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ABSTRACT

Grinberg and Maldacena have recently used certain thermal one-point functions, eval-
uated outside an AdS black hole, to determine the proper time of fall from the event hori-
zon to the singularity (in the uncharged case) or to the Cauchy horizon (in the charged,
unperturbed case). This raises the hope that one can use data outside the black hole
to investigate the claim that black holes “have no interiors”, by proving that the time
of fall is exceptionally short, perhaps effectively zero. We examine this question for the
particularly interesting case of a black hole (with a flat, toroidal event horizon) emitted
by a larger black hole, after the manner postulated by the Weak Gravity Conjecture. We
find that the proper time of fall to the Cauchy horizon is indeed always very short for
these black holes, so they are prime candidates for an investigation of this kind.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.00198v1

1. Inside the Event Horizon

It has long been hoped that it might be possible to probe the interiors of black hole
event horizons, using theoretical methods (see for example [IH3], or more recently [4-6]).
Ultimately even observational methods may be possible (for example, [7,§]).

Recently, Grinberg and Maldacena [9] have given a very concrete discussion of a simple
yet crucial question of this kind: how is the proper time of fall from the event horizon
to the singularity of an (AdS) black hole reflected in quantities defined on the exterior
spacetime? (In the case of a charged black hole, the corresponding quantity is the time of
fall from the event horizon to the Cauchy horizon, which is thought to become singular
when perturbations are taken into account.) The suggestion in [9] is that the large-mass
behaviour of the thermal one-point function (associated with higher-derivative correc-
tions) of a massive field outside an AdS black hole contains a term involving this time of
fall quite explicitly. If, for example, the time of fall is extremely short, it should therefore
be possible to prove this by studying the precise nature of fields propagating outside the
black hole.

In order to explore this very interesting and potentially very important observation,
one would like to examine what happens in cases where the time of fall can be constrained
in some way; it should then be possible to verify that this constraint is reflected in the
relevant one-point functions or similar objects defined on the external spacetime. The
purpose of this note is to draw attention to a specific class of black holes which, on the
one hand, are of great current interest (in connection with the Weak Gravity Conjecture
or WGC [10H12]), and which, on the other, do have strongly constrained times of fall: the
time is always very short. In this sense, the event horizons of these black holes effectively
“have no interior”.

2. AdS;-Reissner-Nordstrom Black Holes In General

The principal reason for studying asymptotically AdS spacetimes is of course their role in
gauge-gravity duality [I3HI5]. Here, one studies a strongly-coupled field theory (which, in
practice, is usually not a conformal theory) defined on a non-dynamical four-dimensional
spacetime with metric — d#?> + h,,, where h,, is a metric on a space of constant curvature
k/X? here k = 0, &1, and, when the space is compact, X is the characteristic length
scale of the space. For example, when x = 1 and the space is simply connected, the
circumference of the three-sphere is 27 X. Similarly, when x = —1, the injectivity radius
of the relevant compact space of constant negative curvature is some multiple of X; and,
when x = 0 and the space is a cubic torus, then we can take X to be the side length of
that cube. (In all three cases, there are many possible choices of topology and geometry:
see [16] for the flat case. For simplicity, when three-dimensional space is compact and
k =0, we assume that the space is a cubic torus.)

In most applications (for example, to the holography of the Quark-Gluon Plasma)
one wishes —dt? + h,. to be simply the metric of ordinary four-dimensional Minkowski
space, so the case k = 0, with spatial topology IR?, is the one usually encountered in
applications.

However, in that case, the dual AdS;5 black hole spacetime has no Hawking-Page phase



transition [I7], and this is a serious drawback for many purposes. Compactifying the spa-
tial dimensions (so that, as above, we have a cubic torus) remedies this [18,[19] (see [20]
for a recent discussion). This is acceptable, in the sense that it will not interfere with
the local description of the physics (such as by allowing matter to circulate around the
compactified space, which of course would be unphysical), provided that the compactifi-
cation length scale X is very large compared with the largest length scale intrinsic to the
problem, which is normally assumed to be the AdS scale L.

Toroidal black holes do have a Hawking-Page phase transition, at a temperature which
is inversely related to X. Choosing X to be large therefore drives down the transition
temperature. This is reasonable, since, in real strongly coupled matter, such as the Quark-
Gluon Plasma, the phase transition temperature is in fact quite low relative to typical
temperatures of such matter. However, in this work we will not try to set up a “realistic”
model of strongly-coupled matter: it will be enough for us that the transition temperature
does not vanish. In short, we will take it that X /L can be chosen to be arbitrarily large,
but finite.

Motivated by this, we therefore proceed as follows. We take the non-dynamical metric
—dt? + h,, set k =0, and interpret hg as a metric on a cubic torus with a side length,
X, which is very large relative to L. We then use this flat four-dimensional spacetime
as a boundary condition for the Einstein(-Maxwell) equations in an asymptotically AdS;
bulk.

However, it is instructive to return temporarily to the general case. If we fix — dt? + h,
(or rather the conformal structure defined by it), for any of the three possible values of x,
as a boundary condition, then it is possible to construct [2I] a matching (AdSs-Reissner-
Nordstrom) metric in the bulk which solves the Einstein-Maxwell equations, taking the
form
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Here L is the AdSs scale as above, M* and QQ* are mass and charge parameters (not equal
to the physical mass M and the physical charge @, see below), k5 is the five-dimensional
Coulomb constant (with units of length, unlike its four-dimensional counterpart), and /5
is the gravitational length scald] for AdSs.

However, this metric only solves the equations in the xk = +1 cases if the spatial length
scale X in h, is precisely equal to L. That is: in these cases, the boundary length scale is
forced to coincide with the bulk curvature scale.

In sharp contrast, when x = 0, there is no such requirement, so X is in principle
entirely independent of L (though, as we saw, there may be physical reasons for requiring,
for example, that X must be large relative to L). This means, in effect, that there is a
new independent parameter in the problem in the x = 0 case, and we have to deal with
this.

'We use units in which M* has units of inverse length, Q* is dimensionless and so is entropy. We
never use Planck units.



With this point understood, from this point onwards we only consider the x = 0 case
in equation ([I).

3. Censorship and the Weak Gravity Conjecture

We now wish to consider the Weak Gravity Conjecture [I0HI2], which is closely related to
the idea that near-extremal black holes must decay, either by emitting particles/branes,
or by emitting a smaller black hole. The latter process, which is the one that concerns
us here, is associated [22], at least at the classical level, with the production of a naked
singularity; that is, with a violation of Cosmic Censorship.

The status of Censorship, both in asymptotically flat [23] and in asymptotically AdS
[24] spacetimes, has been much debated recently: see [25] for an overview. Here we
follow the point of view advocated in [27] (see also [28]): naked singularities probably
are produced in certain highly dynamical spacetimes, but they do not persist, and so
Censorship is a reliable guide to the structure of the final state. That is, we will assume
that the emitted black hole is indeed a black hole and not a naked singularity.

Censorship in this case implies the existence of horizons of the black hole with metric
given in (I). The outer horizon, located at r = ry, will (in the k = 0 case we consider
here) be a flat cubic torus of side length A, where, from equation [{Il), A = ryX/L, and
where X was defined in the preceding Section.

This event horizon “radius” is related to the mass and charge of the black hole in a
way which may be unfamiliar, so let us review it.

For later convenience we define a dimensionless quantity W by W = (X/L)3; ac-
cording to our discussion above, it is to be regarded as an arbitrarily large (but finite)
dimensionless parameter. The side length of the horizon is then

A = W1/37’H. (2)

Notice that, even if A is large, it by no means follows that the same is true of ry. Unlike
their more familiar spherical counterparts, these black holes can have large event horizons
(and therefore entropies) whether the “radius” be small or large.

It must be stressed that A should be regarded as an observational parameter: an ob-
server in the spacetime who is willing to venture sufficiently near to the event horizon can
measure its side length directly. (In addition, the entropy of the black hole is proportional
to A% again underlining the “physicality” of this quantity.) One should think of it as a
new physical parameter describing the black hole, like (but independent of) the mass and
the charge.

In fact, a measurement of A will be essential in order to determine ry, since, in contrast
to the k = +1 cases, the latter is not fixed even if the physical mass M and physical charge
@ of the black hole are know. Instead, ry is a definite function of M, @), and A, given
in the following manner.

2If we do not compactify the three-dimensional space, taking it to have the topology of flat simply-
connected IR?, then the situation is radically different. The metric () is of course still a valid solution of
the Einstein equation, but now we have nothing analogous to A, M, and @ (all of which are now formally
infinite) to help us to fix M* and Q*. In this case, one has to rely on holography itself to do this, by
relating these parameters to well-defined physical parameters (chemical potential, enthalpy density and
so on) describing the boundary field theory.



First, it turns out (see [29] for an elementary derivation) that the parameters M* and
Q* are related to the physical mass and charge through M* = M/W, and Q* = Q/W.
We therefore have
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We can then solve for ry by eliminating W between equations (2)) and (B]). We will return
to this, below.

Black holes with flat event horizons do not exist in the asymptotically flat case, and
so the black holes we are considering here are not well-behaved in the limit . — oo. They
form a disjoint branch of solutions, and can therefore behave in unexpected ways. An
important example [29] is the explicit condition for (classical) Cosmic Censorship to hold
here:

1
M _ M*0ls > 3(121@)3 Q*%. (4)
Q Q* 16 \ w12
This is very different from the asymptotically flat case, where of course the mass to charge
ratio is bounded below by a fixed constant if Cosmic Censorship is to hold. Notice in
particular that, if Q* is small (which in fact it normally is here, since W is so large), then
M5 can be small relative to @) without violating classical Censorship.

The Weak Gravity Conjecture also takes an unusual form here [29]. Let us suppose
that we have a black hole of the above kind, with mass M and charge (). We assume, in
accordance with the ideas associated with “Weak Gravity” [L0-12], that it emits a toroidal
black hole with smaller parameters m < M and g < Q). (We assume throughout, however,
that neither @ nor ¢ vanishes.) Then it is possible to show [29] that, if the original black
hole continues to satisfy Censorship after this bifurcation, then we must have
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As is well known, the analogue of this relation in the asymptotically flat case [I1] is
simply the statement that classical Censorship must be violated by the smaller black hole,
which motivates the claim that the bifurcation can only be understood with the aid of a
quantum-gravitational modification of Censorship itself. But it was shown in [22] that this
is not true in the toroidal case: the replacement of the 3/16 factor on the right side of ()
by the 1/4 factor in (&) means that it is possible (though not compulsory) for the emitted
black hole to satisfy classical Censorshipl?]. Because it can be analysed very simply, this
is the case on which we focus here.

4. Just Under the Event Horizon

It is well known that exact Reissner-Nordstrom spacetimes have Cauchy horizons in their
interiors. The fate of these objects when perturbations, both classical and quantum-
mechanical, are taken into account, remains a matter of very current debate: see for

3More concretely: because W is very large, we take it that, as mentioned earlier, Q* = Q/W is
extremely small. The inequality (Bl) then means that m#s is also very small relative to q. However, as we
stressed earlier, in the toroidal case this does not necessarily violate classical Censorship.



example [30,31], and references therein. The simplest possibility is that the Cauchy
horizon becomes singular in some way [32]. In order to make contact with the work of
Grinberg and Maldacena [9], we will work with this assumption: that is, we interpret the
“proper time of fall to the singularity” to mean the time to fall from the outer horizon to
the idealised location of the Cauchy horizon.

In any case, it seems unlikely that our conclusions would have to be materially revised
if some more exotic possibility proves to be correct, but this remains to be investigated@.

Marolf [34] has pointed out that, in the case of near-extremal black holes, a singularity
located at the erstwhile Cauchy horizon is extremely close to the outer horizon, in the sense
that an object (with an energy per unit mass which is not very small) falling through the
event horizon will reach the singularity almost instantly. (See [35] for a recent discussion
of this and related claims.) This is interesting for a variety of reasons. One such reason
is that the spacetime curvature at and just outside the outer horizon can of course be
very small; so “closeness” to a spacetime singularity, even if it be a strong curvature
singularity, need not imply the presence of intense gravitational fields. Quantum effects
of the singularity may nevertheless be detectable outside the horizon, and of course this
would be of the utmost interest.

Here we wish to study this question for a toroidal black hole emitted, in accordance
with the WGC, by a near-extremal toroidal black hole.

As mentioned earlier, equations (2]) and (3) can be combined to eliminate W, and the
result (for the emitted black hole, indicated by the superscript) is
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For fixed m and ¢, then, rf§ is a simple function of AE. Assuming henceforth that ¢ # 0,
one finds that this function is bounded above; an elementary computation shows that, for
all AE, ,
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Combining this with the inequality (&), we now have
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where, as above, Q* is the charge parameter of the original toroidal black hole.

Under the physical assumptions we are making here, it follows that the “radius” of the
emitted black hole must be very small (relative to L), in the sense that (see above) Q* is
very small in these circumstances.

Intuition suggests that the proper time of fall to the Cauchy horizon must be very small
for these black holes. We can confirm this intuition in an elementary way as follows.

Following [34], we consider a particle of non-zero energy per unit mass «y falling into the
emitted black hole. Here we have to consider the simple fact that the “proper time of fall

41t may be worth noting that the Penrose diagram for the exact AdSs-Schwarzschild geometry is not
rectangular [2] (see [33] for a recent discussion). The analogous effect in the charged case might also be
of interest in this connection.



from the event horizon to the Cauchy horizon” is of course not uniquely defined: it depends
on ~. However, we can fix v at some typical value (bearing in mind that, generically, the
energy per unit mass of particles falling across event horizons is not small), and study the
time of fall for the specific black hole in which we are interested here, as compared with
other metrics in some general class.

In order to make such a comparison, let us consider any charged black hole metric
which is such that, in Reissner-Nordstrém-like coordinates, the ¢t and rr components
satisfy gug. = —1 (see [30]); obviously the metrics in (II) are of this kind. Then the
trajectory of a (not necessarily free) particle with energy per unit mass ~y falling through
the region between the event and Cauchy horizons satisfies (j—:)z = gu + 7%, where T is
proper time along the worldline and where g; > 0 in that region. Consequently, if &
denotes the location of the Cauchy horizon, then the proper time of fall 7 satisfies (in the

case of free fall, in which v is constant)
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and so 7 < /v, whatever the value of & may be. This is useful, because perturbations
will convert the Cauchy horizon to a singularity and may well cause it to shift position
(see for example [30L[31]). Thus finally we have
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Again, the generic smallness of Q* = @) /W, which holds for all but the most highly charged
black holes, means that 7 is small relative to L.

There is no reason to expect the “radius” of the event horizon of a general black hole
to be particularly small, and so the proper time of free fall fall can be large even if v is
large. But in the case of the black holes we are studying here, we know that 7§ is indeed
small; so the proper time of free fall from event horizon to Cauchy horizon (or whatever
replaces it in the perturbed case) must likewise be small, unless + is fine-tuned to be very
small. (That is, for a given value of v, 7 is unusually small for this variety of black hole,
compared to other black holes.)

Notice that, in contrast to the situation considered by Marolf [34], we are not assuming
here that the emitted black hole is extremal or even near-extremall. (Near-extremality
is measured not by the size of 7§ but rather by the dimensionless ratio (rf —r¢) /rg.)
Despite this, we arrive at a similar conclusion: for the (classical) toroidal black holes
emitted by larger toroidal black holes in accordance with the WGC, the singularity lies
“iust under” the event horizon: a generic object falling through the event horizon would
meet the singularity almost instantly.

The curvature near to the event horizon can be small here, despite the fact that rf
is extremely small. Again, this is due to the fact that the event horizon side length, AF,
is an independent parameter. If it is large, then the Kretschmann invariant at the event

5In [22] we assumed that the emitted black hole is extremal. However, that was done merely in order
to put a lower bound on the black hole entropy: the point being that, among all toroidal black holes of
given mass and side length, the extremal ones have the smallest entropy.



horizon, Kr(rf) (measured relative to the AdS; Kretschmann invariant Kr(AdSs)), is
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so the geometry at the event horizon differs little from the asymptotic AdS; geometry,
even if 7§ happens to be small, as it is here. As in Marolf’s case, then, the nearness of
the singularity does not mean that the curvature is large just outside the event horizon.
There is no classical indication of its proximity: one needs effects like those studied in [9]
to demonstrate this.

O (AF) ", (11)

5. Conclusion

Recently it has been argued, from several different points of view (see for example [37,38]),
that the interiors of black hole event horizons differ very radically from the structure
suggested by classical General Relativity. Perhaps the most extreme, yet simple, proposal
is that, in some sense, the interior “does not exist.”

The simplest way to approach this idea is to examine the singularities which are
thought to replace the Cauchy horizons of charged black holes. If these singularities can
be shown to lie just below the event horizon, then one has a simple model of a black hole
with essentially “no interior”.

The question then, of course, is how this absence of an interior can be detected from
outside the black hole. As we have seen here, the curvature just outside the event horizon
is not always sensitive to the presence of unusual behaviour just underneath it. However,
the work of Grinberg and Maldacena offers hope that a sufficiently close examination of
(for example) the large-mass behaviour of the one-point function of a massive field could
detect such behaviour, because it might reveal that the proper time of fall from the event
horizon is so short that it is negligible.

Marolf [34] showed that this kind of scenario does arise for near-extremal Reissner-
Nordstrém black holes. Here we have shown that the same is true of toroidal black holes
emitted, in accordance with the WGC, by larger toroidal black holes, even if the emitted
black hole is not extremal. Thus, black holes with “no interiors” arise naturally, indeed
inevitably, in the WGC context.

Acknowledgement

The author is grateful to Prof. Ong Yen Chin for a very helpful discussion, and to Dr
Soon Wanmei for inspiration.

References

[1] Per Kraus, Hirosi Ooguri, Stephen Shenker, Inside the Horizon with AdS/CFT,
Phys.Rev.D67:124022,2003, arXiv:hep-th /0212277

[2] Lukasz Fidkowski, Veronika Hubeny, Matthew Kleban, Stephen Shenker, The Black
Hole Singularity in AdS/CFT, JHEP 0402 (2004) 014, arXiv:hep-th/0306170

8


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0212277
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0306170

[3] Guido Festuccia, Hong Liu, Excursions beyond the horizon: Black hole singularities
in Yang-Mills theories (I), JHEP 0604 (2006) 044, arXiv:hep-th/0506202

[4] Felix M. Haehl, Ying Zhao, Size and momentum of an infalling particle in the black
hole interior, J. High Energ. Phys. 2021, 56 (2021), arXiv:2102.05697 [hep-th]

[5] Samuel Leutheusser, Hong Liu, Causal connectability between quantum systems and
the black hole interior in holographic duality, arXiv:2110.05497 [hep-th]

[6] Samuel Leutheusser, Hong Liu, Emergent times in holographic duality,
arXiv:2112.12156/ [hep-th|

[7] Ram Brustein, A.J.M. Medved, K. Yagi, Discovering the interior of black holes, Phys.
Rev. D 96, 124021 (2017), larXiv:1701.07444 [gr-qc]

[8] Ram Brustein, A.J.M. Medved, K. Yagi, When black holes collide: Probing the
interior composition by the spectrum of ringdown modes and emitted gravitational

waves, Phys. Rev. D 96, 064033 (2017), larXiv:1704.05789 [gr-qc|

[9] Matan Grinberg, Juan Maldacena, Proper time to the black hole singularity from
thermal one-point functions, JHEP 03 (2021) 131, larXiv:2011.01004 [hep-th]

[10] Nima Arkani-Hamed, Lubos Motl, Alberto Nicolis, Cumrun Vafa, The String
Landscape, Black Holes and Gravity as the Weakest Force, JHEP 0706:060,2007,
arXiv:hep-th /0601001

[11] Yevgeny Kats, Lubos Motl, Megha Padi, Higher-order corrections to mass-charge
relation of extremal black holes, JHEP 0712:068,2007, arXiv:hep-th/0606100

[12] Nima Arkani-Hamed, Yu-tin Huang, Jin-Yu Liu, Grant N. Remmen, Causality, Uni-
tarity, and the Weak Gravity Conjecture, JHEP 03 (2022) 083, larXiv:2109.13937
[hep-th]

[13] Jorge Casalderrey-Solana, Hong Liu, David Mateos, Krishna Rajagopal, Urs
Achim Wiedemann, Gauge/String Duality, Hot QCD and Heavy Ion Collisions, in:
Gauge/String Duality, Hot QCD and Heavy Ion Collisions, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge 2014, arXiv:1101.0618| [hep-th|

[14] Makoto Natsuume, AdS/CFT Duality User Guide, Lect.Notes Phys. 903 (2015),
arXiv:1409.3575/ [hep-th|

[15] Matteo Baggioli, A Practical Mini-Course on Applied Holography, SpringerBriefs in
Physics 2019, larXiv:1908.02667 [hep-th]

[16] John Horton Conway, Juan Pablo Rossetti, Describing the platycosms,
arXiv:math.DG /0311476

[17] Gary T. Horowitz, Robert C. Myers, The AdS/CFT Correspondence and a
New Positive Energy Conjecture for General Relativity, Phys.Rev.1D59:026005,1998,
arXiv:hep-th /9808079


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0506202
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.05697
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.05497
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.12156
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.07444
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.05789
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.01004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0601001
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0606100
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.13937
http://arxiv.org/abs/1101.0618
http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.3575
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.02667
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0311476
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9808079

18]

[19]

20]

21

22]

23]

[24]

[25]

26]

27]

28]

29]

130]

31]
32]

Sumati Surya, Kristin Schleich, Donald M. Witt, Phase Transitions for Flat adS
Black Holes, Phys.Rev.Lett.86:5231-5234,2001, arXiv:hep-th/0101134

Don N. Page, Phase Transitions for Gauge Theories on Tori from the AdS/CFT
Correspondence, JHEP0809:037,2008, larXiv:hep-th /0205001

Andrés Anabalon, Patrick Concha, Julio Oliva, Constanza Quijada, Evelyn Ro-
driguez, Phase transitions for charged planar solitons in AdS, larXiv:2205.01609 [hep-
th]

J.P.S. Lemos, Phys.Lett.B353:46,1995, arXiv:gr-qc/9404041; R.B. Mann,
Class.Quant.Grav. 14 (1997) L109, arXiv:gr-qc/9607071; Rong-Gen Cai, Yuan-
Zhong Zhang, Phys.Rev.D54:4891,1996, arXiv:gr-qc/9609065; Danny Birmingham,
Class.Quant.Grav. 16 (1999) 1197, arXiv:hep-th /9808032

Brett Mclnnes, Planar Black Holes as a Route to Understanding the Weak Gravity
Conjecture, arXiv:2201.01939 [gr-qc]

Tomas Andrade, Pau Figueras, Ulrich Sperhake, Evidence for violations of Weak
Cosmic Censorship in black hole collisions in higher dimensions, JHEP 03 (2022)
111, larXiv:2011.03049 [hep-th]

Toby Crisford, Jorge E. Santos, Violating weak cosmic censorship in AdS4, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 118, 181101 (2017), larXiv:1702.05490 [hep-th]

Yen Chin Ong, Spacetime singularities and cosmic censorship conjecture: A Review
with some thoughts, Int.J.Mod.Phys.A 35 (2020) 14, 14, arXiv:2005.07032/ [gr-qc]

Toby Crisford, Gary T. Horowitz, Jorge E. Santos, Testing the Weak Gravity - Cosmic
Censorship Connection, Phys. Rev. D 97, 066005 (2018), larXiv:1709.07880 [hep-th|

Roberto Emparan, Predictivity lost, predictivity regained: a Miltonian cosmic cen-
sorship conjecture, Int.J.Mod.Phys.D 29 (2020) 14, 2043021, larXiv:2005.07389 |[hep-
th]

Roberto Emparan, David Licht, Ryotaku Suzuki, Marija TomaSevi¢, Benson Way,
Black Tsunamis and Naked Singularities in AdS, J. High Energ. Phys. 2022, 90 (2022),
arXiv:2112.07967 [hep-th|

Brett Mclnnes, Extremal Instability for Topological Black Holes, Nucl.Phys.B 978
(2022) 115760, larXiv:2111.03827 [gr-qc|

Carlos Barcelo, Valentin Boyanov, Raul Carballo-Rubio, Luis J. Garay, Classical
mass inflation vs semiclassical inner horizon inflation,, larXiv:2203.13539 [gr-qc|

Valentin Boyanov, Way down in the hole... and up again, arXiv:2205.09610 [gr-qc|

Mihalis Dafermos, The interior of charged black holes and the problem of
uniqueness in general relativity, Commun.Pure Appl.Math. 58 (2005) 0445-0504,
arXiv:gr-qc/0307013

10


http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0101134
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0205001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.01609
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9404041
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9607071
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9609065
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9808032
http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.01939
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.03049
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.05490
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.07032
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.07880
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.07389
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.07967
http://arxiv.org/abs/2111.03827
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.13539
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.09610
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0307013

[33] Roberto Auzzi, Stefano Bolognesi, Eliezer Rabinovici, Fidel I. Schaposnik Massolo,
Gianni Tallarita, On the time dependence of holographic complexity for charged AdS
black holes with scalar hair, arXiv:2205.03365/ [hep-th|

[34] Donald Marolf, The dangers of extremes, Gen.Rel.Grav.42:2337-2343,2010,
arXiv:1005.2999 [gr-qc]

[35] Sofia Di Gennaro, Yen Chin Ong, How Not to Extract Information From Black
Holes: Cosmic Censorship as a Guiding Principle, Phys.Lett.B 829 (2022) 137112,
arXiv:2103.05516/ [hep-th|

[36] Ted Jacobson, When is gug,, = —17, Class.Quant.Grav.24:5717-5719,2007,
arXiv:0707.3222 |gr-qc|

[37] Leonard Susskind, Singularities, Firewalls, and Complementarity, larXiv:1208.3445
[hep-th]

[38] Iosif Bena, Emil J. Martinec, Samir D. Mathur, Nicholas P. Warner, Fuzzballs and
Microstate Geometries: Black-Hole Structure in String Theory, larXiv:2204.13113
[hep-th]

11


http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.03365
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.2999
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05516
http://arxiv.org/abs/0707.3222
http://arxiv.org/abs/1208.3445
http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.13113

