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Abstract

We study the interior of black holes in the presence of charged scalar hair of small amplitude € 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 de Moortel, 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 € is via an expression of the form

| sin (wo - €+ O(log(e™"))) |

¢ 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 A € R, in the A < 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 {7 = 0} is given by the

so-called Kasner metrics [|56], i.e. spatially homogeneous (but potentially anisotropic) spacetimes of the fornﬂ
g = —dt* + TQPldx% + szdx% + 72p3d1:§, with p; + 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 [Bare as follows:

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

ended data, left picture in Figure|[I)), the terminal boundary of a generic asymptotically flat black hole consists of
* a null piece emanating from infinity i* — the Cauchy horizon CH;+, as depicted in Figure

* 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 X..
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Figure 1: Penrose diagram of a (non-hairy) black hole interior with a Cauchy horizon CH;+ 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 (see also (I.16) and the surrounding discussion).

INote that in the original work of Kasner [56], (I.I) is a solution of the Einstein vacuum equations and satisfies the additional condition
p% + p% + pg = 1. (L.I), however, refers to a Kasner solution in the presence of matter where this constraint is relaxed, see Section



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 ¢ is coupled to electromagnetism and gravity.

Ricy(g) — éR(g)gW + Mg =T + TR, (1.2)
T, =2 (gO(BFauFBM — iF(XBFaﬁgW> . VFE,, =g (W) , F=dA, (1.3)
T =2 (Re(D,0D,8) ~ 46 Dud Db+ mioP)g ) D= Vot it a4
9" D,Dy¢ =m>¢, (1.5)

with A € R the cosmological constant, m? € R the Klein-Gordon mass, and gy # 0 the scalar field charge.

Our study is based on the evolution of initial data posed on bifurcate characteristic hypersurfaces Hy and Hpr
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 (I-I). In cosmological terms, the spacetimes we construct in Theorem [[| are so-called Kantowski-Sachs
metrics, namely spatially homogeneous, but anisotropic cosmological spacetimes with spatial topology R x S2.

We shall also view each of our constructed spacetimes as the interior region of a so-called hairy black hole
(see Section, namely a stationary black hole with non-trivial matter fields (the “hair(s)”) on the horizon (see
[123,/52,[82] and references therein for a review of various types of hairy black holes). While our result holdsE] for
any A € R, in the A < 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
(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 A € R.

Furthermore, for A = 0, our construction from Theorem [[| 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[d)); thus

the repercussions of Theorem [[| extend significantly beyond asymptotically AdS hairy black holes.

2We also note the existence of exponentially growing modes for charged scalar fields on Reissner-Nordstrém-de Sitter and Kerr—-Newman—de
Sitter obtained in [[11]], which might suggest compatibility with the existence of hairy black hole solutions in the A > 0 setting.



1.1 Rough version of our main result

Before explaining the relevance to Conjectures|Aland 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—-Nordstrom-(dS/AdS) black hole (see also Section .

IM e A2 oM e Ar2\ !
gav=—(1-2 4+ 2 a2y (120 ) g g 2o
r r2 3 r r2 3

with parameters (M, e, A). The hairy black hole constructed in the following Theorem [I| has initial data (1.6),
(1.7) that are O(e?)-perturbations of grx, with scalar hair of initial size e.

Theorem I. [Rough version] Fix the following characteristic initial data on bifurcate event horizons Hy U Hg:

b=e (1.6)

9= grn + O(é?), (1.7)

where grn is a Reissner—Nordstrém-(dS/AdS) metric with sub-extremal parameters (M, e, A) and e # 0.
Define (M = R x (—00, 800 ) X S?, g, F, ¢) 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 ¢ in a suitable gauge as

Q(s)
r2(s)

solving (L.2)-(1.5) with qo # 0 and initial data given by (L.8), (1.7) and Q3 Uy, = e # 0.
Let n > 0 be sufficiently small. Then there exists eo(M, e, A,m? qo,n) > 0 and a set E, C (—¢g,€o) \ {0},

g = D2 (s)[—ds® + dt?] + r*(s)dog:, F = Q2(s)ds N dt, ¢ = ¢(s), (1.8)

satisfying % = O(n) for all 0 < § < e, such that for all € € E,, 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@

and has the following features:

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

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

$(s) = B(M,e,A,m? qp) - €- ewnn (a0, Me.N)s | B(M,e,A,m?, q) - €- e~ iwrN (g0, M e,N)s | O(e%), (1.9)

where B(M, e, A,m?, qo) € C\{0} is a linear scattering parameter, and wrn (M, e, A, qo) = |q0e|-(%—%) >

0. Here r+ (M, e, A) > 0 are respectively the radii of the event and Cauchy horizons of the background Reissner—
Nordstrom-(dS/AdS) metric as defined in Section

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

described in Section More precisely, there exists C'(M,e, A,m?,qq) # 0 and wo(M, e, A,m?, qo) > 0 and

afe) = C -sin(wp - e >+ O(log(e™"))) + O(e’log(e ™)) as |e]| = 0, (1.10)



so that, on the future boundary of the collapsed oscillations region

¢ =a(e)and r ~ . (1.11)

Note that ¢|,~. = O(1) despite the ¢ initial data being O(e).

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

a? -1 2

:P = — — e —
p1 (a) P2 = Pp3 3+ a2

1.12
3+ a2’ (1.12)

where p is the Kasner exponent in the t-direction and p, = ps3 are the exponents in the S? directions in (1.8).

4. The final Kasner regime. For any fixed o € (0, 1) , we introduce the following disjoint subsets of E,,.

* (Non-bounce case) ¢ € E, N> C E, if |a(€)| > 1+ o (i.e. p1 > 0). When € € E, Y%, the first Kasner

[ea

regime is also the final Kasner regime and continues all the way to S = {r = 0} in a monotonic fashion.
* (Kasner bounce case) ¢ € E,% C E, ifn < |a(e)| < 1—0. We have |E, | > 0 (in particular E, % # ().

When e € E. %, the above Kasner regime eventually transitions towards a (different) final Kasner regime

0,07

with positive Kasner exponents

1 1—a? 2a°
p1=P<a> :m’ p2=p3:m- (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

Qoo =(1—v(M,e,A))-e+ O(e) with v(M, e, A) € (0, ;) ) (1.14)
_1 fA=o,

and v(M,e,A) § € (0, %) if A >0, (1.15)
et 1) ifa<o

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 x, R > 0 are constants and Eg(7),Er(7) are errors

with a small amplitude of size O(¢?), which moreover decay as 7 — 0 (see already (3.26) in Theorem 3.2):
g=—dr? +x- (1 +Ex(1))r?Prdt?> + R - (1 + Er(7))T?P2 (r? doge ), (1.16)

Metrics of the form are called “Kasner-like”, see Section Theorem [I|is a rough version of our main
results later stated as Theorem[3.1]and Theorem The content of Theorem|[3.1] covers the statements and
[5lin Theorem[l, 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 [l

Remark 1.1. While Theorem [l|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-



spacelike singularity
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First Kasner regime

Region of collapsed oscillations
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Figure 2: Penrose diagram of the hairy black hole interior from Theorem [I} If |o| > 1 + o > 1, then the first
Kasner regime matches the final Kasner regime and continues to {r = 0}. If 0 < 7 < |a| < 1 — ¢ < 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 carriesE]

through, and the conclusions of Theoremhold mutatis mutandis, see Remark

Remark 1.2. The constants 7, o > 0, presumed small throughout this article, are present to ensure that «/(e) is
bounded away from {0, 1}. Note that we do not obtain a statement for every sufficiently small ¢, but only for a

set E,, which features an O(n) loss in the sense given above. However, the methods used to prove Theorem ]

—0.01 —-0.01

allow for |1 — ale > 1or |ale > 1, with only minor adjustments. Understanding what happens when

say |1 — a| < €2 or |a| < €2, is an interesting open problem (see Section[1.5/and[1.6).

We will now discuss the relations between Theorem [, 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([Jand 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 . However, the domain of dependence property (in two-ended black holesﬂ) 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
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-Nordstrom black hole is a solution of (T.2)-(T.5) with A < 0,
so the planar symmetric equivalent of Theoremis restricted to the negative cosmological constant setting.

4The differences between one-ended and two-ended black holes in Figure will be elaborated upon in Section For now, let us note
that the appearance of the spacelike singularity, i.e. S # 0, 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.



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 (wo - €2 + O(log(e™'))) found in Theoremgives rise to fluctuations near ¢ = 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 ¢y = 0, also a stiff model) found in [81]
(see Section [1.3). Recall from [81] that in the gy = 0 case, there is no Kasner bounce, and the final Kasner

exponents and curvature are of the form
(p1,72,p3) = (1 — O(¢%), O(¢?), O(e?)), K(r) ~ r=O ),

The name “violent collapse” in the gy = 0 comes from the O(e~2) power in the blow-up rate of the curvature
K (r), which becomes more singular as e — 0. This is an example of a singular limit, since e = 0 corresponds to

Reissner—-Nordstrom, while we can make sense of the ¢ — 0 (weak) limit in the appropriate region using
1111(1) (p1,p2,p3)(€) = (1,0,0), which corresponds to a subset of Minkowski.
€E—>

In contrast, in the ¢y # 0 case newly studied in our Theorem [Ij there is not even a weak limit as ¢ — 0, since
(p1,p2,p3)(€) depends on sin(wp - €2 + O(log(e!))) as discussed above. Also, in the gy # 0 case, any neighbor-
hood of ¢ = 0 contains all (positive) Kasner exponents (away from the degenerate cases), whereas in the ¢y = 0
case of [|81] a neighborhood of ¢ = 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

Collapsed oscillations and charge retention The main new phenomenon driving the dynamics of Theorem [
are what we term collapsed oscillations. Even at the linear level, a (spatially homogeneous) charged scalar field
has (infinite) linear oscillations of the form near the Cauchy horizon of the Reissner—-Nordstrém interior
spacetime [59]]. In the nonlinear setting, such linear oscillations appear in some “early regions” in the dynamics
(namely £B 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 Z. Because ~ is a decreasing
function of time, this Bessel behavior leads to growth of the scalar field which transitions from amplitude ¢ to
amplitude a(e) = O(1). We will elaborate on collapsed oscillations and their mechanism in Section
Another important question relating to Problem[Alis 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 [[} we exhibit a mechanism
of discharge of the black hole, passing from e at the event horizon H = H; U Hg to (1 — §)e at the spacelike
singularity S, where § € (0, ). Note that the discharge is not complete and the spacelike singularity retains a
non-zero final charge (1 — §)e. It is remarkable that, for A = 0, the discharge ratio § = i 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 retainin 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.



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 [l we show that if |a(e)| = C - | sin(woe =2 + O(log(e7")))[+O(e* log (e 71)) < 1,
then there will be a Kasner bounce. For (M, e, A,m?, qo) such that C(M, e, A,m?,q9) > 1, the bounce condition
C - |sin(woe™? + O(log(e!)))| < 1 holds for all e € EX N (0,€), where E!° has non-zero measure: in fact
|E 1 (0,€0)| = & if C > 1. On the other hand, if C(M,e, A,m? qo) < 1, then the bounce condition always

holds. These Kasner bounces have the following features:

1. For some range of proper time {e~? (™)< " « 7 < ¢4° ()} with ¢(a) > 0, b(a) > 0, the metric is uniformly

— — . . 2_
close to a (p1, 152, 1524 ) Kasner-(like) metric, where p; (€) ~ (;Ta% < 0.

2. In the smallest values of proper time from the singularity {0 < 7 < e*bz(“)'6_2}, the metric is uniformly
close to, and indeed converges as = — 0 towards, a (g, %7 %) Kasner-(like) metric, where p; (¢) ~

1—o?
it3az > 0.

—b%()-€

Remark 1.3. When writing (imprecisely) e 7 < 7, wemean e M . e=t* (@< < 7 for some N; > 0, and

similarly 7 < e~ (@< means 7 < N2 - ¢=%’ (@< for N, > 0, so that the transition region in between the two
Kasner regimes has size O(log(¢~!)) in terms of log(7~!), while log(7~') ~ ¢~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 7.

We note that the final (post-bounce) Kasner regime has (1, p2, p3) € (0,1)3, while the pre-bounce Kasner
has p; < 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 for

an extended discussion).

Holographic superconductors in the AdS-CFT correspondence The numerical study [47]] already predicted
the scenario of Theorem [|and the presence of Kasner bounces in this context. Beyond the setting of Theorem [
(which features zero, or one Kasner bounce depending on ¢), [[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|l} 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[Aland 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 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 [} but the

late-time spacetime dynamics end up being very different.

* In Section 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



will explain in particular how this phenomenon arises from the interaction between the linear oscillatory
behavior for charged scalar fields at the Reissner-Nordstrém 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[l] 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 | 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 ¢ in does not decay on the event horizon H™ and tends to a non-zero
constant instead. (In the case of the hairy black holes of Theorem [I, ¢ is identically equal to this constant on
H = Hr UHg, 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 (T.2)-(T.5) with A = 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, with A < 0in (I.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 ¢-independent black hole, ¢ 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 A = 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-Nordstrém exterior solution, in particular ¢ tends to 0 on H*
(in spherical symmetry, see [27} 66] for (1.2)-(L.5) with ¢y = m? = 0, and also [75] for small |ge| on a fixed
Reissner-Nordstrom exterior). The resulting black holes thus feature ¢ decaying on H ™' at the following rate:

forallv > 1,
|Dl13+ (v) + [ Dol jpq (v) Sv77% (1.17)

where v is a standard Eddington-Finkenstein type advanced-time coordinate and s > 1. We will call such black
holes “non-hairy” in the sequel, to mark the contrast with the black holes from Theorem

The interior of the non-hairy black hole solving (I.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 [[} 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 [[] to Conjecture [A]

see the third paragraph below.
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Figure 3: Penrose diagram of the spacetime corresponding to Theorem

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 [[] 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 it — 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* U C,,, where H' :=
[1,+00), x S?, converging to a sub-extremal Reissner—-Nordstrom exterior as (I.17) . Then, restricting C,,, to be
sufficiently short, the future domain of dependence of H* UC,,, is bounded by a Cauchy horizon CH*, namely a null

N

boundary emanating from it 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 Theoremcan be generalized to (1.2))-(T.5) without
spherical symmetry is an interesting open problem, in view of the particularly slow decay of the form 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 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 x S?). The maximally-extended Schwarzschild/Reissner-

Nordstrom/Kerr spacetimes, and our hairy black holes from Theorem [[| possess the two-ended topology.

b. The one-ended case (topology of time-slices: R?) 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 [I.1|and additional inverse-polynomial lower bounds on ¢ consistent with
(1.17). Then, assuming the absence of locally naked singularities emanating from the center I, there is a (non-empty)

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

Remark 1.5. A locally naked singularity is an (outgoing) null boundary CHr emanating from the center T

Assuming their absence in Theorem 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), Theoremis 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

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

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 charge(ﬂ
or rotating black hole (note indeed that Theorem 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 /]

Parameterize the two event horizons by Hr = {(—o0,v), v € R}, H1 = {(u, —0), v € R}.

i. Fix ¢m;(”) =eforv < A, and ¢IHZ (v) = e for u < A, for some large A depending on ¢. We evolve (non-
uniquely) this characteristic data on (Hr N {v < A}) U (Hy N {u < A}) towards the past in the following

fashion:

» Attach a small past-directed ingoing (respectively outgoing) cone Q; (respectively C) to the future-
endpoint of Hp N {v < A}) (respectively (Hp N {u < A})).

* By local well-posedness, the past domain of influence of Hz N {v < A}) UCL (respectively Hy, N {y <
A} U CY) is the causal rectangle with past ingoing boundary C, (respectively C}).

* Evolving the initial data on C; U C 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 C,,; UC,,,.
We obtain a (non-unique) solution to (I.2)—(1.5) up to the bifurcate null cones C,,; U C,,, (see Figure 4).

ii. Extend C,,; (respectively C, ) into an outgoing (respectively ingoing) cone which is asymptotically flat using
a standard truncation argument (see [21,|69]). The bifurcate null cones Cout U Qm thus obtained intersect

(what should be thought of as) future null infinity 7+ = Z;; UZ},, and ¢6,.,00, decays towards A

®Note, 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 C,,; U C;,. 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 < AINDT((HrN{v < ADU(HN{u < A})), where D" denotes the domain of dependence
is isometric to a subset of the hairy black hole g, of Theorem [[]that contains a large portion of the spacelike
singularity S (in green in Figure [4)).

iv. Using that D16,0C, decays towards Z7, prove that the decay condition (1.17) is satisfied on the new event
horizons H} and H; (note that the event horizons H}, Hj for the newly constructed black hole do not
coincide with the original event horizons # g, H 1, of the hairy black hole). As a consequence of Theorem|1.1],

obtain the existence of Cauchy horizons CHy,CHgr # 0.

spacelike singularity

CHL . CHg

NS
Region isometric \)11 )
to the hairy ot
~ black hole metric
ge from Theorem[T]

N Hpnf{u< A} Hanfo<dy -~

C;, extends to C;, Cour extends to Coyt

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| Z; and Z}, are the components of null
infinity Z+.

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 |goe| < 1 and m? = 0,

step [iv{ should follow from (a slight generalization) of [75]].

Remark 1.7. Note that A must be chosen to be large enough (depending on ¢) for the construction to feature any
part of the spacelike singularity constructed in Theorem[l} As a consequence, the weighted norm [|(1+ |v]*)@|| L
(where s > %) 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 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[[] 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 E]away from CHT N S.

Our road-map towards a resolution of Open Problem [a] shows that the fluctuations and Kasner bounces of
Theorem [[| 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 # 0, it is of interest to perturb the hairy black hole of Theorem|[within spherical symmetry but relaxing spatial
homogeneity. Subsequently following steps where g. 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 (go # 0) version of Open Problem

vin [81]).

Open problem b. Consider (two-ended) initial data on H* such that, instead of (1.6):
[fpp (v) — e < el - em 0 (1.18)

for € € E,, as defined in Theorem I} with N > 0 and Cy, > 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™ N S.

We finally want to emphasize that our quantitative methods give hope to transpose some results of Theorem|]]

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)-(T.5)
with a charged scalar field (¢ # 0) is to study the uncharged scalar field case gy = 0 where the Maxwell field
F # 0 does not interact with ¢. 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 ¢y = 0 case differs

drastically from what we found in the g # 0 case in Theorem [l as the following result shows.

Theorem 1.3 ([81[]). We make the same assumptions as Theorem except that now qg = 0, hence F' = r;?s) O2ds A
dt, where e # 0. Then, for almost all sub-extremal parameters (M, e, A, m?), there exists eo(M, e, A,m?) > 0 such
that, for all 0 < |e| < €, 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(e?) € (0,1)* and given by Figure 5| Moreover, the

Kretschmann scalar K = R**Y° R, 5 blows up at a rate r=C< "tO0(") on § = {r = 0} for C(M, e, A, m?) > 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 (I.1I)) with positive Kasner exponents (compare Figure [2] and Figure [5).
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fH+

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 @ is uniformly bounded away from 0: in Theorem this is trivial

(Q = e # 0 is constant), in Theorem [} this is item[5] a surprising property that we call “charge retention”.

4. Even at the linear level (i.e. (I.5) on a fixed Reissner-Nordstrom interior), (I.9) is not true if gy = 0: the
scalar field does not oscillate, it grows instead like ¢ ~ € s, where CH™ = {s = oo} (except possibly for an
exceptional set of (M, e, A, m?) 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 (I.9) turns it a Bessel-type growing oscillation as r — 0, after which |¢| becomes

O(1) around r = € (collapsed oscillations). There is no such mechanism in Theorem|(1.3

6. The final Kasner exponent p; € (0,1) in Theorernis related to | sin(woe 2 + O(log(e!)))|, but we restrict
e so that p; is bounded away from 0 and 1, so there is no overlap (by our assumptions) with any of the

Kasner exponents obtained in Theoremwhere lp1 — 1] S €.

7. As a consequence, the collapse in Theorem [|is not violent but instead rapidly fluctuating in e: one can easily

see that K blows up at a rate r—%, where ¢ depends on sin(wg - €2 + O(log(e7))).

8. There is no Kasner bounce in the gy = 0 setting: in fact, in Theorem([T.3one proves that the final exponent p;
lies in (0, 1), so there is no mechanism triggering a Kasner bounce. In contrast, in Theorem(l] in the regimes
where |sin(wp - €72 4+ O(log(e™')))| is too small, a Kasner regime with p; < 0 forms, which is unstable,

and ultimately disappears under Kasner bounce, giving rise to a second Kasner regime with p; € (0,1).

We also remark that Theorem [[ restricts € to a subset of (—¢g, €9) \ {0}, which is the complement of a set of
small measure, while Theorem [I.3] does not have this restriction. The restriction is to ensure that the final p; 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 [d]in the case of an uncharged,
massive scalar field (i.e. (1.2)-(T.5) with ¢y = 0, m? # 0), upon the proof of for m? # 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 region O = {e < r < r_} (see Figure[2). The key point is that, schematically,
¢ 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 := :—2:

diz <z(;f> + &226 = error. (1.19)

Here ¢, # 0 is a constant proportiona to go. To simplify the discussion here, we normalize £, = 1. Since

1 £ 2 £ e 2, we need to understand the behavior for large z: it is given by damped oscillations of the form

Yo(z) ~ \/% cos(z - %) or Jo(z) ~ 1/ % sin(z - %) as z — +oo. (1.20)

Note, however, that z is a past-directed timelike variable, so the damping is “backwards-in-time”. Thus
[Y5](2), |Jo|(2) < € on the past boundary z ~ =2 of O, but |Y|(2), |Jo|(2) < 1 on the future boundary » ~ 1 of

O; modulo the oscillations, this means that the scalar field amplitude has experienced growth of size ¢! 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 < €, ¢ no longer oscillates, see Section[1.5]

The algebraic relations connecting (1.20) to the ODE initial conditions ¢(r ~ r_) will ultimately show that ¢

has the following schematic form at the exit of the collapsed oscillations region O:

2 2

¢(r) ~ Cycos(wy - € > + O(log(e71))) Jo <§o;> + Cy sin(wp - €72 + O(log(e71))) Yo <§OZ2> ) (1.21)

. . . . 2 .
Contrary to appearances, (1.21) is not symmetric in Jy and Yy: when r < ¢, the function Yj ( §y% ) dominates
ry pp Y €

Jo (50 Z—;), since the Bessel functions Jy(z) and Yy (z) obey the asymptotics

Jo(2) = O(1) and Yo (2) ~ log(z~") as z — 0. (1.22)

rdo
dr dr
is why in the g9 = 0 case, the behavior is violent, and not fluctuating as in the gg # 0 case, see also the discussion in Section

7One sees, as predicted by Theorem |[1.3| (see [|81]]), that in the g = O case, we have a4 ( d > =~ 0, hence r% ~ constant = ¢~ 1, which
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Hence, for e=%¢ * < r < e (the lower bound will be explained in Section | , we schematically show

¢(r) =~ Cy sin(wo - € 2 4+ O(log (e '))) log <§01;2> ~ Cy sin(wg - € 2 4+ O(log(e 1)) log(;). (1.23)
Since on a fixed Kasner metric (I.1)), we find ¢ = pylog(7~!), where 7 is roughly a power of r, and p is
chosen so that p? + p3 + p3 + 2p7, = 1 (see already (T.29)), the expression explains why we obtain final
Kasner exponents that depend on sin(wp - €2 + O(log(e71))).
Remark 1.9. Most other quantities, such as the charge @, already determine their final values at » = 0 inside
O (up to O(e)-errors). Therefore, the charge retention mechanism from Theorem [[| results from an explicit

computation in O, see Lemmal|5.7

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

1.5 Kasner bounces and connections to cosmology

We now relate the results of this paper to the heuristic observations of BKL [|7, |9} 10l |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=TxY=(0,T)x X for some spatial 3-manifold ¥, they suggest that g locally takes the form

3
g~ —dr? + Z T2P1@) g (2) @ wr (). (1.24)

=1
Here, the exponents p;(x) are smooth functions on ¥, the w;(z) form a (local) basis of 1-forms on ¥, and the
metric is ‘synchronized’ so that the singularity is located at 7 = 0. The exponents p;(x) are further constrained

to obey the following two so-called Kasner relations:

D pil@) =D pHa) =1L (1.25)

However, [64] argues that generically, there is an inconsistency in the ansatz (1.24), so long as near 7 = 0,

one fails to obey the subcriticality condition:
TPImPI—PK <« Y forall I,J, K € {1,2,3} with J # K. (1.26)

Further, in 14 3-dimensional vacuum, the relations mean that the subcriticality condition 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 are not generic.

Subsequently, in [|9]], the authors suggest that the metric may be valid in some interval (11, 72) C I,

but as T 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 transitiorﬁ explicitly to be:
3
g~ —dr? + ZT2PI(I)LCJ[($) ® wr(z),
I=1

= —p1 Z5=p2+2p1 p,:p3+2p1
YT awop P 1o, TP 142p

(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 p; also obey the Kasner relations (I.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

To avoid this infinite cascade of transitions occuring in vacuum, the authors of [7]] then consider gravity

coupled to a massless scalar field ¢, and modify the ansatz (1.24) and relations (1.25)) to

3
g~ —dr? + ngp’(“)wj(x) Quwr(z), ¢~ py(x)logr, (1.28)
I=1
3 3
> pi(x) = pia) + 2p3(x) = 1. (1.29)
I=1 I=1

For particular choices of generalized exponents (p1, p2, ps, P ), it is now possible for the subcriticality condition
to hold near 7 = 0, and as such the ansatz is consistent, and moreover, conjecturally stable. We
note that in this context, the condition is identical to min{p;(z)} > 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: py — py = 7 fgpl . 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

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 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 [[land 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] /10l 64], one
may ask the following questions — can one actually construct a large class of spacetimes containing a spacelike
singularity, obeying the asymptotics 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 p; = p2 corresponding to the degenerate exponents (p1,p2, p3) = (0,0, 1).

18



vacuum spacetimes obeying (1.24)), which are moreover allowed to be only C*, 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—Ringstrom [[42]]. Loosely speaking, the former proves the stability of exact
generalized Kasner spacetimes on (0, +-0c0) x T? obeying the subcriticality condition (I.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, 371.

In particular, [42] provides evidence for stability, including outside of symmetry, of the spacetimes constructed
in Theorem [ and Theorem 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 Ringstrém [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|}, which is the second main novelty compared
to the o = 0 case of [81]. We will show that the Kasner bounce, in the regimes where it occurs (namely, for

€€ E,7 bo of positive measure), is located in a region of the following form; for constants D > 0, N > 0:

e

-2

Ko C {eiD'6_2eN Sr<ePeT e Ny, (1.30)

We define the key quantity ¥, which is a dimensionless derivative of ¢: for »_(M,e,A) > 0 and
do(M, e, A) > 0 to be defined later, let

U= —r@, and define ¥; := | 2 . (1.31)

dr r=e=%0€ “p_

The condition for the presence of a bounce will end up being
n < |¥;] <1— o, for some n,o > 0 independent of e. (bo)

The reason for assuming n < |¥,| is that, based on numerics (see Section [1.6)), there could be multiple Kasner
bounces when|¥;| is close to 0, and the dynamics would be even more complicated. If |¥;| 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 (T.23)), we find that, for some C(M, e, A,m?, qy) # 0,
|¥;| ~ |C] - | sin(wp - €24 O(log(eil)))|. (1.32)

Combining and (1.32) explains heuristically why the presence of a bounce depends on ¢ and why any small
neighborhood of 0 of the form (—4, §) still contains infinitely many spacetimes featuring a bounce.

Our non-bounce condition in Theorem[[is not the complement of (bo), it is instead
|¥;| > 1+ o, for some o > 0 independent of €., (no-bo)

where, as above, we arrange that | ;| is not too close to 1 to avoid the Kasner exponents degenerating.

We now explain why it is that if is satisfied, there is a bounce, whereas if is satisfied then there
is no bounce. Since the wave equation is second-order, ¥ 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 schematicall}ﬂ as

follows:
d¥

T = (¥ — W) (¥ — ;) + error, where R = 1og<5), (1.33)
T
where the error terms are of size 0(6*506_2) for some &y > 0 and, thus, have no impact on the qualitative behavior

of the ODE. The dynamics of ¥ relies on the linearized stability of (1.33])) near ¥ = ¥, of the schematic form

d(ow) 5
R = (07 —1)- 6T + error.

If |T;] > 1, then ¥ = U, is a stable fixed point as R — +oo (corresponding to » — 0): this is what happens if
is true and then, there is no bounce and ¥ ~ ¥; up to r = 0. In contrast, if |¥;| < 1, then ¥ = ¥, is an
unstable fixed point, but ¥ = W ! is a stable fixed point. If is true, then we find that ¥ gets inverted from
¥, to ¥; ! in the region (I.30), over which the change in R is AR = O(log(e™?)).

Once the behavior of ¥ has been quantified, one can immediately retrieve the Kasner exponents from Theo-
rem|[[|using similar techniques as in [81]]. The most important (but algebraically trivial) feature of these relations
is that p; = P(«) > 0 if and only if || > 1, see the formula (I.12)), (where a = ;) thus, the final Kasner
regime always has p; > 0 in Theorem [} 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

Note that Theorem lis valid for any value of the cosmological constant A € R. However, in the A = 0 case, there

are no non-trivial static, spherically symmetric solutions of (1.2)-(1.5), see [5] (although [5] assumes gy = 0).

9Note that the discussion of the ODE (T.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 A < 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—-Nordstrém—-AdS spacetimes.
The interior of these black holes corresponds to the spacetimes considered in Theorem (in the ¢¢ # 0 case) and
Theorem [1.3] (in the go = 0 case), thereby resolving Open Problem iv in [81]].

Anti-de-Sitter asymptotics impose that, for a negative cosmological constant A < 0 in (I.2)):
- =— -—+ 0(7"_1)> [—dt? + ds?] + r?(s)doge, (1.34)
which gives the following asymptotics on ¢ in (I.5), for m? < 0, there exists constants ¢ ), ¢(1) such that

é(r) = by - up(r) + ¢a) - un(r), where up(r) ~ r=3+Vi-m% and un(r) ~ r=3=VE" a5 5 oo, (1.35)

Here ¢ () = 0 corresponds to Dirichlet-type boundary conditions, while ¢,y = 0 is Neumann-type. Both bound-
ary conditions are allowed in [|84, 83]]. We note that the Dirichlet case is the A < 0 analogue of asymptotic
flatness in the A = 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
[143] 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 (¢o # 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 ¢ # 0 corresponding to a
so-called stimulated emission, and ¢y = 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 [l and The-
orem 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],145]] 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 (L.2)—-(I.5) with ¢y # 0 as studied in Theorem [l let us mention that the
black hole interior for (I.2)-(1.5) with F' = 0 (uncharged black hole) was studied in [40]], and (T.2)-(T.5)
with F' # 0, qo = 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 (I.2)-(1.5)
with g9 # 0, we start by remarking that the collapsed oscillations and Kasner bounces from Theorem [I| were
previously anticipatedET] numerically in [47]]. This scenario was verified numerically and is entirely consistent
with our findings from Theorem [} 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 Theoremalso hold in this setting, as we already noted in Remark
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version of Strong Cosmic Censorship roughly asserting that generic stationaU'E-] (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
(154} |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 (I.12), when o ~ ¥; gets close to 0, then the Kasner exponents p, = 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
since its assumptions specifically require to choose ¢ so that «(¢) is bounded away from 0 (at the cost, of course, of
reducing the measure of the set of eligible ¢ by an arbitrarily small amount n > 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 [l for a larger set of € € (—ep, €0) \ {0} such that |¥;| < eV
are allowed for a suitably chosen N > 0, where ¥; defined in (1.31) is schematically of the form (1.32). In the

|W,| < €N situation, control the occurrence of two (or more) Kasner bounces.

We finally note that the techniques of Theorem [[| still allow to control quantitatively the spacetime up to the

Proto-Kasner region (see Figure[6|and Section[6]), even if |¥;] 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, £B, LB, O, PK and K depicted on Figure @

* In Section [2] we give some geometric preliminaries, and explain the gauge used in Theorem [}

* In Section[3] we give a precise statement of the main result corresponding to Theorem |l together with the

precise definition of the regions R, NV, £B, LB, O, PK and K.

* In Section[4] we prove estimates in the red-shift region R, the no-shift region N/, the early blue-shift region
EB, and the late blue-shift region £B. 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 (. 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 ©(¢) = wpe 2 +
O(log(e™1')) appearing in (1.32)); this step is essential in constructing the set E,, of acceptable ¢ in Theo-
rem[I

1 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 [| by providing precise geometric

estimates characteristic of the Kasner behavior in a sub-region of PKX U 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 K, the second Kasner region K, and the Kasner-bounce region

Ko (see Figure|2|and Section. Note, however, that in the absence of a Kasner bounce, Ky = Kp, = 0.
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useful comments on the manuscripts. We also would like to thank Grigorios Fournodavlos, Jonathan Luk and
Yakov Shlapentokh-Rothman for useful comments on the manuscript, and Jorge Santos for helpful discussions,
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):
9= —go0 + 7 (u,v)dog = —Q?(u, v)dudv + r*(u, v)dosz. (2.1)

Here (u,v) are coordinates on the quotient manifold Q = M/SO(3) and dos: = df? + sin® 0dy? is the standard

metric on the unit sphere. We call r = r(u, v) the area-radius function.
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K2 is a stable Kasner

regime with ¥ ~ a1

K1 is an unstable Kasner
regime with ¥ =~ «

K1 is a stable Kasner
regime with ¥ ~ o

Figure 7: A zoom on PK U K in Figure [6] with the top picture representing the bounce case (K, Ky, # () and
the bottom picture the no bounce case (Ks, Ky, = 00). Note the inclusion PX’ C 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:
_ Qo

F
2r2

du A 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 = A,du + A,dv on Q which satisfies dA = F.
Define the covariant derivative by D,, = V, +1iqoA,. Then the scalar field ¢ is a complex-valued function on

Q satisfying the following covariant wave equation:
gm/DuDV(b =0. (2.3)

Recall that the whole system of equations must be invariant under the gauge transformation A — A + df,
¢ — e "f where f is any smooth function on Q.

We make a few more standard definitions. The Hawking mass p is given by
p = 2(1 — go(Vr, Vr)) = 2(1 — 40720,10,7). (2.4)

In the presence of the Maxwell field and the cosmological constant, we further define the renormalized Vaidya

mass w and the r-constant surface gravity 2K as

2 3 2 3
wopr & AT 2K=3<W—QT—ATT). (2.5)
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Suppose that (M, g, F, ¢) are a solution to the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system (L.2)-(L.5). In the
double-null coordinates of (2.1, the quantities (r, 2%, Q, A, ¢) then satisfy the following system of PDEs:

0u(Q720,r) = —Q7*r|Dygl?, (2.6)
Dy(Q720,7) = —Q 2| Do), 2.7)
2 22 2 2 2
0,0, — _& B OurOyr n Q°Q n Q%r(m?|o|* + A)’ 2.8)
4r r 4r3 4
Q2 20,rd,r  Q2Q2 _
0u0010g () = o5 + =g — i — 2Re(Dud D), (2.9)
9.Q = —qor*Im(¢Dy o), (2.10)
9,Q = +qor*Im(¢D, ), (2.11)
. . . 2 202
DuDv(b _ _8ur Dv¢ o avr Du(b + Z(106229 d) _ m-§) ¢) (212)
r r 4r 4
2
0, A, — 0,4, = L (2.13)
2r

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  and 2% 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 w:

2
Byt = —2r2(Q~20,r) "} Dyg|? + m?r2\¢|28ur — Qrim(¢D,d), (2.14)

2
By = —2r2(Q28,7) "Dy |? + %HWW + goQrim(¢D, ). (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-Nordstrom(-dS/AdS) interior metric

We are interested in charged hairy perturbations of sub-extremal Reissner-Nordstrém interiors. To define sub-

extremality, given some parameters M > 0, e, A € R, consider the polynomial
Prrea(X)=X? —2MX +e® — LAX" (2.16)

Then the set of subextremal-parameters (M, e, A) is P,. = PA<OUPA=0yUPA>0 where PA<C is such that
A < 0 and the polynomial Pyse 2 (X) has two distinct positive real roots r_ < ry, PA=0 is such that A = 0
and the polynomial Py e A (X) has two distinct positive real roots r_ < 7, while P2>? is such that A > 0 and
Phrea(X) has three distinct positive real roots r_ < ri < r.

The Reissner-Nordstrom(-dS/AdS) spacetime is a solution to (1.2)—((1.5) in electrovacuum (i.e. ¢ = 0), and
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can be written in standard (¢, r) coordinates as

oM €2 A2 oM e A2\ !
gRN(1+e§)dt2+(1+62;> dr? + r2dose. (2.17)
T T

In particular, the Reissner-Nordstrom(-dS/AdS) interior metric is given by (2.17), restricted to the coordinate
range r_ < r < r4, t € R. Note that, in the interior, ¢ is a spacelike coordinate while r is a timelike coordinate.
The Maxwell field is given by setting @ = e in (2.2), and Q? = Q%,, will be defined shortly. One choice of

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

e e

A=— < — ) dt. (2.18)

T4+ T
To recast the metric (2.17) into the double null form (2.1]), we define

dr .: Q%N

2M  e?  Ar?
: Dy =—4(1-2 4= -2 2.1
dr* 4 RN ( r + r2 3 > ) ( 9)
r*—t r* 4+t
= = . 2.20
u 5 v 5 (2.20)
In this (u,v) coordinate system, the metric can now be written as

grn = — Q% ydudv + r’dog: . (2.21)

In the sequel, we denote the Reissner-Nordstrém area-radius function by rzy.
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
2 2 A 3
9Ky = 2K(r=r4) = — (M e ri) . (2.22)
1
It is then a well-known fact that the null lapse Q% ,; obeys the following asymptotics, where a1 > 0 are fixed

constants depending on the black hole parameters:

Q2RN 2K (M,e,A)-r* *
1°g<a+e2K+<M,e,A>~r*> = O+ MeDT) as 1" = utv - —oo, (2.23)
lo iy = O(e*K-(MeM Ty a5 1" = w4 v = 400 (2.24)
8\ o _2k-(Me )y | = = ) .

We note that, for subextremal black hole parameters, one has 2K, > 0 while 2K_ < 0.

Introducing the following “regular coordinates”,

U=e2+u = 2K+, (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 € [—00, +00)} is realised as a smooth null hypersurface. A
similar construction can be made for the coordinates (u, V'), with H;, = {(u, V) : u € [-00,4+0),V = 0}.

Indeed, using the coordinate system (U, V), the metric gry is defined for 0 < U,V < +o0, and can be
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smoothly beyond both i and #;, including the bifurcation sphere Hp N H = {U =0,V = 0}.

2.3 Black hole interiors with charged scalar hair

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 Hy, = {(U,V) : U > 0,V =0} = {(u,v) : u € [—00,+00),v = —c0} and Hr = {(U,V) : U =0,V >
0} = {(u,v) : u = —o0,v € [—00, +00)}, 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:

1 - e,\)- a4 e,\)-v

QQR(Ua U)"HR = me 2K (MreA)u Qz(ua U)|HR = E€ZK+(]M, A) ) (226)
1 - " o u

Q%(ua V)‘HL = Ee 2K+ (Moeh) 92(U7U)|HL - E62K+(M7E’A) s (227)

These choices are made such that, with respect to the generalized Kruskal-Szekeres coordinate system (U, V'), Q2

is normalized as follows on H = Hr U H:

2 o i
Q'r‘eg(Uv V)|7-l - (2K+)2 . «Q data)

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

Tl =14+ (M, e, A), (r-data)

wly =M >0, (wo-data)
Qln = e e R\ {0}, (Q-data)
¢ln = e € R\ {0}, (¢-data)

as well as a gauge for the Maxwell field such that the components Ay, Ay vanish on Hg, H respectively. In

particular Dy ¢ and Dy ¢ 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 (2-datal), (r-data)), (Q)-data)), (¢-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[2.4and (2:35)), it
will be convenient to choose

UAy +V Ay, =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 (2-data), (r-data)), (Q-data), (¢-data) to the Einstein-
Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system (2.6)-(2.13), with «, v replaced by U,V respectively. Then imposing also
gauge)), there exists a unique maximal future developmen@ of the system (Q2,r, ¢, Q, Ay, Ay) that is smooth

up to and including the horizon H = Hy U Hg.
Furthermore, the domain of definition of this maximal development is given by {(U,V) : 0 < UV < Doz}

for some D0, (M, e, A, m?,qo,¢) € (0, +0cc], and letting T be the vector field (see Figure

0 B
T =2K, (UaU + V(W> , (2.28)

one finds that T is a Killing vector field, satisfying Tr = TQ? = TQ = T¢ = T(UAy) = 0. In particular, the
spacetime is foliated by Cauchy hypersurfaces UV = const, which are each spatially homogeneous with isometry

group R x 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:
AW, vy=0, AV(U,0) =0. (A-gauge’)

[60] asserts that there exists a unique solution to (2.6)—(2.13) for (U, V') € [0, 4] x [0, ] with § sufficiently small

(see the darker shaded region of Figure[8), attaining the prescribed data and using the gauge (A-gauge)), with

2
reg’

A replaced by A©) in the equations. In particular, Maxwell gauge-independent quantities such as Q2,_,, Q are

already uniquely determined.

We seek a gauge transformation that relates an A(%) satisfying (A-gauge’) to an A satisfying (A-gauge)). The

correct gauge transformation is A = A(®) — dh, with h given by
1
h(U,V) = / UAO Uz, Vi) da. (2.29)
0

The reason is that this choice of h implies that

(0) (0)

oh oh 0A
Uz, Va)+UVz 5

. 0A
hdid g A0 2
U8U+V8V | (U (Ux,Va)+ Uz o0

(w,m)) dz,

1
0

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

oh oh
_ o) 72 yHEY
UAy + VA, =UA U V =0,

as required. Furthermore, the h chosen in (2.29) is the unique such gauge transformation that is regular at (0, 0):

If h was another such function, then the difference g = h — h would satisfy

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

Hence we have constructed a unique regular solution in the characteristic rectangle [0, d] x [0,d]. We next
show that the vector field T defined in annihilates all the relevant quantities. For this purpose, we argue
geometrically as follows: let « > 0 be any positive real number, and consider the double null coordinate trans-

formation U — U’ = aU,V + V' = a~'V. Then in the (U’, V') coordinate system, we note that it still holds
thaton H = {(U’,V’): U’ =0 or V' = 0}, we have

Q/Q (UI,V/) _ Q4

2K
r=r,
Q=e,
¢ =c¢,

U Ay + V' Ay = 0.

Hence by the aforementioned existence and uniqueness result, we have a unique solution in the characteristic
rectangle (U’, V') € [0, 4] x [0, d]. Furthermore, this agrees with the solution in the original (U, V) coordinates,

so that, for f € {Q?,7,Q, ¢, U Ay}, we have
fU' vV = f(aU,a V) = 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) € R, : 0 <

UV < §?}, 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 that 7" annihilates all such quantities f.
The extension to the region {0 < UV < D,,q,} is then straightforward using standard extension principle

arguments for nonlinear waves and again appealing to this geometric trick. O

Remark 2.2. By the generalized extension principle of [60], if the quantity D,,,,, of Proposition[2.1]is finite, then
one must have » — 0 as UV — D,,q,. 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 » and ¢ along #,

for which we shall need the full system of equations (2.6)—(2.13)). For r, we see that using (2.8) on Hg,

o 1 e’ 9 9
ovoyr=—F= | —+ — A . 2.31
vour 102K, )2 ( o + o +riA+ryme ) (2.31)
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Since r, = ry (M, e, A) satisfies the equation
Pyrea(ry) = Ti —2Mr, +e* — %Ari =0,

it is readily checked that the expression in the parentheses in (2.31) is equal to —2K, + r,m?e2. We then
integrate (2.31)), noting that dyr = 0 at the bifurcation sphere (U, V') = (0, 0), to find

atV rom?2e?
= — _1 .
Gl 8K ( R )

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

. —40,r ) r rom?e?
i~ (wv) = i e (u ) =1 ==

(2.32)

We remark here that due to the presence of the Klein-Gordon mass, there is already an O(e?) deviation from the

corresponding Reissner-Nordstrom quantity. A similar procedure applied to (2.12) will yield

2K, . D¢ 3

a+7v . DU¢(O, V) = ull}l}loo F(U,U) = 5.},_6, (233)
2K . Dyo

oﬁf Dy(U,0) = lim 5= (u,0) = fie, (2.34)

where 54 = B4 (M,e, A, 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 8; = (9, — 0,) = 37, Proposition proves that the maximal future development arising from
the characteristic data of Sectionobeys Or =0,0,0% = 0,0,Q = 0,0,¢ = 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= ApdU + AydV = 2K (UAydu + V Aydv) = A(du — dv) = —Adt, (2.35)

where, due to Proposition A=U Ay (s) is a real-valued function of s, with lim,_, fl(s) = 0. We next show

that this choice of gauge will in fact constrain the scalar field ¢ to be real.

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

Proof. Consider the transport equations (2.10), (2.11) for the quantity Q. Since 8,Q = (0, — 9.,)Q =0,
qor?Im(pDs¢) = Lqor*Im(¢(Du¢ + Dyg)) = 0.

Hence by we must have Im(¢D;¢) = Im(pds¢) = 0.

Next, we decompose ¢ into its modulus and argument; ¢ = ®¢*’. Then

Jm(pdsp) = —®20,0 = 0,
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so that the phase 6 is constant whenever ¢ is nonzero. But as ¢ is smooth in the variable s, it does not change

phase when it reaches 0, hence ¢ is real everywhere. O
Using the identities 9, = 9, — 9y, 0, = d, + 9;, we have that, for f € {r(s),Q(s), #(s), Q(s), A(s)}, one has

ouf=0.0=T =]

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

(072 = Q72 (197 + | A3 |0l%). (2:36)

Defining the quantity x = —1027~!, which is exactly 1 in Reissner-Nordstrém(-dS/AdS), we may rewrite this as
d =2 112 1 | A12,2] 42

° =47 (o] + [AFglel%)- (2.37)

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

d " d 2 2\ 712 A12,2] 412
75 (1) = - 10g(2%) - (=) = r(I9]” + AP g5l (2.38)

The wave equation for r is now written as

0 2 Q2 02
Fe e = T Q2 =L (m?e) + D), (2.39)

2
Ly = 2 2R i 4 ), (2.40)

The wave equation (2.9) for the null lapse 2% becomes

2 Q2 ,];2 QQ

2 2 P2 112,20 12
T5108(0%) = o5 +25 — Q" =26 + 2 A5 ¢, (2.41)
or alternatively
& 2 o 30°Q° P12 T2 22 ¥m?
For the Maxwell field Q and the gauge field A, the equations (2.10), (2.11)), (2.13) become
Q = Agir?|of?, (2.43)
£ QQQ
A= R (2.44)
Finally, the wave equation (2.12)) for the scalar field may be written as the second order ODE
B 9 ] B 20)2
¢ = —%d’ — g5l AlPo — m4 9, (2.45)
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which we often use in the form
m2Q2r2
4

d

10%6) = g AP -

o. (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 — —oo, and is given by

Jm r() =re, lm Qs)=e, lm ¢(s)=ec (247)
lim 92(3) ce T 2Krs = ag, (2.48)
§——00
2.2
. _ _92 . - . rym-e
SEEHOO 4074 (s)7(s) =1 K, (2.49)
. d 2
Sl}r_noo T log<Q )(s) =2K,, (2.50)
. _9 ~ _ e
SLHPOOQ (s)A(s) = 78K+ri’ (2.51)
lim Q7 2(s)¢(s) = Boe. (2.52)
s§——00

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

2.5 Linear scattering in the Reissner-Nordstrom interior

We will often need to make comparisons to various quantities in exact Reissner-Nordstréom(-dS/AdS). While this
is straightforward for (r, 92, Q), the scalar field ¢ vanishes in Reissner-Nordstrom, and we instead compare ¢ to

solutions to the linear (charged) covariant Klein-Gordon equation in the Reissner-Nordstrém interior:
g?%?VDuDVQS = m2¢- (253)

Here grny and D are the metric and covariant derivative in Reissner-Nordstréom(-dS/AdS), with A as specified in
Section[2.2] and m? € R and ¢y # 0 are fixed.

Since we are interested in the spatially homogeneous problem, we consider only solutions ¢ = ¢, to
that satisfy T¢, = 0, S¢» = 0, where T = 0; is the Killing vector field of Reissner-Nordstrom(-dS/AdS) associ-
ated to stationarity and S is any vector field on the sphere.

Then denoting ¢(s) = ¢ (t = 0,7* = s), where r*, ¢ are as defined in Section [2.2] it can be checked that 1
satisfies the following second order ODE in s (see, for instance, the equation ):

. 2
PR MO ORI (e _ e(s)> " (2.54)

4 2rpN (S) 4 T+ TRN
We define the quantities

~ e e ~
ARN,00 = T #0, WRN = |qoARN,0| > 0. (2.55)
+ —

Then, following [59], we define four functions solving (2.54): 13,1, 9,2, ¥eu,1 and ey 2. These satisfy the

32



following asymptotics towards the event horizon # = {s = —oo} and the Cauchy horizon CH = {s = +oo}

Yua(s) =1+ o0(1) as s — —oo, (2.56)
Pa2(s) =s+o(1) as s — —oo, (2.57)
Yer1(s) = RN 4 o(1) as s — 400, (2.58)
VYer2(s) = Yep1(s) = e ENS 4 o(1) as s — +00. (2.59)

The results of [59] then imply the following:
Proposition 2.3. Recalling the definition of 2K_ (M, e, A) < 0 from (2.22), and a_ (M, e, A) > 0 from (2.24),

there exists some constant C' > 0 such that

dipc
ds

inNS

< C’Q%N(s) < 2Ca_e?K-3, (2.60)

[tbere1(s) — erNe| + ‘ (s) —iwrne

dipcry 2

Is < C’Q%N(s) < 2Ca_e*’-5. (2.61)

e ,2(s) — e RN 4 ‘ (s) +iwpne” “rN®

Furthermore, there exists a scattering coefficient B = B(M, ¢o,e,A) € C\ {0} such that

’(ﬂyJ(S) = ch%J(S) +§'¢CH,2(S) = 2%2(B¢CH71(8)). (2.62)

Corollary 2.4. Let ¢, be the solution to (2.53) with constant data ¢ = ¢ on the event horizon H = {s = —oo}.

Then there exists C'(M, e, A,m?,qy) > 0 and S(M, e, A, m?, qo) > 0 such that, for s > S, one has
|pc(s) — Bee™nN® — Bee "rNs| < Cee™ -, (2.63)

’(j.)g(s) - inNBeei“’RNS + inNgeemeNs < Cee*f-3. (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 [] Using the gauge choice (Q-data)), the following
regions are part of the spacetime described in Proposition The following regions, which each correspond to
s being inside a non-empty interval I C R, are such that, for ¢ chosen sufficiently small, their union covers the

entire spacetime of Theorem (3.1

* The red-shift region is R := {—oco < s < —Ag} for some Ag>> 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 :== {—Ar < s < S} for some S >> 1: Here, we use a Cauchy stability argument

and Gronwall’s inequality to show that quantities are still ¢2-close to their Reissner-Nordstrém values.

* The early blue-shift region is B8 := {S < s < syin(€) := [2K_| ' log(ve~!)} for v > 0: Here, we begin to
exploit the blue-shift effect of the Cauchy horizon of Reissner-Nordstrom, which is due to negative surface

gravity 2K_ < 0.
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* The late blue-shift region is LB = {sn(€) < s < Age !} for some some Az > 0: Here, the spacetime
geometry begins to depart from that of Reissner-Nordstrém, 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 := {sp(€) := 50sp,(€) < s < spx(e)} where r(spx) = 2|B|Wr_e for W =
W(M,e, A, qo) > 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 PX := {spx(€) < s < s;(e)} where r(s;) = e~ for 6y = 6(M, e, A, qo) > 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’ := {sk,(¢) < s < s;(e)} C PK where r(sg,) = 2|B|20r_e2. In this

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

* The Kasner region is K := {s;(€) < s < s (€)}, where lim,_,,__ 7(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 PX U K depicted in Figure |7, where ¥ is defined in (1.31) and
«in (1.10).

* The first Kasner region K; C PK’ UK overlaps with PX and K. In this region, we will show the metric is in
a Kasner regime. Anticipating Theorem (3.2} we will find that X; = PK’ U K in the no Kasner bounce case
(i.e. the first Kasner regime is the final Kasner regime, with all Kasner exponents being positive) and
K1 = {sk, < s < sin} # PK UK in the Kasner bounce case (with one negative Kasner exponent,

which is thus expected to be unstable). Here s;, := min{s € K : |[¥(s)| = |a| + €2}.

* The Kasner bounce region K, C K. We have K;, = () in the no Kasner bounce case (3.22)), and K;, =
{8in < s < sout} in the Kasner bounce case (3.21)), where s, := min{s € K : [¥(s)| = |a|7! — 2}. We

have weaker control of the metric in /C,, but we show that it is very short in terms of proper time.

* The second Kasner region Ko C K. We will have K5 = () in the no Kasner bounce case (3.22), and
K2 = {sout < 5 < 8o} 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 ;).

3.2 First statement: formation of a spacelike singularity

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

The statements [iii] and [iv] of Theorem 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 upon further restricting e.
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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, A, qo, m?,7) > 0 such that A < CB.

Theorem 3.1. Let (M,e,A) € Py, withe # 0, qo # 0, m> € R be subextremal Reissner-Nordstrom(-dS/AdS)
parameters (see Section . Then, for nn > 0 chosen sufficiently small, there exists eq(M, e, A, qo,m?,17) > 0and a

5§\E"‘ = O(n) for any 0 < 0 < e, such that the following holds: For all

subset E,, C (—eg,€0) \ {0} satisfying ‘(*5’27
¢ € E,, the maximal future development M for (I.2)-(L.5) of the characteristic data from Section 2| (i.e. (Q-data)),

(r-data)), (Q-data)), and (¢-datal)) 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 ¥, with s € (—00, s (€)), where s is
defined in (Q-data)), and s, = %6_2 + O(log(e™1)), where B(M,e, A,m?,q) # 0 is defined in ([2.62),
and 2K_(M,e,A) < 0, wgn(M, e, A, qo) > 0 are defined in Section The subsequent spacetime dynamics are

described as follows:

i. (Almost formation of a Cauchy horizon). In the late blue-shift region LB = {s;in(€) < s < Age~ '}, we have

the following stability estimates with respect to the Reissner—Nordstrom(-dS/AdS) metric:
—1 w s —1 d w s
€ |p(s) — 2e Re(Be'™rN*)| 4+ ¢ £[¢(s) — 2e Re(Be'rN )]‘ +|r(s) —r|
d 2 2
+1]Q(s) —e| + £10g(9 J(s) —2K_| SefsSe (3.1)
For s € LB, we find also the following estimate for —rr(s):

< e2K-s 4 s, (3.2)

~

4| BPw? ye?rt ’

it - P

ii. (Collapsed oscillations and loss of charge). In the oscillation region O := {so(€) < s < spx(e)}, we have the

following Bessel-type oscillations for the scalar field: for some & = M;ﬁﬁ + O(e?log(e™1)),

o)~ (a0 (252 + eviam (2r50)) | € ros(e ), 5.3
'js <¢(8) - <0J(e>Jo (5‘;’;26(5)) +Cy(e)Yy (5‘;226(5 )>>>‘ < log(e), (3.4)

where the constants C;(¢), Cy (¢) are highly oscillatory in ¢; namely for 20(M, e, qo, A) > 0 given by

WRN |q0€|
W(M, e, A, qo) = ./ - >0, (3.5)
( %) 2|K_| $ A (re 2|

one finds that
Cy(e) — gﬂﬂ_l cos(@(e))’ + ‘Oy(€) - gﬂﬂ_l sin(0(e))| < e*log(e™1), (3.6)
€2 _1
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For s € O, one has (note this improves upon (3:2) in LB N O):

A1 BIRw2 « e2r2
i) - | s on(e, ©9)
Moreover, the charge Q transitions from e to Qoo (M, e, A) := 3e + A%ﬁ”) (up to O(e27) errors), and
r(s) 2 -1
Q(s) —e+ (e — Q) 1—7 S log(e™h) fordls € O, (3.9
Qoo(f\éﬂe,O) _ ; (3.10)
{QOO(M’e’A) : (M,e,A) € Pse, A< 0} = <1,3) , (3.11)
e 2°4
{Q°°(M’e’A) L (M,e,A) € Py, A > o} _ <i1) . (3.12)
e

iii. (Logarithmic Bessel-type divergence). In the proto-Kasner region PK := {spx(e) < s < s;(€)}, the Bessel-type

behavior persists with modified coefficients, namely there exist
Cyk(e) = Cy(e) + O(é? log(e_l)), Cik(e)=Cy(e) + O(‘s2 log(e_l)),fK =& + O(e2 log(e_l)),

such that (3.3), remain true for all s € PK, after replacing (Cy (¢), Cs(¢€), &) by (Cyx (€), Cyx (€), Ex)-
Consequently, we have the following logarithmic growth: for all s € PK,

2 2
o(s) + %OYK(C) 10g<&:;2€(s)> — Cyg(e) =27y —10og 2)Cyx ()| < € 1og(e*1), (3.13)
d 2 cvrelog( =5 V| < log (e (3.14)
’ds(‘“‘s)*w VK Og<am2(s>>>‘“ o&(<”): |

Moreover, (3.8)) still holds for s € PK, while the charge () remains close to its value at spg; for all s € PK:
1Q(5) — Qoo| S *log(e™?). (3.15)

Finally, in the sub-region PK' = {sx, () < s < s;(¢€)} C PK, the quantity V(s) defined by

,7 dp . r(s) do
Vo) = 1) g 0) = a5 0
obeys the estimates:
U(s) + %Qﬂ*l sin(©(e))| < e*log(e™1). (3.16)
[W(s) — U(s;)| Sr2(s)log(e™) < e*log(e™t). (3.17)

iv. In the Kasner region K := {s; < s < sao(€)}, —r7(s) obeys the lower bound

AIBI2w2 - €272
—ri(s) > |B|*wiyer

1 2
AN =P 3.18
> o] 5" (3.18)
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The quantity ¥ obeys the following ODE: introducing R := log(*=),

v o
e = V()T F, (3.19)
lo— U(s;)| S e % F(R) < e % “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 PX and K regions

We now enter into the details of the regions PX’ UK, in which the Kasner-like behavior manifests. The following

theorem requires a (slightly) stronger assumption on e than Theorem (3.1

Theorem 3.2. Let (M,e,A) € P, with e # 0, qo # 0, m?> € R. Then, for any sufficiently small n,o > 0, there
exists eo(M, e, A,qo, m?,n,0) > 0 such that there exists a subset B, , C E, satisfying % = O(n+ o) for

any 0 < ¢ < €, and such that E;, , may be expressed as a disjoint union E; , = E;,i’;’ U E;]J;’ bo where

_ 2
G

_ %m}—l\ sin(0(e))] + O(log(e 1)) > 1+ 0 > 1. (3.22)

€€ E;Llff ifn < |¥(s;)] W sin(O(e))| + O(*log(e™!)) <1—0 < 1. (3.21)

e € B, N0 if |U(s,)]

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

Moreover; we have the following two possibilities.

, . " bo
s IfW(M,e, A, qo) > %, then E, Y = (), and therefore % = O(n + o), for n,o small.

o

* FW(M, e A, q) < 2, then |E, J*|,|E, | > 0, and for n,o small:

E Nbon (—¢ e 2
|Ey 5 ( )l = Zarcsin| 1 — ﬁm] +0(0),
2e Q 2
E’ bo I8 —€,€ 2
M:l——arcsin 1_@@ +0(n + o).
2¢ m 2
Then, for all e € E;;,m we have the following Kasner-like behavior, where, in what follows, b_ = ‘ﬂ? T

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

@) In the no Kasner bounce case (3.22), we have |a| > 1, K1 = PK' UK, and for all s € Ky,

(W(s) —al S <T7n(s'))>ﬁ (3.23)

(SPK

where we define 8 := min{%,a? — 1} > 0. Moreover, the metric takes the following Kasner-like form

2(a2-1)
g=—dr? + X1 - (1+ Cx.1 (1)) 7 o755 di® + Ry - (1 + Epa(r)) rira"3 dogs, (3.24)
a? + 14|K_|? 1 4|K_|?
log X 2l - 2| <log(e ! 3.25
og 1+a2+3 L € |+ |log Ry o213 [BP Slog(e™), ( )
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28

Exa ()] + |@ra(r)] S € ()) = (3.26)

T(SKI

where T is the proper tim andwe call (p1, p2,p3) = (32—;;}, a%%, a%%) € (0,1)3 the Kasner exponents.

(b) In the Kasner bounce case ([3.21)), we have |a| < 1, K1 = {sg, < s < si} C PK'UK, andforall s € Ky,

[B(s) —al < ¢, (3.27)
where s, = 4@?: + O(log(e™1)) is such that
(sin) = —iwa () (3.28)
7(8in) = T_ - €xp (1= a?) ogle . .

Moreover, the metric takes the following Kasner-like form, where 1o > 0 is a constant.

2(a2-1)

g=—dr* + X - (1+Ex1(7)) (T —10) =7+ dt* +Ry-(1+ Egy (1)) r* (T — To)ﬁ dosz. (3.29)

2 .
We cdll (py1,p2, p3) = (8255, 25> a23) € (—3,0) X (5, 5)? the first Kasner exponents.

(
Moreover, X1 and Ry obey ([3.25), and for all T(sg,) <7 < 7(8in):
€xa (D] +[€ra(7)] S €. (3.30)

2. In the Kasner bounce region Ky, (only in the Kasner bounce case (3.21])), we have for all s € K.,

6’2 _
r(s) =r--exp ( 202 - (1 —a?) + Ollog(e 1))>' ©:31
Moreover, in terms of proper time, we have
0 < 7(8in) — T(Sout) S e __ e + O(log(e™1)) (3.32)
T\Sin T\Sout ~ Xp b%-(l—a2) g € . .

3. In the second Kasner region Ko (only in the Kasner bounce case (3.21))), we define 3 := min{%, a2-1}>0
(since |a] < 1). We have for all s € Ky:

[T(s) —a™! 562-( r(s) )ﬁ. (3.33)

(Sout)

Moreover, the metric takes the following Kasner-like form, for all 0 < 7 < 7(Sout)

2(1—a?) 402

g=—dr* + Xy - (1+ Ex (7)) 7 15327 dt? + Ry - (14 Ero(r)) ri 71322 dog:. (3.34)
1+a24K_|? _, 1 4K P, -1
log X: logRo — <1 3.35
Bt T e T BE T T 1302 B S log(e™), (3.35)
2
2 T a=%43
|€x ()] + |€Rro(T)] S € - . (3.36)
T(sout)

13More precisely, 7 a is past-directed timelike variable, orthogonal to the hypersurfaces 35, and normalized such that g(dr, dr) = —1 and

7 = 0 at the spacelike singularity {r = 0}.
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We call (p1,p2,p3) = (11+‘3(322, 13;12, 11‘?‘312) € (0,1)3 the second Kasner exponents.

Finally, in terms of proper time, we have (recalling that T is normalized so that lim 7(s) = 0):
S—Sco

1+a?

1+a2 —2 -1
eXp< ¢ -+ 0(og(e7")) | S 7(sout) S exp S22 (1-a?)

_2b2_ : (1 — Oﬂ) 2 + O(log(e—l))>

(3.37)

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

4 Almost formation of a Cauchy horizon

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

As in [81]], the estimates up to s ~ ¢! will be divided into the four regions R, N/, £B, and LB (see Figure@
and Figure . 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, 92, ¢, Q, fl) and their Reissner-Nordstrom(-dS/AdS) values. Therefore define

or(s) =7r(s) —rrn(s), 09%(s) = Q*(s) — Q% (s),

Q) = Q) e, 3 = Al + (= - 2.

ry  rrn(s)
where we used (2.18) to provide the Maxwell gauge field Axy to which we compare, and ¢ is the solution to

the linear charged scalar field scattering problem in Reissner-Nordstrém, see Corollary 2.4,
We also use the quantity 6 log 2% (s) = log 2%(s) — log 2% (s). We commonly use that for §log Q%(s) < 1,

502(s) < Q2(s) §log Q%(s) < Q(s). (4.1)

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

Proposition 4.1. There exist Dp(M,e, A,m?,qy) > 0 and A (M,e, A)> 1 such that, in the red-shift region

R = {—00 < s < —ARg}, the following estimates hold:

8| + | 26| < Dpe, (4.2)
‘H_l — 1| S DRE2, (43)
|w — M| < Dge?, (4.4)
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dlog (92
% —2K(s)| + |log(a;'Q%) — 2K s| < DrQ* < 1, (4.5)
010g(Q%)| + [6r] + 07| + |§A|Q7% + |6Q| < Dreé?, (4.6)
16| + 66| < Dpé®. 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:

% log(9Q?) — 2K, | < K, (RS1)
¢ < de, (RS2)
Q-el<?. ®s3)
=il < S5 (RS4)

These will hold in neighborhood of s = —oco due to the asymptotic data (2.47) and (2.50). The bootstrap

assumption (RS1) will give the important estimate
° 20 / ° d 2 20 / ) d 20 2
Q°(s")ds' < alog(ﬂ ) - QP(s')ds' = £Q (s') = Q%(s). (4.8)

The evolution equation (2.44) for A will immediately yield that |A| < Q2. Therefore, turning to the equation

(2.46), we use (4.8) to see that
29| 5/ 0?(s")eds S Q(s)e,
—o0

which, after another round of integration, gives |¢| < € + CQ?(s)e, for some positive constant C.

Since the right hand side of the equation is now bounded by CQ?¢2, the estimate is straight-
forward, and from this point and are also immediate. In particular, the remaining bootstraps are all
improved, so long as Ax, is chosen large enough that Q?(s) < C~! and e is sufficiently small.

In order to get the difference estimates (4.6)), (4.7), we make yet another bootstrap assumption:
67| + 67| + |5 1og ()| + |0A| + € [00| + 70| < €% (RS5)

The claim is that we can then use the ODEs for differences (found by subtracting from the relevant ODE
in Section the analogous ODE in Reissner-Nordstrom) to then improve the RHS of by CQ?e2, hence
improving the bootstrap for Az > 0 sufficiently large.

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

66| S (67(|6] + [#]166] + [7[or| + |6A]|Al|g] + (A% + Q%)|6¢] + [62°]|¢)-
Using (4.2)—(4.5) as well as (RS5)) to estimate the RHS by appropriate powers of e and Q? ((4.1)) is also useful

here), we see that

08| < Q%€
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so that, integrating this from s = —oo once and then twice, using (4.8)) we indeed get
06| + 09| < CQ%3
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. O

In the sequel, we fix A such that Proposition applies. Next, we use a Gronwall 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, A,m? qy) > 1 and
Dy (M, e, A,m? qo) > 0 such that, in the region N’ = {-Ar < s < S}, the following estimates hold for ¢

sufficiently small:

6] + ¢ < DnC?, (4.9)
k™! — 1] < DNC€?, (4.10)
|Q —e| < DnC*¢, (4.11)
|ow — M| < DyC*é?, (4.12)

|or| + (67| + |6 log (%) | + ';ialog(m‘) + |0A| < DyC4é?, (4.13)

6| + 6| < DNC*€>. (4.14)

In the sequel, we only apply these estimates at s = .5, so that allowing Dy to depend also on S, the terms

involving C*® can be absorbed into Dy — indeed we define D}, = C® Dy 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 = —Ag:

Q] < 2le], (NS1)

- 2
14 < 2l (Ns2)

T+
k™t =1 < 4, (NS3)
r> =, (NS4)
0?2 <202 (M,e,A) = 2sup Q% (s). (NS5)
seR

Using these bootstraps and (2.45)), it is straightforward to see that

jg(¢7¢)’ S CI(M7e7A7q07m2)‘(¢7¢)|7

which immediately yields (4.9). Using the evolution equation (2.43)) for Q then gives (4.11)), improving (NSTJ
- in fact we have |Q — e| < C%5¢2.

Next, we consider the following tuple of geometric and gauge quantities:
X = (67,67, 01og O, L5log 02,5 A).
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Taking the differences from Reissner-Nordstrom for the equations (2.39), (2.41), (2.44), along with the bootstrap

assumptions, for some Cy(M, e, A, m?, qy) > 0, we get
dX .
’ds ‘ < Co(|X| + CEe?). (4.15)

Thus, using Gronwall, we deduce (4.13) for some C with appropriate dependence on Cy,Cs. For e small, this

improves (NS2), (NS4}, (NS5).
Next, for s > —Ag, we know Q=2 < Cze=2K- for some C3(M, e, A,m?,qy) > 0. Hence, ([2.37),

|81 (s) — K H(—AR)| < Cze 2E-5C%¢, (4.16)
So, for C chosen sufficiently large, we get (4.10) and improve (NS3)). The final estimate (4.14)) is straightforward.
O

Corollary 4.3. Let S’ > S be another arbitrarily chosen real number. Then for S < s < 5 and for e sufficiently

small, there exists some D_(M,e, A, m?,qo,S,S’) > 0 such that:

[r(s) —r_| < D_(e + €*-), 4.17)
’A + 2 2 < D_(&+ K9y, (4.18)
[ r_
DZ'e®R-s < Q* < D_e* -, (4.19)
|¢ — Bee'RN® — Bee ™RNS| 4 | — iwgy Bee™ RN 4 jwpyBee WRNS| < D_ (€2 4 ee?K-9), (4.20)
dlog(©?) |K_|
—— 7 _9K_| < D_(é 2Kosy < ] 21
ds S D€+ < T (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-

Nordstréom such as
1. rry(s) —r_ Se*f-sfors > 9> 1.
2. Q%N ~e2E-sfors> S>> 1.

The final part of (4.21) clearly follows by taking S large and e small. In the sequel, we will take advantage of

the fact that S and S’ can be taken to be as large as required. O

4.2 Estimates on the early blue-shift region

The early blue-shift £5 is defined by B = {S < s < siin, = (|2K_|) "' log(re=?)}, where v(M, e, A,m?,qo) > 0
is chosen such that (@.28) holds. In the blue-shift regions, we begin to exploit the fact that Q? is exponentially

decaying in s.

Proposition 4.4. Take the quantity S in Propositionto be sufficiently large, and v(M, e, A, m?, q9) > 0 to be
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sufficiently small. Then there exists some Dy (M, e, A,m?, qy) > 0 such that the following hold:

|510g(92)\ +s %5105;(92) < Dpés?, (4.22)
6] + 6] < Dp|Ble, (4.23)

|6r|s™" + (67 + |6A| < Dge®, (4.24)

x! = 1] < 1 (4.25)

|w — M|+ |Q — e| < Dgé’s, (4.26)

66| + 16| < Dge’s. (4.27)

Proof. Recall the quantities D, from Proposition[4.2Jand B € C from Proposition[2.3] We bootstrap the following

estimates:
|61og Q%] < 4D/ye%s? (EB1)
6] + wrn 9] < 20(Ble, (EB2)
r> =, (EB3)
A < 22, (EB4)

To start with, note that, by (EB1)) and the Reissner-Nordstrom asymptotics, we have that, for some C > 0,
C—leZK,s < QZ < CeZK,s

Note also that [6Q| < €2s is immediate from (4.11) and the bootstraps.
Next, we use (EB2) along with the Raychaudhuri equation (2.37) to get the estimate on x:

1
|k7! — 1] < Diye? + C|BJ?e?e? -1 < 100" (4.28)

where v is chosen such that the second inequality holds. One can rewrite the left hand side of this expression as
k71— 1] = 4Q32 |67 + #(e 70 los ¥ — 1)),
Hence, we can use (4.28) and (EB1) to produce a preliminary estimate on 47

07| S Q%|01og Q| + *-°¢* + | B¢ < 2 -°(Dly + Diys*)e* + | B, (4.29)

Integrating this uﬂ from s = S, we get |6r| < €2s, or to be more specific we have the following, where C'

depends on the black hole parameters, m? and qo but not the choice of S (unlike the quantity D), = C°Dy

which does have exponential dependence on S):

|67] < Ce*(|B|*s 4+ D)y + D S%e*5-9) < Ce*(|B|*s + Dly). (4.30)

14We use here a straightforward calculus lemma: given o > 0 and N € N, then for s € R large, f;oo sNemasds <o v s e %0,

43



Here, we use that S2e25-9 is uniformly bounded for S > 0.
We wish to improve the bootstrap (EBI)). So we use the equation (2.41)) and take differences from Reissner-

Nordstrom, leading to following inequality

P2 . .
F < Q21510 2% + 6] + 16 +16Q1) + Jof? + 141

=2 §log Q2

< e*K-5(Dlys? +|B*s + Dly)é® + | B2

~

Integrating this expression up from s = S twice, we get

d
d—élog 02| < Diyé® + | BJ?€%s,
s

|6log Q% < D)ye’s + | B*e*s”.

So, for S sufficiently large, we improve the bootstrap — note that D)y, = C°Dy grows exponentially in S
so that D, > | B|? for S large.
Then taking differences between our ODEs and the Reissner-Nordstrém ODEs will lead to the estimates
and (4.26)), thus improving upon the bootstraps and (EB4).
We now turn to the estimates on the charged scalar field. We shall use the equation and consider the
quantity
H =4 + r* 3| A2 (4.31)

As we already control r and |/~1| from below in this region, producing an upper bound for H would give us desired

estimates on |¢|, |¢|. Using (2.46) as well as (2.44), we compute

dH m2Q2%rt . TquAQQQ
e

E - 2 ¢2 +4T3’f‘qg‘/~l|2¢2.

The last term is negative since 7 < 0, so we can apply Cauchy-Schwarz (again recalling the lower bounds on
rand |A|) to see that
dH

2 <« 2
Is < CyQ*H,

for some Cg = Cy(M,e, A,m?,qy) > 0. Therefore, by Gronwall, so long as we pick S large enough such that

Slin oo
CuyO2ds < CC’H/ e2K-5ds < log 2,

S S

we deduce that H(s) < 2H(S) < 16riw?% |B|*€*, 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 H, given by
H =1r*6¢|* + r*q3| A]*[5¢)*. (4.32)

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

m2Q2
4

. 2. -
66 = —=-86 — 341?66 — “ 06 + Exp. (433)
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where the errof”®|term Ep is estimated by |€x5| < €3 (1 — s + s2Q%, ).

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

H N —
iTs S PH + (1 — s+ 2% )V (4.34)

Rewriting this expression as a differential inequality in terms of v/ H and using the usual Gronwall inequality
with a (nondecreasing) inhomogeneous term, we get
S

\/ﬁ(s) < \/E(S) +/ E(1 — s+ 5°Q% ) ds < €3s

S

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

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 7 remains at size O(¢?) rather than continuing to decay exponentially.

_ 2|Blwrn

Proposition 4.5. Choose Az > 0 sufficiently small, and define b_ = ST Then, in the region £B = {s;;,, <

s < Ape 1}, there exists some Dr(M,e, A,m? qo) > 0 such that the following estimates hold, recalling the
quantity or_ from (2.24):

Ir(s) —r_| < Drés, (4.35)
4|B 2,,2 2
]_f _ ";TK[H” < DL 1 ), (4.36)
d 2 2
%bg(ﬂ ) —2K_| < Dype’s, (4.37)
d b 22 2 —202 2
glog(r(s) - -Q (s)) < Dp(e7°Q% + €%s), (4.38)
QQ
log (a 62K5>‘ < DL€2827 (439)
|6 + 16| < Dre, (4.40)
1Q —e|s™ !+ [6A] < Dpé, (4.41)
|p — Bee'ENS — Bee WRNS| |¢ —iwpN Bee™EN® 4 jwpn Bee TWENS| < Djyéls. (4.42)

Proof. We use the following bootstrap assumptions, where the constant By (M, e, A, m?, qo) > 0 will be described

later in the proof:

d%logm —2K_| <|K_|, (LB1)
i < 2lel
Al <22, (LB2)

8|B‘2W122NT7 2

7 < K| €,

(LB3)

151n this expression for the error term, our estimates in the region £ show that both —s7 and s2Q% , 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.

45



Q] < 2le], (LB4)
|0 log Qz| < Byé?s2. (LB5)

From (LB3), we have the trivial estimate |§7| < €2, and thus |07| < €2s.

Due to (LB1)), we have that in £B,

Q2(s')ds' < |K_|7'Q2 (s13n) < €2,
Slin
So given all the bootstrap assumptions we may proceed exactly as in the proof of Proposition to recover the
estimates (4.40) and (4.42). Note that the error £, in (4.33)) is replaced by £; 5 which still satisfies the same

estimate

|€p] S (1 — 57+ 52°Q% ) S €,

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

‘ (5log TQQ < B1Q%e%s? + €2, (4.43)

Integrating once, we deduce that
‘iélog(rﬂz)‘ < Bie?s(e) - €+ e?s < s (4.44)
Therefore, in light of the previous estimates on or, §, for € sufficiently small we have
‘1og TQQ)()—QK_’ ‘log (Q%)(s) —2K_ <C’es<|1 | (4.45)

where the final inequality follows for Ap taken sufficiently small.

This improves the bootstrap (LBI), and moreover, integrating (4.44) once again will yield
|510g(r92)| < C(®s%,,(€) + Bie*s?, (€) 4 €252), (4.46)

which improves (LB5) after once again accounting for dr, so long as Bj 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
6|2 + | A¢3|¢|* = |Bwrnee™™N® — Bugpyee “rN®|2 4 w¥ | Bee™ N + Bee "rN®|2 4 £p.
Expanding out the trigonometric expressions on the right, we can see this can be rewritten as

0 + |APg3|of* = 4| BlPwhne’ + s, (4.47)
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where the error term is bounded by |£5| < €*s
Therefore, using also (4.35) and (4.44)), one finds that (2.38) may be written in the form

() = 2K () = 4|BPuhyr—€ + En(s), (4.48)

S

with the error £g(s) once again satisfying |Ep(s)| < €'s.

We now use a classical integrating factor of e ~2%-* to integrate (4.48) between s;;,, and s, yielding

—r(s) = —eQK‘(sfs”")f‘(slm)—F/ 4| BPwh €2 - (- ) 4 Ep(s)e? -5 g4 (4.49)

Slin

Using |£5(s')| < €*s” and computing these integrals, we find that

4|B2w} €

. 4| B|Pw? €
—#(s) — 2] 2P WRNT-€

< eQK, (s—Siin)
2K |

~

—7(Spin) — +els. (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 (LBI), plus using that e?5-5 < e2K-s1in < €2 for s € L. O

We conclude this section with a straightforward corollary concerning quantities evaluated at a specific point
s = so(€) = 50sy;, (€) that will be useful in the next region. For ease of notation, we first define the dimensionless

parameter 20(M, e, A, qp) > 0 as:

wrn(M, e, A, qo)
W= \/ [2K_(M,e,N)| (4.51)

Corollary 4.6. Let sp(€) = 50s;:,(€) € LB. Then, upon defining the quantities

n=ro) w=lndGol, &=w (-5 (7)) (ol Q-Qo) @52

we have the following estimates:

1
|ro —r—| + log(671)|wo —wrN| + &0 — W +1Qo —e| < Dpé? log(efl). (4.53)
In particular, the following upper and lower bounds hold for &.
1 _
&< qppam G < 10BMW (4.54)
Finally, one has
[6(s0)| + ¢(s0)| < Dre. (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(e) 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(e) at start of the regime to O(1) at the end of the regime. Indeed, after a change of
variables, the behavior of ¢ will be well approximated by a Bessel function of order 0. Schematically, in the region

e < r <« r_, the scalar field behaves as

2,2
o(r) =~ Ce - cos (T EZT_ + O(log(el))) . (5.1

r

We will, in fact, need to track the growth-oscillatory behavior more precisely using the explicit Bessel functions

Jo(z) and Yy (), defined as the two linearly independent solutions of Bessel’s equation of order 0:

d [ df
a (ZdZ) baf=0. (5.2)
They exhibit the following asymptotic behavior (see also Facts and[A.4]in Appendix[A]for more detailed
asymptotics):
W2 cos(z—T)+0(2732)  asz— +oo,
Jo(z) =4 V7 (=5)+ol (5.3)
1+ 0(z) asz — 0,
W Esin(z—T)+0(z73%?)  asz — +oo,
Y()(Z) _ Tz ( 4) (54)

2 (In (%) +7) +O(z) as z — 0,

where v ~ 0.577 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. We see, therefore, that the Bessel functions Jy(z) and Yy(z)
both oscillate and deca at a slow inverse polynomial rate as z — oo, 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 = :—2 and the frequency &, defined in Corollary

~ & &
o(r) = Cyl(e) - Jo e +Cy(e)- Yo 2z @)

CJ(G) ~ \/ 271'5() . |B| : COS(&) . 6_2), Cy(e) ~ \/27‘(’&) . |B| . Sin(fo . 6_2).

In light of (5.3)-(5.4), tracking the size of the coefficients C;(¢) and Cy (¢) 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
Yo(z) for z <« 1, the precise value of the coefficient Cy (¢) will be crucial in the geometry of the later regions
where r < ¢ (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) @, where Q. (M, e, A)
depends on the black hole parameters and lies strictly between § and e, see and Lemma Qoo being
bounded away from 0 is causing the charge retention in Theorem|[l] see Section[I.4

We now state the main result of this section, where O = {s > so(€) : r(s) > 2|B|2er_} 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 ¢.
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20 was defined in (4.51).

Proposition 5.1. For s € O, the lapse Q2 obeys the following upper bound, where we recall a_ from (2.24).
92(8) < a_exp(K_s). (5.5)

There exists some Do (M, e, A,m?, qo) > 0 such that, for s € O, we have the following estimates:

| — ri*(s) — 4|B|*W?r? wpn| < Doe*loge™, (5.6)
d 2 2 -1 -2
glogﬂ —2K_| < Do€e*(log(e™") +r7%(s)). 5.7)
190 A(s) — goARN,00| < Do€?, (5.8)
1 2K_
‘Q(s) —e+ 17 (r2 —r2(s))| < Do€e?log(e™"). 5.9
RN ,00

Finally, there exist coefficients C';(¢) and Cy (¢) 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,

‘qﬁ(s) - (Cj(e)Jo <5‘;’;2€(j ) > + Cy ()Y <5‘;’;26(j)>)‘ < Doe?log(e™Y), (5.10)
’é(s) —wo (CJ(e)J1 <£j§€(;)) +Cy(e)Y; <§j§€(j))>’ < Doe*log(e ™). (5.11)

Here, £, and wy are as defined in Corollary
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 spx(€) > 0 be such that r(spx) = 2|B|2er_. Then
|spr — (8| BPW wrn) e ?| < Dolog(e™"). (5.12)

Further, if one defines () as

2K _(M,e,A)-72(M,e, )

o0 M’ 7A = ~ ) 5.13
Q ( ¢ ) © 4ARN}OO(M,6,A) ( )
one may infer the following estimates at s = spg.
1Q(spk) — Quo| < Do log(e™), (5.14)
|6(spr) — (C(€)Jo(4&0| BI*W?) + Cy (€) Yo (40| BI*W?))| < Doe®log(e™?), (5.15)
[6(spic) = wo(Cr(€) 1 (40| BIPZ?) + Cy (€)Yi (46| BI*20%)) | < Doe? log(e ™). (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 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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02(s) and Q(s), then complete the proof of Proposition

5.1 Bootstraps and preliminary estimates

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

02 <0, (o1
8] + 6] < e, (02)
Q| < e 2. (03)

By Proposition [4.5and Corollary[4.6} these hold within a neighborhood of s = so (€). It will be convenient to
define the bootstrap region Oy,,; as the connected component of {s € O : s < ¢, (OI)-(O3) apply} such that
50 € Opoot- We now make some preliminary estimates using these bootstraps and Proposition 4.5} Morally, the

following lemma will allow us to treat —r7 and A as constant inside O, at least up to an extremely small error.

Lemma 5.3. Any s € Oy, satisfies s < e~2. Furthermore, there exists some constant Do (M, e, A,m?,qy) > 0

such that, for s € Oppot,

‘CZ(—W) + [r(s) — ri(so)| < Do€e®®, (5.17)
|—ri(s) — A BI*Wwrnr? €| < Doetlog(e™'), (5.18)
00 A(s) — qoA(s0)| < Doe®, (5.19)
lgoAl(s) — wrn| < Doe?. (5.20)

Proof. These estimates are immediate from (2.40) and (2.44). Indeed, letting f be either —r or A, we see that

d .
L) <o prel 01161

for some polynomial P; of degree less than 2. Then, using that (O1) provides a large power of ¢, the remaining
bootstraps plus the fact that 7(s) 2 ¢ 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 —rit 2 €® and r?(sp) = 2 4+ O(e? log(e 1)), it is immediate that s < €2 for s € Opoor. O

We use Lemma to rewrite several of the equations of Section as simplified equations with constant

coefficients, plus an error term. Recalling ¢, from (4.52)), to simplify notation, we denote

2 -1
x=uz(s) = :27(:2), so that ¢, = ‘( dm) - qoA| (s = s0). (5.21)

ds

We then proceed to rewrite (2.46) and (2.43) in terms of the new variable . Performing this change of variables,

one gets the two equations:

d do 2
aQ = sgn(e)qor&oez|o)® + Eg. (5.23)

dx
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We should like to estimate the error terms £; and £g. To do so, we apply Lemma |5.3| extensively to prove the

following corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Recall z and & from (5.21)). Then, for s € Oy,,:, one finds

< D0625. (5.24)

o (~2) il

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

1€s] + 1E0| < Doe™.

Proof. For (5.24), we first use that, from (2.40),
Q2

2r2 €2

o
ds?

2
2 ¢2

Q2

- = -
r2

lol? — Al S €, (5.25)

~

e |3

where the final estimate comes from the bootstrap assumptions (OI)-(O3). Integrating this once between s¢

and s € Opyot, and combining with (5.21)), follows.
For the error terms, making the substitution s — x in and (2.43) yields:

dz\ ' -
50—(—(;;) lgo Al

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

Pz

a2 | T

ol +€al S <92+

) : P(€_17r_1v |¢|a |¢D7

5.2 Scalar field oscillations

The focus of this subsection will be understanding the behavior of the charged scalar field ¢(s) via the equation
(5.22)). This equation is a Bessel type ODE that we would like to understand as = decreases from e =2+ O(log(e ™))
to TZ(SPK)(TZ_EZ)il = 4|B|2232

Proposition 5.5. For s € Oy, there exists a constant Dy > 0, and coefficients C;(e) and Cy (¢) such thatE
| — Cy(€)Jo(&oz) — Cy (6)Yo(éoz)| < Doe', (5.26)

—= 4+ &Cy(e)J1(€oz) + &Cy () Y1 (&oz)| < Doe™®. (5.27)

do
dx

Defining 5 = z(so), the coefficients C;(¢) and Cy (¢) are determined by

Cyle)| _ mup |—éoV1(bors) —Yollows)| | d(zs) (5.28)
Cy (e) 2 | &di(&rs)  Jo(oxs) & (@p)
The coefficients obey the estimates
Cy(e) — gm—l cos(@(e))‘ < Dpée? log(e_l), (5.29)

17For a definition of the Bessel functions J, (z) and Y, (), see Appendix@and Fact
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NG

‘Cy(e) - 7&3—1 sin(@(e))‘ < Do€’log(e™), (5.30)
where the phase function ©(e) is given by
~ d -t i
O(e) = |goA|(s) -r2(5) . <—d8r2(5)> + wrNns +arg B — 1 . (5.31)
S=S0oO

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

100|B|er—
—

max{|¢|, wpn 6]} < (5.32)

Proof. Ignoring the error term &,, the equation is exactly Bessel’s equation of order 0 after a rescaling
z = &yx. 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

(o, %), treating the error term as an inhomogeneity. We get the following (see also the discussion preceding

Lemmal[A.6):

d [¢) | |0 1|]¢) N 01 (5.33)

wlE@] -8 2] [2@] 2

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; zo) be the linear solution operator for
the usual Bessel’s equation defined in Lernrna and S¢, (z1;%0) == Qg, © S(&ox1; &oxo) © Qa)l as in Corollary
where Q, : R? — R? is the linear stretching operator Q, : (4, B) — (A, xB).

Then, following Corollary S¢,(z1;20) can be interpreted as the linear solution (semigroup) operator
for the first-order system without the inhomogeneous term £,. Defining x5 as in the statement of the
proposition, we have from Corollary that |z — €% < log(e~!). Duhamel’s principle (i.e. Corollary
applied to first-order systemf;g] gives that

0 6 ’ o |
() =S¢y (x5 28) (xB) + / Se¢, (73 2) dz. (5.34)
% % B %5¢(i‘)
We define:
o5 6 be ' 0
(x) =S¢, (z;2R) (zg), (z) = / Se, (25 %) dz. (5.35)
& T o 14(3)

Thus ¢p(x) represents exactly the solution of the homogeneous linear Bessel ODE with data given at z = xp,
while ¢.(z) is to be treated as an error term due to the small inhomogeneity. To treat ¢5(x) and ¢.(z), we shall
use parts (1)) and (2) of Corollary[A.7|respectively.

As ¢ (x) must be a solution to (a rescaled) Bessel’s equation, the solution must be exactly (using Fact 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 ["! = — [70.
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justify the appearance of J; ({pz) and Y;(§yx) in the derivatives):

¢B(z) = CrJo(&ox) + CyYo(&or), (5.36)

d
%(x) = —£C1J1(&ox) — £ Cy Y1(6oz). (5.37)
In these equations, the coefficients C; = Cj;(e) and Cy = Cy (¢) are chosen such that ¢(zz) = ¢p(rg) and
9 (2p) = 295 (vp), i.e. so that ¢ (x) agrees with ¢(x) to first order at z = x. (It is immediate from that
¢e(x) vanishes to first order at z = x3.) Part (1) of Corollary[A.7]then implies (5.28).

In order to deal with ¢. (), we recall part[2]of Corollary[A.7] Using Corollary[5.2] in particular the upper and

lower bounds for &y in (#.54), the operator norm of the rescaled solution operator satisfies

1 T
e (%15 Z0) 1212 < max {4|B|W7 16|B|2g~mQ} - max {17 x?} :

Integrating backwards in the variable z, i.e. z < 7 in (5.34), we can see that upon defining the [* norm on R?

as [|(2,y) i = max{|z], [y[},

1 1
Sfo(l',.i) |: ] || SmaX{W,|B|QQﬁ2} -;sup\5¢| 5620,
[

0
1E4(2)

where we apply Corollary and x > 4|B|?2? in the last step. Furthermore, the length of the interval of
integration in (5.34) is bounded by x5 — x < x5 < 2672, so we have

20 / RS I I
o (2 T) dx
[%(x)] e L&m]

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 C;(¢), Cy (¢). We carefully compute C;(¢); the other

< €lf (5.38)

loc

loc

coefficient Cy (¢€) shall follows in an analogous manner. By (5.28)), we have the formula

TR

Cy(e) = o |:_§0Y1(€0x6)¢(1'8) - Yo(foxs)ﬁ(ws)] : (5.39)

We therefore obtain a precise expression for C';(¢) using the large-z asymptotics for the Bessel function Y, (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

g =e 2+ O0(log(e7t)),
Yo(6ozn) = 4/ Wﬁjiﬂs sin (501’6 - %) +O(é%), (5.40)

Y1(§ors) = —4/ W&?xﬁ cos (foxlg - %) +0(e). (5.41)

On the other hand, writing B as B = |B|(cosarg B + isinarg B) in (4.42)) gives for ¢(z5) = ¢#(8)|s=so:

¢(x) = 2|Blecos(wrnso + arg B)| + O(e® log (e 71)). (5.42)
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For %, we proceed in several steps, using in particular Lemma (5.24), and (4.53):
@ my= (L) 4
dx B)= ds

da\ !
= —2|Blewgrn (de) sin(wgys + arg B) + O(’ log(e ™))

S=S0O

S=S0O

= +2|B|€wRN(8|B|2QU2wRN)71 sin(wrnso + arg B)| + 0(63 log(efl))

= 2|Ble&osin(wrnso + arg B)| + O(e’ log (e 71)). (5.43)

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

TR

2
Cy(e) = 5 ,/% - 2| Ble cos (foazg - % +wrNSO + argB) + O(e* log(e™1)). (5.44)

To conclude, one uses Corollaryand zp =€ 2+ O(log(e™1)) to yield, since /8| B| = 2 + O(elog(e™1)):

Cjy(e) = gﬂﬂ_l cos(©(e)) + O(e* log(e ™)), (5.45)

where by the definition of & in Corollary[4.6] ©(¢) is as in (5.31).
Finally, to obtain the upper bound (5.32)), note first of all that oo > £o4|B|?20% > 1/4 by Corollary Since

one can check that, for z > 1,
max{|Jo(2)], |J1(2)], [Yo(2)], [Y1(2)[} < 102712,

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

60| Bler_
< —
r

max{|¢(x)|,§01 } < VT 10(&x) T2 4+ O log(e71)) (5.46)

d¢
dx

Then, one can use Lemma|5.3[to change the x-derivative to an s-derivative, with negligible error, and thus find

(15.32). O

5.3 Precise estimates for () and (?

Note that while has already been improved by (5.26)), it remains to estimate @ and 22 in the region Op,ot,
and close the remaining bootstraps (O3) and (O1)). We shall show that @ changes to (a value close to) the

quantity Q.., while Q2 remains exponentially decaying in s.

Proposition 5.6. For s € Oy, We have the following estimates for Q(s) and Q?(s), where Do > 0 may be

larger than that of Lemma [5.3]and Proposition [5.5|if necessary.

‘Q(s) —e+ 1 ~2K_ (r2 —r(s))| < Do€’ log(e™), (5.47)
4 Apn,o
‘ci log Q0% — QK_‘ < Dpé? (log(efl) + 7’72(5)) . (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 |Qo —
e| < €?log(e™!) from ([@.53), it remains to estimate the integral:

sgn(e) / ' qor? &0’ | ¢|* (%) di, (5.49)

where we recall for convenience that z = ()% 2.

Firstly, using (5.26)), (5.29), (5.30), and the Bessel function asymptotics in (5.3)), (5.4), one may find that

1
‘(b - 257%_1 cos(§ox — /4 — @(6))‘ <é? log(e_l)ac_l/2 + 2732, (5.50)
0

which we may use to deduce the estimate

2
Eoxg? — m; cos? (&gx — /4 — @(6))‘ Sellog(e ) +a (5.51)
Therefore, recalling that 202 = ‘iﬁ;' = — I‘fil;;l - by definition, we can integrate this to estimate (5.49) by
T 2|K 2 x
/ dor® €025 6[2(5) it — 2T 2 / cos (€07 — /4 — O(c)) di
. 2|ARNco|  Jas

< (e log(e M) ap + log(zp/x)) < € log(et).  (5.52)
Then integrating cos?(oz — 7/4 — O(€)) = 1(1 4 cos(2¢oz — /2 — 20(e)) in the usual manner,

v 1 2|K_
/ qor? &€’ T|¢[* () di — 12Kl

- 4 ARN |

(r*(z) = r*(zp))| S € log(e™"). (5.53)

By replacing r%(x5) by 2 (which carries an error of O(e? log(e~'))), we get the estimate (5.47) — to ensure we
have the right sign in , recall that e and Az o, have opposite signs, while 2K _ is negative.

We now move onto the estimates for 2. For this, we consider , and integrate by parts using as
follows, where we use (O1)) to control error terms involving Q2:

630

d
‘ds log(rQ?) — 2K _ (so) +

d
< |2 2
(s) < ‘ Sdlog(rQ )

/ (10 + B API6P) ds| +

SO

< Elog(e7) + 106 (s)| + [¢d(s0)| +

/ (6 + 2|A[26) ds

[

In the third line, we used Corollaryto absorb ¢ (s0)| into the 2 log(e~!) error.
By (5.32) in Proposition[5.5] for s € Op,r, one has

S log(e™!) + |9 (s)| +

. (5.54)

10%|B*wrner?

r2

|66(s)] <

Inserting this estimate into all instances of ¢¢ 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

da 2 da 2\ _ T ~1 -2
dlegQ 2K‘<‘ds log(rQ) 2K_| + - Se [log(e )—i—r (5)]

This completes the proof of the proposition. O

Proof of Proposition [5.1]and Corollary[5.2] Suppose the bootstrap assumptions (OI), (03], (O2) hold in Oye C
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 we know that s < ¢72

for all s € Opyot, in order to show O = Oy, it remains only to improve (O1)).

For this purpose, we simply need to integrate (5.48). By (5.18), we know that —r > €2, hence due to (4.39)

and s > sp 2 log(e~'), one has

|log Q%(s) — 2K_s —loga_| < €2 10g(6_1)2 —|—/ <e2 log(e™") — :)
s0

r(so)

r(s)

<€ log(efl)s + log (5.55)

In fact, the final term on the right hand side is also bounded by €?log(e~')s. To see this, note that if s is such
that 7(s) > %=, then (5.18) implies that

5 ez s 2
log r(so) = / () ds < / < 43 < é2s.
SO SO

r(s)

On the other hand, if r(s)<”5 then (5.18) implies that s > =2, and thus log(%) Slog(e™!) < e?log(e!)s.
Hence, (5.55) implies that

Q? < a_e(2K7+DO62 log(e’l))s, (556)

which clearly implies (5.5) for e small. Moreover, since e®-50(¢) < 50 we have improved the final bootstrap
(0O1). Therefore, O, = O and its right endpoint is s = spx, where r(spx) = 2| B|2Wer_.
Integrating (5.18)) in the region O, one gets:

1 1 _
57‘2(30) — 57"2(51:;() — 4|B|2QH2MRNT362(SPK —50)| < €2 log(e 1),

which simplifies after applying the estimates of Proposition [4.5|to
‘r% - 8|B\22ﬂ2wRNr3625pK| < elog(e™h).

This yields the estimate (5.12) for spx. The remaining parts of both Proposition and Corollary are
straightforward. O

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

lies strictly between e and e/2.

Lemma 5.7. Define Q. as in (5.13). Then one has the following alternative form for ()., where we recall
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Pse = PA<OUPA=0 U PA>O from Section [2.2]

3 ArZry (2r_ +1y)

== 5.5
Q et e (5.57)

From this, we make the following observations regarding Q.:
() If A =0, then Qo = 2e.

(i) If A < 0, then Q. lies strictly between %e and %e. Furthermore, as (M, e, A) varies across the sub-extremal

A<O
se

, Qoo /e achieves all values in (1, 3).

parameter space P 204

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

parameter space P20, Q /e achieves all values in (3, 1).
In particular, in all cases, one has [Qw| > %le| > 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

2

J(X) = X 2Paon(X) = X2y = X)(r- = X) (5 = $(ry +7)X - 4X?),

THT—

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

2K (Me,A) = f'(X) x=r =122 —14) (75 = Ar (e +7) = 402).

TyT_

Recalling once more that A RN,oo(M,e,A) =& — & = M, we therefore get ll

T4 T— THT—

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 A > 0, ll gives Qo > 2e, while ll gives Qo < e, since Agy oo < 0

and 2K_ < 0. For the A < 0 case, we require one final observation, namely
~1 ~1 2 (1 1 A 3
0=ry Pren(rs) —rZ Puealr-)=e” ( —— — | +(ry —r_) — g(“r —r2).

Dividing by r, — r_ and multiplying by . r_, this gives

2 2 2
%hrr,(mr Fryr_ 4+ri)=—e 4+ rpr_.

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

0< —%r%r+(2r, +ry) < —%hrr,(ri +ryr_ +1%) < e’

Substituting this into (5.57), we get the first statement of ().
To prove the second statements of (i), (i), 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 Pt = Ps. N {e > 0} be the

space of subextremal parameters with positive e,

 PJ is an open, connected set in R3.
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* Define the set P2<" to be the set of (M, e, A) € R* x R x (—o0, 0) such that the polynomial Pys e 4 (X) has
a single repeated positive root X = R, and P2>° to be the set of (M, e, A) € Rt x R x (0, +oc) such that
the polynomial Py e a(X) has two positive roots X = R and X = R, with X = R having multiplicity 2
and R < Rc. Then, P, = (PA<0 U PA>0) N {e > 0} is a subset of the boundary OP..

* For (M,e,\) € P, one must have —co < AM? < 2, i.e. we are constrained to have AM? < 2 in
order for there to exist a choice of e > 0 such that the polynomial Py e (X) has the correct number of
distinct positive roots. Moreover, all these values are achieved when restricting to the extremal case i.e.

{AM?: (M,e,A) € PL} = (—o0, %)
* The functions r; (M, e, A) and r_ (M, e, A) are continuous in P.. Furthermore, they may be continuously

extended onto P, C 9P}, upon defining r_ =, = Ron PJ..

In light of these facts, Q.. is a continuous function of (M, e, A) in Pz

se’

and may be continuously extended

onto the space of extremal parameters P , where we have

ex?’

3 AR*
Qoo = Ze+ de

(5.58)

We would like to estimate AR*. For extremal parameters, we must have Py o (R) = %PM,B, A(R) = 0, from
which we can get the two identities{ﬂ
—2AR? 4+ 3R —3M =0, (5.59)

R?> —3MR +2e> =0. (5.60)

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

3 R(R—M)\ 3 R-MY 3 1
Q°°4€(H 262 >4e(1+3M—R>2e 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- % + %AMQ (A};)?) =0. (5.62)
As AM? varies between —oo and %, we can see that the unique positive root of this cubic expression in R/M
varies between 0 and 2, not including the endpoints. (Note that if AM? > %, then in fact there are no positive
roots! This is why AM? must be upper bounded.)

Therefore, as AM? and thus R/M vary within their allowed ranges, from 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.. rather than the subextremal parameters

in PL. But P/ is connected, so it is straightforward to show that indeed {Q~ (M, e, A) : (M,e,A) € PL} =

(e/2, e) also. This concludes the proof of Lemma 5.7} O
19These will arise from ﬁPM,e,A(R) =0and %(X*4PM,6,A)(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 > sp : r(s) > 2|B|Wer_} = {so < s < spk}, where
so(€) = 50y, and we sp = O(e2) was defined such that 7(spx) = 2|B|2er_. The reason it was necessary

to end this region at r ~ er_ was twofold:

1. Considering the Bessel function form of ¢,

&or? &or?

o= Cjy(e)dy (7262) + Cy(e)Yy (W) + error,

then the Bessel functions Jy(z), Yy(z) will change behavior from oscillatory (at large z) to convergent or

logarithmically growing (at small 2) once r%(s) < & 'r2 ¢ ~ 8| B|?20%*r2 . (See li 1'

2. We tackled many error terms using the smallness of Q?(s) to dominate polynomial powers of 7—! and |4|.
At the start of the region O, i.e. s = sp(€) = 50s;(€), we only had that Q? < €'%°) so in order for the

errors to be controlled we required ! to be at worst an inverse power of .

Nevertheless, we will show that we may extend many of the important estimates beyond s = spy to a region

PK = {s > spk : r(s) > 6_505727’_}, which for reasons that will later become clear we denote by the proto-

Kasner region. Here, the dimensionless constant dy(M, e, A, qo) is selected to be (recall that b_ = 2“’;',(7‘*’_‘? =
2|B|20?%)
1 1
= ——|B(M,e,\)| 2054 M,e, A, q) = —b_2. 1
60 2000| ( , €, )‘ 2 ( ; €, aqO) 500b7 (6 )

In the region P, we will overcome difficulty [1] by instead using new bootstrap assumptions that reflect the
now monotonic behavior of ¢ and ¢. The more fundamental difﬁculty is dealt with by now using the fact that

02 is now such that —log Q% > —K_s > ¢ 2 in regimes such as PK where s is of order e 2.

Proposition 6.1. Choose dy(M, e, A,qo) > 0 as in (6.1). Then, in the region PK = {2|B|%Wer_ > r(s) >
e—d0 1, there exists some Dpx (M, e, A,m?, qy) > 0such that that one has the following exponential behavior
for the lapse Q2(s):

0?%(s) < Dpg exp(—5050672). (6.2)

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

‘—rf“(s) — 4\3\2w2w31\/r2_62’ < Dpget log(efl), (6.3)
’%1‘1(8) - qOARN,OO‘ < Dpgé?, (6.4)
1Q(5) — Quo| < Dpxe® log(e_l). (6.5)

Using these, and recalling that wgy = \qofl RN,|, we define the quantities wy and {x by

WEK = |q0A|(SpK) = WRN + 0(62), (66)
d 2 \* 1 _
b= (i) (or) = g + 01 o)) (6.7)
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For the scalar field ¢, there will exist coefficients Cjx (¢) and Cy k(e) obeying, for C;(e) and Cy (e) as in

Proposition the estimates |Cyx (€) — Cs(€)| + |Cy k() — Cy (€)| < Dpre?log(e!), such that for all s € PK:

o) = (Comtrn (S92 ) + Cricoms (5517) )| < Do ton(e™), 68
‘é(s) ~wi (CJK(e)J1 (5fi§i(25)) + Oy (e)Y) <5I;§ 26(25) >)‘ < Dpre?log(e!). (6.9)

Moreover, the following upper bounds for ¢ and ¢ are satisfied for all s € PK:

8B 2Qn2 2 2
6(s)] < 10020 (1 +log (W)) , (6.10)
. 8 B ZQB 2.2
6] < 100wpy - % (6.11)

Remark 6.1. Both the statement and the proof of Proposition [6.1| will show large similarities to Proposition
[6.1]in Section [5} One notes, however, that, in order to obtain the necessary error estimates, such as those of
Lemma the quantities &, and wq, which are defined as the values of certain quantities evaluated at s = s¢,

to the quantities £ and wy, which are the values of the same quantities but evaluated at s = spg instead.

6.2 Proof of Proposition |6.1

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

Q° < a_ exp(—5080e?), (PK1)
S|B 2@2 2.2
6| < 10095 (1 +log (W)) , (PK2)
. 8| B Qw 2 .2
6] < 100wgy - Hr% (PK3)
Q| < 2le]. (PK4)

From Corollary[5.2]and Lemma 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 = spx due to (5.5) and (5.12):
note that, for € chosen sufficiently small, using and (5.12), we have

2AK_| 1 Y 1

K spp <28l = S
SPK= T an 32[BPwES < 32/B2awd

e 2 < —5180e 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 with some preliminary estimates on —r7 and A, then as in Section we use these together
with the equation written in Bessel-like form to find precise asymptotics for the scalar field ¢. Finally one
concludes using these Bessel asymptotics to close estimates for () and 2? as in Section 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 li now means the smallness of 22 dominates by powers of r~?, since r=! < e¢=%0¢
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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

2
4 (Q +m T2|¢|2> —4850672

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 Py, as the connected component of the set {s € PK : s < ¢4, (PKI)-(PK4) apply} such

that spx € PKpoot- Then we have the following.

Lemma 6.2. For s € PKpoot, One finds

+ |*7”T.'(S) + 7“7.”(813](” < DPK6740506_2, (6.13)

)

g0 A(s) — QOA(SPK)\ < DPK€74060€72- (6.14)

Further, || and ( .l hold. Moreover, letting x(s) = 2( )| one finds that

,,, 62’

d

where the error term & is bounded by

|€6(5)| < Dprce™20%
Proof. The proof is almost identical to that of Lemma [5.3]and [5.4} in light of the comments above. O

Lemma 6.3. Recalling z(s) = 2 2 , let tpx = x(spk), and define the coefficients C;x (¢) and Cy g (¢) via

Cik(€) _ Jo(€krpK) Yo(€xkrpK) - d(rpK) . 6.16)
Cyk(€) —¢xJi(lxrpr) —ExYi(€xTpi) %(xPK)

Then one has that [Cyx (e) — Cs(€)| + |Cy k (€) — Cy (€)] < Dpxe?log(e!), and that, for z = x(s) corresponding
to s € P’Cboot;
[6(x) = Cxc(€)Jo(€xa) — Crrc(€)Yo(€x)| < Dpre™ 20, (6.17)

< Dpge—20007?, (6.18)

‘d¢( ) +ExCrr(€)Ji(Exz) + ExCy k()1 (Exx)

dr

Proof. The idea is that in light of (6.15), we can use the equation describing the solution for the scalar
field using the solution operator to the linear Bessel equation, just as in Proposition To get improved error
estimates, however, we evolve the system from x = zpx as opposed to x = x5, hence the appearance of the
updated Bessel coefficients C;x (¢) and Cy k (¢) in (6.16).

We first show these are close to the original coefficients as claimed; from Proposition 5.5 we have

d(zpK) _ Jo(§orpK) Yo(&orpk) Cy(e) o)
%(pr) —&0J1(oxpr) —&oYi(ozpr)| |Cy(€)

Moreover, using zpx = 4|B|*202, from (4.53) and Corollary we know that {gzpx and xxpy lie within the

61



interval (1,1) and that [z pix — Exzpr| S €25 S e?log(e!). Thus, since the derivatives of J,(z) and Y, () are

bounded for 1/4 < z < 1, and |C;(¢)],|Cy (¢)| < 1, we can modify the above formula to

olep) | _ | Joléxzrr) Yolexwpr) | | Cale) +0(2log(e™)). (6.19)

%(l’PK) —¢xJilkrpr) —ExYi(€xepk)| [Cy(e)

Finally, since by Lemma [A.5| the inverse matrix

—1
Jo(€xxpK) Yo(éxrpr) 2 —{xY1(éxrpr) —Yo(lxrpk)
)| meek

—¢xJilkrpr) —ExYi(€xTpi ¢x(éxzrrx) Jo(xzpi)

has uniformly bounded entries, combining (6.19) with (6.16) shows, as claimed, the relation

C C
src(€) = s(€) +O(e? log(e_l)).
CYK(G) Cy(E)
The remainder of the proof is as in Proposition Adopting the same notation from the proof of this

proposition, we record the analogue of (5.34) again here:

‘ 0
(Z (x) =S¢y (x;2pK) (Z (zpK) +/ Sey (z; %) | dz (6.20)
e e bk 7€6(2)

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

For the second term on the right hand side of (6.20), we once again appeal to part of Corollary
From this corollary, the appearance of the operator S¢, (x; xpx) will contribute at worst an additional factor of
271 < €2e200¢” in our [ estimates. Since the length of the integration interval |z — zpx| < 2 px is uniformly

bounded, (6.17) and (6.18)) follow straightforwardly. O

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 PKy,.:, one has
d¢ 1
o <2V/m W e - (|1 (Er@)| + Y1 (Ex )

In light of Facts and , one may check that ‘%‘ < 4/mW1z~1. Hence, using —4 = 8|B|*W wry +
O(e?log(e!)) from Lemma we improve (PK3). As mentioned, improving (PK2) is similar.
We now move onto @ and Q2. For Q(s), it remains to understand only how @ changes in the region PK, in

particular that it changes only by O(e? log(e~!)). Looking at (2.43)), we need to study

/ Agzr2|o(s') ds’
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Now, we use ((5.20) and (6.10) to estimate

< ° 2 T2 62 2 / /
< € - o 1+ |log ) (s")ds'. (6.21)
SPK -

. . 2 .
Substituting » = 3 as usual, and noting that —fl—i ~ 1, we therefore see that

[ Ao as

SPK

~

4|B|?2w02
< / ?z(1 + |log(x)|)? dx < €. (6.22)
0

| Adriops) as

SPK

Combined with (5.14), this will yield (6.5), and hence improve the bootstrap (PK4).
Last of all, for the quantity 02, we proceed using that the Raychaudhuri equation (2.36) implies —Q~27(s) is

nonincreasing. Therefore, for s € PKpoot,

—ri(s)  r(spk)

92(813[() )
—ri(spr)  r(s)

—7(spK)

2(s) < (=7 () = Q(spx) -

Therefore, one applies Il and tb alongside r(spx) = 2|B|2r_e and r(s) > =%~ for s € PK, to find

2

Q%(s) < (1+2Doe* log(e ™)) - a_e®-5% . 2| B|Wr_e - edoc (6.23)

By ll , this means that Q2(s) < a_e 9% " . (1 4 2D e? log(e~1))2| B|20r_e. Thus, for ¢ chosen sufficiently
small, it is straightforward to bound the right hand side such that we improve the final bootstrap (PK1)). As a

result, PXpo0: = PK, and the remaining assertions of Proposition |6.1| are straightforward. O

6.3 The onset of the Kasner-like geometry

Following the proof of Proposition we mention a corollary of Proposition [6.1| that will be important in later
sections, and in interpreting the subset PK’ = K; N PK = {2|B|We3r_ > r(s) > e%¢ "r_} as a genuine
Kasner-like region. (Note that, for this step, we restrict to r(s) < e?r_ rather than r(s) < er_ in order to ignore

the O(1) terms in the Bessel function asymptotics.)

Corollary 6.4. Consider the region s € PK’' = {2|B|2e?r_ > r(s) > 6*506_27:}. In this region, we have the

following forms for (¢, ¢), where ¢; = 1 and ¢, = 27~ (y—log2) and y ~ 0.577 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

22

’¢(s) + %Cy[((é) log (ﬂ(s)&(> — 10y (€) — a0y (€)| < Dpge? log(e_l), (6.24)
. ) r2 wie? 5 1
‘QS(S) + ;CYK(E)W < DPK€ 10g(€ ) (625)

Next, recall the function ©(e) arising in |l Then, defining ¥(s) := %(s) [see already (7.I) in the next
section], one finds that
2 . _
’\I/(s) + NG ! sm(@(e))‘ < Dpre*log(e™). (6.26)

Furthermore, if we let U; = U(s;), where r(s;) = e~%¢ ", then for s € Pk,

|W(s) — ¥;| < Dprr?(s)log(e™!) < Dpetlog(e™!). (6.27)
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Finally, one obtains the following estimates for the lapse 2:

d% log Q2(s)

% logr(s)

log lff(s) <’"f’))1_w?

Proof. The equations (6.24) and (6.25) follow immediately from (6.8), and the Bessel function asymptotics
in Facts and Indeed, by restricting 7(s) < 2|B|20e?r_, we guarantee that

— U7 +1| < Dpgetlog(e™?), (6.28)

1
+ 56226*2 < Dprlog(e™). (6.29)

Exr(s)

2 2 <é
r2e

3
hence Facts[A.T]and [A.2] guarantee that

(S o (S50 <o

r2 €2

<€ log(e_l).

Exr?(s) 2 r?e2 2 A Exr?(s) 2 rie
Y, Zlog =5 Z(y-10g2)| < Y, z
0 ( € + - Exr3(s) W(V 082)| S €, W\ 2 + 7w Exr3(s)

Substituting these into and (6.9), we get (6.24) and (6.25) with ¢; = 1 and ¢, = 277! (y — log 2).
Next, combining (6.25) with the estimates and (6.7) it is straightforward to get

‘T2q.5(8) + 167T_ICYK(6)|B|QQH2OJRNT3€2

Setlog(e™). (6.30)
Hence from (6.3 we find that

r2¢(s)

—7"1;(5) + 47T_ICYK(6)

|U(s) +4n7 ' Cyk(e)| = < elog(e™!), (6.31)

thus (6.26)) follows from |Cy g (¢) — Cy (¢)| < €?log(e™!) and .

To get , note that will also yield [r2¢(s) — r2¢(s;)| < €?log(e~1)r?(s), while we also know from
that | — r7(s)+r7(s;)| S e 9% < 2log(e~1)r2(s) changes little in the region PKC. Since —r7(s) ~ ¢
by (6.3)), the computation

1

—rr(s)

2

—rr

%

—rr

(s) (s1)] S

[Ir2(s) = r2d(si)| + | = ris) + ris)l

together with r(s) < €2 for s € PK’, yields (6.27)).
We now move on to the estimate (6.28) for the derivative of 2?(s). We proceed here using the Raychaudhuri
equation in the form (2.38]), which after multiplying by r(s)(7(s)) =2 gives
rd g T PP APl

T o2 - -
rds o 2 g2 72

Using (2.39) to substitute for #, and noticing that the rightmost term on the left hand side is exactly V2, one
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finds
rd 2 W2 =2 | 452 22 &2 2 2, .4 421 12
fdlegQ +1—-0%=(—rr) rA%qs|ol” + ) (Q ré4r A+Tm\q5|) .

From Proposition and (6.24), the right hand side of this is bounded by a multiple of e~*(r?log(%))? <
etlog(e!), so that if we also use , then we get as required.

Finally, for , one would like to integrate . However, one needs to first estimate Q2 (s, ), where
s = sy, is such that r(sg,) = 2|B|We?r_ (corresponding to the past boundary of PK’). For this purpose, one
finds exactly as in the proof of Propositionthat, for s € OU (PK\PK') = {so0 < s < sk, },

% log 0?(s) —2K_| < €*[log(e™") +r2(s)]. (6.32)

Integrating this for s € O U (PK \ PK'), using that the length of the integration interval is of O(e~?2), one gets
[log Q% (sk,) — 2K_sk, | Slog(e™") + [log Q*(so)| < log(e71).

We also need to estimate the expression 2K _ sk, . This follows from an identical computation to that of spx
as in (5.12), and one finds that

2K_|

0K _sp, = ———o——
K 8|B|2QU2WRN62

+ O(log(e ™)) = —%Z)Q_‘s_2 + O(log(e™1)).

r(sKl)

Since T(jifl) ~ €2, so that additional factors of log( — ) may be added, we arrive at

Q%(sxc,) (MSKI))I_W?

1
log + §b%e_2 < log(e_l). (6.33)

r_

Finally, we rewrite (6.28) as

d% log lQQ(S) <TT(S)) 1_‘1}?1

Integrating this for s € PK’, and using (6.33) to estimate the boundary term at s = s, , we find (6.29). O

< é? log(efl) 77;(8).

7 Construction of the sets £, and F, ; for further quantitative estimates

So far, we have a description of the hairy black hole interior up to the region PKX, where s ~ (8| B|?Q%wgrne?) !

and r(s) > exp(—dpe ?)r_. These estimates hold for 0 < e < ey, where ey(M,e,A,m? qo) > 0 is taken
sufficiently small, and 4 is a fixed quantity determined by (6.1). In particular, up to this point, we have placed
no restriction on the value of ¢, 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 e verifying a certain condition. We define the following important quantity:
= TQ—QS = —r@. (7.1

v
—7rr dr

20We need to extend from r(s) 2 € to r(s) 2 €2, but the proof still applies as we only needed |log(r/r_)| < log(e™1).
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Then the precise condition on e we shall use is that
W3] o= [W(s;)] =2 m >0, M

where s; marks the end of the region PK, i.e. r(s;) = e=%¢ *r_ and 7 > 0 is an arbitrary small constant. Before
using (f) to analyse the spacetime beyond PK in Section [} we first quantitatively characterize the set of e for
which a condition such as () holds. In light of Corollary|[6.4] we are required to study the quantity ©(e) defined
in (5.31).

7.1 Improved estimates on O(e)
From Proposition [4.5 O (e) is identified to have the following dependence on e:

1

o) = siBpare

+ O(log(e™1)). (7.2)

However, the O(log(e~!)) error prevents us from having any quantitative control on quantities such as sin(©(e)),

i.e. given only the above expression, for any fixed n > 0, if | - | denotes Lebesgue measure, the limiting density

limsup ey *|{e € (0,¢0] : | sin(O(e))| > n}|

e0—0

could be arbitrarily small, or even vanish asymptotically.

To overcome this issue, we instead consider the quantity:

Lo = (22201 2) <|qo!1|<s> 2(s). (—jir?(s))_l +wRNs> 7 7.3)

where to make sense of the right hand side, we now interpret f(s) € {r(s),log Q%(s), Q(s), A(s), ¢(s), d(s)} as

(smooth) functions of € as well as s.

Denoting the e-derivatives by using a subscript, i.e. f. = % f, while still using f = % f to denote s-derivatives,
we shall take an e-derivative of the system (2.36)-(2.46)) to find a system of linear evolution equations for the
quantities f.(s). For instance, the e-derivative of is

2

A= -1z (@ + Quoger), - 27}

~ 5z

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

0 : 0

59755 = 3 (¢(3) - ¢£(3)) ) 5¢5 = %5¢6

Along with the evolution equations, one must pose data for the quantities f.(s) in the s — —oo 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 e-derivatives there. The correct asymptotic data is

lim r.(s) =0, lim Qc(s)=0, lim ¢.=1, (7.4)
§——00 S§——00 S——00
d
. 2y _ . 4 2y _
sg@oo(bgﬂ )e = SLIIEIOO I (log %) =0, (7.5)
lim Q 2A.(s) =0, (7.6)
S——00
2rym2e
. _9. B +
Sl}r_nooélQ 7e(s) = 2K, (7.7)
lim Q 2¢. = B, (7.8)
S— — 00

The plan is now to use a similar procedure to Section[4]to find sufficiently strong estimates for the quantities
fe € {re,log Q?).,Qc, A, ¢} up to the late blue shift region £, where we have nontrivial overlap with the
oscillatory region O, and compute %@(e). The most crucial estimate will be to determine that 7. is comparable

to e.

Proposition 7.1. For s € EBU LB = {S < s < Apge !}, there exists some constant Dy z(M, e, A,m?, qy) such

that:

[Fe| + s re] < Dppe, (7.9)

‘js(log 0?)c| + 57 1[(10g O%)c| < Diges, (7.10)
[Acl+571Qc| < Drie, (7.11)

el +|ée| < DL, (7.12)

|0¢e| + [60c| < Drpe’s. (7.13)

Furthermore, we have the more precise estimate for sp = 505y, < s < Age™
|*7.’e(5) - 8|B|29172WRN7"—€| < Dppé’s. (7.14)

Corollary 7.2. Consider the expression (7.3). Then

d 1
20O * Ippare

< Dppe 'log(e™). (7.15)

Proof of Corollary [7.2]given Proposition[7.1] First consider the -2 derivative in (7.3). One checks from (2.40),
(2.44) and Proposition 4.5 that one has

’5 (|qu|<8> 0 (- ) +wRNs>

where the final step follows from 02 < €90 at s = s, and Proposition|4.5| Hence even with the 252 ~ ¢! factor
p ~ p de

Set0% (14 9?) + lwan — |god]] < €

in front, this term contributes at worst O(e) and can be ignored.

The main term (4|B|?20%¢3)~! on the left hand side of (7.15) comes from taking the e-derivative of
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—1 . . PR
(—4r?(s)) . Indeed, the expression that arises from this is

F=la0dl(s)1%(0) - (= 55r2) 2o 6) 4 ()9,

Using Propositions and particularly (7.14), we can evaluate (note 7(s)r.(s) = O(e3s) is treated as part

of the error):

2
WRNT_ - -
I = (8|B|2w2’r2—wRN€2)2 '2(_8|B|2w2WRN7’2,€)+O(6 110g(6 1))
1 — —
=~ qppamea T Ol loa(< 7).

Therefore, the e-derivative on the left hand side of (7.15) can be evaluated using Proposition [7.1] as:

F+ (a0 A0 + 2o Aerorlo) - (~5r0)) =~ e + O los( ),

completing the proof of the corollary. O

Proof of Proposition 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 |f.|, often using that r ~ 1, —# < 1,[¢| < ¢, |d| < e,Q ~ 1 and A < 1 within this
region. Differentiating (2.39)-(2.45) in ¢, the appropriate inequalities and equations are:

7ol S Q2 (el + (108 Q2)e] + [Qel) + (=) (el + [iel) + ©2[ge], (7.16)

]jfz(logﬂQ)e < Q(Jrel + (108 22)e] + [Qel) + (=) (Jrel + lic)) + |Allode] + [ddel + [AI62,  (7.17)
1Qcl < (1Al + | A6 + |Agepel, (7.18)

A < Q3 (Ire] + 1108 22)] + Q). (7.19)

om0 o T g S e+ A + R0l (720)

Note that, for the final equation (7.20)), it is necessary to exactly keep the terms corresponding to ¢ being
a solution of the linear charged scalar wave equation. We now proceed through the regions R, N, £B and LB

exactly as in Section [4]

Step 1: The redshift region R = {—oc0 < s < —Ag}

In this region, we consider the following bootstrap assumptions, which hold in a neighborhood of s = —oo by
the asymptotic data above:
e + e + |(log Q%)e| + [Qe| + [Q72A| <€, (7.21)

|be| + || < 2. (7.22)

Note that by Proposition we know already that —7, |A| < Q2 and |4, |¢| < ¢, 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

+1Qe| + |02 A S 92, (7.23)

d
el + 1l + Q0B 2) + | - Qo 2)

lde — 1| + || S Q. (7.24)

(Recall that the asymptotic data for r, 7, logQ? and Q. is 0.) Hence with a choice of A large enough, the

bootstraps are easily improved.

Step 2: The no-shift region N’ = {-Ar < s < S}

Since we are integrating only in a finite s-region, the no-shift region is easily dealt with using Grénwall. To do

this, let X, and ®. denote the tuples:

. d A j
Xe = (rearea (log Q2)Ea d (IOg Qz)stEaA€> ’ i)e = (¢€’¢€)’

ds
then in light of Proposition [4.2] the system (7.16)—(7.20) can be translated into
‘X€| S [Xe| + €[ el |'I)e| S @] + €l Xl
Hence a straightforward use of Gronwall in the bounded s-region s € [—Ax, S| yields
sup [Xe[(s) S [Xel(~AR) + esup [®c[(s) S [Xe(-Ar) + €| (~AR) + € sup [Xc|(s)
seN seN seEN

So, for e sufficiently small, we absorb the rightmost term into the left hand side, and repeat the argument for

®(s), to derive that
sup |Xc|(s) S [Xe[(—AR) + €| @[ (-A%),
SEN
sup |®c|(s) S |Pc|(—AR) + € Xe[(-AR).
SEN
Inserting our bounds from the red-shift region R, there exists Dy g (M, e, A, m?, qo) such that, for all s € N,
‘X€|(S) S DNEE, |‘I>E|(5) S DNE~ (725)

Step 3: Upper bounds in the blue shift regions EBU LB = {S < s < Age 1}

This step will be much simpler than the corresponding nonlinear estimates in Sections [4.2] and We use the

bootstrap assumptions:

|7e| < 10D e, (7.26)
|(log %)¢| < 10Dy pes®, (7.27)
|Qe| < 10Dy pes®. (7.28)

Note that the first of these trivially implies |r.| < 10Dy ges. Then integration of (7.19) gives that |A.| < Dy ge.
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We next use these bootstraps to estimate ¢. and ¢3€. Note that the expression Jy in (7.20) now obeys the

estimate |.J,| < Dy ge?. We now follow the proof of Proposition and consider the quantity
HO = 1462 4+ 162 A262.
Completely analogously to before, one finds that
H S Q2HO 1 |7,]18] £ Q2HO + DypVH.
So, as | SA g 02%(5)ds < 1, one can apply Grénwall to the quantity vVH( to yield
VHO(s) S VHO(S) + Dype®s < [¢c|(S) + [¢e|(S) + Dypes < Dye.

Since H(®) ~ ¢2 4 ¢2, one gets the estimate (7.12)).
The next step is to integrate (7.16). Note that, by Propositions and we have —7 < max{Q?, %},
|¢| < eand 02 < 255 50
Ageil

|7e| < Dype + C’DNE/ (eQK‘S,s'Se +é3s')ds’ < 2Dnpe,
s

where C is a constant independent of ¢ and Dypg. For the second inequality above, note that evaluating the
integral gives a quantity bounded by a multiple of €(e25-°5% + AZ%), hence the inequality follows for S chosen
sufficiently large and Ap chosen sufficiently small. This improves and in fact yields 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 d¢. = ¢. — (¢r)., but recall that since ¢, is the ex-
actly the solution to the linear charged wave equation in a Reissner-Noérdstrom background having initial data
lims_, o ¢z = ¢, it is clear that (¢,). is exactly the solution to the linear charged wave equation in Reissner-
Nordstrom with lims_, o (¢2)c(s) = 1. Namely, we have

m2§2% N

27 pn (Pr)e 9 %9
— g5 A e —
RN dp RN(¢L) 4

((2;[)5 =

(¢£)e~

Hence subtracting this equation from (7.20), and using both the estimates of Section[4and earlier within the
proof of this proposition, one finds
278 he

202
L YT _mQ
5¢e* r qOA(s(Z5 4

8pe + Ty + J (7.29)

where J,, is as in (7.20)), J,; arises from taking the differences of r, 7, A, Q? from their Reissner-Nordstrém quan-
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tities, and one gets the estimate

. 20?2 forse R,
PACIESPACHS
€2 fors e NUEBULB.

We now proceed in the usual way using the quantity
H =166 + rigf| AP 0¢e .
Then by using the equation (7.29), one finds that for all s € R UN UEB U LB, we get
diime) <SQHO 1 (] + | T )VEO.

Using now the fact that lim,_, ., H()(s) = 0 and fi’i 0% uniformly bounded in ¢, Grénwall applied to this

differential inequality gives:
Ape™ 1

VE© < /

-

1 T5(3)] + | Js(8)]) d5 < €s. (7.30)
This of course will yield the estimate (7.13). Note that by Corollary[2.4] one then has for s € LB,

|(,25E — Be'rNS _ Eefi“’RNﬂ < %s, (7.31)

be — iwpn Be™ NS 4 jwpy Be WANS < é%s. (7.32)

Step 5: The precise estimate for 7

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

) d ) . .
(=70 = - 108(02) - (—70) = 20(de + [ AP 00) + T,

where the error Jq, satisfies |Jo| < €s.

Now we use (7.31), (7.32)), alongside the estimates (4.35)), (4.37), (4.42)), to find further that

d ~
75 (TTe) = 2K (=7¢) = 8B|*whnr-€ + Ja + Jo,

where |.Jo| < €s. We now use a standard integrating factor to integrate between s;;,, and s € LB, yielding
—Fe(s) = 62K’(878”")(*7;5)(Slm) Jr/ 62K7(5781)(8|B|2W%NT_6+JQ(S/) Jer(S/))dS/'
Slin

One may then simply compute the relevant integrals to find that

< e 10?4 s,

L 8| B|2whyT—€
‘ 2K _

But for s > sp, we know Q2 < !9 and (7.14) follows immediately. O
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7.2 The measure of the set F,

We now use Proposition[7.1], or more precisely Corollary[7.2] to control the measure of the set of values of e such
that condition (f)) holds. Let ¢y(M, e, A,m?, qo) > 0 be such that the results of Section@hold for 0 < |¢| < eg.

Then we have the following corollary:

Corollary 7.3. Let > 0 be a sufficiently small constant. We define E,, to be the set of ¢ such that the hairy

black hole interior corresponding to ¢ = € on H obeys the condition (f) at s = s;:
E, ={e€(0,¢) : [¥;] > n}. (7.33)

Then the set £, is non-empty, has 0 as a limit point, and we have the following upper bound for the limiting

density of values of e violating (f): there exists some constant K such that

limsup e *(0,€) \ E,| < K. (7.34)
&lo
Proof. We will estimate the measure of the set F}, : = (0,€)\E,, = {e € (0,€) : |¥;] < n}. We first use Corollary[6.4]

to change variable from e to © =0(e). For ¢, and 7 sufficiently small,

| F el :/O 1w, |<n} de

S/O Ly sin(e(e))|<v/ma0n} de

-1

d do.

&@(6)

+oo
:/ 5 ]1{\siné|<\/%mm}

o(8) e=0-1(6)

We now apply Corollary[7.2]along with the previous estimate (7.2) for ©(e). This will yield:

%@(e) = —4V2|B|W O (e)*? + O(0'/210g ©). (7.35)

Combining with the above, we therefore see that

+o00 1 ~ ~
|F ,€| S/ 1 sin © ™ A ROV 6_3/2 de.
n o) {[sin®l<vmWn} 4| B|9g
To evaluate this integral, note that if 7 is taken sufficiently small, then the set {|sin®| < /720n} is simply
a union of intervals of width 2,/720n + O(n?) and centered on the integer lattice 7Z. So the integral is akin to
taking a discrete sum of the form :io@( ¢) 7arz» multiplied by appropriate weights. Keeping only the weights |B]|

and 20 which depend on the background parameters, we have

|Fyel S 1BI7H0(8)712n < 20, (7.36)
using (7.2) again in the last step. This yields (7.34)), and the remainder of the corollary follows easily. O

Remark 7.1. Recalling Theorem [3.2] as well as studying the values of € obeying (f]), we also need to investigate

the measure of the set of values of ¢ obeying the ‘bounce’ condition , < |¥;| < 1— o or the ‘non-bounce’ condition
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|¥;| > 1+ 0. This can be done in the same way as the proof of Corollary[7.3]

8 Kasner regimes and bounces

Now, assuming the condition (f), i.e that e lies in E,, as defined in Theorem [3.1] we will complete the proof of
Theorem 3.1} In particular, we claim there exists some €y(n) > 0 depending on 7 as well as the usual parameters
M, e, A,m? qo, such that if 0 < € < ¢y = ¢y(n) and (f) 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 ¥(s;),
often denoted as ¥; in the sequel, where ¥(s) is given by (7.1)).

Following the discussion of the introduction, particularly Section if | ;| > 1, then the region PK’ C PK
(see Corollary [6.4) should already lie in a regime associated with positive Kasner exponents. For e 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 n < |¥;| < 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 = s; and s = s, the

quantity ¥ will invert from its initial value ¥; = W(s;) to a final value ¥; ~ W

K2

satisfying |[¥;| > 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 > s;} = {s : r(s) < e~%¢ "r_}. The section will be

organized as follows:

* In Section we give further background into why we distinguish between |¥| < 1 and |¥| > 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 ¥ 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(s5,) = 0.

* In Section we apply our results regarding ¥ in Proposition [8.1] to find quantitative estimates on geo-
metric quantities such as Q2. 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 ¥, and the differing evolutionary
dynamics that occur when |U;| = |U(s;)]| is greater than or less than 1. The two key equations are the evolution
equation for —r7 and the Raychaudhuri equation (2.36)). It will be useful to rewrite as an evolution
equation for log(Q2%/(—7)), and express the first term on the right hand side in terms of the quantity ¥:

% log (Qi) =02+ :—i|f~l|2q8|¢|2. 8.1

Supposing for now that the rightmost term is integrable and small, one sees that the value of U2 determines

the leading order behavior of 22 in r. Letting a? = inf U2 and 32 = sup ¥? in our region of interest, integrating

(8.1) gives:

2 Q2 2

Clowerrﬁ <—< Cupper’ra . (82)

For this heuristic discussion, it is only important to note that Cjgwer and Cypper are independent or 7, indeed the
important feature will be the powers of r.

In light of (8.2), we turn to the evolution equation for —r7(s) written above. Inside a region such as K where

4r2

r is small, one expects that the dominant term on the right hand side is the term Q2" and |D will yield upper

and lower bounds of the form:
o, o A, ey
—Clower” 7 < —d—(—rr) < —Clupper” 7. (8.3)
Integrating this expression, and ignoring the degenerate case where « or ( are equal to 1, we have
|r62_1(s) — rﬁz_l(sm Srr(s) —ri(si) < |r°‘2_1(s) - ro‘z_l(si)|. (8.4)

We can therefore make two observations:

« If B < 1, then |r(s)?* =1 — r(s;)# ~!| is unbounded as r(s) — 0, which suggests that —r is unbounded.
In fact, since this suggests r7(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 5 < 1.

In our context, we shall show the latter issue arises; there must be a ‘bounce’ which forces 3 > 1.

 If a > 1, then |r(s)* =1 — r(s;)® ~!| is bounded by a multiple of r(s;)® !, which in our case has order of
magnitude O(e~(*~1%< ) « —ri(s;). So —r7 changes little from its value at s = s;. The insight is that
if ¥(s;) > 1 initially, then there is a hope of closing estimates in a bootstrap argument, such that —r7 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 quantitative manner, in order to obtain more 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 ¥(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 Q2 (s).
Proposition 8.1. Fix some n € R with 0 < 7 < min{320, 1}. Then there exists some ¢y(n) > 0 depending on 7
as well as the usual parameters M, e, A, m?, qo, such that if both

0<e<e(n) and |¥;|:=[¥(s;)|>m, )

then the solution of the system (2.36)—(2.46)) exists in the interval s € (—00, 55 ), With s; < s5 < 400 and

r(s) > 0as s — So. In fact, for s € £ = {s > s; : r(s) > 0}, one obtains the following bounds on —r7(s).
—ri(s) > 2|B|*W*rtwrnn?e®,  —ri(s) < 8|B*Wriwrnel. (8.5)

Regarding the quantity ¥ defined in (7.1), there exists some constant Dg (n, M,e, A, m?, qo) > 0, a real

number « = a(e) and a function F(s) satisfying:
o — ;| < D exp(—606_2), |F(s)] < Dk exp(—éoe_z)r(s) = DKT,e_‘SUeﬁ_R,

where we define R = log(r_/r(s)), so that ¥ = ¥(R) satisfies the following ODE in the region K:

dv

1
v (v-1)er (8.6)

Finally, one has the following upper and lower bounds for |¥(s)| for s € K:
min{|¥;|, |\I/;1|} — DK6_50672 < |¥(s)| < max{|¥;], |\Il;1|} + DKe_‘sUeiz. (8.7)

Remark. We use the same notation Dy = Dx (n, M, e, A,m?, q9) > 0 throughout the various lemmas and propo-
sitions of Section [8| Note that it is possible to track the dependence of D, and any constants implied by the
notation <, on 7, and thereby strengthen the result from having a fixed 7 in (x| to allowing n = n(e) to decay as

e — 0, for instance n = €":°1. 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 We first list the three

main bootstrap assumptions of the region K:

(W) < dn~t, (K1)
—rir(s) > |B*W?*r2 wrnn?e?, (K2)
9=l < o) < 21l (K3)

Here, Qoo = Qoo(M, e, A) # 0 is defined in (5.13); by Lemma 5.7, Qo 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 = s;.

In the remainder of Section we state and prove two preliminary lemmas, the first of which provides
estimates for the Maxwell quantities A(s) and Q(s), as well as the scalar field ¢(s). The second lemma then

produces a crucial lower bound for |¥| as well as a useful preliminary upper bound on Q?(s).

Lemma 8.2. Assuming the bootstraps (K1), (K2), (K3), we have the following preliminary estimates on ¢ as
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well as the Maxwell quantities @ and A:

8 B 2w2 2_ 2
o] < 2 tog (P 69
1Q(s) — Q(s;)| < D exp(—dpe?), (8.9)
lgoA|(s) — wrn| < Dxce. (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 —r7 and estimate

on 72¢ which we use to get a corresponding lower bound on |¥|:

—rr(s) < 4|B|2QH20JRN1“2_62 + Dget log(e_l), (8.11D)
r2g(s)

2L 1| < Dy exp(—dpe?), 8.12

sy Y| = Preexp(=doe™) (8.12)

|¥| >n— Dk exp(—50672). (8.13)

In particular, ¥ will never vanish, and thus never change sign, in the region K. Moreover, we have the following
initial upper bound for Q2(s):

02 02

_—T(s) < _—r(sl) < exp(—505oe_2). (8.14)
Proof of Lemma(8.2] To prove the preliminary bound on ¢, recall that we may rewrite ¥ as —r%. So we use

as follows:

|6(s) — 6(s:)] < / O g gy 10g<r<(si>> < 27! log(rz(si)). (8.15)

r(s) r r(s) r2(s)

But, from in Corollary[6.4}

2 2 QI BI2912r2 (2
HU) . (8.16)

re
Exr?(s:) r2(si)
In the second step, we used |Cy k (€)|, |Cyk ()| < /720 from Propositionsand aswellasn < $20 and the
definition (6.7). In particular, r(s;) = e~%¢ " is small enough that the contribution of |¢;C;x (€)| + |c2Cy k(€|
is negligible. Combining the two inequalities (8.15)) and will clearly yield (8.8)).

For the gauge field A(s), we use the following trick: For s € K, we have r(s) < exp(—dpe 2)r_ <

min {Qé’", 1 }, and |m?r?|¢|?| < 1 via (8:8), so

2¢/1A]

2
o6 = 20yl o (e ) HarCoul)] + leaCyc(e) < 207 1o

QQQQ

2
2 2
< - .
(Pl + A) < =%

Thus, (2.40) tells us that —r7(s) is decreasing in X, and one further has a bound on the integral

s M20)2
/ @(5) ds < =2rr(s;). (8.17)

42
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Hence, using the lower bound of (K3) once more, the equation (2.44)) yields

- _ Q02 . Q2§22 o —drr(s;
90 A(s) — qoA(si)] < / | 4L2 le| / 2 B)ds< Qoil ) (8.18)
Thus, (6-3) and (6.4) of Proposition [6.1] allows one to deduce (8.10).
To close the estimate on (), we simply integrate (2.43)):
s 8| B|?20%r2 €2 N
Q@) - @l < [ dlaror@ass [ e (TS ) as 519

But in the region K, where r(s) < e=%¢ "r_ and the interval of integration has length |s — s;| = O(e2¢=2%0¢ ")

by (K2)), it is straightforward to determine and improve the bootstrap (K3)). O

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 —r7(s) is decreasing in s. So the estimate evaluated at s = s; yields (8.11).

For the lower bound on |¥|, we first produce the estimate regarding r2¢. Using the monotonicity of
—Q727(s) from the Raychaudhuri equation , and Proposition we first find the preliminary estimate

2 2 2
Q—, s) < Q— < 2 (s:) <Cxp( 5050672) e 2 CXp(—50672)§CXp(—5050672). (8.20)
—7 —7 —rr(s;) "~

This is (8.14), and we use this together with (8.1T)) and the conclusions of Lemma [8.2] to yield from

8| B|?20%r2 €2

d
%) 0

< exp(—506’2) -r(s)log ( ) <é? exp(—50672). (8.21)

Integrating this up, and using once again that the interval of integration has length bounded by

O(e=2e~2%0< ") we therefore find that
r2¢(s) — r¢(s:)| S exp(—30e ). (8.22)

Finally, since |W(s;)| > 7 and —r7(s;) is bounded below using (5.18), we have |r2¢(s;)| = —7(s;) - | (s:)| = €2
Combining this with (8.22)) we obtain (8.12).
Therefore, for ¢ sufficiently small, we see that
—r7(si) 7”20'5(5)

VO = 250 ag(sy 1M 2 Dicexp(=0oe). (8.23)

Here, we used (8.12)) and that —r(s) is decreasing for s € K, as well as the original assumption (). O

8.3 The dynamical system for ¥ and the proof of Proposition

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 ¥ with respect to the timelike

variable r.

77



Lemma 8.4. Assume that the bootstraps (K1), (K2), hold. If £ is defined such that

dr o —ri —47

2 2
v _ g 1 0 <1 - % —m?r?|p|* — 7'2A> + &, (8.24)
T

then we have the following estimates in the region s € K:
—2 de -2y -1
€] < Dk exp(—26oe ) -7, o < Dg exp(—?éoe ) Y (8.25)
For the second derivative, if the error term F; is defined such that

4> dw\? w224V
_ 2\Ij_1 — _— = 8.26
dr? ( dr ) rodr F1 (8.26)
then for s € K, the expression F; satisfies the following bound:
Fi1 < D exp(—200e ) r™ " (8.27)

Proof of Lemma Assuming the bootstraps, the conclusions of Lemmas(8.2]and[8.3|will hold. In light of (2.40)
and (2.46)), differentiating ¥ in the variable r one yields:

dv  1d¥ 1 Q2 Q?
— = =T — (1 -5 —m*?¢|? — A 2
dr 7 ds —ry —4r ( 2T o7 =7 ) +¢, (8.28)
where the error £ is given by
1 d . 1 2| A)2r3 2022
g L gy L (@lAlre | mATTe ) (8.29)
—rr dr —rr —rr —4r

We seek the estimates (8.25)). Using Lemmas|[8.2] and [8.3] together with (K2), it is straightforward to get

2

2
1E] < e *rPlog (éi2> + exp(—2506_2)6_2r2 log (5: 2) < exp(—2506_2)r. (8.30)
r T

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~! that arise:

(i) Differentiating (—r7)~! in 7 will yield an extra multiplicative factor of

0 1 [
P (7‘2 +m?r?|p|* + r2A — 1> .

Since Q # 0, this will contribute a multiplicative factor of r—2. Note that though one could fear that

additional powers of e~! will appear (e.g. in the —rr* appearing in the denominator), these will be negated

by the smallness of %i., see Il
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(ii) Differentiating A in r will introduce a similar factor of

Qo
— 472y
which we treat in exactly the same way as ().
(iii) Differentiating ¢ in r simply yields
i—f = —Ur L

so that in light of bootstrap (K1) providing an upper bound on |¥|, differentiating this term contributes

only one power of r~*

(iv) Differentiating the %: in the second term of Ii introduces, by the Raychaudhuri equation ll an

extra multiplicative factor of

™2 20 112 42 w2 ‘10|A| ¢?
. A - 7<7 1,
(9 +aIAPeY) = -+ SO < T,

where we used the bootstrap (K2) and Lemma So differentiating this term contributes at worst one

power of r—!

(v) Finally, differentiating any powers of r that arise in (8.29) will trivially only lose one power of .

From ({)-(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

’ < Dg exp( 50(506_2)r_2 + Dy exp(—2506_2)r < Dg exp(—5(506_2)r_2. (8.31)

We now treat the second derivative. We differentiate the expression (8.24) again in r, and find

2V [ dT dv AT L T )
dv d Q@ aagp 2], 6
*(m«S)d ‘1r2””¢” ar

To explain the derivation of the equation (8.32)), we take (8.24), subtract £ from both sides, take a logarithm,

and then finally differentiate, to write

ilo
dr &

dv
dr

a
dr

? Q? 22,2 2
log |¥| — log(—r7) + log i +log|l — = —m™r ¢~ —r°A| |,
r

_5‘:

from which (8.32) follows after using the usual evolution equations (2.40) and (8.1).
We now wish 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(—dpe=2)r~!. 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 ( as well as the lower bound (8.13) for |¥|, we see that

A A L (AU
v <2d£><dr€>2qj (d>
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Next, note that by (8.11)), (8.8) and (8.10)), the expression involving ¢ can be bounded by

:—qu\A|2¢2 <edyp? log(rfl) < exp(—50672)r2 < exp(—260672)r,

from which we may also deduce

av W e o ) URdw o
‘(dr _g> <T+7ﬂq0A| p ) - =S S (200 ) (8.34)

We now move onto the more tedious term involving % log(- - -). Computing the derivative using the system

of equations (2.36)-(2.46)) one eventually finds

d 21—
—log |1 — —m?ri¢p? — r’A| = 777f,
dr rl—g

2

Q2
r

where the expressions f and g are given by

3 7.2 2
ngQ(Q/g?gb +m2r¢2m2r¢\IJ+TA>,
r? 22,2 2
gZ@-(l—mrqi) —7r°A).

Using the bootstraps along with Lemmas [8.2]and it is straightforward to deduce that |f| + |g| < r?. The
conclusion of this computation is therefore that
Q2

2,2 42
lf?fmT(;S

d 2
‘ log + ‘ S (8.35)
dr r

which along with (8.31) and (8.25) finally yields the required estimate
dv d
‘ (dr -& > . log

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 F; satisfying (8.27). O

2
17%7771%2(;52

dr

" Qd“" < exp(~25 ). (8.36)
.

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

dv v

i = = 2_
r o TR V(U= — KU + 1) + error, (8.37)

where the expression K appearing here is a constant of integration. By evaluating at s = s; we find that
KU, +0U;1

We treat (8.37) as a one-dimensional dynamical system for the unknown ¥ = W¥(R), and consider what
happens as r — 0, i.e. R — +o0. Assuming the error to be negligible, the dynamical system will prohibit

¥ from growing too large — in particular allowing us to improve the bootstrap (K1J). This, in turn, will allow us
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to improve the bootstrap due to the definition of ¥ and the upper bound on 724 from (8.12). Recall also
that bootstrap has already been improved in Lemma 8.2

Having improved all the bootstraps, the lower bound allows us to continue the solution all the way to
some s = So, With r(ss) = 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 = +oc (i.e.  — 0), we get the precise bound for
the error term F as in Proposition

Finally, some soft arguments using known upper and lower bounds for |¥| will allow us to determine that
K > 2, so that, writing K = a + a~!, we get the required ODE (8.6). The remaining assertions are then

straightforward. We now make this argument precise.

Proof of Proposition Performing the change of variables R = log(r_/r(s)) = logr_ —logr(s) on (8.26)), one
finds the ODE

A2 Ao\ ? AW
T oyl (22 T2 1) =2, 3
dR? (dR> *+ Jar =" (8.38)

Multiplying by the integrating factor ¥ ~2, we write the left hand side as a total derivative:

d _odW 1Y .59
dR(\P dR+\IJ+\I/>\I] r“Fi. (8.39)

Due to (8.13) and (8.27), the right hand side of (8.39) can be bounded by 4 D=2 exp(—28pe2)r <
exp(—doe~2)e~ . So this error is integrable as R — o0, and we proceed by integrating up (8.39).

For now, we can only integrate (8.39) in a finite bootstrap region; for Ry > R; := log(r_/r(s;)) = dpe 2
lying in our bootstrap region, there exists a constant of integration Kp, and an error term Fg,(R), such that,
for R € [R;, Ry), the following holds:

ayv 1
U2 —— + U —Kp, +— = . 40
eV = Ky + o = Fny(R) (8.40)

The choice of K, is made such that Fr,(Ry) = 0 and hence from the aforementioned bound on F;, one has

Fro(R) < exp(—dpe~2)e~ . We also rewrite the above in the form

% = V(02— Kp, U+ 1) + U2 Fp,. (8.41)

In order to proceed, we must estimate the constant of integration K g, . For this purpose, we evaluate (8.40)

at R = R;, and then apply Proposition ((6.2) specifically). This proposition, together with (8.24)), will give

U?——(R;)

AV _
‘ IR < exp(—2606 2),

so that, when evaluating (8.40) at R = R;, one finds the estimate

< 2eXp(—2606_2). (8.42)

1
‘KRO “Vi- g

In particular, for e chosen sufficiently small one can get the key upper bound |Kg,| < %n‘l. Here we used
the estimate (6.26) at s = s; in Corollary and that we chose n < min{120, 1}, as well as T < 2. We
can use this to improve the bootstraps (K1) and (K2)). We first improve the upper bound (K1) on |¥|; we prove
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| < %77*1. Without loss of generality, suppose that ¥, and hence Kr,, are positive for s € K, and suppose for

contradiction that sup,cx ¥ > 2n7L.

So we may choose R; to be Ry = inf{R > R; : ¥(R) = 2n~'}. This trivially implies that %% (R;) > 0.
However, looking at (8.41) for any Ry > R; we get
d¥

@(Rl) = - (%7771)2 (%7771 - KRO) - %7771 + \IIQ‘FRO(Rl) < Oa

where the final step follows from Kp, < 3n~! and U?|Fp,(R1)| < U?exp(—2dpe~2) < n~! for e small. This is a

contradiction, and thus ensures that sup,cx [¥(s)| < 25~'. This improves the bootstrap (K1)
For the remaining bootstrap (K2J), we combine the above with the estimate (8.12). To be precise, we have

U(si) r2g(s)
(s)  r2g(s;)

—rr(s) = —rr(s;) - > on? - (—ri(sy)) - : (8.43)

o] w

Thus, upon using Proposition [6.1]and (8.12)), one finds (with Dy made larger if necessary) the lower bound

—rir(s) > =n? - [A|B|*W wrnr? € — Dgetlog(e )], (8.44)

ol w

which clearly improves (K2) for e sufficiently small. So the bootstrap argument is complete, and in light of (8.44),
we conclude that the spacetime extends all the way to » = 0, i.e. R = +oo0.
To find the final one-dimensional dynamical system we require a argument involving taking limits.

Consider the identity (8.40); another consequence is that for Ry > R; > R;,
—2
|KR0 - KRI‘ = ‘]:Ro(Rl)‘ < 6_606 e_Rl'

In particular, if (R,).cn is a sequence with R,, — +o0, then the sequence (Kg, )nen is Cauchy, and the limit
is independent of the sequence taken. So there exists some K € R such that K — K as R — +oo, which by

(8.42) also satisfies
|K —U; — U < 2exp(—250e2). (8.45)

Hence we may take the limit in equation (8.41) where we fix R and take Ry — +oco. We find that there will
exist some function F with W2Fp, (R) — F(R) as Ry — +oc, also satisfying | F| < Dge ¢ "¢~E, such that

one has
dv

=P - KU+ 1 i .46
TR ( + 1)+ F (8.46)

By construction, K has the same sign as ¥(s) in K. We argue now that |K| > 2. Suppose otherwise that

|K| < 2, which implies that ¥? — KW + 1 is bounded below by a positive constant 3. Then (8.46) implies that

d|v|
— < 3|V Fl.
< -0+ |7

We then apply Gronwall’s inequality, finding that

r P ~ ~
[W(R)| < e (RY)] + / e~ PE=R)| F(R) dft B2,
R*
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But this is a contradiction to the lower bound (8.13)! Hence |K| > 2, and we may write K = o + o~ ! for some
a € R. By |[K| < 2n71, it is clear that || < 2~ also. From (8.45), we can deduce that

(o — U)o — U7 )| S exp(—200e )" < exp(—200e?),

so, interchanging a < o' if necessary, we may choose o accordingly such that |o — W;| < exp(—doe~?) 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
in Lemma 0

8.4 Geometric features of the region /C in the bounce case |V;| < 1

In this section, we make use of Proposition to derive more quantitative information regarding the quantities
r(s) and Q2(s) in the region s € K, focusing for now on the interesting case where |¥,| < 1 and there is a Kasner
bounce. In particular, we will estimate the value of r(s) where the bounce occurs, and bound Q?(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 ¥;, and therefore the quantities o and a~! of Proposition are bounded strictly away
from 1 in absolute value, where several important quantities will begin to degenerate{ﬂ

So, for this section, we strengthen the condition («)) to the following assumption on ¥,;, any 0 < ¢ < 1/4:
n<|¥l<1-o0. (%)

In light of Corollary[7.3] or more precisely the remark following it, the assumption is not vacuous; for 7
sufficiently small and any choice of o € (0, 1), there are certainly arbitrarily small e such that is satisfied,
and in fact the measure of this set of ¢ is controlled, as claimed in Theorem [3.2]

Assuming (x+), 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 ¢y(n,n,0) > 0 such that if 0 < |¢|] < €y(n,n,0) and the
assumption holds, then for any z > 0 such that 2 € [|a| + €, |a| ! — €"], there exists a unique s, € K such
that |¥(s,)| = 2. For this domain of z, the function z — s, is increasing, smooth and invertible, we may define
the inversion interval K7 to be {s;n(€) < 5 < sput(€)} With [U(s:,)| = (Ja| + €) and [¥(spur)| = (Ja| 7! — €m).
Moreover there exists a constant D;(M, e, A, m?, qo,n,o,n) > 0 depending on n and o as well as the usual

parameters M, e, A, m?, qo such that we have the following for all s € K :

—2

€2 log ) m < Dre*log(e™). (8.47)

Remark. The idea is that Lemma [8.5identifies precisely the region where the quantity ¥ 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 1og<%) is of size ~ €72, but the log<:(—;))-difference within the region is only

21Assuming the Kasner correspondence of Section having |a| = 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
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O(log(e™)).

In what follows, we will, for the most part, take n = 2 and define Ky, := K272,

Proof. We shall prove Lemma|[8.5]in three steps:

* First, we show using equations li and (2.40) that when log<%) <Lb%e2(1-a?) 7t - O(log(eY)),

we still have —r7(s) = —r7(s;) and ¥(s) = ¥; = a.

* Next we show using the same equations, that conversely, once we proceed to log(:(;)) > %b:%—?(l _
a?)~! + O(log(e™!)), we must have that ¥(s) > |a| + €”, hence identifying an s = s;,,(¢) which which

satisfies (8.47).

* Now applying Proposition particularly the ODE , we deduce that Z% is positive and bounded
strictly away from 0 for |¥| € [|a| + €, |a~!| — €"]. Using this, we then show that one proceeds from
|¥| = |a] + € to |¥| = || 7! — €" in an R-interval of length O(log(e~')), thus proving (8.47) for s € Ky,

as well as the remaining assertions of the lemma.

For ease of notation we suppose, without loss of generality, that ¥, o > 0 in this proof.

By (8.7), we know that, ¥ > o — €2 in K. Therefore, one has from (8.1) that

140 (7@>_(a_€2)2] < L1 <92(8)> AT

-7 r_ —7(s) r

d

—1
ds 08

T T

_( —62)2
So £ (s) (ﬂ) : is decreasing. But by Corollary , specifically (6.29), and |a — ¥;| < €?log(e™!), as

well as the fact that i~ < r(si) - €* S exp (2log(e™")), we have
0?2 r(s) “la=)® e r(s;) ~(o=e)? 1
:(s) <T> < ;(sl) ( " ) < exp (—2b2€_2> - exp (DK 1og(e_1)) . (8.48)

Furthermore we used that, because U2 — (o — €2)? = O(¢2), one has (Z6D)¥i—(a=¢*)? < (0(¢7*)-0(*) < 1

T—

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):

. . T QI(5) /392(5)7“2(5) 20,2y 7= /392(5) .
_ N < i AN S
i) il < | S as e [ SR A e mPoyast [ P as
r(si) O2
5/ Q—.%dr
r(s) -rr
1 r(s:) r (a—e?)?—2
< exp (—2[):26_2> -exp(DKlog(e_l))/ (7") dr
r(s) -

1—(a—e?)? 1
(i) () ewDrlos )

Here, the last step follows as 1 — (a — €2)2 > o > 0 for sufficiently small ¢ depending on o. If
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"8 > exp ((1—a2)! (=3b72¢2 + (Dk + 6n)log(e™!))), then one finds

1—(a—e?)? 1_ _.2)\2 1
<T_> < exp (_l(ae) (—2b2€_2 + (Dk +6n) 10g(e‘1)>)

a?

< €5 exp (;b_2€_2> . eXp(—DK log(e_l)).

Putting this in the above one sees that | — 77(s) + ri*(s;)| < €%, or

‘ —7"7"(8) _ 1’ 5 66n—2.
—r7(s;)
But —rr(s) changing little from its initial value means that ¥(s) also changes little from its initial value; to see
this use also (8.12), which combined with the above implies |U(s) — ;| < €672, As |o — U;| < %<~ we thus
know that for logr(s) > —1(1 — a?)7162%¢=2 + O(log(e!)) as specified, we have not yet entered the regime
Koo

On the other hand, we show that for s;, = sup{s € K : ¥(s) < a + €}, we must have logr(s;,) >
—3(1 —a?)71b=%¢ 2 — O(log(e™!)). For this purpose, we use the Raychaudhuri equation (8.1) to see that, for
s; < s < s;n, One has

7(a+5"’)2 .
dl%[”%”(”ﬁ) ]> Lo (1)~ Lur > - yapggior

ds -7 r_ = ds —7(s) r

Since r(s) < e=%0¢r_ for s € K, one sees using Proposition and Lemma 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

> —(a+en)?
() () bt

—r \ r_ 2

One now again integrates the equation (2.40), or more precisely (8.17)), getting now the upper bound

s MN202(z r(si) 2
7@9(5)%2/ 2Ll

87’2(5) r(s) —7r 7’2

\—ﬁ@+ﬁ@n2/

Si

1 7"(57‘,) r ((X+€n)2—2
2 exp (—2b26_2> . exp(—DK log(e_l)) / () dr

(8)
. 1—(ate™)? 1 5 .
> <7‘(3)> - exp <—2b € > .exp(—DK log(e ))

But by Proposition[8.1] we always have ¢ < —r7 < €2, so that

r_

(76(5))1—@&6")2 > exp (_;b26—2> ~exp((2 — D) log(e71)).

Hence we do indeed find that for s; < s < s;,,, we must have log(r(s)/r_) > —1(1—a?)~162*¢ 2 — O(log(e 1))
as claimed. This identifies s = s;,, obeying (8.47).

The remainder of this proof then proceeds entirely using the ODE , which for R = log(:(;)> we record
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again here as
dv

5= VW) (¥ —a )+ F, |F(R)| < Dre N (8.49)

We have identified R;, = R(sin) = 3(1 — a2)7'62%¢72 + O(log(¢!)) such that ¥(R;,) = a + €. We want to
use that « is an unstable fixed point and o~ ! a stable fixed point of this one-dimensional dynamical system.
Note that for ¥(s) € [a+€",a~! —€"], one knows that (i) ¥ > n,and (i) a ™! -1 >1-a >0 — 0(6750672),

so we absorb the error term F and quantify the stability and instability of the fixed points to find

d no .
(U —a)> (v — n .
dR(\IJ a) > 5 (¥ —a) ifUeat+e,1], (8.50)
i(a—l ) < -Ta =) ifUel,a! - (8.51)
dR -2 ’ ' '
In particular, ¥ > 0 as long as ¥ € [a + €",a~! — €"]. From (8.50), one finds that ¥ — « proceeds from

€" to 1 — o in O(log(e™!)) time in R, and from that a=! — ¥ proceeds from a~! — 1 to " also in
O(log(efl)) time in R. Therefore defining R,,; to be the minimal R such that ¥(R,,;) = a~! — ¢", one finds
Rout = Rin + O(log(e71)) = 3(1 — a®)71b2%¢ 2 + O(log(e 1)) also.

Finally, since % > %e”no > 0when ¥ € [ + €, a~! — €], we have that, upon entering this region of ¥, it

is impossible to return, and the remaining claims of the lemma are immediate. O

9 Quantitative Kasner-like asymptotics

Let us recapitulate the various regions so far:

1. In Section|§|, we worked in the Proto-Kasner region PK = {spx < s < 5;} = {2|B|We > - > eS0T,

We now also define the restricted region PK’ = {sx, < s < s;} = {2|B|2e? > = > ¢~ 7},

2. In Section we have worked in the Kasner region £ = {s; < s < 5o} = {0 < ;= < e~%¢ "} and showed

that lim,_,,__ 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 > € (recall that r(sg, ) = 2| B|20r_e?). 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 < o < 1,
|W(s:)| > 1+ o0, (xxx)
whereas the “Kasner bounce” condition will be that, for some 0 < ¢ < 1 and n > 0,
n<|¥U(s;)] <1-o0. (%)

We note that even combining and does not cover the range of ¥(s;) included in (). In particular, we
do not say anything further in the case where ¥(s;) = 1. In each of these two cases, we will further sub-divide

P U K as follows:
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i. If the “No Kasner bounce” condition is satisfied, we define the first Kasner region by
Ki=PK' UK. 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 K; = PK’ U K in Theorem|9.1

ii. If the “Kasner bounce” condition is satisfied, we define the first Kasner region by
Ky = {sk, <s<sin}DPK, (9.2)
where s;,, € K will be defined shortly. We also define
Koo = {sin < s < Sout} (9.3)

to be the Kasner bounce region, and

Ko = {Sout <5< S00} 9.4)

to be the second Kasner region, where s;,, s,,; € K given by Lemma (applied to n = 2) are defined
such that (8.47) is satisfied on K;,. 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 K in Theorem By (8.47),

the transition region K, will be shown to be small in an appropriate sense.

We now state the two main theorems of this section, Theorem [9.1] and

Theorem 9.1. Let (r,Q2, ¢, Q, A) be a solution to the system Illl which, by Proposition exists

-2 _—2 .
at least up to the value s = s; = b‘ITE_l + O(log(e71)) at which r(s) = e=%¢ "r_ (see Proposition [4.5| for a

definition of b_). Suppose that for some given 0 < o < 1, is satisfied.

Then there exists some ¢y (M, e, A, m?, g, ) > 0, such that, if 0 < |¢| < €, then there exists some s,, > s;
such that the solution of (2.36)-(2.46) exists for s € (—o0, 55) With lim,_,s__ 7(s) = 0.

Furthermore, we have the following Kasner-like asymptotics: denote sy, such that r(sk, ) = 2|B|2e?r_, then
in the region K1 = {sk, < s < s}, one may write the metric in the following form, where « is as determined

in Proposition|8.1

2(a2-1)

g=—dr? + X - (1+Ex (7)) 7 =7+ dt* + Ry - (1+ Epa(1))r? raies doge. (9.5)

Here, X; and R, are constants, and €x 1(7) and € 1 (7) are small functions of 7 satisfying the following bounds

for = min{i,1 - a?}

a2+1, ., P .
logX1+a2+3b7 €l + logRl—a2+3b7 € SC’Klog(e ), (9.6)
26
9 T aZ+43
€xa(n)] + era(r)] < O (= 75) 77 ©.7)
T(SKI)

Hence, the spacetime corresponds to a Kasner-like spacetime, in the sense of (1.16), with Kasner exponents

2
_ a’—1 _ _ 2
P1= o3, P2 =D3 = 513
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Theorem 9.2. Let (1,02, ¢, Q, /I) be a solution to the system —, which by Proposition exists at
least up to the value s = s; = b:‘;;j +O(log(e™1)) at which r(s) = e~%¢ “7_. Suppose that for given 77 > 0 and
0<o<l, is satisfied.

Then there exists some ey(M, e, A, m?, qo,n,0) > 0, such that, if 0 < |¢| < €y, then there exists some s, > s;
such that the solution of (2.36)—(2.46) exists for s € (—o0, so0) With lim,_,,__ 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 sy, be such that r(sg,) = 2| B|20e?*r_, we define the following three regions:
K1 = {5K1 <s< Sin}a Koo = {Sin <s< Sout}a Ko = {Sout <s< Soo}
We will describe Kasner-like asymptotics for the two regions Xy and K.

In the region X1, one writes the metric in the following form, for « as in Proposition (8.1

2(a2-1)

g=—dr’+ ;- (I+¢€x1(m) (1 —19) %2 dt> + Ry - (14+¢€Era()) T%(T - 7'0)azi+3 dose. (9.8)

Here 79 > 0, X} and R, are constants, and €x ;(7) and € ;(7) are functions of 7 satisfying

CEZ + ]' b72672

log X’
08 1—’_042—|—3 -

+ [logR1 —

o 3b:2€72 <Ck log(efl), 9.9)

[€x1(7)| + |€r1(7)] < Cké. (9.10)
On the other hand, in the region K2, one instead has the following form for the metric

4a2

2(1—a?)
g=—dr* + Xy - (14 Ex (7)) 7 17327 dt? + Ry - (1 + Cro(r)) r2 7132 dog:. (9.11)

The constants X, and R. are constants, and the functions €x o(7) and €g 2(7) now satisfying the following

bounds for 5 = min{%, 1—a?}

l+a™® 5 1 2 o 1
log Xy + 1302 b_%e¢ “| + |log Ry — 3020 € §CKlog(e ), 9.12)
2 T a=243
[€x2(7)| + [€r2(T)| < Cke - . (9.13)
T(Sout)

One sees that the spacetime exhibits a Kasner bounce from the Kasner-like region XC; (in the sense of (1.16))

2

. 27
with Kasner exponents of p1 = %75, ps = p3 = 3

to another Kasner-like region IC; with exponents of
2 2 . o o . .

P = %, P2 = p3 = % We further provide the following estimates regarding the proper time length of

the regions K and /C,. For Ko, the proper time 7 from the singularity varies between 0 and 7(s,.:), obeying

-2
log T(Sout) — la”+1 b2 < Ck log(c_l). 9.149)

21—-a2 ~

On the other hand, we have the following (non-sharp) upper bound for the size of Ky, = [Sin, Sout], Where the
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proper time variable T = 7(s) satisfies 4T = _”gs),

b=2e2

0 < 7(8in) — T(Sout) < exp <— 17_ o2 > . exp(CK log(e_l)). (9.15)

9.1 Asymptotics for ¥ near the {r = 0} singularity

The first step in proving that the {r = 0} singularity has Kasner-like asymptotics relies on showing that ¥ tends

1

to the appropriate constant « or o~ ' sufficiently quickly near the singularity. The aim will be to show that

U=a+0((=)")or ¥ =a"!+O((;=)?) for some positive exponent 3 > 0.
After the usual change of coordinates r = e~

or o ! in the variable R. For this purpose, we shall need to use the ODE from Proposition[8.1] By standard

r_, this translates to showing that ¥ decays exponentially to o

dynamical systems theory, one expects that ¥ tends towards its stable fixed point at an exponential rate. We

quantify this in the following lemma:

Lemma 9.3. Fix constants 0 < 0,7 < 1. For all a € R satisfying 1 + ¢ < |a| < n~!, consider the following ODE
for the function ¥ = ¥(R):

dv

=YV —a )+ F(R),  |F(R) < (9.16)

Define 8 = min{},a? — 1} > . Then there exists some vy = vo(o,n) > 0 such that, for all [v| < vy and R,
satisfying both
|U(R,) —a| <v? and e T+ <12 (9.17)

one finds that, for R > R., ¥(R) decays to « at the following exponential rate
|W(R) — a < 82 AUE-E), (9.18)

The above lemma will be applied with v ~ ¢ or v ~ e=%<" in what follows.

Proof. We use a bootstrap argument along with Gronwall’s inequality. We take the bootstrap assumption to be

the desired estimate (9.18). Assuming this holds in some bootstrap region, we have
(T —a ) >a?—1- 20— a7l 8le PEE,
Therefore, for R and R in the bootstrap region, one computes that, for » small enough,

R ~
_[ \I/(R/)(\I/(Rl) - Oé_l) dR/ S —(a2 — 1)(R _ R) + B—1|2a _ a—ll . 8y e_ﬁ(R_R*)
R

< —B(R - R) + log 2.
Hence, after finding from (9.16) the differential inequality

d
ﬁﬂl —a| < -V (T —a HT—a|+eF,
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one uses Gronwall to deduce that

R = = ~
|U(R) — o < 202e AHE-R) +/ 2e e PE-B) R < 2(12 + (1 — B) " te fir)e AR,

*

So taking into account the second assumption of (9.17) and S < 1/2, we improve the bootstrap assumption

(19.18). So this estimate is true for all R > R,. O

9.2 First case: absence of Kasner bounce

In this subsection, assuming that holds, we prove the quantitative Kasner asymptotics in the region K; =

{sK, < s < sx}. The essential ingredient is the following lemma:

Lemma 9.4. Consider a solution (r, 22, ¢,Q, A) to the system llli as in Proposition Assuming

also (=), one finds that there exists some Y; > 0 satisfying, for sy, < s < et

QQ —a® B
log < () ) (s) —log V1| < Dyé <T(S)> , 9.19)
—7 \7r_ r_
with Y, satisfying
1
log V1 + 51):252 < D; -log(e™!). (9.20)
Furthermore, one may find a constant Z; > 0 such that
B
|—ri(s) — Z1| < Dy€t (T(S)> , (9.21)
r_
with Z; satisfying
|21 — 4|BIW wrnr? €| < Dy - e*log(e7). (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 02 7"4q2/~12¢2
—1 = g2 0 & 2
dR 0g< 7") (—rr)2 ©:23)

Proposition and Lemma tell us that the second term on the right hand side of this expression is

O(e~*e~*'R?). Adding o? to both sides and using that ¥ is bounded, we have

()

The crucial observation is that the right-hand side will be integrable (and with small integral) in the region ;.

S0 —al+e e R (9.24)

Indeed, we claim that if Ry, = — log(%) = —log(2|B|2We?), then for Rk, < R < 400, we have

+oo N - +o00 . B
/ |U(R) — a|dR + / e e RBR2 AR < 2e PR, (9.25)
R R

The bound for the latter integral follows by straightforward calculus, using also 8 < 1/2 and e™ ! < e~ fix1 ~

€2 to get the correct dependence on e. For the former integral, we proceed in two steps; first we use Lemma

90



to deal with the region K, then use Corollary[6.4]to handle the remaining part PX N K;.
Note that, for the region K, where we have access to the ODE , we have the bound |¥(R;) —a| < e~%¢
from Proposition Hence, by Lemma with 12~e %" we know that, for R > R;, we have ¥ —al <

e—%0¢ ?e=B(R—R:) Thys, for R > R;, one has

+o0 .
/ [W(R) — a|dR S e~%¢ "¢ AR-R) < o= (1=F)doe™ ,—FR
R

The last line here follows from the definition R; = dpe~2. The smallness of the expression e~ (1=B)doe™* thyg

proves (9.25) for R > R;.
For the remaining portion R € [Rg,, R;], we use Corollary [6.4, The point is that, in this region, we have
W —a| < |0 — |+ |[W; — a| S e 2Flog(e ') + e % °. Therefore, one finds that

/ |U(R) — a|dR < e 2R 1og(e*1) +e % R, < e2e PR,
R

(We also note here that ([3.23) follows straightforwardly from the | — «| estimates here.)
So we have proved the estimate (9.25). From (9.24)), this shows that the expression

2 2 —a®
log (i) +a?R=log (?r <TT> ) (9.26)

indeed has a finite limit log ); as R — oo, and moreover satisfies the estimate (9.19).

We next estimate the constant log);. To do this, we evaluate (9.19) at r = rg, i.e. s = sk, and use the
estimate (6.29) from Corollary[6.4 As |logr(sx, )|, |log(—#(sk,))| = O(log (™)) here, we find that

1
log V1 + §b:26_2 < log(e_l). 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 € Ky, we have

2
2 a”—=2
< Q_<y1. - .
~o—r2p Y r_

Integrating this expression then yields (9.21)) - of course it is essential here that o® — 1 > ¢ > 0, and we have
the smallness (9.27) for the expression ). O

9.3 Second case: presence of a Kasner bounce

Assuming instead that holds, Proposition [8.1] and Lemma (for n = 2) show that the spacetime must
exhibit a Kasner bounce. We proceed to show that if we define X; and K5 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 02, as well as
—7r.

9.3.1 The pre-bounce Kasner regime

We start to look at the region K; (pre-bounce regime).
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Lemma 9.5. Consider a solution (r, 22, ¢, Q, fl) to the system llli as in Proposition Assuming

now the condition on the value of ¥ at s = s;, there will exist some ) satisfying, for sk, < s < s;n,

02 /7 o’ 9
log | — (- (s) —log V1| < D1€”, (9.28)
with Y satisfying
1
log Y1 + §b:2672 < log(efl). (9.29)
Furthermore, one may find a constant Z; > 0 such that
| =i (s) = 21| < Die?, (9.30)
with Z; satisfying
|21 — 4| BPW wryr? €] < ' log(e ). (9.31)

Proof. We follow a similar template to the proof of Lemma though unlike in that case, we do not need (-=)#
decay rates. In particular, we are able to integrate from R = Ry, rather than backwards from R = +o00. Using

the same Raychaudhuri equation (9.23)), we need to prove the analogue of (9.25)), i.e. for R > Rk,

R R .
/ |T(R) — a|dR + / e e M EBR24R < €2 (9.32)
Ry, Ry,

As in Lemma the latter integral is straightforward, and we focus on the former. Following Corollary
and Proposition we know that for s € PK' = PK N K, where R € [Rk,, R;], we have |¥(R) — o <
[W(R) — W + |¥; — a] S e *Rlog(e!) + e %< ", So we know as before that

/Ri |U(R) — a| dR < €2 (9.33)
Ry

On the other hand, when integrating between R; and R;,,, ¥ is growing away from « exponentially as opposed
to exponentially decaying, so we need a new tactic. The key observation is that following the definition of R;,,
from Lemma [8.5|for n = 2, we know a priori that |¥(R) — a| < € when R € [R;, R;,]. The same lemma also
U(R) — a|dR < 1.

This is not quite the claimed estimate . To improve the O(1) bound to O(e?), we apply Lemmawith
n = 4. Defining R, to instead be the unique R > R; with |¥(R/ ) — a| = ¢*, we find that, for R € [R,,,, Ri,],
we have |U(R) — a| < e (B~Rin)¢2, This is because, within this region, holds and may be “integrated
backwards” from R = R,,. Furthermore, for R € [R;, R.,], we know a priori that |¥(R) — a| < €*. So

in

tells us that |R; — Rk, | < €72, so these two observations combined tell us that || }s

Rin B - R}, ~ Rin B
/ |W(R) — a|dR < / et dR + / eZ (H-Rin) 2 4R < €2, (9.34)
R; R; R

/
in

Combining this with yields the desired (9.32). The estimate then follows exactly as in the proof
of (9.19), as does the estimate (9.29) on ).

For the estimate , let us define Z; as —rr(s;). By Proposition it is easy to integrate and
deduce in the region s € [sg, , s;]. The difficulty lies in showing in the region s € [s;, si,], not least
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because —r7 is expected to change value during the inversion process.
What helps us here is that —r is approximately inversely proportional to the quantity ¥, given that r2¢ =
—rr - U is approximately constant. To be quantitatively precise, we combine the estimate (8.12]) with the trivial

a priori observation that ’% - 1‘ < €2 for s € sy, 54, tO get

- N2
‘ r?ﬂ(s) B 1‘ _ U(s;) T ?(5) —il<e (9.35)
—ri(si) V() r2(s:)
Since —7r7(s;) ~ €2, the estimate (9.30) follows immediately. O

9.3.2 The post-bounce Kasner regime
Finally, we consider the post-bounce regime, i.e. the region Ko = {Sout < § < S0 }-

Lemma 9.6. Consider a solution (r, 22, ¢, Q, A) to the system (2.36)—(2.40) as in Proposition Assuming the

condition on the value of ¥ at s = s;, then for s, < s < s, there exists some constant ), such that
02 —a™? B

log ( ("> ) (s) —log Va| < Dae® - ( r(s) ) 7 (9.36)
—7r \r_

r(sout)
< Dy - log(e_l). (9.37)

with ), > 0 satisfying
1
log Vs — §Oé_2b:26_2

Here 8 = min{a~2 — 1, ;}. One may also find a constant Z, > 0 with | Z5| ~ € such that, in the same region,

B
|—r7(s) — 2o §D2€4'< r(s) ) . (9.38)

7’(Sout)

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

S|U(R) —a |+ e te 4R (9.39)

To estimate |¥ — o~ !| in (9.39), we apply Lemma with R, = Rou, v = € and « replaced by o~}
[note that o= > 1 + o > 0 assuming (x#)]. The lemma thus tells us that, for ¢ chosen sufficiently small, we
have |U — a~!| < 82e AE~Fout) for all R > R,,;. Hence, using that R > R,,; > € 2 which in turn yields
e~ te i R? < ¢=PRE2 | the inequality (9.39) implies that

< 2o HR=Rour),

As the right hand side is integrable, %i (L) * has a well defined limit }» as R — 400, and we obtain (9.36).

rT—

For (9.38)), we will not estimate —r7(s) directly but instead use ¥ and r2¢ = —ri - U. We already have
|¥ — a7 | < e2e~#E—Rout) while we integrate (2.46) backwards from R = +oc to find that

§—500 —rr

. S0 -3
Ir2(s) — lim 2d(3)| < / r216/(3) + 02r2|9](3) d5 < / Tl 2|¢\d
s 0
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2.

Using Proposition|8.1/and that £ is monotonically decreasing in s and thus uniformly small (see e.g. Il ),

it is straightforward to find that defining P» = lim,_,,_ r2¢(s) ~ €2, one (easily, since the RHS is O(r*~)) has
[r2¢(s) — Py| < ete ™ PUEFour), (9.40)

Combining this with the aforementioned |¥ — o~ !| < e2e~A(E—Fout) we deduce (9.38) for Z, = aPs.
Finally, we provide the estimate (9.37) for log )». Note that (9.39) is valid in the whole region K = {R; <

R < +oo}, so that, in particular, we may integrate in the interval R € [R;,, +0o0) to find

0? o
log V> — log (—7‘ (:) ) (Rm)

We now compare this to the estimate (9.28)) evaluated at R = R;,,. As we are changing the exponent from

Rout
< / |¥(R) — a™'|dR. (9.41)
Rin

a~? to a?, we generate an extra term on the left hand side:
Rout
log Vo —log V1 — (2 — &) Rip| < € +/ |U(R) — o !|dR. (9.42)

Now we appeal to Lemma By this lemma, we know that |R,,; — Ri,| < log(e™!), so the integral on the RHS
is O(log(e™')). Using also (8.47) to estimate R;,, and the estimate (9.27) for log V1, we find that

1
log Vs — §Q72b:2672 < log(efl). (9.43)

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

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

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.I). Defining the coordinates s =
u+v, t = v—u, suppose further that T = 9, = 1(8, — ) is a Killing field for the metric, i.e. r(s) and Q?(s) are
functions of s, and that we are in a trapped region with 7(s) < 0.

Suppose that for some interval J C R, there exist constants )V, Z > 0 and an exponent v > 0, as well as

sufficiently small “lower-order terms” &(s), such that we have the following asymptotics for the expressions ?—i
and —r7 when s € J:
QQ ol
L=y () arew. ©0.40
—rr(s) = Z - (14 €(s)). (9.45)

We quantify the required smallness of & in the following way: there exists ¢, > 0 small and a non-increasing
function &(s) such that |€¢(s)| < &(s) < e,.
Upon defining (up to translation) the past-directed proper time coordinate 7 such that
dr Q(s)
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then there exist constants X and R depending on Y, Z,v,r_, and 79 € R, such that one has the following

asymptotics for Q? and r? with respect to 7:

Q2(r) =4X - (r = 10) T - (14 €x(7)), (9.47)
r2(r) =R 12 (7= 7) 7 - (14 €x(r)). (9.48)

Here, there exists some C = C(v) > 0 such that |€x(7)|, |€r(7)| < CE(s(7)).

In particular, the metric g can be written in the form

2(v—1)

g=—dr*+ X -(1—71) 7 -(1+€&Ex(T)dt* +R- (1 — To)ﬁ (1 4+ €g(r)) - r? dos:. (9.49)

Finally, one can find the following relationships between X, R and ):

2 1
‘1ogé\f—(7+)10gy‘§l+log2|v (9.50)
v+3
2
log R + logy‘ <1+ |log Z|. (9.51)
7+3

Proof. In this proof we schematically write all lower-order terms as €&, leaving the precise claims on these errors

to the reader. The crucial estimate is to find an expression for 7 in terms of r. Using (9.46), (9.44) and (9.45),

we find
ay+1

dr Q YUl r
&y aEe

) T e (9.52)

r_

Although inf,¢ ; 7(s) is not necessarily 0, we may artificially extend the interval J to an interval J, and the
functions r(s), 7(s) on .J so that inf_77r(s) = 0 and (9.52)) holds for all s € J. After doing so, we may normalize
7o so that () = 0, and find that, for s € J,

743

B y1/2T3/2 r 2
T = CogE <r> (1+¢@). (9.53)

The remaining assertions are immediate upon combining (9.53) with the assumptions (9.44) and (9.45). O

Conclusion of the proof of Theorem [9.1] and Theorem [9.1] follows immediately from combining Lemmas
and taking 7o = 0 (note indeed that, in the No Kasner bounce case (x*x)), is true up to {r = 0},
so 79 = 0). Here v = a?, and in order to obtain the final error estimate , we also need to change
variables from r to .

For the proof of Theorem in case (x#)), we first run the proof in K; and apply Lemma to show that
and with Y = Y1, Z = 21, v = o? are true for J = K;. Unlike in case (¥*#]), we are not able to
continue these estimates all the way up to = 0, so we take 7, # 0 to account for the fact that the proper time
variable with respect to which K; is Kasner-like must be modified. Thus, we can apply Lemma[9.7|to deduce the
Kasner-like behavior of K; claimed in Theorem On the other hand, Lemma [9.6|and Lemma (9.7} applied to
Y =Y, Z = Zy, v = a2 determine the Kasner-like behavior of J = Ky (where here we take 7 = 0).

Finally, we prove the proper time estimates (9.14)) and (9.15). For the former, taking the logarithm of (9.53)
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in the context of the region Ko (where 7y = 0) yields:

-2

1 1
log7-:§logy —510g22+a 310gr+0(1).

In particular, evaluating this at s = s,,;, then using Lemmato estimate r(Syut) = Tout yields

1
1 -1 out) = — —2b72 -2 — _
087 (Sout) = JaTTb e + 1—a2)’- - 2(1-a2)

: : dr _ Q :
For the final estimate (9.15]), we shall use the fact that §& = = to find that

0 0z 1 \"?
[7(sin) — T(Sout)] < (Pin — Tout) - Srg%i —5r < rf’f - max (47‘—1"7“) .

Now applying the estimate (8:48) and then (8.47) again (as —ri ~ € it is absorbed into the exp(Dlog(e™!))

term in the next line), one obtains

Tin | 3+(a—cH? 1. 5 _ _
‘T(Sm) - T(Souf)| < (’r‘,) 2 - €Xp <4b—2€ 2) 'eXp(D 10g(€ 1))7

< exp(—jlb26_2 ﬁ i— o + 1}) -exp(D log(e_l)),

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 v € C:
2f df
22
d

> +z£+(2271/2)f:0. (A1)

Solutions to this equation are known as Bessel functions of order v. Within the appendix, we shall always assume
v to be a nonnegative integer, and our applications will always be in the cases v = 0, 1.
As (A.1) is a second order linear homogeneous ODE, there are two linearly independent solutions, denoted

J,(z) and Y, (z). These have the following properties.

Fact A.1. The function J,(z), known as the Bessel function of the first kind, is an entire function given by the

following Taylor expansion:
N
—ZZ )

— KIT(v+k+1) (A-2)

l\’)\)—l

In particular, as z — 0, Jo(z) — 1 and 2~ 1J;(z) — 1/2. Furthermore, for 0 < z < 1, one has z|Jy(2)| < 1.

Fact A.2. The function Y, (z), known as the Bessel function of the second kind, can be defined via the following
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Fuchsian asymptotic expansion for v = n € NU {0} and z € R*:

Yo (2) _(52)—71 i (n—k—-1)! (%Zz)k + %ln (12) J, (2)

L k!
G (-3
- Z(w(k+1)+¢(n+k+1))k'(n+k)', (A.3)
k=0 ' '

where ¢(z) = I"(z)/T'(x) and v =~ 0.577 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. In particular, one has the following

asymptotics for Yy (z) and Y7 (z):

2
(o) - 2 (g (32) + )| £ 2

2
T+ 2| felogl.
Vw4

Furthermore, for 0 < z < 1, one has the quantitative estimate z|Yj(z)| < 1.

Fact A.3. By studying the expansions (A.2)) and (A.3),
Jo(z)=—J1(2) and Y{(z) = —Yi(2).

Fact A.4. As z — oo, we have the following asymptotics for J,(z) and Y, (z):

Ju(z) = % (cos (z — I%T — g) —|—O(z_1)) ,
Y.(z) = % (sin (z - % - %) + O(z_l)> .

(A.4)

(A.5)

(A.6)

(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

Lemma A.5. Consider Bessel’s equation (A.1), where v is a nonnegative integer. We define the usual Wronskian,

normalized by the Bessel functions of the first and second kind, by

. v(2) Y, . , ,
W, (2) == det = J,(2)Y,)(2) = Y, (2)J,(2)
J(z) Y)(2)
Then
W, (z) = %

Proof. A standard manipulation of the second order ODE (A.1)) gives

d 1
ﬁwy(z) = f;W,,(z).

Integrating for z € RT therefore yields W, (z) = Cz~! for some constant of integration C.

To determine C, simply use the asymptotics of Facts and This yields C =

computation is more straightforward in our case v = 0.)
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(A.8)
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, as required. (This
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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, %):

d fi _ fa _ 0 1 f1 ' (A10)

dz | —fi—1f -1 =1 |f
So for any zy, z; > 0, we may define the solution operatof’| S(z1; 20) as a linear operator S(z1; 20) : R? — R2
in the following manner: if (f1(20), f2(20)) is considered as data for the linear ODE (A.10), then S(z1; 2¢) maps
this data (f1(z0), f2(z0)) to the value of the solution at z = z;, namely (f1(z1), f2(21)). As an equation:

fiz) — S(21:20) fiz)| (A11)

fa(z1) f2(20)

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; zp).
Lemma A.6. Consider Bessel’s equation (A.1) with v = 0, but with an inhomogeneous term F\(z), i.e.

2f 1df
wria et (12

Then, for zg, 2; € R and the solution operator S(z;w) defined as before, we have the following expression:

f(z1) f(z0) / U R
. =S(z1;20) | . + S(z1;2) dz. (A.13)
9 () Nae| L F2)

Furthermore, we have the following results regarding the linear operator S(z1; z0):

(1) In terms of the Bessel functions J,(z), Y, (z), one may write

-1

Ji Y( J Y.
S(21: 20) 0(21) o(21) | | Jo(20) 0(20) (A.14)
—Ji(z1) —Yi(z1) —J1(20) —Y1(20)
_ T2 Jo(z1)  Yo(z1) | —Y1(20) —Yo(20) (A.15)
2 |=h(z) —Yi(z) Ji(20)  Jo(20)
(2) Using the usual /2> norm on R?, defined as ||(z,y)|;z = +/22+y?, and defining ||A|;z ;2 =

SUDP, R, |[2]],2 =1 |Az||;> to be the I? operator norm of a linear map A, we have that, for all 2, 2; > 0,
z
S (215 20) |22 < max{o,l}. (A.16)
21

Proof. Once again letting (f1, f2) = (f, %), we have now the first-order system:

dz | fo(2) -1 -1 &) |Fe)

22This can be viewed as a “non-autonomous” semigroup, also commonly known as a propagator. In particular, it follows that S(z2;21) o
S(z1;20) = S(z2; 20)-
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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 the most general solution to the first-order system with no

inhomogeneous term is:

f1(2) _ ciJo(z) + ey Yo(2)
f2(2) —cgi(z) — ey Yi(z)

_ Jo(z)  Yo(z)
—-Ji(z2) —Yi(z)

CJ] , (A17)

Cy

where c;, ¢y are coefficients in R. Plugging this into (A.1I) and allowing c,, ¢y to vary will yield (A.14). The
expression 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

LU+ PP =2 )

Therefore, if 2; > zg, then it is clear that f(z1)% + f'(21)? < f(20)? + f'(20)?, while if z; < z, then Gronwall’s

inequality gives

e s s e [ -2+ o) = (2) e + s

1
This yields exactly the required estimate on ||S(z1; z0)|l;2—2- O

In this paper, we will often encounter rescaled versions of Bessel’s equation: let y > 0 be a constant, then

consider the equation:
Cf 1df
— 4+ == = F(x). A.18
dx2+xda:+x‘f (z) ( )
Using Lemma 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 Q, the scaling matrix

1 0
QX::[ ]a
0 x

and define S, (z1;20) = Qy o0 S(xx1; x%0) © Q;l, then for any zg,z; > 0 we have

fa) (o) / R B
=S, (z1;0) + Sy (x1;T) dz. (A.19)
[iﬁ(m)] ' [3@@@] s {F(@]

Furthermore, we have the following results regarding S, (z1; xo):

(1) An explicit formula is given by:

S (oriay — | 0@ Yoben) || o) o) | A20)
—xJ1i(xz1) —xYi(z1) —xJ1(xzo) —xY1(xZ0)
_ @ Jo(xz1) Yolxw1) | | =xYilxxo) —Yo(xzo) (A21)
2 | —xJo(xx1) —xYi(xa1) xJ1(xzo)  Jo(xwo)
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(2) The following estimate holds on the operator norm of S, (z1;zo):

IS (@1; 20) i < max{y,x~} - max {17 jg} . (A22)

Proof. Simply use the substitution z = yx in (A.18), and apply Lemma|A.6] Details are left to the reader. O

References

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

X. An and D. Gajic. “Curvature Blow-up and Mass Inflation in Spherically Symmetric Collapse to a
Schwarzschild Black Hole”. In: Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 247.3 (2023), p. 51.

X. An and R. Zhang. “Polynomial blow-up upper bounds for the Einstein-scalar field system under spherical
symmetry”. In: Comm. Math. Phys. 376.2 (2020), pp. 1671-1704.

L. Andersson and A. Rendall. “Quiescent Cosmological Singularities”. In: Comm. Math. Phys. 218.3 (2001),
pp. 479-511.

F. Béguin and T. Dutilleul. “Chaotic Dynamics of Spatially Homogeneous Spacetimes”. In: Comm. Math.

Phys. 399.2 (2023), pp. 737-927.

J. Bekenstein. “Nonexistence of baryon number for static black holes. I”. In: Phys. Rev. D (3) 5 (1972),
pp. 1239-1246.

V. Belinski and M. Henneaux. The Cosmological Singularity. Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical

Physics. Cambridge University Press, 2017.

V. Belinski and I. Khalatnikov. “Effect of Scalar and Vector Fields on the Nature of the Cosmological Sin-
gularity”. In: Sov. Phys. JETP 36.4 (1973), pp. 591-597.

V. Belinski and I. Khalatnikov. “On the influence of the spinor and electromagnetic fields on the cosmolog-

ical singularity”. In: Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ. e Politec. Torino 35 (1976), pp. 159-180.

V. Belinski, I. Khalatnikov, and E. Lifshitz. “Oscillatory approach to a singular point in relativistic cosmol-

ogy”. In: Sov. Phys. Usp. 13.6 (1971), pp. 745-765.

V. Belinski, I. Khalatnikov, and E. Lifshitz. “A general solution of the Einstein equations with a time singu-

larity”. In: Adv. Phys. 31.6 (1982), pp. 639-667.

N. Besset and D. Héfner. “Existence of exponentially growing finite energy solutions for the charged Klein—
Gordon equation on the de Sitter—Kerr—Newman metric”. In: J. Hyperbolic Differ. Equ. 18.02 (2024/11/11
2021), pp. 293-310.

F. Beyer and T. Oliynyk. “Localized Big Bang Stability for the Einstein-Scalar Field Equations”. In: Arch
Ration Mech Anal 248.1 (2024), p. 3.

P. Bizon. “Colored black holes”. In: Phys. Rev. Lett. 64.24 (1990), pp. 2844-2847.

P. Breitenlohner, G. Lavrelashvili, and D. Maison. “Mass inflation and chaotic behaviour inside hairy black

holes”. In: Nuclear Phys. B 524.1-2 (1998), pp. 427-443.

R.-G. Caij, L. Li, and R.-Q. Yang. “No inner-horizon theorem for black holes with charged scalar hairs”. In:

J. High Energy Phys. 3 (2021).

100



[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

Y. Chen, J. Du, and S.-T. Yau. “Existence of black hole solutions for the Einstein-Yang-Mills equations”. In:

Comm. Math. Phys. 154.2 (1993), pp. 377-401.

O. Chodosh and Y. Shlapentokh-Rothman. “Time-periodic Einstein-Klein-Gordon bifurcations of Kerr”. In:

Comm. Math. Phys. 356.3 (2017), pp. 1155-1250.

D. Christodoulou. “Violation of cosmic censorship in the gravitational collapse of a dust cloud”. In: Comm.

Math. Phys. 93.2 (1984), pp. 171-195.

D. Christodoulou. “The formation of black holes and singularities in spherically symmetric gravitational

collapse”. In: Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 44.3 (1991), pp. 339-373.

D. Christodoulou. “Bounded variation solutions of the spherically symmetric Einstein-scalar field equa-

tions”. In: Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 46.8 (1993), pp. 1131-1220.

D. Christodoulou. “Examples of naked singularity formation in the gravitational collapse of a scalar field”.

In: Ann. of Math. 140.3 (1994), pp. 607-653.

D. Christodoulou. “The instability of naked singularities in the gravitational collapse of a scalar field”. In:

Ann. of Math. 149.1 (1999), pp. 183-217.

P. Chrusciel, J. Costa, and M. Heusler. “Stationary Black Holes: Uniqueness and Beyond”. In: Living Rev.
Relativ. 15.1 (2012).

M. Dafermos. “Stability and instability of the Cauchy horizon for the spherically symmetric Einstein-
Maxwell-scalar field equations”. In: Ann. of Math. (2) 158.3 (2003), pp. 875-928.

M. Dafermos. “Black holes without spacelike singularities”. In: Comm. Math. Phys. 332.2 (2014), pp. 729-
757.

M. Dafermos and J. Luk. “The interior of dynamical vacuum black holes I: The C'-stability of the Kerr
Cauchy horizon”. In: Ann. of Math. (Accepted) (2024).

M. Dafermos and I. Rodnianski. “A proof of Price’s law for the collapse of a self-gravitating scalar field”.

In: Invent. Math. 162.2 (2005), pp. 381-457.

M. Dafermos and I. Rodnianski. “The red-shift effect and radiation decay on black hole spacetimes”. In:

Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 62.7 (2009), pp. 859-919.

M. Dafermos, I. Rodnianski, and Y. Shlapentokh-Rothman. “Decay for solutions of the wave equation on
Kerr exterior spacetimes III: The full subextremal case |a| < M”. In: Ann. of Math. (2) 183.3 (2016),
pp. 787-913.

T. Damour, M. Henneaux, and H. Nicolai. “Cosmological billiards”. In: Class. Quantum Grav. 20.9 (2003).

J. Demaret, M. Henneaux, and P. Spindel. “Non-oscillatory behaviour in vacuum Kaluza-Klein cosmolo-

gies”. In: Phys. Lett. B 164.1 (1985), pp. 27-30.

O. Dias, G. Horowitz, and J. Santos. “Inside an asymptotically flat hairy black hole”. In: J. High Energy
Phys. 12 (2021).

O. Dias, G. Horowitz, and J. Santos. “Extremal black holes that are not extremal: maximal warm holes”.

In: J. High Energy Phys. 1 (2022).

101



[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[391]

[40]

[41]
[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]
[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

O. Dias, R. Monteiro, H. Reall, and J. Santos. “A scalar field condensation instability of rotating anti-de

Sitter black holes”. In: J. High Energy Phys. 11 (2010).

NIST Digital Library of Mathematical Functions. http://dlmf.nist.gov/, Release 1.1.6 of 2022-06-30. F.
Olver, A. Olde Daalhuis, D. Lozier, B. Schneider, R. Boisvert, C. Clark, B. Miller, B. Saunders, H. Cohl,
and M. McClain, eds.

E. Donets, D. Galtsov, and M. Zotov. “Internal structures of Einstein-Yang-Mills black holes”. In: Phys. Rev.
D (3) 56.6 (1997), pp. 3459-3465.

D. Fajman and L. Urban. Cosmic Censorship near FLRW spacetimes with negative spatial curvature. ArXiv

preprint: https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.08052. To be published in Analysis & PDE. 2022.

G. Fournodavlos and J. Luk. “Asymptotically Kasner-like singularities”. In: Amer. J. Math. 145.4 (2023),
pp. 1182-1272.

G. Fournodavlos, I. Rodnianski, and J. Speck. “Stable Big Bang formation for Einstein’s equations: The

complete sub-critical regime”. In: J. Amer. Math. Soc. 36.3 (2023), pp. 827-916.

A. Frenkel, S. Hartnoll, J. Kruthoff, and Z. Shi. “Holographic flows from CFT to the Kasner universe”. In:
J. High Energy Phys. 8 (2020).

N. Grandi and 1. Landea. “Diving inside a hairy black hole”. In: J. High Energy Phys. 5 (2021).

H. Groeniger, O. Petersen, and H. Ringstrom. Formation of quiescent big bang singularities. ArXiv preprint:

https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.11370. 2023.
S. Gubser. “Breaking an Abelian gauge symmetry near a black hole horizon”. In: Phys. Rev. D 78.6 (2008).

S. Hartnoll, C. Herzog, and G. Horowitz. “Building a Holographic Superconductor”. In: Phys. Rev. Lett. 101
(2008).

S. Hartnoll, C. Herzog, and G. Horowitz. “Holographic superconductors”. In: J. High Energy Phys. 12
(2008).

S. Hartnoll, G. Horowitz, J. Kruthoff, and J. Santos. “Gravitational duals to the grand canonical ensemble

abhor Cauchy horizons”. In: J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2020).

S. Hartnoll, G. Horowitz, J. Kruthoff, and J. Santos. “Diving into a holographic superconductor”. In: SciPost

Phys. 10.1 (2021).
S. Hartnoll and N. Neogi. “AdS black holes with a bouncing interior”. In: SciPost Phys. 14 (2023), p. 074.

S. A. Hartnoll, A. Lucas, and S. Sachdev. Holographic quantum matter. MIT Press, Cambridge, MA, 2018,
pp. xvi+390.

M. Henneaux. “The final Kasner regime inside black holes with scalar or vector hair”. In: J. High Energy

Phys. 3 (2022).
C. Herdeiro and E. Radu. “Kerr Black Holes with Scalar Hair”. In: Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (2014).

C. Herdeiro and E. Radu. “Asymptotically flat black holes with scalar hair: a review”. In: Internat. J. Modern
Phys. D 24.9 (2015).

G. T. Horowitz. “Introduction to holographic superconductors”. In: From gravity to thermal gauge theories:

the Ads/CFT correspondence. Vol. 828. Lecture Notes in Phys. Springer, Heidelberg, 2011, pp. 313-347.

102


https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.08052
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.11370

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

[66]

[67]

[68]

[69]

[70]

[71]

[72]

B. Josephson. “Possible new effects in superconductive tunnelling”. In: Phys. Lett. A 1.7 (1962), pp. 251-
253.

B. Josephson. “The discovery of tunnelling supercurrents”. In: Rev. Mod. Phys. 46 (1974), pp. 251-254.

E. Kasner. “Geometrical theorems on Einstein’s cosmological equations”. In: Gen. Relativity Gravitation

40.4 (2008), pp. 865-876.

C. Kehle and Y. Shlapentokh-Rothman. “A scattering theory for linear waves on the interior of Reissner-

Nordstrém black holes”. In: Ann. Henri Poincaré 20.5 (2019), pp. 1583-1650.

C. Kehle and M. Van de Moortel. “The null contraction singularity at the Cauchy horizon of dynamical

black holes”. In: In preparation (2023).

C. Kehle and M. Van de Moortel. “Strong cosmic censorship in the presence of matter: the decisive effect

of horizon oscillations on the black hole interior geometry”. In: Anal. PDE 17.5 (2024), pp. 1501-1592.

J. Kommemi. “The global structure of spherically symmetric charged scalar field spacetimes”. In: Comm.

Math. Phys. 323.1 (2013), pp. 35-106.

W. Li. Kasner-like description of spacelike singularities in spherically symmetric spacetimes with scalar matter.

ArXiv preprint: https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.04802. 2023.

W. Li. BKL bounces outside homogeneity: Einstein-Maxwell-scalar field in surface symmetry. ArXiv preprint:

https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.12434. 2024.

W. Li. BKL bounces outside homogeneity: Gowdy symmetric spacetimes. ArXiv preprint: https://arxiv.
org/abs/2408.12427, 2024.

E. Lifshitz and I. Khalatnikov. “Investigations in relativistic cosmology”. In: Adv. Phys. 12.46 (Apr. 1, 1963),
pp. 185-249.

J. Luk. “Singularities in General Relativity”. In: Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians

(2022).

J. Luk and S.-J. Oh. “Strong cosmic censorship in spherical symmetry for two-ended asymptotically flat
initial data II: the exterior of the black hole region”. In: Ann. PDE 5.1 (2019).

A. Ori. “Inner structure of a charged black hole: an exact mass-inflation solution”. In: Phys. Rev. Lett. 67.7

(1991), pp. 789-792.
H. Ringstrom. “The Bianchi IX Attractor”. In: Ann. Henri Poincaré 2.3 (June 1, 2001), pp. 405-500.

I. Rodnianski and Y. Shlapentokh-Rothman. “Naked singularities for the Einstein vacuum equations: the

exterior solution”. In: Ann. of Math. (2) 198.1 (2023), pp. 231-391.

L. Rodnianski and J. Speck. “On the nature of Hawking’s incompleteness for the Einstein-vacuum equations:

The regime of moderately spatially anisotropic initial data”. In: J. Eur. Math. Soc. 24 (2018), pp. 167-273.

L. Rodnianski and J. Speck. “Stable Big Bang formation in near-FLRW solutions to the Einstein-scalar field
and Einstein-stiff fluid systems”. In: Sel. Math. 24.5 (2018), pp. 4293-4459.

O. Sarbach, N. Straumann, and M. Volkov. “Internal structure of Einstein-Yang-Mills-dilaton black holes”.

In: Ann. Isr. Phys. Soc. 13 (1997), pp. 163-171.

103


https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.04802
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.12434
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.12427
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.12427

[73]

[74]

[75]

[76]

[77]

[78]

[79]

[80]

[81]

[82]

[83]

[84]

J. Smoller, A. Wasserman, and S.-T. Yau. “Existence of black hole solutions for the Einstein-Yang-Mills

equations”. In: Comm. Math. Phys. 154.2 (1993), pp. 377-401.

J. Speck. “The Maximal Development of Near-FLRW Data for the Einstein-Scalar Field System with Spatial
Topology S®”. In: Comm. Math. Phys. 364.3 (2018), pp. 879-979.

M. Van De Moortel. “Decay of weakly charged solutions for the spherically symmetric Maxwell-Charged-
Scalar-Field equations on a Reissner-Nordstrém exterior space-time”. In: Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. 55.2

(2022).

M. Van de Moortel. “Stability and instability of the sub-extremal Reissner-Nordstrom black hole interior
for the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon equations in spherical symmetry”. In: Comm. Math. Phys. 360.1
(2018), pp. 103-168.

M. Van de Moortel. “Charged scalar fields on Black Hole space-times, University of Cambridge”. University
of Cambridge. PhD Thesis. 2019.

M. Van de Moortel. “Mass inflation and the C?-inextendibility of spherically symmetric charged scalar

field dynamical black holes”. In: Comm. Math. Phys. 382.2 (2021), pp. 1263-1341.

M. Van de Moortel. “The breakdown of weak null singularities inside black holes”. In: Duke Math. J. 172.15
(2023), pp. 2957-3012.

M. Van de Moortel. The Strong Cosmic Censorship Conjecture. To be published in Comptes Rendus. Mé-

canique. Special issue for the 100th birthday of Yvonne Choquet-Bruhat. 2024.

M. Van de Moortel. “Violent Nonlinear Collapse in the Interior of Charged Hairy Black Holes”. In: Arch.
Ration. Mech. Anal. 248.5 (2024), Paper No. 89.

M. Volkov and D. Galtsov. “Gravitating non-abelian solitons and black holes with Yang-Mills fields”. In:
Phys. Rep. 319.1-2 (1999), pp. 1-83.

W. Zheng. Asymptotically Anti-de-Sitter hairy black holes. ArXiv preprint: https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.
04758. 2024.

W. Zheng. Exponentially-growing Mode Instability on Reissner-Nordstrém-Anti-de-Sitter black holes. ArXiv
preprint: https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.04750. 2024.

104


https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.04758
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.04758
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.04750

	Introduction
	Rough version of our main result
	Differences and connections with non-hairy black holes
	Comparison with hairy black hole interiors for other matter models
	The collapsed oscillations resulting from the charge of the scalar field
	Kasner bounces and connections to cosmology
	Holographic superconductors in the AdS-CFT correspondence
	Outline of the paper and the different regions of Figure 6

	Geometric set-up and preliminaries
	Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon in double null coordinates
	The Reissner-Nordström(-dS/AdS) interior metric
	Black hole interiors with charged scalar hair
	System of ODEs for spatially homogeneous solutions
	Linear scattering in the Reissner-Nordström interior

	Precise statement of the main theorems
	Definition of the spacetime sub-regions
	First statement: formation of a spacelike singularity
	Second statement: Kasner asymptotics in the PK and K regions

	Almost formation of a Cauchy horizon
	Estimates up to the no-shift region
	Estimates on the early blue-shift region
	Estimates on the late blue-shift region

	The collapsed oscillations
	Bootstraps and preliminary estimates
	Scalar field oscillations
	Precise estimates for Q and Ω2

	The Proto-Kasner Region
	Estimates beyond the oscillatory region – statement of Proposition 6.1
	Proof of Proposition 6.1
	The onset of the Kasner-like geometry

	Construction of the sets Eη and Eη,σ for further quantitative estimates
	Improved estimates on ϴ(ε)
	The measure of the set Eη

	Kasner regimes and bounces
	Background on Kasner bounces
	The bootstraps, preliminary estimates and statement of Proposition 8.1
	The dynamical system for Ψ and the proof of Proposition 8.1
	Geometric features of the region K in the bounce case |Ψ|<1

	Quantitative Kasner-like asymptotics
	Asymptotics for Ψ near the r=0 singularity
	First case: absence of Kasner bounce
	Second case: presence of a Kasner bounce
	Kasner-like asymptotics in synchronous coordinates in both cases

	Bessel functions

