)
. (6.2)

Recalling the quantity Q∞ from (5.13), we have the following for all s ∈ PK:

∣∣−rṙ(s)− 4|B|2W2ωRNr
2
−ϵ

2
∣∣ ≤ DPKϵ

4 log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (6.3)

∣∣∣q0Ã(s)− q0ÃRN,∞

∣∣∣ ≤ DPKϵ
2, (6.4)

|Q(s)−Q∞| ≤ DPKϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (6.5)

Using these, and recalling that ωRN = |q0ÃRN,∞|, we define the quantities ωK and ξK by

ωK := |q0Ã|(sPK) = ωRN +O(ϵ2), (6.6)

ξK := ωK

(
− d

ds

r2

r2−ϵ
2

)−1

(sPK) =
1

8|B|2W2
+O(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
). (6.7)
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For the scalar field ϕ, there will exist coefficients CJK(ϵ) and CY K(ϵ) obeying, for CJ(ϵ) and CY (ϵ) as in
Proposition 5.5, the estimates |CJK(ϵ)−CJ(ϵ)|+ |CY K(ϵ)−CY (ϵ)| ≤ DPKϵ

2 log
(
ϵ−1
), such that for all s ∈ PK:

∣∣∣∣ϕ(s)− (CJK(ϵ)J0

(
ξKr

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

)
+ CY K(ϵ)Y0

(
ξKr

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

))∣∣∣∣ ≤ DPKϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
, (6.8)

∣∣∣∣ϕ̇(s)− ωK

(
CJK(ϵ)J1

(
ξKr

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

)
+ CY K(ϵ)Y1

(
ξKr

2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

))∣∣∣∣ ≤ DPKϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (6.9)

Moreover, the following upper bounds for ϕ and ϕ̇ are satisfied for all s ∈ PK:

|ϕ(s)| ≤ 100W−1

(
1 + log

(
8|B|2W2r2−ϵ

2

r2

))
, (6.10)

|ϕ̇| ≤ 100ωRN ·
8|B|2Wr2−ϵ

2

r2
. (6.11)

Remark 6.1. Both the statement and the proof of Proposition 6.1 will show large similarities to Proposition
5.1 in Section 5. One notes, however, that, in order to obtain the necessary error estimates, such as those of
Lemma 6.2, the quantities ξ0 and ω0, which are defined as the values of certain quantities evaluated at s = sO,
to the quantities ξK and ωK , which are the values of the same quantities but evaluated at s = sPK instead.

6.2 Proof of Proposition 6.1

We often make reference to the following four bootstrap assumptions in the region PK.

Ω2 ≤ α− exp
(
−50δ0ϵ

−2
)
, (PK1)

|ϕ| ≤ 100W−1

(
1 + log

(
8|B|2W2r2−ϵ

2

r2

))
, (PK2)

|ϕ̇| ≤ 100ωRN ·
8|B|2Wr2−ϵ

2

r2
. (PK3)

|Q| ≤ 2|e|. (PK4)

From Corollary 5.2 and Lemma 5.7, it follows that that the bootstraps (PK2), (PK3), (PK4) hold in a neigh-
borhood of s = sPK . On the other hand, (PK1) holds in a neighborhood of s = sPK due to (5.5) and (5.12):
note that, for ϵ chosen sufficiently small, using (6.1) and (5.12), we have

K−sPK ≤ −2|K−|
ωRN

1

32|B|2W2
ϵ−2 ≤ − 1

32|B|2W4
ϵ−2 < −51δ0ϵ

−2. (6.12)

We now proceed in largely the same manner as in the region O. Always assuming the bootstraps, we begin
as in Section 5.1 with some preliminary estimates on −rṙ and Ã, then as in Section 5.2 we use these together
with the equation (2.46) written in Bessel-like form to find precise asymptotics for the scalar field ϕ. Finally one
concludes using these Bessel asymptotics to close estimates for Q and Ω2 as in Section 5.3. We shall aim to be
rather terse, as modifications from the analysis of the region O are generally minor.

Before proceeding, we briefly address how to deal with the difficulty 2 mentioned in Section 6.1. The idea is
that the new bootstrap (PK1) now means the smallness of Ω2 dominates by powers of r−1, since r−1 ≲ e−δ0ϵ

−2
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in the region under consideration. For instance, consider the following expression arising in (2.40); in light of
the bootstrap assumptions (PK1)–(PK4), one estimates

Ω2

4

(
Q2

r2
+m2r2|ϕ|2

)
≲ e−48δ0ϵ

−2

.

We now proceed with the proof in a series of lemmas similar to those of Section 5. As in that section, it is
convenient to define PKboot as the connected component of the set {s ∈ PK : s ≤ ϵ−4, (PK1)–(PK4) apply} such
that sPK ∈ PKboot. Then we have the following.

Lemma 6.2. For s ∈ PKboot, one finds∣∣∣∣ dds (−rṙ)(s)
∣∣∣∣+ |−rṙ(s) + rṙ(sPK)| ≤ DPKe

−40δ0ϵ
−2

, (6.13)

|q0Ã(s)− q0Ã(sPK)| ≤ DPKe
−40δ0ϵ

−2

. (6.14)

Further, (6.3) and (6.4) hold. Moreover, letting x(s) = r2(s)
r2−ϵ2

, one finds that

d

dx

(
x
dϕ

dx

)
+ ξ2Kxf = Eϕ, (6.15)

where the error term Eϕ is bounded by
|Eϕ(s)| ≤ DPKe

−30δ0ϵ
−2

.

Proof. The proof is almost identical to that of Lemma 5.3 and 5.4, in light of the comments above.

Lemma 6.3. Recalling x(s) = r2(s)
r2−ϵ2

, let xPK = x(sPK), and define the coefficients CJK(ϵ) and CY K(ϵ) via

CJK(ϵ)

CY K(ϵ)

 =

 J0(ξKxPK) Y0(ξKxPK)

−ξKJ1(ξKxPK) −ξKY1(ξKxPK)

−1  ϕ(xPK)

dϕ
dx (xPK)

 . (6.16)

Then one has that |CJK(ϵ)−CJ(ϵ)|+ |CY K(ϵ)−CY (ϵ)| ≤ DPKϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
), and that, for x = x(s) corresponding

to s ∈ PKboot,
|ϕ(x)− CJK(ϵ)J0(ξKx)− CJK(ϵ)Y0(ξKx)| ≤ DPKe

−20δ0ϵ
−2

, (6.17)∣∣∣∣dϕdx (s) + ξKCJK(ϵ)J1(ξKx) + ξKCY K(ϵ)Y1(ξKx)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DPKe
−20δ0ϵ

−2

. (6.18)

Proof. The idea is that in light of (6.15), we can use the equation (5.34) describing the solution for the scalar
field using the solution operator to the linear Bessel equation, just as in Proposition 5.5. To get improved error
estimates, however, we evolve the system from x = xPK as opposed to x = xB, hence the appearance of the
updated Bessel coefficients CJK(ϵ) and CY K(ϵ) in (6.16).

We first show these are close to the original coefficients as claimed; from Proposition 5.5, we have ϕ(xPK)

dϕ
dx (xPK)

 =

 J0(ξ0xPK) Y0(ξ0xPK)

−ξ0J1(ξ0xPK) −ξ0Y1(ξ0xPK)

CJ(ϵ)

CY (ϵ)

+O(ϵ10).

Moreover, using xPK = 4|B|2W2, from (4.53) and Corollary 5.4, we know that ξ0xPK and ξKxPK lie within the
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interval ( 14 , 1) and that |ξ0xPK − ξKxPK | ≲ ϵ25 ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
). Thus, since the derivatives of Jν(z) and Yν(z) are

bounded for 1/4 ≤ z ≤ 1, and |CJ(ϵ)|, |CY (ϵ)| ≲ 1, we can modify the above formula to
 ϕ(xPK)

dϕ
dx (xPK)

 =

 J0(ξKxPK) Y0(ξKxPK)

−ξKJ1(ξKxPK) −ξKY1(ξKxPK)

CJ(ϵ)

CY (ϵ)

+O(ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
). (6.19)

Finally, since by Lemma A.5 the inverse matrix

 J0(ξKxPK) Y0(ξKxPK)

−ξKJ1(ξKxPK) −ξKY1(ξKxPK)

−1

=
2

πxPK

−ξKY1(ξKxPK) −Y0(ξKxPK)

ξKJ1(ξKxPK) J0(ξKxPK)


has uniformly bounded entries, combining (6.19) with (6.16) shows, as claimed, the relationCJK(ϵ)

CY K(ϵ)

 =

CJ(ϵ)

CY (ϵ)

+O(ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
).

The remainder of the proof is as in Proposition 5.5. Adopting the same notation from the proof of this
proposition, we record the analogue of (5.34) again here: ϕ

dϕ
dx

 (x) = SξK (x;xPK)

 ϕ
dϕ
dx

 (xPK) +

∫
x

xPK

SξK (x; x̃)

 0

1
x̃Eϕ(x̃)

 dx̃. (6.20)

The first term on the right hand side will correspond to a solution of the linear Bessel equation after a rescaling
z = ξKx, just as before. Using once again part (1) of Corollary A.7 we see this corresponds to the objects on the
left hand sides of (6.17) and (6.18).

For the second term on the right hand side of (6.20), we once again appeal to part (2) of Corollary A.7.
From this corollary, the appearance of the operator SξK (x;xPK) will contribute at worst an additional factor of
x−1 ≤ ϵ2e2δ0ϵ

−2 in our l∞ estimates. Since the length of the integration interval |x − xPK | ≤ xPK is uniformly
bounded, (6.17) and (6.18) follow straightforwardly.

Completing the proof of Proposition 6.1. We are now in a position to close all the bootstraps and complete the
proof. We first use Lemma 6.3 to improve (PK2) and (PK3). We shall only show the latter; the former follows in
a similar fashion.

By Lemma 6.3 and the bounds on the coefficients in Proposition 5.5, within the region PKboot, one has∣∣∣∣dϕdx
∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2

√
πW−1 ξK · (|J1(ξKx)|+ |Y1(ξKx)|).

In light of Facts A.1 and A.2, one may check that
∣∣∣dϕdx ∣∣∣ ≤ 4

√
πW−1x−1. Hence, using −dx

ds = 8|B|2W2ωRN +

O(ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
) from Lemma 6.2, we improve (PK3). As mentioned, improving (PK2) is similar.

We now move onto Q and Ω2. For Q(s), it remains to understand only how Q changes in the region PK, in
particular that it changes only by O(ϵ2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
). Looking at (2.43), we need to study

∣∣∣∣∫ s

sPK

Ãq20r
2|ϕ|2(s′) ds′

∣∣∣∣ .
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Now, we use (5.20) and (6.10) to estimate
∣∣∣∣∫ s

sPK

Ãq20r
2|ϕ|2(s′) ds′

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∫ s

sPK

ϵ2 · r2

r2−ϵ
2

(
1 +

∣∣∣∣log( ϵ2r2
)∣∣∣∣)2

(s′) ds′. (6.21)

Substituting x = r2

r2−ϵ2
as usual, and noting that −dx

ds ∼ 1, we therefore see that

∣∣∣∣∫ s

sPK

Ãq20r
2|ϕ|2(s′) ds′

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∫ 4|B|2W2

0

ϵ2x(1 + | log(x)|)2 dx ≲ ϵ2. (6.22)

Combined with (5.14), this will yield (6.5), and hence improve the bootstrap (PK4).
Last of all, for the quantity Ω2, we proceed using that the Raychaudhuri equation (2.36) implies −Ω−2ṙ(s) is

nonincreasing. Therefore, for s ∈ PKboot,

Ω2(s) ≤ Ω2(sPK)

−ṙ(sPK)
· (−ṙ(s)) = Ω2(sPK) · −rṙ(s)

−rṙ(sPK)
· r(sPK)

r(s)
.

Therefore, one applies (6.3) and (5.5), alongside r(sPK) = 2|B|Wr−ϵ and r(s) ≥ e−δ0ϵ
−2 for s ∈ PK, to find

Ω2(s) ≤ (1 + 2DOϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
) · α−e

K−sPK · 2|B|Wr−ϵ · eδ0ϵ
−2

. (6.23)

By (6.12), this means that Ω2(s) ≤ α−e
−50δ0ϵ

−2 · (1 + 2DOϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
)2|B|Wr−ϵ. Thus, for ϵ chosen sufficiently

small, it is straightforward to bound the right hand side such that we improve the final bootstrap (PK1). As a
result, PKboot = PK, and the remaining assertions of Proposition 6.1 are straightforward.

6.3 The onset of the Kasner-like geometry

Following the proof of Proposition 6.1, we mention a corollary of Proposition 6.1 that will be important in later
sections, and in interpreting the subset PK′ = K1 ∩ PK = {2|B|Wϵ2r− ≥ r(s) ≥ e−δ0ϵ

−2

r−} as a genuine
Kasner-like region. (Note that, for this step, we restrict to r(s) ≲ ϵ2r− rather than r(s) ≲ ϵr− in order to ignore
the O(1) terms in the Bessel function asymptotics.)

Corollary 6.4. Consider the region s ∈ PK′ = {2|B|Wϵ2r− ≥ r(s) ≥ e−δ0ϵ
−2

r−}. In this region, we have the
following forms for (ϕ, ϕ̇), where c1 = 1 and c2 = 2π−1(γ−log 2) and γ ≈ 0.577 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.∣∣∣∣ϕ(s) + 2

π
CY K(ϵ) log

(
r2−ϵ

2

r2(s)ξK

)
− c1CJK(ϵ)− c2CY K(ϵ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DPKϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
, (6.24)

∣∣∣∣ϕ̇(s) + 2

π
CY K(ϵ)

r2−ωKϵ
2

r2(s)ξK

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DPKϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (6.25)

Next, recall the function Θ(ϵ) arising in (5.31). Then, defining Ψ(s) := r2ϕ̇
−rṙ (s) [see already (7.1) in the next

section], one finds that ∣∣∣∣Ψ(s) +
2√
π
W−1 sin(Θ(ϵ))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DPKϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (6.26)

Furthermore, if we let Ψi = Ψ(si), where r(si) = e−δ0ϵ
−2 , then for s ∈ PK′,

|Ψ(s)−Ψi| ≤ DPKr
2(s) log

(
ϵ−1
)
≤ D2

PKϵ
4 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (6.27)
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Finally, one obtains the following estimates for the lapse Ω2:∣∣∣∣∣ d
ds log Ω

2(s)
d
ds log r(s)

−Ψ2
i + 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ DPKϵ
4 log

(
ϵ−1
)
, (6.28)

∣∣∣∣∣log
[
Ω2(s)

(
r(s)

r−

)1−Ψ2
i

]
+

1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ DPK log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (6.29)

Proof. The equations (6.24) and (6.25) follow immediately from (6.8), (6.9) and the Bessel function asymptotics
in Facts A.1 and A.2. Indeed, by restricting r(s) ≤ 2|B|Wϵ2r−, we guarantee that

ξKr
2(s)

r2−ϵ
2

≤ ϵ2,

hence Facts A.1 and A.2 guarantee that∣∣∣∣J0(ξKr2(s)r2−ϵ
2

)
− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ4,

∣∣∣∣J1(ξKr2(s)r2−ϵ
2

)∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2,

∣∣∣∣Y0(ξKr2(s)r2−ϵ
2

)
+

2

π
log

r2−ϵ
2

ξKr2(s)
− 2

π
(γ − log 2)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ4,

∣∣∣∣Y1(ξKr2(s)r2−ϵ
2

)
+

2

π

r2−ϵ
2

ξKr2(s)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
.

Substituting these into (6.8) and (6.9), we get (6.24) and (6.25) with c1 = 1 and c2 = 2π−1(γ − log 2).
Next, combining (6.25) with the estimates (6.6) and (6.7) it is straightforward to get

∣∣∣r2ϕ̇(s) + 16π−1CY K(ϵ)|B|2W2ωRNr
2
−ϵ

2
∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ4 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (6.30)

Hence from (6.3) we find that

∣∣Ψ(s) + 4π−1CY K(ϵ)
∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∣ r2ϕ̇(s)−rṙ(s)

+ 4π−1CY K(ϵ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (6.31)

thus (6.26) follows from |CY K(ϵ)− CY (ϵ)| ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
) and (5.30).

To get (6.27), note that (6.25) will also yield |r2ϕ̇(s)− r2ϕ̇(si)| ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
r2(s), while we also know from

(6.13) that | − rṙ(s)+rṙ(si)| ≲ e−40δ0ϵ
−2

≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)
r2(s) changes little in the region PK. Since −rṙ(s) ∼ ϵ2

by (6.3), the computation∣∣∣∣∣ r2ϕ̇−rṙ
(s)− r2ϕ̇

−rṙ
(si)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1

−rṙ(s)
·
[
|r2ϕ̇(s)− r2ϕ̇(si)|+ | − rṙ(s) + rṙ(si)|

]
,

together with r(s) ≲ ϵ2 for s ∈ PK′, yields (6.27).
We now move on to the estimate (6.28) for the derivative of Ω2(s). We proceed here using the Raychaudhuri

equation in the form (2.38), which after multiplying by r(s)(ṙ(s))−2 gives

r

ṙ

d

ds
log Ω2 − rr̈

ṙ2
− r2ϕ̇2

ṙ2
=
r2|Ã|2q20 |ϕ|2

ṙ2
.

Using (2.39) to substitute for r̈, and noticing that the rightmost term on the left hand side is exactly Ψ2, one
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finds
r

ṙ

d

ds
log Ω2 + 1−Ψ2 = (−rṙ)−2

[
r4Ã2q20 |ϕ|2 +

Ω2

4

(
Q2 − r2 + r4Λ + r4m2|ϕ|2

)]
.

From Proposition 6.1 and (6.24), the right hand side of this is bounded by a multiple of ϵ−4(r2 log
(

1
r2

)
)2 ≲

ϵ4 log
(
ϵ−1
), so that if we also use (6.27), then we get (6.28) as required.

Finally, for (6.29), one would like to integrate (6.28). However, one needs to first estimate Ω2(sK1), where
s = sK1

is such that r(sK1
) = 2|B|Wϵ2r− (corresponding to the past boundary of PK′). For this purpose, one

finds exactly as in the proof of Proposition 5.120 that, for s ∈ O ∪ (PK \ PK′) = {sO ≤ s ≤ sK1
},∣∣∣∣ dds log Ω2(s)− 2K−

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2[log
(
ϵ−1
)
+ r−2(s)]. (6.32)

Integrating this for s ∈ O ∪ (PK \ PK′), using that the length of the integration interval is of O(ϵ−2), one gets

∣∣log Ω2(sK1
)− 2K−sK1

∣∣ ≲ log
(
ϵ−1
)
+ | log Ω2(sO)| ≲ log

(
ϵ−1
)
.

We also need to estimate the expression 2K−sK1
. This follows from an identical computation to that of sPK

as in (5.12), and one finds that

2K−sK1
= − |2K−|

8|B|2W2ωRN ϵ2
+O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
) = −1

2
b2−ϵ

−2 +O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
).

Since r(sK1
)

r−
∼ ϵ2, so that additional factors of log

(
r(sK1

)

r−

)
may be added, we arrive at

∣∣∣∣∣log
[
Ω2(sK1

)

(
r(sK1

)

r−

)1−Ψ2
i

]
+

1

2
b2−ϵ

−2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (6.33)

Finally, we rewrite (6.28) as
∣∣∣∣∣ dds log

[
Ω2(s)

(
r(s)

r−

)1−Ψ2
i

]∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
)−ṙ(s)
r(s)

.

Integrating this for s ∈ PK′, and using (6.33) to estimate the boundary term at s = sK1
, we find (6.29).

7 Construction of the sets Eη and E ′
η,σ for further quantitative estimates

So far, we have a description of the hairy black hole interior up to the region PK, where s ≈ (8|B|2W2ωRN ϵ
2)−1

and r(s) ≥ exp
(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
r−. These estimates hold for 0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ0, where ϵ0(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 is taken

sufficiently small, and δ0 is a fixed quantity determined by (6.1). In particular, up to this point, we have placed
no restriction on the value of ϵ, other than its smallness.

However, within the present article, to proceed further we will need to restrict attention to a smaller subset
of values of ϵ verifying a certain condition. We define the following important quantity:

Ψ :=
r2ϕ̇

−rṙ
= −r dϕ

dr
. (7.1)

20We need to extend from r(s) ≳ ϵ to r(s) ≳ ϵ2, but the proof still applies as we only needed | log(r/r−)| ≲ log
(
ϵ−1

).
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Then the precise condition on ϵ we shall use is that

|Ψi| := |Ψ(si)| ≥ η > 0, (†)

where si marks the end of the region PK, i.e. r(si) = e−δ0ϵ
−2

r−, and η > 0 is an arbitrary small constant. Before
using (†) to analyse the spacetime beyond PK in Section 8, we first quantitatively characterize the set of ϵ for
which a condition such as (†) holds. In light of Corollary 6.4, we are required to study the quantity Θ(ϵ) defined
in (5.31).

7.1 Improved estimates on Θ(ϵ)

From Proposition 4.5, Θ(ϵ) is identified to have the following dependence on ϵ:

Θ(ϵ) =
1

8|B|2W2ϵ2
+O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
). (7.2)

However, the O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
) error prevents us from having any quantitative control on quantities such as sin(Θ(ϵ)),

i.e. given only the above expression, for any fixed η > 0, if | · | denotes Lebesgue measure, the limiting density

lim sup
ϵ0→0

ϵ−1
0 |{ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0] : | sin(Θ(ϵ))| > η}|

could be arbitrarily small, or even vanish asymptotically.
To overcome this issue, we instead consider the quantity:

d

dϵ
Θ(ϵ) =

(
∂

∂ϵ
+
d sO(ϵ)

dϵ

∂

∂s

)(
|q0Ã|(s) · r2(s) ·

(
− d

ds
r2(s)

)−1

+ ωRNs

)
, (7.3)

where to make sense of the right hand side, we now interpret f(s) ∈ {r(s), log Ω2(s), Q(s), Ã(s), ϕ(s), ϕ̇(s)} as
(smooth) functions of ϵ as well as s.

Denoting the ϵ-derivatives by using a subscript, i.e. fϵ = ∂
∂ϵf , while still using ḟ = ∂

∂sf to denote s-derivatives,
we shall take an ϵ-derivative of the system (2.36)–(2.46) to find a system of linear evolution equations for the
quantities fϵ(s). For instance, the ϵ-derivative of (2.44) is

˙̃Aϵ = − Ω2

4r2

(
Qϵ +Q(log Ω2)ϵ −

2Qrϵ
r

)
,

while the corresponding evolution equations for the other linearized quantities are more complicated and will
not be written explicitly. We can also perform this linearization for the difference quantities

δϕϵ =
∂

∂ϵ
(ϕ(s)− ϕL(s)) , δϕ̇ϵ =

∂

∂s
δϕϵ.

Along with the evolution equations, one must pose data for the quantities fϵ(s) in the s→ −∞ limit. For this
purpose, one should return to the 1+1-dimensional formulation of the problem in the regular (U, V ) coordinates
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as in Section 2.3, and take the appropriate ϵ-derivatives there. The correct asymptotic data is

lim
s→−∞

rϵ(s) = 0, lim
s→−∞

Qϵ(s) = 0, lim
s→−∞

ϕϵ = 1, (7.4)

lim
s→−∞

(log Ω2)ϵ = lim
s→−∞

d

ds
(log Ω2)ϵ = 0, (7.5)

lim
s→−∞

Ω−2Ãϵ(s) = 0, (7.6)

lim
s→−∞

4Ω−2ṙϵ(s) =
2r+m

2ϵ

2K+
, (7.7)

lim
s→−∞

Ω−2ϕ̇ϵ = β+. (7.8)

The plan is now to use a similar procedure to Section 4 to find sufficiently strong estimates for the quantities
fϵ ∈ {rϵ, (log Ω2)ϵ, Qϵ, Ãϵ, ϕϵ} up to the late blue shift region LB, where we have nontrivial overlap with the
oscillatory region O, and compute d

dϵΘ(ϵ). The most crucial estimate will be to determine that ṙϵ is comparable
to ϵ.

Proposition 7.1. For s ∈ EB ∪ LB = {S ≤ s ≤ ∆Bϵ
−1}, there exists some constant DLE(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) such

that:

|ṙϵ|+ s−1|rϵ| ≤ DLEϵ, (7.9)∣∣∣∣ dds (log Ω2)ϵ

∣∣∣∣+ s−1|(log Ω2)ϵ| ≤ DLEϵs, (7.10)

|Ãϵ|+ s−1|Qϵ| ≤ DLEϵ, (7.11)

|ϕ̇ϵ|+ |ϕϵ| ≤ DLE , (7.12)

|δϕ̇ϵ|+ |δϕϵ| ≤ DLEϵ
2s. (7.13)

Furthermore, we have the more precise estimate for sO = 50slin ≤ s ≤ ∆Bϵ
−1:

∣∣−ṙϵ(s)− 8|B|2W2ωRNr−ϵ
∣∣ ≤ DLEϵ

3s. (7.14)

Corollary 7.2. Consider the expression (7.3). Then∣∣∣∣ ddϵΘ(ϵ) +
1

4|B|2W2ϵ3

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DLEϵ
−1 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (7.15)

Proof of Corollary 7.2 given Proposition 7.1. First consider the ∂
∂s derivative in (7.3). One checks from (2.40),

(2.44) and Proposition 4.5, that one has∣∣∣∣∣ ∂∂s
(
|q0Ã|(s) · r2(s) ·

(
− d

ds
r2(s)

)−1

+ ωRNs

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ−4 Ω2 · (1 + |ϕ|2) + |ωRN − |q0Ã|| ≲ ϵ2

where the final step follows from Ω2 ≲ ϵ100 at s = sO and Proposition 4.5. Hence even with the dsO
dϵ ∼ ϵ−1 factor

in front, this term contributes at worst O(ϵ) and can be ignored.
The main term (4|B|2W2ϵ3)−1 on the left hand side of (7.15) comes from taking the ϵ-derivative of
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(
− d

dsr
2(s)

)−1. Indeed, the expression that arises from this is

I = |q0Ã|(s) · r2(s) ·
(
− d

ds
r2(s)

)−2

· 2(rϵ(s)ṙ(s) + r(s)ṙϵ(s)).

Using Propositions 4.5 and 7.1, particularly (7.14), we can evaluate (note ṙ(s)rϵ(s) = O(ϵ3s) is treated as part
of the error):

I =
ωRNr

2
−

(8|B|2W2r2−ωRN ϵ2)2
· 2(−8|B|2W2ωRNr

2
−ϵ) +O(ϵ−1 log

(
ϵ−1
)
)

= − 1

4|B|2W2ϵ3
+O(ϵ−1 log

(
ϵ−1
)
).

Therefore, the ϵ-derivative on the left hand side of (7.15) can be evaluated using Proposition 7.1 as:

I + (|q0Ã|ϵ(s)r2(s) + 2|q0Ã|(s)r(s)rϵ(s)) ·
(
− d

ds
r2(s)

)−1

= − 1

4|B|2W2ϵ3
+O(ϵ−1 log

(
ϵ−1
)
),

completing the proof of the corollary.

Proof of Proposition 7.1. The first step will be to find the upper bounds. For this purpose, we will have to write out
the full linear system of ODEs, however, as mentioned previously, this would be cumbersome, and we therefore
only include upper bounds for |ḟϵ|, often using that r ∼ 1,−ṙ ≲ 1, |ϕ| ≲ ϵ, |ϕ̇| ≲ ϵ,Q ∼ 1 and Ã ≲ 1 within this
region. Differentiating (2.39)–(2.45) in ϵ, the appropriate inequalities and equations are:

|r̈ϵ| ≲ Ω2(|rϵ|+ |(log Ω2)ϵ|+ |Qϵ|) + (−ṙ)(|rϵ|+ |ṙϵ|) + Ω2|ϕϕϵ|, (7.16)∣∣∣∣ d2ds2 (log Ω2)ϵ

∣∣∣∣ ≲ Ω2(|rϵ|+ |(log Ω2)ϵ|+ |Qϵ|) + (−ṙ)(|rϵ|+ |ṙϵ|) + |Ã||ϕϕϵ|+ |ϕ̇ϕ̇ϵ|+ |Ãϵ||ϕ|2, (7.17)

|Q̇ϵ| ≲ (|Ãϵ|+ |Ãrϵ|)|ϕ|2 + |Ãϕϕϵ|, (7.18)

| ˙̃Aϵ| ≲ Ω2(|rϵ|+ |(log Ω2)ϵ|+ |Qϵ|), (7.19)

ϕ̈ϵ = −2ṙϕ̇ϵ
r

− q20Ã
2ϕϵ −

m2Ω2

4
ϕϵ + Jϕ, |Jϕ| ≲ |ṙϵ − ṙrϵ||ϕ̇|+ |Ãϵ||ϕ|+Ω2(log Ω2)ϵ|ϕ|. (7.20)

Note that, for the final equation (7.20), it is necessary to exactly keep the terms corresponding to ϕ being
a solution of the linear charged scalar wave equation. We now proceed through the regions R, N , EB and LB

exactly as in Section 4.

Step 1: The redshift region R = {−∞ < s ≤ −∆R}

In this region, we consider the following bootstrap assumptions, which hold in a neighborhood of s = −∞ by
the asymptotic data above:

|rϵ|+ |ṙϵ|+ |(log Ω2)ϵ|+ |Qϵ|+ |Ω−2Ãϵ| ≤ ϵ, (7.21)

|ϕϵ|+ |ϕ̇ϵ| ≤ 2. (7.22)

Note that by Proposition 4.1, we know already that −ṙ, |Ã| ≲ Ω2 and |ϕ|, |ϕ̇| ≲ ϵ, so given these bootstrap
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assumptions and the inequality (4.8) we may simply integrate up the equations (7.16)–(7.20) to get

|rϵ|+ |ṙϵ|+ |(log Ω2)ϵ|+
∣∣∣∣ dds (log Ω2)ϵ

∣∣∣∣+ |Qϵ|+ |Ω−2Ãϵ| ≲ ϵΩ2, (7.23)

|ϕϵ − 1|+ |ϕ̇ϵ| ≲ Ω2. (7.24)

(Recall that the asymptotic data for rϵ, ṙϵ, log Ω2
ϵ and Qϵ is 0.) Hence with a choice of ∆R large enough, the

bootstraps are easily improved.

Step 2: The no-shift region N = {−∆R ≤ s ≤ S}

Since we are integrating only in a finite s-region, the no-shift region is easily dealt with using Grönwall. To do
this, let Xϵ and Φϵ denote the tuples:

Xϵ =

(
rϵ, ṙϵ, (log Ω

2)ϵ,
d

ds
(log Ω2)ϵ, Qϵ, Ãϵ

)
, Φϵ = (ϕϵ, ϕ̇ϵ),

then in light of Proposition 4.2, the system (7.16)–(7.20) can be translated into

|Ẋϵ| ≲ |Xϵ|+ ϵ|Φϵ|, |Φ̇ϵ| ≲ |Φϵ|+ ϵ|Xϵ|.

Hence a straightforward use of Grönwall in the bounded s-region s ∈ [−∆R, S] yields

sup
s∈N

|Xϵ|(s) ≲ |Xϵ|(−∆R) + ϵ sup
s∈N

|Φϵ|(s) ≲ |Xϵ|(−∆R) + ϵ|Φϵ|(−∆R) + ϵ2 sup
s∈N

|Xϵ|(s)

So, for ϵ sufficiently small, we absorb the rightmost term into the left hand side, and repeat the argument for
Φϵ(s), to derive that

sup
s∈N

|Xϵ|(s) ≲ |Xϵ|(−∆R) + ϵ|Φϵ|(−∆R),

sup
s∈N

|Φϵ|(s) ≲ |Φϵ|(−∆R) + ϵ|Xϵ|(−∆R).

Inserting our bounds from the red-shift region R, there exists DNE(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) such that, for all s ∈ N ,

|Xϵ|(s) ≤ DNEϵ, |Φϵ|(s) ≤ DNE . (7.25)

Step 3: Upper bounds in the blue shift regions EB ∪ LB = {S ≤ s ≤ ∆Bϵ
−1}.

This step will be much simpler than the corresponding nonlinear estimates in Sections 4.2 and 4.3. We use the
bootstrap assumptions:

|ṙϵ| ≤ 10DNEϵ, (7.26)

|(log Ω2)ϵ| ≤ 10DNEϵs
3, (7.27)

|Qϵ| ≤ 10DNEϵs
2. (7.28)

Note that the first of these trivially implies |rϵ| ≤ 10DNEϵs. Then integration of (7.19) gives that |Ãϵ| ≲ DNEϵ.
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We next use these bootstraps to estimate ϕϵ and ϕ̇ϵ. Note that the expression Jϕ in (7.20) now obeys the
estimate |Jϕ| ≲ DNEϵ

2. We now follow the proof of Proposition 4.4 and consider the quantity

H(ϵ) = r4ϕ̇2ϵ + r4q20 |Ã|2ϕ2ϵ .

Completely analogously to before, one finds that

Ḣ(ϵ) ≲ Ω2H(ϵ) + |Jϕ||ϕ̇| ≲ Ω2H(ϵ) +DNEϵ
2
√
H(ϵ).

So, as ∫∆Bϵ−1

S
Ω2(s̃) ds̃ ≲ 1, one can apply Grönwall to the quantity

√
H(ϵ) to yield

√
H(ϵ)(s) ≲

√
H(ϵ)(S) +DNEϵ

2s ≲ |ϕϵ|(S) + |ϕ̇ϵ|(S) +DNEϵ
2s ≲ DNE .

Since H(ϵ) ∼ ϕ2ϵ + ϕ̇2ϵ , one gets the estimate (7.12).
The next step is to integrate (7.16). Note that, by Propositions 4.4 and 4.5, we have −ṙ ≲ max{Ω2, ϵ2},

|ϕ| ≲ ϵ and Ω2 ≲ e2K−s, so

|ṙϵ| ≤ DNEϵ+ CDNE

∫ ∆Bϵ−1

S

(e2K−s′s′3ϵ+ ϵ3s′) ds′ ≤ 2DNEϵ,

where C is a constant independent of ϵ and DNE . For the second inequality above, note that evaluating the
integral gives a quantity bounded by a multiple of ϵ(e2K−SS3 +∆2

B), hence the inequality follows for S chosen
sufficiently large and ∆B chosen sufficiently small. This improves (7.26) and in fact yields (7.9) after a further
integration.

The estimates (7.10) and (7.11) then follow from integration of (7.17), (7.18) and (7.19), and this also
improves the remaining two bootstrap assumptions.

Step 4: Precise bounds for the scalar field

We now move onto the estimate (7.13). Note that δϕϵ = ϕϵ − (ϕL)ϵ, but recall that since ϕL is the ex-
actly the solution to the linear charged wave equation in a Reissner-Nördstrom background having initial data
lims→−∞ ϕL = ϵ, it is clear that (ϕL)ϵ is exactly the solution to the linear charged wave equation in Reissner-
Nördstrom with lims→−∞(ϕL)ϵ(s) = 1. Namely, we have

(ϕ̈L)ϵ = −2ṙRN (ϕ̇L)ϵ
rRN

− q20Ã
2
RN (ϕL)ϵ −

m2Ω2
RN

4
(ϕL)ϵ.

Hence subtracting this equation from (7.20), and using both the estimates of Section 4 and earlier within the
proof of this proposition, one finds

δϕ̇ϵ = −2ṙδϕ̇ϵ
r

− q20Ã
2δϕ− m2Ω2

4
δϕϵ + Jϕ + J̃ϕ, (7.29)

where Jϕ is as in (7.20), J̃ϕ arises from taking the differences of r, ṙ, Ã,Ω2 from their Reissner-Nordström quan-

70



tities, and one gets the estimate

|Jϕ(s)|+ |J̃ϕ(s)| ≲

ϵ
2Ω2 for s ∈ R,

ϵ2 for s ∈ N ∪ EB ∪ LB.

We now proceed in the usual way using the quantity

H̃(ϵ) = r4|δϕ̇ϵ|2 + r4q20 |Ã|2|δϕϵ|2.

Then by using the equation (7.29), one finds that for all s ∈ R ∪N ∪ EB ∪ LB, we get

d

ds
H̃(ϵ) ≲ Ω2H̃(ϵ) + (|Jϕ|+ |J̃ϕ|)

√
H̃(ϵ).

Using now the fact that lims→−∞ H̃(ϵ)(s) = 0 and ∫∆Bϵ−1

−∞ Ω2 is uniformly bounded in ϵ, Grönwall applied to this
differential inequality gives: √

H̃(ϵ) ≲
∫ ∆Bϵ−1

−∞
(|Jϕ(s̃)|+ |J̃ϕ(s̃)|) ds̃ ≲ ϵ2s. (7.30)

This of course will yield the estimate (7.13). Note that by Corollary 2.4, one then has for s ∈ LB,

∣∣ϕϵ −BeiωRNs −Be−iωRNs
∣∣ ≲ ϵ2s, (7.31)∣∣∣ϕ̇ϵ − iωRNBe

iωRNs + iωRNBe
−iωRNs

∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2s. (7.32)

Step 5: The precise estimate for ṙϵ

We finally move to the estimate (7.14). We now use the differentiated version of the Raychaudhuri equation in
the convenient form (2.38). We see that using (7.9), (7.10) and (7.11) we can find

d

ds
(−ṙϵ)−

d

ds
log
(
Ω2
)
· (−ṙϵ) = 2r(ϕ̇ϕ̇ϵ + |Ã|2q20ϕϕϵ) + JΩ,

where the error JΩ satisfies |JΩ| ≲ ϵ3s.
Now we use (7.31), (7.32), alongside the estimates (4.35), (4.37), (4.42), to find further that

d

ds
(−ṙϵ)− 2K−(−ṙϵ) = 8|B|2ω2

RNr−ϵ+ JΩ + J̃Ω,

where |J̃Ω| ≲ ϵ3s. We now use a standard integrating factor to integrate between slin and s ∈ LB, yielding

−ṙϵ(s) = e2K−(s−slin)(−ṙϵ)(slin) +
∫ s

slin

e2K−(s−s′)(8|B|2ω2
RNr−ϵ+ JΩ(s

′) + J̃Ω(s
′)) ds′.

One may then simply compute the relevant integrals to find that∣∣∣∣−ṙϵ − 8|B|2ω2
RNr−ϵ

2K−

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ−1Ω2 + ϵ3s.

But for s ≥ sO, we know Ω2 ≲ ϵ100, and (7.14) follows immediately.
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7.2 The measure of the set Eη

We now use Proposition 7.1, or more precisely Corollary 7.2, to control the measure of the set of values of ϵ such
that condition (†) holds. Let ϵ0(M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 be such that the results of Section 6 hold for 0 < |ϵ| < ϵ0.
Then we have the following corollary:

Corollary 7.3. Let η > 0 be a sufficiently small constant. We define Eη to be the set of ϵ such that the hairy
black hole interior corresponding to ϕ = ϵ on H obeys the condition (†) at s = si:

Eη = {ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0) : |Ψi| ≥ η}. (7.33)

Then the set Eη is non-empty, has 0 as a limit point, and we have the following upper bound for the limiting
density of values of ϵ violating (†): there exists some constant K such that

lim sup
ϵ̃↓0

ϵ̃−1|(0, ϵ̃) \ Eη| ≤ KWη. (7.34)

Proof. Wewill estimate themeasure of the set Fη,ϵ̃ = (0, ϵ̃)\Eη = {ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ̃) : |Ψi| < η}. We first use Corollary 6.4
to change variable from ϵ to Θ̃ =Θ(ϵ). For ϵ0 and η sufficiently small,

|Fη,ϵ̃| =
∫ ϵ̃

0

1{|Ψi|<η} dϵ

≤
∫ ϵ̃

0

1{| sin(Θ(ϵ))|<
√
πWη} dϵ

=

∫ +∞

Θ(ϵ̃)

1{| sin Θ̃|<
√
πWη}

∣∣∣∣ ddϵΘ(ϵ)
∣∣∣
ϵ=Θ−1(Θ̃)

∣∣∣∣−1

dΘ̃.

We now apply Corollary 7.2 along with the previous estimate (7.2) for Θ(ϵ). This will yield:

d

dϵ
Θ(ϵ) = −4

√
2|B|WΘ(ϵ)3/2 +O(Θ1/2 logΘ). (7.35)

Combining with the above, we therefore see that

|Fη,ϵ̃| ≤
∫ +∞

Θ(ϵ̃)

1{| sin Θ̃|<
√
πWη}

1

4|B|W
Θ̃−3/2 dΘ̃.

To evaluate this integral, note that if η is taken sufficiently small, then the set {| sinΘ| <
√
πWη} is simply

a union of intervals of width 2
√
πWη + O(η2) and centered on the integer lattice πZ. So the integral is akin to

taking a discrete sum of the form∑+∞
n=Θ(ϵ̃)

η
n3/2 , multiplied by appropriate weights. Keeping only the weights |B|

and W which depend on the background parameters, we have

|Fη,ϵ̃| ≲ |B|−1 Θ(ϵ̃)−1/2η ≲ Wηϵ̃, (7.36)

using (7.2) again in the last step. This yields (7.34), and the remainder of the corollary follows easily.

Remark 7.1. Recalling Theorem 3.2, as well as studying the values of ϵ obeying (†), we also need to investigate
the measure of the set of values of ϵ obeying the ‘bounce’ condition η ≤ |Ψi| ≤ 1−σ or the ‘non-bounce’ condition
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|Ψi| ≥ 1 + σ. This can be done in the same way as the proof of Corollary 7.3.

8 Kasner regimes and bounces

Now, assuming the condition (†), i.e that ϵ lies in Eη as defined in Theorem 3.1, we will complete the proof of
Theorem 3.1. In particular, we claim there exists some ϵ0(η) > 0 depending on η as well as the usual parameters
M, e,Λ,m2, q0, such that if 0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ0 = ϵ0(η) and (†) holds, then our corresponding hairy black hole interior
contains a crushing spacelike singularity, with more quantitative Kasner-like asymptotics to follow.

Firstly, we briefly describe the expected dynamics between the end of the region PK and the eventual space-
like singularity at s = s∞. It turns out the intermediate dynamics will be highly sensitive to the value of Ψ(si),
often denoted as Ψi in the sequel, where Ψ(s) is given by (7.1).

Following the discussion of the introduction, particularly Section 1.5, if |Ψi| > 1, then the region PK′ ⊂ PK

(see Corollary 6.4) should already lie in a regime associated with positive Kasner exponents. For ϵ sufficiently
small, we will show that many of the estimates of Proposition 6.1 will persist all the way to the spacelike singu-
larity {s = s∞}, meaning a single (stable) Kasner-like regime.

On the other hand, if η ≤ |Ψi| < 1, then initially, the spacetime lies in a regime associated with one negative
and two positive Kasner exponents – known to be unstable in the cosmological setting. In this case, we shall
observe the aforementioned Kasner bounce phenomenon. In simplified terms, between s = si and s = s∞, the
quantity Ψ will invert from its initial value Ψi = Ψ(si) to a final value Ψf ≈ Ψ−1

i satisfying |Ψf | > 1. The
spacetime in turn evolves into a regime associated with positive Kasner exponents, which in turn persists up to
the singularity.

The cause and nature of such Kasner bounces, as well as why this allows for spacelike singularity formation,
will be the focus of this section. Denote by K the region {s ≥ si} = {s : r(s) ≤ e−δ0ϵ

−2

r−}. The section will be
organized as follows:

• In Section 8.1, we give further background into why we distinguish between |Ψ| < 1 and |Ψ| > 1, and
hence the need to study Kasner bounces. We will also introduce new renormalized quantities and the
equations that they obey.

• In Section 8.2, we state the main Proposition 8.1 regarding the quantity Ψ in the region K. We then state
the main bootstrap assumptions used in this proof, and prove some preliminary results used in the proof
of Proposition 8.1.

• In Section 8.3, we provide the proof of Proposition 8.1. This will entail a detailed estimate for all the error
terms involved in deriving an ODE of the form (1.33). Once completed, this proof shows that the spacetime
will exist up to a spacelike singularity at some s = s∞ with r(s∞) = 0.

• In Section 8.4, we apply our results regarding Ψ in Proposition 8.1 to find quantitative estimates on geo-
metric quantities such as Ω2. This will be crucial in showing quantitative closeness to Kasner spacetimes in
Section 9.
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8.1 Background on Kasner bounces

In this section, we briefly explore the important role played by the quantity Ψ, and the differing evolutionary
dynamics that occur when |Ψi| = |Ψ(si)| is greater than or less than 1. The two key equations are the evolution
equation (2.40) for−rṙ and the Raychaudhuri equation (2.36). It will be useful to rewrite (2.36) as an evolution
equation for log(Ω2/(−ṙ)

), and express the first term on the right hand side in terms of the quantity Ψ:

d

ds
log

(
Ω2

−ṙ

)
=
ṙ

r
Ψ2 +

r2

rṙ
|Ã|2q20 |ϕ|2. (8.1)

Supposing for now that the rightmost term is integrable and small, one sees that the value of Ψ2 determines
the leading order behavior of Ω2 in r. Letting α2 = inf Ψ2 and β2 = supΨ2 in our region of interest, integrating
(8.1) gives:

Clowerr
β2

≤ Ω2

−ṙ
≤ Cupperr

α2

. (8.2)

For this heuristic discussion, it is only important to note that Clower and Cupper are independent or r, indeed the
important feature will be the powers of r.

In light of (8.2), we turn to the evolution equation for −rṙ(s) written above. Inside a region such as K where
r is small, one expects that the dominant term on the right hand side is the term Q2Ω2

4r2 , and (8.2) will yield upper
and lower bounds of the form:

−Clowerr
β2−2ṙ ≲ − d

ds
(−rṙ) ≲ −Cupperr

α2−2ṙ. (8.3)

Integrating this expression, and ignoring the degenerate case where α or β are equal to 1, we have

|rβ
2−1(s)− rβ

2−1(si)| ≲ rṙ(s)− rṙ(si) ≲ |rα
2−1(s)− rα

2−1(si)|. (8.4)

We can therefore make two observations:

• If β < 1, then |r(s)β2−1 − r(si)
β2−1| is unbounded as r(s) → 0, which suggests that −rṙ is unbounded.

In fact, since this suggests rṙ(s) will at some point become positive, we have somehow exited the trapped
region. So something must have gone wrong, either in our a priori assumptions or in assuming that β < 1.
In our context, we shall show the latter issue arises; there must be a ‘bounce’ which forces β ≥ 1.

• If α > 1, then |r(s)α2−1 − r(si)
α2−1| is bounded by a multiple of r(si)α2−1, which in our case has order of

magnitude O(e−(α−1)δ0ϵ
−2

) ≪ −rṙ(si). So −rṙ changes little from its value at s = si. The insight is that
if Ψ(si) > 1 initially, then there is a hope of closing estimates in a bootstrap argument, such that −rṙ only
changes by this extremely small quantity, and thus allows for formation of a spacelike singularity.

In what follows, we formalize these observations in a quantitativemanner, in order to obtainmore quantitative
information on the behavior of spacetime, both in cases when a bounce occurs, and when it does not.

8.2 The bootstraps, preliminary estimates and statement of Proposition 8.1

In this section, we state and initiate the proof of Proposition 8.1. As well as asserting the eventual formation of
an r = 0 spacelike singularity, the key content of this proposition is that we can control the quantity Ψ(s) via
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a certain nonlinear ODE – which, as we show in Section 8.4, in turn allows us to control the other geometric
quantities including Ω2(s).

Proposition 8.1. Fix some η ∈ R with 0 < η < min{ 1
2W, 14}. Then there exists some ϵ0(η) > 0 depending on η

as well as the usual parametersM, e,Λ,m2, q0, such that if both

0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ0(η) and |Ψi| := |Ψ(si)| ≥ η, (∗)

then the solution of the system (2.36)–(2.46) exists in the interval s ∈ (−∞, s∞), with si < s∞ < +∞ and
r(s) → 0 as s→ s∞. In fact, for s ∈ K = {s ≥ si : r(s) > 0}, one obtains the following bounds on −rṙ(s).

−rṙ(s) ≥ 2|B|2W2r2−ωRNη
2ϵ2, −rṙ(s) ≤ 8|B|2W2r2−ωRN ϵ

2. (8.5)

Regarding the quantity Ψ defined in (7.1), there exists some constant DK(η,M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0, a real
number α = α(ϵ) and a function F(s) satisfying:

|α−Ψi| ≤ DK exp
(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
, |F(s)| ≤ DK exp

(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
r(s) = DKr−e

−δ0ϵ
−2−R,

where we define R = log(r−/r(s)), so that Ψ = Ψ(R) satisfies the following ODE in the region K:

dΨ

dR
= −Ψ(Ψ− α)

(
Ψ− 1

α

)
+ F . (8.6)

Finally, one has the following upper and lower bounds for |Ψ(s)| for s ∈ K:

min{|Ψi|, |Ψ−1
i |} −DKe

−δ0ϵ
−2

≤ |Ψ(s)| ≤ max{|Ψi|, |Ψ−1
i |}+DKe

−δ0ϵ
−2

. (8.7)

Remark. We use the same notationDK = DK(η,M, e,Λ,m2, q0) > 0 throughout the various lemmas and propo-
sitions of Section 8. Note that it is possible to track the dependence of DK , and any constants implied by the
notation ≲, on η, and thereby strengthen the result from having a fixed η in (∗) to allowing η = η(ϵ) to decay as
ϵ→ 0, for instance η = ϵ0.01. However, for the purpose of simpler exposition, we do not pursue that here.

The proof of Proposition 8.1 will be broken into several lemmas in Sections 8.2 and 8.3. We first list the three
main bootstrap assumptions of the region K:

|Ψ| ≤ 4η−1, (K1)

−rṙ(s) ≥ |B|2W2r2−ωRNη
2ϵ2, (K2)

|Q∞|
2

≤ |Q(s)| ≤ 2|Q∞|. (K3)

Here, Q∞ = Q∞(M, e,Λ) ̸= 0 is defined in (5.13); by Lemma 5.7, Q∞ lies strictly between e/2 and e. In light
of Proposition 6.1 and Corollary 6.4, these bootstrap assumptions hold in a neighborhood of s = si.

In the remainder of Section 8.2, we state and prove two preliminary lemmas, the first of which provides
estimates for the Maxwell quantities Ã(s) and Q(s), as well as the scalar field ϕ(s). The second lemma then
produces a crucial lower bound for |Ψ| as well as a useful preliminary upper bound on Ω2(s).

Lemma 8.2. Assuming the bootstraps (K1), (K2), (K3), we have the following preliminary estimates on ϕ as
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well as the Maxwell quantities Q and Ã:

|ϕ(s)| ≤ 2η−1 log

(
8|B|2W2r2−ϵ

2

r2(s)

)
, (8.8)

|Q(s)−Q(si)| ≤ DK exp
(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
, (8.9)

||q0Ã|(s)− ωRN | ≤ DKϵ
2. (8.10)

In particular, using (8.9), we immediately improve the bootstrap assumption (K3).

Lemma 8.3. Assuming the bootstraps (K1), (K2), (K3), we have the following upper bound on−rṙ and estimate
on r2ϕ̇ which we use to get a corresponding lower bound on |Ψ|:

−rṙ(s) ≤ 4|B|2W2ωRNr
2
−ϵ

2 +DKϵ
4 log

(
ϵ−1
)
, (8.11)

∣∣∣∣∣ r2ϕ̇(s)r2ϕ̇(si)
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ DK exp
(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
, (8.12)

|Ψ| ≥ η −DK exp
(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
. (8.13)

In particular, Ψ will never vanish, and thus never change sign, in the region K. Moreover, we have the following
initial upper bound for Ω2(s):

Ω2

−ṙ
(s) ≤ Ω2

−ṙ
(si) ≤ exp

(
−50δ0ϵ

−2
)
. (8.14)

Proof of Lemma 8.2. To prove the preliminary bound on ϕ, recall that we may rewrite Ψ as −r dϕdr . So we use
(K1) as follows:

|ϕ(s)− ϕ(si)| ≤
∫ r(si)

r(s)

|Ψ(r)|
r

dr ≤ 4η−1 log

(
r(si)

r(s)

)
≤ 2η−1 log

(
r2(si)

r2(s)

)
. (8.15)

But, from (6.24) in Corollary 6.4,

|ϕ(si)| ≤
2

π
CY K(ϵ)W−1 log

(
r2−ϵ

2

ξKr2(si)

)
+|c1CJK(ϵ)|+ |c2CY K(ϵ)| ≤ 2η−1 log

(
8|B|2W2r2−ϵ

2

r2(si)

)
. (8.16)

In the second step, we used |CY K(ϵ)|, |CJK(ϵ)| ≤
√
πW from Propositions 5.5 and 6.1, as well as η < 1

2W and the
definition (6.7). In particular, r(si) = e−δ0ϵ

−2 is small enough that the contribution of |c1CJK(ϵ)| + |c2CY K(ϵ)|

is negligible. Combining the two inequalities (8.15) and (8.16) will clearly yield (8.8).
For the gauge field Ã(s), we use the following trick: For s ∈ K, we have r(s) ≤ exp

(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
r− ≤

min

{
|Q∞|

8 , 1

2
√

|Λ|

}
, and |m2r2|ϕ|2| < 1 via (8.8), so

Ω2

4
− Ω2Q2

4r2
− Ω2r2

4
(m2|ϕ|2 + Λ) ≤ −Ω2Q2

8r2
.

Thus, (2.40) tells us that −rṙ(s) is decreasing in K, and one further has a bound on the integral
∫ s

si

Q2Ω2

4r2
(s̃) ds̃ ≤ −2rṙ(si). (8.17)
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Hence, using the lower bound of (K3) once more, the equation (2.44) yields

|q0Ã(s)− q0Ã(si)| ≤
∫ s

si

|Q|Ω2

4r2
(s̃) ds̃ ≤ 2

|Q∞|

∫ s

si

Q2Ω2

4r2
(s̃) ds̃ ≤ −4rṙ(si)

|Q∞|
. (8.18)

Thus, (6.3) and (6.4) of Proposition 6.1 allows one to deduce (8.10).
To close the estimate on Q, we simply integrate (2.43):

|Q(s)−Q(si)| ≤
∫ s

si

q20 |Ã|r2|ϕ|2(s̃) ds̃ ≲
∫ s

si

r2(s̃) log2
(
8|B|2W2r2−ϵ

2

r2(s̃)

)
ds̃. (8.19)

But in the region K, where r(s) ≤ e−δ0ϵ
−2

r− and the interval of integration has length |s− si| = O(ϵ−2e−2δ0ϵ
−2

)

by (K2), it is straightforward to determine (8.9) and improve the bootstrap (K3).

Proof of Lemma 8.3. The first estimate (8.11) is immediate by monotonicity. Indeed, as argued in the proof of
Lemma 8.2, the quantity −rṙ(s) is decreasing in s. So the estimate (6.3) evaluated at s = si yields (8.11).

For the lower bound on |Ψ|, we first produce the estimate (8.12) regarding r2ϕ̇. Using the monotonicity of
−Ω−2ṙ(s) from the Raychaudhuri equation (2.36), and Proposition 6.1, we first find the preliminary estimate

Ω2

−ṙ
(s) ≤ Ω2

−ṙ
(si) ≤

Ω2r(si)

−rṙ(si)
≲ exp

(
−50δ0ϵ

−2
)
· ϵ−2 exp

(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
≲ exp

(
−50δ0ϵ

−2
)
. (8.20)

This is (8.14), and we use this together with (8.11) and the conclusions of Lemma 8.2 to yield from (2.46)∣∣∣∣ dds (r2ϕ̇)(s)
∣∣∣∣ ≲ exp

(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
· r(s) log

(
8|B|2W2r2−ϵ

2

r2(s)

)
≲ ϵ2 exp

(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
. (8.21)

Integrating this up, and using once again that the interval of integration has length bounded by
O(ϵ−2e−2δ0ϵ

−2

), we therefore find that

|r2ϕ̇(s)− r2ϕ̇(si)| ≲ exp
(
−3δ0ϵ

−2
)
. (8.22)

Finally, since |Ψ(si)| ≥ η and −rṙ(si) is bounded below using (5.18), we have |r2ϕ̇(si)| = −rṙ(si) · |Ψ(si)| ≳ ϵ2.
Combining this with (8.22) we obtain (8.12).

Therefore, for ϵ sufficiently small, we see that

|Ψ(s)| = −rṙ(si)
−rṙ(s)

· r
2ϕ̇(s)

r2ϕ̇(si)
· |Ψ(si)| ≥ η −DK exp

(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
. (8.23)

Here, we used (8.12) and that −rṙ(s) is decreasing for s ∈ K, as well as the original assumption (∗).

8.3 The dynamical system for Ψ and the proof of Proposition 8.1

In this section, we complete the proof of Proposition 8.1. The main step will be to find the ODE (8.6). For this
purpose, we start with a lemma concerning the first and second derivatives of Ψ with respect to the timelike
variable r.
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Lemma 8.4. Assume that the bootstraps (K1), (K2), (K3) hold. If E is defined such that

dΨ

dr
= Ψ

1

−rṙ
Ω2

−4ṙ

(
1− Q2

r2
−m2r2|ϕ|2 − r2Λ

)
+ E , (8.24)

then we have the following estimates in the region s ∈ K:

|E| ≤ DK exp
(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
· r,

∣∣∣∣dEdr
∣∣∣∣ ≤ DK exp

(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
· r−1. (8.25)

For the second derivative, if the error term F1 is defined such that

d2Ψ

dr2
− 2Ψ−1

(
dΨ

dr

)2

− Ψ2 − 2

r

dΨ

dr
= F1, (8.26)

then for s ∈ K, the expression F1 satisfies the following bound:

F1 ≤ DK exp
(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
r−1. (8.27)

Proof of Lemma 8.4. Assuming the bootstraps, the conclusions of Lemmas 8.2 and 8.3 will hold. In light of (2.40)
and (2.46), differentiating Ψ in the variable r one yields:

dΨ

dr
=

1

ṙ

dΨ

ds
= Ψ

1

−rṙ
Ω2

−4ṙ

(
1− Q2

r2
−m2r2|ϕ|2 − r2Λ

)
+ E , (8.28)

where the error E is given by

E :=
1

−rṙ
d

dr
(r2ϕ̇) =

1

−rṙ

(
q20 |Ã|2r3ϕ

−rṙ
+
m2Ω2r2ϕ

−4ṙ

)
. (8.29)

We seek the estimates (8.25). Using Lemmas 8.2 and 8.3 together with (K2), it is straightforward to get

|E| ≲ ϵ−4r3 log

(
ϵ2

ξ∗r2

)
+ exp

(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
ϵ−2r2 log

(
ϵ2

ξ∗r2

)
≲ exp

(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
r. (8.30)

For the derivative estimate in (8.25), we simply differentiate the expression (8.29) term by term. This is rather
cumbersome, and we simplify the exposition by merely considering the new multiplicative factors that arise
when differentiating the various terms, noting that it is most crucial to keep track of the additional powers of
r−1 that arise:

(i) Differentiating (−rṙ)−1 in r will yield an extra multiplicative factor of

Ω2

−4ṙ

1

−rṙ

(
Q2

r2
+m2r2|ϕ|2 + r2Λ− 1

)
.

Since Q ̸= 0, this will contribute a multiplicative factor of r−2. Note that though one could fear that
additional powers of ϵ−1 will appear (e.g. in the −rṙ appearing in the denominator), these will be negated
by the smallness of Ω2

−ṙ , see (8.14).
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(ii) Differentiating Ã in r will introduce a similar factor of

QΩ2

−4r2ṙ

which we treat in exactly the same way as (i).

(iii) Differentiating ϕ in r simply yields
dϕ

dr
= −Ψr−1,

so that in light of bootstrap (K1) providing an upper bound on |Ψ|, differentiating this term contributes
only one power of r−1.

(iv) Differentiating the Ω2

4ṙ in the second term of (8.29) introduces, by the Raychaudhuri equation (8.1), an
extra multiplicative factor of

r

ṙ2
(|ϕ̇|2 + q20 |Ã|2ϕ2) =

Ψ2

r
+
r3q20 |Ã|2ϕ2

(−rṙ)2
≤ Ψ2

r
+ 1,

where we used the bootstrap (K2) and Lemma 8.2. So differentiating this term contributes at worst one
power of r−1.

(v) Finally, differentiating any powers of r that arise in (8.29) will trivially only lose one power of r.

From (i)–(v) we get the estimate (8.25).
Due to (8.25), (8.8), (8.14) and the bootstrap assumptions, (8.24) yields the upper bound∣∣∣∣dΨdr

∣∣∣∣ ≤ DK exp
(
−50δ0ϵ

−2
)
r−2 +DK exp

(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
r ≤ DK exp

(
−5δ0ϵ

−2
)
r−2. (8.31)

We now treat the second derivative. We differentiate the expression (8.24) again in r, and find

d2Ψ

dr2
= Ψ−1

(
2
dΨ

dr
− E

)(
dΨ

dr
− E

)
+

(
dΨ

dr
− E

)(
Ψ2

r
+

r

ṙ2
q20 |Ã|2ϕ2

)
(8.32)

+

(
dΨ

dr
− E

)
d

dr
log

∣∣∣∣1− Q2

r2
−m2r2ϕ2 − r2Λ

∣∣∣∣+ dE
dr
.

To explain the derivation of the equation (8.32), we take (8.24), subtract E from both sides, take a logarithm,
and then finally differentiate, to write

d

dr
log

∣∣∣∣dΨdr − E
∣∣∣∣ = d

dr

(
log |Ψ| − log(−rṙ) + log

(
Ω2

−4ṙ

)
+ log

∣∣∣∣1− Q2

r2
−m2r2ϕ2 − r2Λ

∣∣∣∣) ,
from which (8.32) follows after using the usual evolution equations (2.40) and (8.1).

We nowwish to recover the ODE (8.26) along with (8.27) i.e. we just need to show that all error terms present
within (8.32) are bounded by exp

(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
r−1. This is mostly straightforward by (8.25) and (8.31), with the

most complicated term being the one involving the log.
Firstly, using (8.31) and (8.25) as well as the lower bound (8.13) for |Ψ|, we see that∣∣∣∣∣Ψ−1

(
2
dΨ

dr
− E

)(
dΨ

dr
− E

)
− 2Ψ−1

(
dΨ

dr

)2
∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ exp

(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
r−1. (8.33)
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Next, note that by (8.11), (8.8) and (8.10), the expression involving ϕ2 can be bounded by

r

ṙ2
q20 |Ã|2ϕ2 ≲ ϵ−4r3 log

(
r−1
)
≤ exp

(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
r2 ≤ exp

(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
r,

from which we may also deduce∣∣∣∣(dΨdr − E
)(

Ψ2

r
+

r

ṙ2
q20 |Ã|2ϕ2

)
− Ψ2

r

dΨ

dr

∣∣∣∣ ≲ exp
(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
r−1. (8.34)

We now move onto the more tedious term involving d
dr log(· · ·). Computing the derivative using the system

of equations (2.36)–(2.46) one eventually finds

d

dr
log

∣∣∣∣1− Q2

r2
−m2r2ϕ2 − r2Λ

∣∣∣∣ = −2

r

1− f

1− g
,

where the expressions f and g are given by

f =
r3

Q2

(
−QÃq

2
0ϕ

2

−ṙ
+m2rϕ2 −m2rϕΨ+ rΛ

)
,

g =
r2

Q2
· (1−m2r2ϕ2 − r2Λ).

Using the bootstraps along with Lemmas 8.2 and 8.3, it is straightforward to deduce that |f |+ |g| ≲ r2. The
conclusion of this computation is therefore that∣∣∣∣ ddr log

∣∣∣∣1− Q2

r2
−m2r2ϕ2

∣∣∣∣+ 2

r

∣∣∣∣ ≲ r, (8.35)

which along with (8.31) and (8.25) finally yields the required estimate∣∣∣∣(dΨdr − E
)
d

dr
log

∣∣∣∣1− Q2

r2
−m2r2ϕ2

∣∣∣∣+ 2

r

dΨ

dr

∣∣∣∣ ≲ exp
(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
r−1. (8.36)

The desired equation (8.26) is then found by combining the identity (8.32) with the estimates (8.33), (8.34),
(8.36) and (8.25) to get the required error term F1 satisfying (8.27).

We have now finished all the preparation for the proof of Proposition 8.1. Before turning to the actual proof
below, we first give a brief sketch for the benefit of the reader. After changing variables to R = log(r−/r(s)),
we may integrate up the second-order ODE (8.26) to derive a first-order ODE of a similar form to (8.6). More
precisely, one finds an equation of the form

−r dΨ
dr

=
dΨ

dR
= −Ψ(Ψ2 −KΨ+ 1) + error, (8.37)

where the expression K appearing here is a constant of integration. By evaluating (8.37) at s = si we find that
K ≈ Ψi +Ψ−1

i .
We treat (8.37) as a one-dimensional dynamical system for the unknown Ψ = Ψ(R), and consider what

happens as r → 0, i.e. R→ +∞. Assuming the error to be negligible, the dynamical system (8.37) will prohibit
Ψ from growing too large – in particular allowing us to improve the bootstrap (K1). This, in turn, will allow us
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to improve the bootstrap (K2) due to the definition of Ψ and the upper bound on r2ϕ̇ from (8.12). Recall also
that bootstrap (K3) has already been improved in Lemma 8.2.

Having improved all the bootstraps, the lower bound (K2) allows us to continue the solution all the way to
some s = s∞ with r(s∞) = 0. To obtain (8.6), we again integrate up the second-order ODE (8.26), but by
determining the constant of integration K teleologically at R = +∞ (i.e. r → 0), we get the precise bound for
the error term F as in Proposition 8.1.

Finally, some soft arguments using known upper and lower bounds for |Ψ| will allow us to determine that
K ≥ 2, so that, writing K = α + α−1, we get the required ODE (8.6). The remaining assertions are then
straightforward. We now make this argument precise.

Proof of Proposition 8.1. Performing the change of variables R = log(r−/r(s)) = log r− − log r(s) on (8.26), one
finds the ODE

d2Ψ

dR2
− 2Ψ−1

(
dΨ

dR

)2

+ (Ψ2 − 1)
dΨ

dR
= r2F1. (8.38)

Multiplying by the integrating factor Ψ−2, we write the left hand side as a total derivative:

d

dR

(
Ψ−2 dΨ

dR
+Ψ+

1

Ψ

)
= Ψ−2r2F1. (8.39)

Due to (8.13) and (8.27), the right hand side of (8.39) can be bounded by 4DKη
−2 exp

(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
r ≤

exp
(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
e−R. So this error is integrable as R→ +∞, and we proceed by integrating up (8.39).

For now, we can only integrate (8.39) in a finite bootstrap region; for R0 > Ri := log(r−/r(si)) = δ0ϵ
−2

lying in our bootstrap region, there exists a constant of integration KR0
and an error term FR0

(R), such that,
for R ∈ [Ri, R0], the following holds:

Ψ−2 dΨ

dR
+Ψ−KR0

+
1

Ψ
= FR0

(R). (8.40)

The choice of KR0 is made such that FR0(R0) = 0 and hence from the aforementioned bound on F1, one has
FR0

(R) ≤ exp
(
−δ0ϵ−2

)
e−R. We also rewrite the above in the form

dΨ

dR
= −Ψ(Ψ2 −KR0

Ψ+ 1) + Ψ2FR0
. (8.41)

In order to proceed, we must estimate the constant of integration KR0 . For this purpose, we evaluate (8.40)
at R = Ri, and then apply Proposition 6.1 ((6.2) specifically). This proposition, together with (8.24), will give∣∣∣∣Ψ−2 dΨ

dR
(Ri)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ exp
(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
,

so that, when evaluating (8.40) at R = Ri, one finds the estimate∣∣∣∣KR0 −Ψi −
1

Ψi

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2 exp
(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
. (8.42)

In particular, for ϵ chosen sufficiently small one can get the key upper bound |KR0
| ≤ 5

3η
−1. Here we used

the estimate (6.26) at s = si in Corollary 6.4 and that we chose η ≤ min{ 1
2W, 14}, as well as π− 1

2 < 2
3 . We

can use this to improve the bootstraps (K1) and (K2). We first improve the upper bound (K1) on |Ψ|; we prove
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|Ψ| ≤ 5
3η

−1. Without loss of generality, suppose that Ψ, and hence KR0 , are positive for s ∈ K, and suppose for
contradiction that sups∈K Ψ > 5

3η
−1.

So we may choose R1 to be R1 = inf{R > Ri : Ψ(R) = 5
3η

−1}. This trivially implies that dΨ
dR (R1) ≥ 0.

However, looking at (8.41) for any R0 ≥ R1 we get

dΨ

dR
(R1) = −

(
5
3η

−1
)2 ( 5

3η
−1 −KR0

)
− 5

3η
−1 +Ψ2FR0(R1) < 0,

where the final step follows from KR0
≤ 5

3η
−1 and Ψ2|FR0

(R1)| ≤ Ψ2 exp
(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
≤ η−1 for ϵ small. This is a

contradiction, and thus ensures that sups∈K |Ψ(s)| ≤ 5
3η

−1. This improves the bootstrap (K1).
For the remaining bootstrap (K2), we combine the above with the estimate (8.12). To be precise, we have

−rṙ(s) = −rṙ(si) ·
Ψ(si)

Ψ(s)
· r

2ϕ̇(s)

r2ϕ̇(si)
≥ 3

5
η2 · (−rṙ(si)) ·

r2ϕ̇(s)

r2ϕ̇(si)
. (8.43)

Thus, upon using Proposition 6.1 and (8.12), one finds (with DK made larger if necessary) the lower bound

−rṙ(s) ≥ 3

5
η2 · [4|B|2W2ωRNr

2
−ϵ

2 −DKϵ
4 log

(
ϵ−1
)
], (8.44)

which clearly improves (K2) for ϵ sufficiently small. So the bootstrap argument is complete, and in light of (8.44),
we conclude that the spacetime extends all the way to r = 0, i.e. R = +∞.

To find the final one-dimensional dynamical system (8.6) we require a argument involving taking limits.
Consider the identity (8.40); another consequence is that for R0 > R1 ≥ Ri,

|KR0 −KR1 | = |FR0(R1)| ≤ e−δ0ϵ
−2

e−R1 .

In particular, if (Rn)n∈N is a sequence with Rn → +∞, then the sequence (KRn
)n∈N is Cauchy, and the limit

is independent of the sequence taken. So there exists some K ∈ R such that KR → K as R → +∞, which by
(8.42) also satisfies

|K −Ψi −Ψ−1
i | ≤ 2 exp

(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
. (8.45)

Hence we may take the limit in equation (8.41) where we fix R and take R0 → +∞. We find that there will
exist some function F with Ψ2FR0(R) → F(R) as R0 → +∞, also satisfying |F| ≤ DKe

−δ0ϵ
−2

e−R, such that
one has

dΨ

dR
= −Ψ(Ψ2 −KΨ+ 1) + F . (8.46)

By construction, K has the same sign as Ψ(s) in K. We argue now that |K| ≥ 2. Suppose otherwise that
|K| < 2, which implies that Ψ2 −KΨ+ 1 is bounded below by a positive constant β. Then (8.46) implies that

d|Ψ|
dR

≤ −β|Ψ|+ |F|.

We then apply Grönwall’s inequality, finding that

|Ψ(R)| ≤ e−β(R−R∗)|Ψ(R∗)|+
∫ R

R∗
e−β(R−R̃)|F(R̃)| dR̃ R→+∞−−−−−→ 0.
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But this is a contradiction to the lower bound (8.13)! Hence |K| ≥ 2, and we may write K = α+ α−1 for some
α ∈ R. By |K| ≤ 5

3η
−1, it is clear that |α| ≤ 5

3η
−1 also. From (8.45), we can deduce that

|(α−Ψi)(α−Ψ−1
i )| ≲ exp

(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
η−1 ≲ exp

(
−2δ0ϵ

−2
)
,

so, interchanging α ↔ α−1 if necessary, we may choose α accordingly such that |α − Ψi| ≲ exp
(
−δ0ϵ−2

) as
required. Therefore, we have arrived at the ODE (8.6).

For the final statement in Proposition 8.1, note that the upper bound follows from rather straightforward
analysis of this ODE, while the lower bound arises from a straightforward modification from the proof of (8.13)
in Lemma 8.3.

8.4 Geometric features of the region K in the bounce case |Ψi| < 1

In this section, we make use of Proposition 8.1 to derive more quantitative information regarding the quantities
r(s) and Ω2(s) in the region s ∈ K, focusing for now on the interesting case where |Ψi| < 1 and there is a Kasner
bounce. In particular, we will estimate the value of r(s) where the bounce occurs, and bound Ω2(s) in such a
way that we can infer quantitative closeness to Kasner-like spacetimes before and after the bounce.

To make precise statements about the closeness of these regions to Kasner-like geometries, we will have to
assume further that Ψi, and therefore the quantities α and α−1 of Proposition 8.1, are bounded strictly away
from 1 in absolute value, where several important quantities will begin to degenerate21.

So, for this section, we strengthen the condition (∗) to the following assumption on Ψi, any 0 < σ < 1/4:

η ≤ |Ψi| ≤ 1− σ. (∗∗)

In light of Corollary 7.3, or more precisely the remark following it, the assumption (∗∗) is not vacuous; for η
sufficiently small and any choice of σ ∈

(
0, 14

), there are certainly arbitrarily small ϵ such that (∗∗) is satisfied,
and in fact the measure of this set of ϵ is controlled, as claimed in Theorem 3.2.

Assuming (∗∗), we make precise the region of spacetime where the bounce occurs in the following lemma.

Lemma 8.5. Given n ∈ N with n ≥ 2, there exists ϵ0(n, η, σ) > 0 such that if 0 < |ϵ| < ϵ0(n, η, σ) and the
assumption (∗∗) holds, then for any z > 0 such that z ∈ [|α|+ ϵn, |α|−1 − ϵn], there exists a unique sz ∈ K such
that |Ψ(sz)| = z. For this domain of z, the function z 7→ sz is increasing, smooth and invertible, we may define
the inversion interval Kn

bo to be {sin(ϵ) ≤ s ≤ sout(ϵ)} with |Ψ(sin)| = (|α|+ ϵn) and |Ψ(sout)| = (|α|−1 − ϵn).
Moreover there exists a constant DI(M, e,Λ,m2, q0, η, σ, n) > 0 depending on η and σ as well as the usual

parametersM, e,Λ,m2, q0 such that we have the following for all s ∈ Kn
bo:∣∣∣∣∣ϵ2 · log r−

r(s)
−

b−2
−

2(1− α2)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ DIϵ
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (8.47)

Remark. The idea is that Lemma 8.5 identifies precisely the region where the quantity Ψ transitions from hav-
ing absolute value smaller than 1 to having absolute value greater than 1, and that this transition occurs en-
tirely within a region where log

(
r−
r(s)

)
is of size ∼ ϵ−2, but the log

(
r−
r(s)

)
-difference within the region is only

21Assuming the Kasner correspondence of Section 1.5, having |α| = 1 would imply a spacetime of Kasner exponents 0, 1/2 and 1/2, which
already begins to display degenerate features in the BKL picture, see Section 1.5.
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O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
).

In what follows, we will, for the most part, take n = 2 and define Kbo := Kn=2
bo .

Proof. We shall prove Lemma 8.5 in three steps:

• First, we show using equations (8.1) and (2.40) that when log
(

r−
r(s)

)
≤ 1

2b
−2
− ϵ−2(1−α2)−1 −O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
),

we still have −rṙ(s) ≈ −rṙ(si) and Ψ(s) ≈ Ψi ≈ α.

• Next we show using the same equations, that conversely, once we proceed to log
(

r−
r(s)

)
≥ 1

2b
−2
− ϵ−2(1 −

α2)−1 + O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
), we must have that Ψ(s) ≥ |α| + ϵn, hence identifying an s = sin(ϵ) which which

satisfies (8.47).

• Now applying Proposition 8.1, particularly the ODE (8.6), we deduce that dΨ
dR is positive and bounded

strictly away from 0 for |Ψ| ∈ [|α| + ϵn, |α−1| − ϵn]. Using this, we then show that one proceeds from
|Ψ| = |α|+ ϵn to |Ψ| = |α|−1 − ϵn in an R-interval of length O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
), thus proving (8.47) for s ∈ Kbo,

as well as the remaining assertions of the lemma.

For ease of notation we suppose, without loss of generality, that Ψ, α > 0 in this proof.
By (8.7), we know that, Ψ ≥ α− ϵ2 in K. Therefore, one has from (8.1) that

d

ds
log

[
Ω2(s)

−ṙ

(
r(s)

r−

)−(α−ϵ2)2
]
≤ d

ds
log

(
Ω2(s)

−ṙ(s)

)
− ṙ

r
Ψ2 ≤ 0.

So Ω2

−ṙ (s)
(

r(s)
r−

)−(α−ϵ2)2

is decreasing. But by Corollary 6.4, specifically (6.29), and |α − Ψi| ≲ ϵ2 log
(
ϵ−1
), as

well as the fact that 1
|ṙ(si)| ≲ r(si) · ϵ−2 ≲ exp

(
2 log

(
ϵ−1
)), we have

Ω2

−ṙ
(s)

(
r(s)

r−

)−(α−ϵ2)2

≤ Ω2

−ṙ
(si)

(
r(si)

r−

)−(α−ϵ2)2

≤ exp

(
−1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

)
· exp

(
DK log

(
ϵ−1
))
. (8.48)

Furthermore we used that, because Ψ2
i − (α− ϵ2)2 = O(ϵ2), one has ( r(si)r−

)Ψ
2
i−(α−ϵ2)2 ≲ eO(ϵ−2)·O(ϵ2) ≲ 1.

We now use this upper bound when integrating the equation (2.40). Due to Lemma 8.2, we can use the
following estimate for the integral of the right hand side of (2.40):

| − rṙ(s) + rṙ(si)| ≤
∫ s

si

Q2
∞Ω2(s̃)

2r2(s̃)
ds̃+

∫ s

si

Ω2(s̃)r2(s̃)

4
(|Λ|+m2|ϕ|2) ds̃+

∫ s

si

Ω2(s̃)

4
ds̃

≲
∫ r(si)

r(s)

Ω2

−ṙ
1

r2
dr

≲ exp

(
−1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

)
· exp

(
DK log

(
ϵ−1
)) ∫ r(si)

r(s)

·
(
r

r−

)(α−ϵ2)2−2

dr

≲

(
r−
r(s)

)1−(α−ϵ2)2

· exp
(
−1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

)
· exp

(
DK log

(
ϵ−1
))
.

Here, the last step follows as 1 − (α − ϵ2)2 ≥ σ > 0 for sufficiently small ϵ depending on σ. If
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r(s)
r−

≥ exp
(
(1− α2)−1

(
− 1

2b
−2
− ϵ−2 + (DK + 6n) log

(
ϵ−1
))), then one finds

(
r−
r(s)

)1−(α−ϵ2)2

≤ exp

(
−1− (α− ϵ2)2

1− α2

(
−1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2 + (DK + 6n) log

(
ϵ−1
)))

≲ ϵ6n · exp
(
1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

)
· exp

(
−DK log

(
ϵ−1
))
.

Putting this in the above one sees that | − rṙ(s) + rṙ(si)| ≲ ϵ6n, or∣∣∣∣ −rṙ(s)−rṙ(si)
− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ6n−2.

But −rṙ(s) changing little from its initial value means that Ψ(s) also changes little from its initial value; to see
this use also (8.12), which combined with the above implies |Ψ(s)−Ψi| ≲ ϵ6n−2. As |α−Ψi| ≲ e−δ0ϵ

−2 , we thus
know that for log r(s) ≥ − 1

2 (1 − α2)−1b−2
− ϵ−2 + O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
) as specified, we have not yet entered the regime

Kbo.
On the other hand, we show that for sin = sup{s ∈ K : Ψ(s) ≤ α + ϵn}, we must have log r(sin) ≥

− 1
2 (1 − α2)−1b−2

− ϵ−2 − O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
). For this purpose, we use the Raychaudhuri equation (8.1) to see that, for

si ≤ s ≤ sin, one has

d

ds
log

[
Ω2(s)

−ṙ

(
r(s)

r−

)−(α+ϵn)2
]
≥ d

ds
log

(
Ω2(s)

−ṙ(s)

)
− ṙ

r
Ψ2 ≥ − r2

−rṙ
|Ã|2q20 |ϕ|2.

Since r(s) ≤ e−δ0ϵ
−2

r− for s ∈ K, one sees using Proposition 8.1 and Lemma 8.2 that the integral of the right
hand side is bounded below by − log 2, say. Therefore a similar application of Corollary 6.4 will yield that

Ω2

−ṙ

(
r(s)

r−

)−(α+ϵn)2

≥ 1

2
exp

(
−1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

)
· exp

(
−DK log

(
ϵ−1
))
.

One now again integrates the equation (2.40), or more precisely (8.17), getting now the upper bound

| − rṙ(s) + rṙ(si)| ≥
∫ s

si

Q2Ω2(s̃)

8r2(s̃)
ds̃ ≳

∫ r(si)

r(s)

Ω2

−ṙ
1

r2
dr

≳ exp

(
−1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

)
· exp

(
−DK log

(
ϵ−1
)) ∫ r(si)

r(s)

(
r

r−

)(α+ϵn)2−2

dr

≳

(
r−
r(s)

)1−(α+ϵn)2

· exp
(
−1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

)
· exp

(
−DK log

(
ϵ−1
))
.

But by Proposition 8.1, we always have ϵ2 ≲ −rṙ ≲ ϵ2, so that

(
r(s)

r−

)1−(α+ϵn)2

≳ exp

(
−1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

)
· exp

(
(2−DK) log

(
ϵ−1
))
.

Hence we do indeed find that for si ≤ s ≤ sin, we must have log(r(s)/r−) ≥ − 1
2 (1−α

2)−1b−2
− ϵ−2−O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
)

as claimed. This identifies s = sin obeying (8.47).
The remainder of this proof then proceeds entirely using the ODE (8.6), which for R = log

(
r−
r(s)

)
we record
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again here as
dΨ

dR
= −Ψ(Ψ− α)(Ψ− α−1) + F , |F(R)| ≤ DKe

−δ0ϵ
−2−R. (8.49)

We have identified Rin = R(sin) =
1
2 (1 − α2)−1b−2

− ϵ−2 + O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
) such that Ψ(Rin) = α + ϵn. We want to

use that α is an unstable fixed point and α−1 a stable fixed point of this one-dimensional dynamical system.
Note that for Ψ(s) ∈ [α+ ϵn, α−1 − ϵn], one knows that (i) Ψ ≥ η, and (ii) α−1 − 1 ≥ 1−α ≥ σ−O(e−δ0ϵ

−2

),
so we absorb the error term F and quantify the stability and instability of the fixed points to find

d

dR
(Ψ− α) ≥ ησ

2
(Ψ− α) if Ψ ∈ [α+ ϵn, 1], (8.50)

d

dR
(α−1 −Ψ) ≤ −σ

2
(α−1 −Ψ) if Ψ ∈ [1, α−1 − ϵn]. (8.51)

In particular, dΨ
dR > 0 as long as Ψ ∈ [α + ϵn, α−1 − ϵn]. From (8.50), one finds that Ψ − α proceeds from

ϵn to 1 − α in O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
) time in R, and from (8.51) that α−1 − Ψ proceeds from α−1 − 1 to ϵn also in

O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
) time in R. Therefore defining Rout to be the minimal R such that Ψ(Rout) = α−1 − ϵn, one finds

Rout = Rin +O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
) = 1

2 (1− α2)−1b−2
− ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
) also.

Finally, since dΨ
dR ≥ 1

2ϵ
nησ > 0 when Ψ ∈ [α+ ϵn, α−1 − ϵn], we have that, upon entering this region of Ψ, it

is impossible to return, and the remaining claims of the lemma are immediate.

9 Quantitative Kasner-like asymptotics

Let us recapitulate the various regions so far:

1. In Section 6, we worked in the Proto-Kasner region PK = {sPK ≤ s ≤ si} = {2|B|Wϵ ≥ r
r−

≥ e−δ0ϵ
−2}.

We now also define the restricted region PK′ = {sK1
≤ s ≤ si} = {2|B|Wϵ2 ≥ r

r−
≥ e−δ0ϵ

−2}.

2. In Section 8, we have worked in the Kasner region K = {si ≤ s < s∞} = {0 < r
r−

≤ e−δ0ϵ
−2} and showed

that lims→s∞ r(s) = 0.

In what follows, we prove quantitative estimates on the “Kasner-like behavior” of the metric; for this, we will first
have to restrict PK to its aforementioned subset PK′ on which r ≳ ϵ2 (recall that r(sK1

) = 2|B|Wr−ϵ
2). While

in the previous sections, the analysis was so far oblivious to the absence/presence of a Kasner bounce, we will
now also be obliged to distinguish both cases and treat them differently.

As we will soon show, the “No Kasner bounce” condition will be that, for some 0 < σ < 1,

|Ψ(si)| ≥ 1 + σ, (∗∗∗)

whereas the “Kasner bounce” condition will be that, for some 0 < σ < 1 and η > 0,

η ≤ |Ψ(si)| ≤ 1− σ. (∗∗)

We note that even combining (∗∗∗) and (∗∗) does not cover the range of Ψ(si) included in (∗). In particular, we
do not say anything further in the case where Ψ(si) = 1. In each of these two cases, we will further sub-divide
PK ∪ K as follows:
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i. If the “No Kasner bounce” condition (∗∗∗) is satisfied, we define the first Kasner region by

K1 = PK′ ∪ K. (9.1)

Because there is no bounce in that case, we show indeed that the metric is close to a single Kasner spacetime
on the whole of K1 = PK′ ∪ K in Theorem 9.1.

ii. If the “Kasner bounce” condition (∗∗) is satisfied, we define the first Kasner region by

K1 = {sK1 ≤ s ≤ sin} ⊃ PK′, (9.2)

where sin ∈ K will be defined shortly. We also define

Kbo = {sin ≤ s ≤ sout} (9.3)

to be the Kasner bounce region, and
K2 = {sout ≤ s < s∞} (9.4)

to be the second Kasner region, where sin, sout ∈ K given by Lemma 8.5 (applied to n = 2) are defined
such that (8.47) is satisfied on Kbo. Because of the Kasner bounce, we show that the metric is close to a first
Kasner spacetime in K1, and close to a second, different Kasner spacetime in K2 in Theorem 9.2. By (8.47),
the transition region Kbo will be shown to be small in an appropriate sense.

We now state the two main theorems of this section, Theorem 9.1 and 9.2.

Theorem 9.1. Let (r,Ω2, ϕ,Q, Ã) be a solution to the system (2.36)–(2.46), which, by Proposition 6.1, exists
at least up to the value s = si =

b−2
− ϵ−2

4|K−| + O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
) at which r(s) = e−δ0ϵ

−2

r− (see Proposition 4.5 for a
definition of b−). Suppose that for some given 0 < σ < 1, (∗∗∗) is satisfied.

Then there exists some ϵ0(M, e,Λ,m2, q0, σ) > 0, such that, if 0 < |ϵ| < ϵ0, then there exists some s∞ > si

such that the solution of (2.36)–(2.46) exists for s ∈ (−∞, s∞) with lims→s∞ r(s) = 0.
Furthermore, we have the following Kasner-like asymptotics: denote sK1

such that r(sK1
) = 2|B|Wϵ2r−, then

in the region K1 = {sK1
≤ s < s∞}, one may write the metric in the following form, where α is as determined

in Proposition 8.1:

g = −dτ2 + X1 · (1 + EX,1(τ)) τ
2(α2−1)

α2+3 dt2 +R1 · (1 + ER,1(τ)) r
2
−τ

4
α2+3 dσS2 . (9.5)

Here, X1 andR1 are constants, and EX,1(τ) and ER,1(τ) are small functions of τ satisfying the following bounds
for β = min{ 1

2 , 1− α2}

∣∣∣∣logX1 +
α2 + 1

α2 + 3
b−2
− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣logR1 −
1

α2 + 3
b−2
− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CK log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (9.6)

|EX,1(τ)|+ |ER,1(τ)| ≤ CKϵ
2 ·
(

τ

τ(sK1
)

) 2β

α2+3

. (9.7)

Hence, the spacetime corresponds to a Kasner-like spacetime, in the sense of (1.16), with Kasner exponents
p1 = α2−1

α2+3 , p2 = p3 = 2
α2+3 .
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Theorem 9.2. Let (r,Ω2, ϕ,Q, Ã) be a solution to the system (2.36)–(2.46), which by Proposition 8.1 exists at
least up to the value s = si =

b−2
− ϵ−2

4|K−| +O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
) at which r(s) = e−δ0ϵ

−2

r−. Suppose that for given η > 0 and
0 < σ < 1, (∗∗) is satisfied.

Then there exists some ϵ0(M, e,Λ,m2, q0, η, σ) > 0, such that, if 0 < |ϵ| < ϵ0, then there exists some s∞ > si

such that the solution of (2.36)–(2.46) exists for s ∈ (−∞, s∞) with lims→s∞ r(s) = 0. We further single out two
different regions with Kasner-like asymptotics, between which there is an intermediate region where the Kasner
bounce occurs. Letting sK1

be such that r(sK1
) = 2|B|Wϵ2r−, we define the following three regions:

K1 = {sK1
≤ s ≤ sin}, Kbo = {sin ≤ s ≤ sout}, K2 = {sout ≤ s ≤ s∞}.

We will describe Kasner-like asymptotics for the two regions K1 and K2.
In the region K1, one writes the metric in the following form, for α as in Proposition 8.1:

g = −dτ2 + X1 · (1 + EX,1(τ)) (τ − τ0)
2(α2−1)

α2+3 dt2 +R1 · (1 + ER,1(τ)) r
2
−(τ − τ0)

4
α2+3 dσS2 . (9.8)

Here τ0 > 0, X1 and R1 are constants, and EX,1(τ) and ER,1(τ) are functions of τ satisfying∣∣∣∣logX1 +
α2 + 1

α2 + 3
b−2
− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣logR1 −
1

α2 + 3
b−2
− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CK log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (9.9)

|EX,1(τ)|+ |ER,1(τ)| ≤ CKϵ
2. (9.10)

On the other hand, in the region K2, one instead has the following form for the metric

g = −dτ2 + X2 · (1 + EX,2(τ)) τ
2(1−α2)

1+3α2 dt2 +R2 · (1 + ER,2(τ)) r
2
−τ

4α2

1+3α2 dσS2 . (9.11)

The constants X2 and R2 are constants, and the functions EX,2(τ) and ER,2(τ) now satisfying the following
bounds for β = min{ 1

2 , 1− α2}

∣∣∣∣logX2 +
1 + α−2

1 + 3α2
b−2
− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣logR2 −
1

1 + 3α2
b−2
− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CK log
(
ϵ−1
)
, (9.12)

|EX,2(τ)|+ |ER,2(τ)| ≤ CKϵ
2 ·
(

τ

τ(sout)

) 2β

α−2+3

. (9.13)

One sees that the spacetime exhibits a Kasner bounce from the Kasner-like region K1 (in the sense of (1.16))
with Kasner exponents of p1 = α2−1

α2+3 , p2 = p3 = 2
α2+3 to another Kasner-like region K2 with exponents of

p1 = 1−α2

1+3α2 , p2 = p3 = 2α2

1+3α2 . We further provide the following estimates regarding the proper time length of
the regions K2 and Kbo. For K2, the proper time τ from the singularity varies between 0 and τ(sout), obeying∣∣∣∣log τ(sout)− 1

2

α−2 + 1

1− α2
· b−2

− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CK log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (9.14)

On the other hand, we have the following (non-sharp) upper bound for the size of Kbo = [sin, sout], where the
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proper time variable τ = τ(s) satisfies dτ
ds = −Ω(s)

2 .

0 ≤ τ(sin)− τ(sout) ≤ exp

(
−
b−2
− ϵ−2

1− α2

)
· exp

(
CK log

(
ϵ−1
))
. (9.15)

9.1 Asymptotics for Ψ near the {r = 0} singularity

The first step in proving that the {r = 0} singularity has Kasner-like asymptotics relies on showing that Ψ tends
to the appropriate constant α or α−1 sufficiently quickly near the singularity. The aim will be to show that
Ψ = α+O(( r

r−
)β) or Ψ = α−1 +O(( r

r−
)β) for some positive exponent β > 0.

After the usual change of coordinates r = e−R r−, this translates to showing that Ψ decays exponentially to α
or α−1 in the variable R. For this purpose, we shall need to use the ODE (8.6) from Proposition 8.1. By standard
dynamical systems theory, one expects that Ψ tends towards its stable fixed point at an exponential rate. We
quantify this in the following lemma:

Lemma 9.3. Fix constants 0 < σ, η < 1
2 . For all α ∈ R satisfying 1 + σ ≤ |α| ≤ η−1, consider the following ODE

for the function Ψ = Ψ(R):

dΨ

dR
= −Ψ(Ψ− α)(Ψ− α−1) + F(R), |F(R)| ≤ e−R. (9.16)

Define β = min{ 1
2 , α

2 − 1} ≥ σ. Then there exists some ν0 = ν0(σ, η) > 0 such that, for all |ν| < ν0 and R∗

satisfying both
|Ψ(R∗)− α| ≤ ν2 and e−R∗ ≤ ν2, (9.17)

one finds that, for R ≥ R∗, Ψ(R) decays to α at the following exponential rate

|Ψ(R)− α| ≤ 8ν2e−β(R−R∗). (9.18)

The above lemma will be applied with ν ∼ ϵn or ν ∼ e−
δ0
2 ϵ−2 in what follows.

Proof. We use a bootstrap argument along with Grönwall’s inequality. We take the bootstrap assumption to be
the desired estimate (9.18). Assuming this holds in some bootstrap region, we have

Ψ(Ψ− α−1) ≥ α2 − 1− |2α− α−1| · 8ν2e−β(R−R∗).

Therefore, for R and R̃ in the bootstrap region, one computes that, for ν small enough,

−
∫ R

R̃

Ψ(R′)(Ψ(R′)− α−1) dR′ ≤ −(α2 − 1)(R− R̃) + β−1|2α− α−1| · 8ν2e−β(R̃−R∗)

≤ −β(R− R̃) + log 2.

Hence, after finding from (9.16) the differential inequality

d

dR
|Ψ− α| ≤ −Ψ(Ψ− α−1)|Ψ− α|+ e−R,
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one uses Grönwall to deduce that

|Ψ(R)− α| ≤ 2ν2e−β(R−R∗) +

∫ R

R∗

2e−R̃e−β(R−R̃) dR̃ ≤ 2(ν2 + (1− β)−1e−R∗)e−β(R−R∗).

So taking into account the second assumption of (9.17) and β ≤ 1/2, we improve the bootstrap assumption
(9.18). So this estimate is true for all R ≥ R∗.

9.2 First case: absence of Kasner bounce

In this subsection, assuming that (∗∗∗) holds, we prove the quantitative Kasner asymptotics in the region K1 =

{sK1
≤ s < s∞}. The essential ingredient is the following lemma:

Lemma 9.4. Consider a solution (r,Ω2, ϕ,Q, Ã) to the system (2.36)–(2.46) as in Proposition 8.1. Assuming
also (∗∗∗), one finds that there exists some Y1 > 0 satisfying, for sK1 ≤ s < s∞:

∣∣∣∣∣log
(
Ω2

−ṙ

(
r

r−

)−α2)
(s)− logY1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ D1ϵ
2

(
r(s)

r−

)β

, (9.19)

with Y1 satisfying ∣∣∣∣logY1 +
1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ D1 · log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (9.20)

Furthermore, one may find a constant Z1 > 0 such that

|−rṙ(s)−Z1| ≤ D1ϵ
4

(
r(s)

r−

)β

, (9.21)

with Z1 satisfying ∣∣Z1 − 4|B|2W2ωRNr
2
−ϵ

2
∣∣ ≤ D1 · ϵ4 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (9.22)

Proof. We will use the Raychaudhuri equation (8.1). In light of Lemma 9.3, it is preferable to change variables
once again, now to the R-coordinate:

d

dR
log

(
Ω2

−ṙ

)
= −Ψ2 − r4q20Ã

2ϕ2

(−rṙ)2
. (9.23)

Proposition 8.1 and Lemma 8.2 tell us that the second term on the right hand side of this expression is
O(ϵ−4e−4RR2). Adding α2 to both sides and using that Ψ is bounded, we have∣∣∣∣ ddR log

(
Ω2

−ṙ

)
+ α2

∣∣∣∣ ≲ |Ψ− α|+ ϵ−4e−4RR2. (9.24)

The crucial observation is that the right-hand side will be integrable (and with small integral) in the region K1.
Indeed, we claim that if RK1 = − log

(
rK1

r−

)
= − log

(
2|B|Wϵ2

), then for RK1 ≤ R < +∞, we have

∫ +∞

R

|Ψ(R̃)− α| dR̃+

∫ +∞

R

ϵ−4e−4R̃R̃2 dR̃ ≲ ϵ2e−βR. (9.25)

The bound for the latter integral follows by straightforward calculus, using also β < 1/2 and e−R ≤ e−RK1 ∼

ϵ2 to get the correct dependence on ϵ. For the former integral, we proceed in two steps; first we use Lemma 9.3
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to deal with the region K, then use Corollary 6.4 to handle the remaining part PK ∩ K1.
Note that, for the region K, where we have access to the ODE (8.6), we have the bound |Ψ(Ri)−α| ≲ e−δ0ϵ

−2

from Proposition 8.1. Hence, by Lemma 9.3 with ν2∼e−δ0ϵ
−2 , we know that, for R ≥ Ri, we have |Ψ − α| ≲

e−δ0ϵ
−2

e−β(R−Ri). Thus, for R ≥ Ri, one has
∫ +∞

R

|Ψ(R̃)− α| dR̃ ≲ e−δ0ϵ
−2

e−β(R−Ri) ≲ e−(1−β)δ0ϵ
−2

e−βR.

The last line here follows from the definition Ri = δ0ϵ
−2. The smallness of the expression e−(1−β)δ0ϵ

−2 thus
proves (9.25) for R ≥ Ri.

For the remaining portion R ∈ [RK1
, Ri], we use Corollary 6.4. The point is that, in this region, we have

|Ψ− α| ≤ |Ψ−Ψi|+ |Ψi − α| ≲ e−2R log
(
ϵ−1
)
+ e−δ0ϵ

−2 . Therefore, one finds that

∫ Ri

R

|Ψ(R̃)− α| dR̃ ≲ e−2R log
(
ϵ−1
)
+ e−δ0ϵ

−2

Ri ≲ ϵ2e−βR.

(We also note here that (3.23) follows straightforwardly from the |Ψ− α| estimates here.)
So we have proved the estimate (9.25). From (9.24), this shows that the expression

log

(
Ω2

−ṙ

)
+ α2R = log

(
Ω2

−ṙ

(
r

r−

)−α2)
(9.26)

indeed has a finite limit logY1 as R→ ∞, and moreover satisfies the estimate (9.19).
We next estimate the constant logY1. To do this, we evaluate (9.19) at r = rK1

i.e. s = sK1
and use the

estimate (6.29) from Corollary 6.4. As | log r(sK1)|, | log(−ṙ(sK1))| = O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
) here, we find that

∣∣∣∣logY1 +
1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≲ log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (9.27)

Finally, we show the estimate (9.21) by considering the equation (2.40) after changing variables to r; Propo-
sitions 6.1 and 8.1 and then the now-known (9.19) tell us that for s ∈ K1, we have

∣∣∣∣ ddr (−rṙ)
∣∣∣∣ ≲ Ω2

−r2ṙ
≲ Y1 ·

(
r

r−

)α2−2

.

Integrating this expression then yields (9.21) – of course it is essential here that α2 − 1 ≥ σ
2 > 0, and we have

the smallness (9.27) for the expression Y1.

9.3 Second case: presence of a Kasner bounce

Assuming instead that (∗∗) holds, Proposition 8.1 and Lemma 8.5 (for n = 2) show that the spacetime must
exhibit a Kasner bounce. We proceed to show that if we define K1 and K2 as in (9.2), (9.4), there are Kasner-like
asymptotics in both regimes. As in Section 9.2, we first find the precise asymptotics for the lapse Ω2, as well as
−ṙ.

9.3.1 The pre-bounce Kasner regime

We start to look at the region K1 (pre-bounce regime).
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Lemma 9.5. Consider a solution (r,Ω2, ϕ,Q, Ã) to the system (2.36)–(2.40) as in Proposition 8.1. Assuming
now the condition (∗∗) on the value of Ψ at s = si, there will exist some Y1 satisfying, for sK1 ≤ s ≤ sin,∣∣∣∣∣log

(
Ω2

−ṙ

(
r

r−

)−α2)
(s)− logY1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ D1ϵ
2, (9.28)

with Y1 satisfying ∣∣∣∣logY1 +
1

2
b−2
− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≲ log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (9.29)

Furthermore, one may find a constant Z1 > 0 such that

|−rṙ(s)−Z1| ≤ D1ϵ
4, (9.30)

with Z1 satisfying ∣∣Z1 − 4|B|2W2ωRNr
2
−ϵ

2
∣∣ ≲ ϵ4 log

(
ϵ−1
)
. (9.31)

Proof. We follow a similar template to the proof of Lemma 9.4, though unlike in that case, we do not need ( r
r−

)β

decay rates. In particular, we are able to integrate from R = RK1
rather than backwards from R = +∞. Using

the same Raychaudhuri equation (9.23), we need to prove the analogue of (9.25), i.e. for R ≥ RK1 ,∫ R

RK1

|Ψ(R̃)− α| dR̃+

∫ R

RK1

ϵ−4e−4R̃R̃2 dR̃ ≲ ϵ2. (9.32)

As in Lemma 9.4, the latter integral is straightforward, and we focus on the former. Following Corollary
6.4 and Proposition 8.1, we know that for s ∈ PK′ = PK ∩ K1, where R ∈ [RK1

, Ri], we have |Ψ(R) − α| ≤

|Ψ(R)−Ψi|+ |Ψi − α| ≲ e−2R log
(
ϵ−1
)
+ e−δ0ϵ

−2 . So we know as before that

∫ Ri

RK1

|Ψ(R̃)− α| dR̃ ≲ ϵ2. (9.33)

On the other hand, when integrating betweenRi andRin,Ψ is growing away from α exponentially as opposed
to exponentially decaying, so we need a new tactic. The key observation is that following the definition of Rin

from Lemma 8.5 for n = 2, we know a priori that |Ψ(R) − α| ≤ ϵ2 when R ∈ [Ri, Rin]. The same lemma also
tells us that |Ri −RK1

| ≲ ϵ−2, so these two observations combined tell us that ∫ Rin

Ri
|Ψ(R̃)− α| dR̃ ≲ 1.

This is not quite the claimed estimate (9.32). To improve the O(1) bound to O(ϵ2), we apply Lemma 8.5 with
n = 4. Defining R′

in to instead be the unique R > Ri with |Ψ(R′
in) − α| = ϵ4, we find that, for R ∈ [R′

in, Rin],
we have |Ψ(R) − α| ≤ e

ησ
2 (R−Rin)ϵ2. This is because, within this region, (8.50) holds and may be “integrated

backwards” from R = Rin. Furthermore, for R ∈ [Ri, R
′
in], we know a priori that |Ψ(R)− α| ≤ ϵ4. So

∫ Rin

Ri

|Ψ(R̃)− α| dR̃ ≤
∫ R′

in

Ri

ϵ4 dR̃+

∫ Rin

R′
in

e
ησ
2 (R̃−Rin)ϵ2 dR̃ ≲ ϵ2. (9.34)

Combining this with (9.33) yields the desired (9.32). The estimate (9.28) then follows exactly as in the proof
of (9.19), as does the estimate (9.29) on Y1.

For the estimate (9.30), let us define Z1 as −rṙ(si). By Proposition 6.1, it is easy to integrate (2.40) and
deduce (9.30) in the region s ∈ [sK1

, si]. The difficulty lies in showing (9.30) in the region s ∈ [si, sin], not least
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because −rṙ is expected to change value during the inversion process.
What helps us here is that −rṙ is approximately inversely proportional to the quantity Ψ, given that r2ϕ̇ =

−rṙ ·Ψ is approximately constant. To be quantitatively precise, we combine the estimate (8.12) with the trivial
a priori observation that

∣∣∣Ψ(s)
Ψi

− 1
∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 for s ∈ [si, sin] to get

∣∣∣∣ −rṙ(s)−rṙ(si)
− 1

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣Ψ(si)

Ψ(s)
· r

2ϕ̇(s)

r2ϕ̇(si)
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2. (9.35)

Since −rṙ(si) ∼ ϵ2, the estimate (9.30) follows immediately.

9.3.2 The post-bounce Kasner regime

Finally, we consider the post-bounce regime, i.e. the region K2 = {sout ≤ s < s∞}.

Lemma 9.6. Consider a solution (r,Ω2, ϕ,Q, Ã) to the system (2.36)–(2.40) as in Proposition 8.1. Assuming the
condition (∗∗) on the value of Ψ at s = si, then for sout ≤ s ≤ s∞, there exists some constant Y2 such that∣∣∣∣∣log

(
Ω2

−ṙ

(
r

r−

)−α−2)
(s)− logY2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ D2ϵ
2 ·
(

r(s)

r(sout)

)β

, (9.36)

with Y2 > 0 satisfying ∣∣∣∣logY2 −
1

2
α−2b−2

− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ D2 · log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (9.37)

Here β = min{α−2 − 1, 12}. One may also find a constant Z2 > 0 with |Z2| ∼ ϵ2 such that, in the same region,

|−rṙ(s)−Z2| ≤ D2ϵ
4 ·
(

r(s)

r(sout)

)β

. (9.38)

Proof. We again begin the proof of (9.36) by using the Raychaudhuri equation (9.23). In this case, this equation
alongside Proposition 8.1 will tell us that∣∣∣∣ ddR log

(
Ω2

−ṙ

)
− α−2

∣∣∣∣ ≲ |Ψ(R)− α−1|+ ϵ−4e−4RR2. (9.39)

To estimate |Ψ − α−1| in (9.39), we apply Lemma 9.3 with R∗ = Rout, ν = ϵ and α replaced by α−1

[note that α−1 > 1 + σ > 0 assuming (∗∗)]. The lemma thus tells us that, for ϵ chosen sufficiently small, we
have |Ψ − α−1| ≤ 8ϵ2e−β(R−Rout) for all R ≥ Rout. Hence, using that R ≥ Rout ≳ ϵ−2 which in turn yields
ϵ−4e−4RR2 ≲ e−βRϵ2, the inequality (9.39) implies that

∣∣∣∣∣ ddR log

(
Ω2

−ṙ

(
r

r−

)α−2)∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2e−β(R−Rout).

As the right hand side is integrable, Ω2

−ṙ

(
r
r−

)α−2

has a well defined limit Y2 as R→ +∞, and we obtain (9.36).
For (9.38), we will not estimate −rṙ(s) directly but instead use Ψ and r2ϕ̇ = −rṙ · Ψ. We already have

|Ψ− α−1| ≲ ϵ2e−β(R−Rout), while we integrate (2.46) backwards from R = +∞ to find that

|r2ϕ̇(s)− lim
s̃→s∞

r2ϕ̇(s̃)| ≲
∫ s∞

s

r2|ϕ|(s̃) + Ω2r2|ϕ|(s̃) ds̃ ≲
∫ r(s)

0

r3|ϕ|
−rṙ

+
Ω2

−ṙ
r2|ϕ| dr.
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Using Proposition 8.1 and that Ω2

−ṙ is monotonically decreasing in s and thus uniformly small (see e.g. (8.14)),
it is straightforward to find that defining P2 = lims→s∞ r2ϕ̇(s) ∼ ϵ2, one (easily, since the RHS is O(r4−)) has

|r2ϕ̇(s)− P2| ≲ ϵ4e−β(R−Rout). (9.40)

Combining this with the aforementioned |Ψ− α−1| ≲ ϵ2e−β(R−Rout), we deduce (9.38) for Z2 = αP2.
Finally, we provide the estimate (9.37) for logY2. Note that (9.39) is valid in the whole region K = {Ri ≤

R < +∞}, so that, in particular, we may integrate in the interval R ∈ [Rin,+∞) to find
∣∣∣∣∣logY2 − log

(
Ω2

−ṙ

(
r

r−

)−α−2)
(Rin)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 +

∫ Rout

Rin

|Ψ(R)− α−1| dR. (9.41)

We now compare this to the estimate (9.28) evaluated at R = Rin. As we are changing the exponent from
α−2 to α2, we generate an extra term on the left hand side:

∣∣logY2 − logY1 − (α−2 − α2)Rin

∣∣ ≲ ϵ2 +

∫ Rout

Rin

|Ψ(R)− α−1| dR. (9.42)

Now we appeal to Lemma 8.5. By this lemma, we know that |Rout −Rin| ≲ log
(
ϵ−1
), so the integral on the RHS

is O(log
(
ϵ−1
)
). Using also (8.47) to estimate Rin and the estimate (9.27) for logY1, we find that

∣∣∣∣logY2 −
1

2
α−2b−2

− ϵ−2

∣∣∣∣ ≲ log
(
ϵ−1
)
. (9.43)

This completes the proof of the lemma.

9.4 Kasner-like asymptotics in synchronous coordinates in both cases

To complete the proofs of Theorems 9.1 and 9.2, we simply need to use the estimates of Lemmas 9.4, 9.5 and 9.6
to put the metric g in the Kasner-like form stated. The following lemma will justify the change of coordinates.

Lemma 9.7. Let (M, g) be a spherically symmetric spacetime with metric (2.1). Defining the coordinates s =

u+ v, t = v− u, suppose further that T = ∂t =
1
2 (∂v − ∂u) is a Killing field for the metric, i.e. r(s) and Ω2(s) are

functions of s, and that we are in a trapped region with ṙ(s) < 0.
Suppose that for some interval J ⊂ R, there exist constants Y,Z > 0 and an exponent γ ≥ 0, as well as

sufficiently small “lower-order terms” E(s), such that we have the following asymptotics for the expressions Ω2

−ṙ

and −rṙ when s ∈ J :
Ω2

−ṙ
(s) = Y ·

(
r(s)

r−

)γ

· (1 + E(s)) , (9.44)

−rṙ(s) = Z · (1 + E(s)). (9.45)

We quantify the required smallness of E in the following way: there exists ϵ∗ > 0 small and a non-increasing
function Ē(s) such that |E(s)| ≤ Ē(s) ≤ ϵ∗.

Upon defining (up to translation) the past-directed proper time coordinate τ such that

dτ

ds
= −Ω(s)

2
, (9.46)
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then there exist constants X and R depending on Y,Z, γ, r−, and τ0 ∈ R, such that one has the following
asymptotics for Ω2 and r2 with respect to τ :

Ω2(τ) = 4X · (τ − τ0)
2(γ−1)
γ+3 · (1 + EX(τ)), (9.47)

r2(τ) = R · r2− · (τ − τ0)
4

γ+3 · (1 + ER(τ)). (9.48)

Here, there exists some C = C(γ) > 0 such that |EX(τ)|, |ER(τ)| ≤ CĒ(s(τ)).
In particular, the metric g can be written in the form

g = −dτ2 + X · (τ − τ0)
2(γ−1)
γ+3 · (1 + EX(τ)) dt2 +R · (τ − τ0)

4
γ+3 · (1 + ER(τ)) · r2− dσS2 . (9.49)

Finally, one can find the following relationships between X ,R and Y:∣∣∣∣logX − 2(γ + 1)

γ + 3
logY

∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1 + | logZ|, (9.50)

∣∣∣∣logR+
2

γ + 3
logY

∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1 + | logZ|. (9.51)

Proof. In this proof we schematically write all lower-order terms as E, leaving the precise claims on these errors
to the reader. The crucial estimate is to find an expression for τ in terms of r. Using (9.46), (9.44) and (9.45),
we find

dτ

dr
=

Ω

−2ṙ
=

Y1/2r
1/2
−

2Z1/2
·
(
r

r−

) γ+1
2

· (1 + E). (9.52)

Although infs∈J r(s) is not necessarily 0, we may artificially extend the interval J to an interval J̃ , and the
functions r(s), τ(s) on J̃ so that infs∈J̃ r(s) = 0 and (9.52) holds for all s ∈ J̃ . After doing so, we may normalize
τ0 so that r(τ0) = 0, and find that, for s ∈ J̃ ,

τ − τ0 =
Y1/2r

3/2
−

(γ + 3)Z1/2
·
(
r

r−

) γ+3
2

· (1 + E). (9.53)

The remaining assertions are immediate upon combining (9.53) with the assumptions (9.44) and (9.45).

Conclusion of the proof of Theorem 9.1 and 9.2. Theorem 9.1 follows immediately from combining Lemmas
9.4 and 9.7, taking τ0 = 0 (note indeed that, in the No Kasner bounce case (∗∗∗), (9.52) is true up to {r = 0},
so τ0 = 0). Here γ = α2, and in order to obtain the final error estimate (9.7), we also need (9.52) to change
variables from r to τ .

For the proof of Theorem 9.2 in case (∗∗), we first run the proof in K1 and apply Lemma 9.5 to show that
(9.44) and (9.45) with Y = Y1, Z = Z1, γ = α2 are true for J = K1. Unlike in case (∗∗∗), we are not able to
continue these estimates all the way up to r = 0, so we take τ0 ̸= 0 to account for the fact that the proper time
variable with respect to which K1 is Kasner-like must be modified. Thus, we can apply Lemma 9.7 to deduce the
Kasner-like behavior of K1 claimed in Theorem 9.2. On the other hand, Lemma 9.6 and Lemma 9.7, applied to
Y = Y2, Z = Z2, γ = α−2 determine the Kasner-like behavior of J = K2 (where here we take τ = 0).

Finally, we prove the proper time estimates (9.14) and (9.15). For the former, taking the logarithm of (9.53)

95



in the context of the region K2 (where τ0 = 0) yields:

log τ =
1

2
logY2 −

1

2
logZ2 +

α−2 + 3

2
log r +O(1).

In particular, evaluating this at s = sout, then using Lemma 8.5 to estimate r(sout) = rout yields

log τ−1(sout) =
1

4
α−2b−2

− ϵ−2 +
α−2 + 3

4(1− α2)
b−2
− ϵ−2 +O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
) = b−2

−
α−2 + 1

2(1− α2)
+O(log

(
ϵ−1
)
).

For the final estimate (9.15), we shall use the fact that dτ
dr = Ω

−2ṙ to find that

|τ(sin)− τ(sout)| ≤ (rin − rout) · max
s∈Kbo

Ω

−2ṙ
≤ r

3/2
in · max

s∈Kbo

(
Ω2

−4ṙ

1

−rṙ

)1/2

.

Now applying the estimate (8.48) and then (8.47) again (as −rṙ ∼ ϵ2 it is absorbed into the exp
(
D log

(
ϵ−1
))

term in the next line), one obtains

|τ(sin)− τ(sout)| ≤ (
rin
r−

)
3+(α−ϵ2)2

2 · exp
(
−1

4
b−2
− ϵ−2

)
· exp

(
D log

(
ϵ−1
))
,

≤ exp

(
−1

4
b−2
− ϵ−2

[
3 + α2

1− α2
+ 1

])
· exp

(
D log

(
ϵ−1
))
,

yielding (9.15) as required. This completes the proof of Theorem 9.2, and also Theorem 3.2.

A Bessel functions

In this appendix, we record several basic facts about Bessel functions, which are used widely in Section 5. For
further details, refer to Chapter 10 of [35]. We start by recalling Bessel’s equation of order ν ∈ C:

z2
d2f

dz2
+ z

df

dz
+ (z2 − ν2)f = 0. (A.1)

Solutions to this equation are known as Bessel functions of order ν. Within the appendix, we shall always assume
ν to be a nonnegative integer, and our applications will always be in the cases ν = 0, 1.

As (A.1) is a second order linear homogeneous ODE, there are two linearly independent solutions, denoted
Jν(z) and Yν(z). These have the following properties.

Fact A.1. The function Jν(z), known as the Bessel function of the first kind, is an entire function given by the
following Taylor expansion:

Jν(z) =
(
1
2z
)ν ∞∑

k=0

(
− 1

4z
2
)k

k! Γ(ν + k + 1)
. (A.2)

In particular, as z → 0, J0(z) → 1 and z−1J1(z) → 1/2. Furthermore, for 0 < z ≤ 1, one has z|J0(z)| ≤ 1.

Fact A.2. The function Yν(z), known as the Bessel function of the second kind, can be defined via the following
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Fuchsian asymptotic expansion for ν = n ∈ N ∪ {0} and z ∈ R+:

Yn (z) = −
( 12z)

−n

π

n−1∑
k=0

(n− k − 1)!

k!

(
1
4z

2
)k

+
2

π
ln
(
1
2z
)
Jn (z)

−
( 12z)

n

π

∞∑
k=0

(ψ (k + 1) + ψ (n+ k + 1))
(− 1

4z
2)k

k!(n+ k)!
, (A.3)

where ψ(z) = Γ′(x)/Γ(x) and γ ≈ 0.577 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. In particular, one has the following
asymptotics for Y0(z) and Y1(z):∣∣∣∣Y0(z)− 2

π

(
log
(
1
2z
)
+ γ
)∣∣∣∣ ≲ z2,

∣∣∣∣Y1(z) + 2

πz

∣∣∣∣ ≲ |z log z|. (A.4)

Furthermore, for 0 < z ≤ 1, one has the quantitative estimate z|Y0(z)| ≤ 1.

Fact A.3. By studying the expansions (A.2) and (A.3),

J ′
0(z) = −J1(z) and Y ′

0(z) = −Y1(z). (A.5)

Fact A.4. As z → ∞, we have the following asymptotics for Jν(z) and Yν(z):

Jν(z) =

√
2

πz

(
cos
(
z − νπ

2
− π

4

)
+O(z−1)

)
, (A.6)

Yν(z) =

√
2

πz

(
sin
(
z − νπ

2
− π

4

)
+O(z−1)

)
. (A.7)

We finish this appendix with two lemmas concerning Bessel’s equation (A.1). These will be useful when
studying Bessel-type equations with inhomogeneous error terms, as in Section 5.

Lemma A.5. Consider Bessel’s equation (A.1), where ν is a nonnegative integer. We define the usualWronskian,
normalized by the Bessel functions of the first and second kind, by

Wν(z) := det

∣∣∣∣∣∣Jν(z) Yν(z)

J ′
ν(z) Y ′

ν(z)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = Jν(z)Y
′
ν(z)− Yν(z)J

′
ν(z). (A.8)

Then
Wν(z) =

2

πz
. (A.9)

Proof. A standard manipulation of the second order ODE (A.1) gives

d

dz
Wν(z) = −1

z
Wν(z).

Integrating for z ∈ R+ therefore yields Wν(z) = Cz−1 for some constant of integration C.
To determine C, simply use the asymptotics of Facts A.1 and A.2. This yields C = 2

π , as required. (This
computation is more straightforward in our case ν = 0.)
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For the next lemma, we consider Bessel’s equation of order 0 as a first-order system in (f1, f2) = (f, df
dz ):

d

dz

f1
f2

 =

 f2

−f1 − 1
z f2

 =

 0 1

−1 − 1
z

f1
f2

 . (A.10)

So for any z0, z1 > 0, we may define the solution operator22 S(z1; z0) as a linear operator S(z1; z0) : R2 → R2

in the following manner: if (f1(z0), f2(z0)) is considered as data for the linear ODE (A.10), then S(z1; z0) maps
this data (f1(z0), f2(z0)) to the value of the solution at z = z1, namely (f1(z1), f2(z1)). As an equation:

f1(z1)
f2(z1)

 = S(z1; z0)

f1(z0)
f2(z0)

 . (A.11)

The following lemma then asserts how to use this linear operator in solving Bessel’s equation with inhomo-
geneous terms, as well as an explicit formula and estimates for the operator S(z1; z0).

Lemma A.6. Consider Bessel’s equation (A.1) with ν = 0, but with an inhomogeneous term F (z), i.e.

d2f

dz2
+

1

z

df

dz
+ f = F. (A.12)

Then, for z0, z1 ∈ R+ and the solution operator S(z;w) defined as before, we have the following expression:
 f(z1)

df
dz (z1)

 = S(z1; z0)

 f(z0)
df
dz (z0)

+

∫
z1

z0

S(z1; z̃)

 0

F (z̃)

 dz̃. (A.13)

Furthermore, we have the following results regarding the linear operator S(z1; z0):

(1) In terms of the Bessel functions Jν(z), Yν(z), one may write

S(z1; z0) =

 J0(z1) Y0(z1)

−J1(z1) −Y1(z1)

 ·

 J0(z0) Y0(z0)

−J1(z0) −Y1(z0)

−1

, (A.14)

=
πz0
2

 J0(z1) Y0(z1)

−J1(z1) −Y1(z1)

 ·

−Y1(z0) −Y0(z0)

J1(z0) J0(z0)

 . (A.15)

(2) Using the usual l2 norm on R2, defined as ∥(x, y)∥l2 =
√
x2 + y2, and defining ∥A∥l2→l2 :=

supx∈R2,∥x∥l2=1 ∥Ax∥l2 to be the l2 operator norm of a linear map A, we have that, for all z0, z1 > 0,

∥S(z1; z0)∥l2→l2 ≤ max

{
z0
z1
, 1

}
. (A.16)

Proof. Once again letting (f1, f2) = (f, df
dz ), we have now the first-order system:

d

dz

f1(z)
f2(z)

 =

 0 1

−1 − 1
z

f1(z)
f2(z)

+

 0

F (z)

 .
22This can be viewed as a “non-autonomous” semigroup, also commonly known as a propagator. In particular, it follows that S(z2; z1) ◦
S(z1; z0) = S(z2; z0).
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Then the expression (A.13) follows from the standard theory of first-order systems and Duhamel’s principle.
To get (1), we recall that in light of Fact A.3, the most general solution to the first-order system with no

inhomogeneous term is:f1(z)
f2(z)

 =

 cJJ0(z) + cY Y0(z)

−cJJ1(z)− cY Y1(z)

 =

 J0(z) Y0(z)

−J1(z) −Y1(z)

cJ
cY

 , (A.17)

where cJ , cY are coefficients in R. Plugging this into (A.11) and allowing cJ , cY to vary will yield (A.14). The
expression (A.15) then follows by using Lemma A.5 to compute the inverse.

Finally, for (2), suppose f(z) is a solution to the homogeneous Bessel’s equation of order 0. Then we directly
compute

d

dz
(f(z)2 + f ′(z)2) = −2

z
f ′(z)2.

Therefore, if z1 ≥ z0, then it is clear that f(z1)2 + f ′(z1)
2 ≤ f(z0)

2 + f ′(z0)
2, while if z1 < z0, then Grönwall’s

inequality gives

f(z1)
2 + f ′(z1)

2 ≤ exp

(∫ z1

z0

−2

z
dz

)
(f(z0)

2 + f ′(z0)
2) =

(
z0
z1

)2

(f(z0)
2 + f ′(z0)

2).

This yields exactly the required estimate on ∥S(z1; z0)∥l2→l2 .

In this paper, we will often encounter rescaled versions of Bessel’s equation: let χ > 0 be a constant, then
consider the equation:

d2f

dx2
+

1

x

df

dx
+ χ2f = F (x). (A.18)

Using Lemma A.6, it is then straightforward to deduce the following corollary.

Corollary A.7. Let f = f(x) be a solution to (A.18). Then, if we denote by Qχ the scaling matrix

Qχ :=

1 0

0 χ

 ,
and define Sχ(x1;x0) = Qχ ◦ S(χx1;χx0) ◦Q−1

χ , then for any x0, x1 > 0 we have
 f(x1)

df
dx (x1)

 = Sχ(x1;x0)

 f(x0)
df
dx (x0)

+

∫
x1

x0

Sχ(x1; x̃)

 0

F (x̃)

 dx̃. (A.19)

Furthermore, we have the following results regarding Sχ(x1;x0):

(1) An explicit formula is given by:

Sχ(x1;x0) =

 J0(χx1) Y0(χx1)

−χJ1(χx1) −χY1(x1)

 ·

 J0(χx0) Y0(χx0)

−χJ1(χx0) −χY1(χx0)

−1

, (A.20)

=
πx0
2

 J0(χx1) Y0(χx1)

−χJ0(χx1) −χY1(χx1)

 ·

−χY1(χx0) −Y0(χx0)

χJ1(χx0) J0(χx0)

 . (A.21)
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(2) The following estimate holds on the operator norm of Sχ(x1;x0):

∥Sχ(x1;x0)∥l2→l2 ≤ max{χ, χ−1} ·max

{
1,
x0
x1

}
. (A.22)

Proof. Simply use the substitution z = χx in (A.18), and apply Lemma A.6. Details are left to the reader.
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