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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 un-
charged matter previously studied in [M. Van de Moortel, Violent nonlinear collapse inside charged hairy black
holes, arxiv.2109.10932] in that the electric field is dynamical.

We prove that the backreaction of charged matter on the electric field induces the following phenomena, that

ultimately impact upon the formation of the spacelike singularity:

* collapsed oscillations: oscillatory growth of the scalar hair, nonlinearly induced by the collapse.

* fluctuating collapse: the final Kasner exponents’ dependency in € is via an expression of the form

|sin (wo - €% 4+ O(log(e™1))) |.

e Kasner inversion: a transition from an unstable Kasner metric to a different stable Kasner metric.

The Kasner inversion 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
inversions — to spacelike singularities inside more general black holes, beyond the hairy case.
Our spacetime finally also corresponds to the interior region of a holographic superconductor, which have

been previously studied in the high-energy physics literature.
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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[Aland 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 [[49]], which are spatially homogeneous (but anisotropic) spacetimes of the form
gx = —d7® 4+ 7?Prdx? + 772 dgd 4+ TP dad, with py + po + 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, [23, |53, |55} |67]1). 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 (by definition) for all p € S, the causal past of p has relatively

compact intersection with the initial data hypersurface X..

R S

X u’u

by

Figure 1: Penrose diagram of a (non-hairy) black hole interior with a Cauchy horizon C#;+ 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 [6} 8} |9, 54 and somewhat imprecise statements regard-

ing the typical behavior near spacelike singularities, and is often termed the “BKL scenario”.

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 such.



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

3.a. (For stiff matter models only) Monotonic regime. There are finitely many Kasner inversions: 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 inversions 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| |6, 9] 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) — %R(g)yuu +Agu =T +TES, (1.2)
Ty =2 (9“6 FouFon = iFQBFaﬁgw> VI F =g (W) JF=dA, (3)
TS =2 (Re(D,0D,0) - 56" DadDs 4 w670 ) . D=V, + it A, 1.4
9" DDy = m*¢, (1.5)

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

Our study is based on the evolution of initial data posed on bifurcate characteristic hypersurfaces H and Hr
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 (TI.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 view also 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
[[20, |46, |70] and references therein for a review of various types of hairy black holes). We comment that though
we only expect to be able to construct an exterior region to our spacetime in the asymptotically Anti-de-Sitter
case, we nonetheless name our spacetimes hairy black holes for all choices of A € R.

Furthermore, our construction from Theorem [[|has bearings on the interior of (non-hairy) asymptotically flat
black holes as well, as we explain in Section To summarize: the domain of dependence property allows
to consider the black hole interior region independently from the black hole exterior (see Figure [)); thus the

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

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 .
oM €2 Ar? oM e Ar2\7
gRN:_(l_+e_7")dt2+(1_+e2_7“) dr? + r2dags
r r 3
with parameters (M, e, A). The hairy black hole constructed in the following Theorem [[| has initial data (1.6)),

(1.7) that are O(€?)-perturbations of gry, with scalar hair of initial size e.

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

b=, (1.6)

g =grn +O(€%) 1.7)

where grn is a Reissner—Nordstrém-(dS/AdS) metric with sub-extremal parameters (M, e, A).
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 (1.2)-(1.5) with qo # 0 and initial data given by (L.6), (1.7) and Q3 n,, = e.

Let n > 0 be sufficiently small. Then there exists eo(M, e, A,m?, qo,n) > 0 and a set E,, C (—eo,€0) \ {0},
(COONE| _

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

satisfying O(n) forall 0 < 0 < €, such that for all e € 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 ofFigure@

and has the following features:

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

(dS/AdS) background Cauchy horizon, and the scalar field is approximated by a linearly-oscillating profile:
d(s) = B(M,e, A\, m?,qo) - € - ern(@0:MeNs L BN o A m?, qp) - - e wrn(@MeN)s L 02)  (1.9)

where B(M, e, A, m?, qo) € C\{0} is a linear scattering parameter; and wrn (M, e, A, qo) = |qoe|- (- — %) #
0. Here ro (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. Consequently

¢ = ale) ~ C -sin(wy - €%+ O(log(e™"))), and r ~ € at the end of the collapsed oscillations region
(1.10)
with C(M, e, A,m?, qo) € R and wo(M,e, A,m?, qo) > 0. Note that ¢|,~. = O(1) despite data being O(e).

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

a2 -1 2

=P = =Py = ——
Y41 (a) P2 = Pp3 3+ a2

= — 1.11
T3 (1.11)

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




* (Non-inversion case) € € E, Ni"* C E, if |a(e)| > 1+0 (i.e. p1 > 0). When ¢ € E, ", the first Kasner

o

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

* (Kasner inversion case) € € E;ﬁ,’”’ C E,ifn < |a(e)] < 1— 0. We have |E;7”“J| > 0 (in particular

o

E;]Z“’ #£ (). When e € E,, ", the above Kasner regime eventually transitions towards a (different) final

n0 2

Kasner regime with positive Kasner exponents

1 1—a? 2a°
p1=P<a> :m’ p2=p3=m- (1.12)

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(r) admits a limit Q. # 0 as r — 0. More precisely

Qoo = (1—6(M,e,N))-e+ O(e) with §(M, e, A) € <0, ;) , (1.13)
e

and 6(M,e,A){ € (O’i) if A >0, 1.19)
€(1.3) fA<O

Theorem{J]is a rough version of our main results later stated as Theorem[3.I]and Theorem[3.2] The content of
Theorem [3.1] covers the statements and [5]in Theorem [I} together with some preliminary estimates towards
the statements Theorem is specifically dedicated to Kasner regimes (including the Kasner inversion

phenomenon) and covers the statements|[3|and [4]in Theorem

Remark 1.1. The constants n, 0 > 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 ]
allow for |1 — ale %% > 1 or |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 inversion: we provide the first rigorous example of a spacetime in which an unstable Kasner regime

forms dynamically, and then disappears under Kasner inversion.

Differences and connections with non-hairy black holes  The hairy black holes of Theorem{[[Jand the uncharged-
matter ones from [69]] have a spacelike singularity S = {r = 0} and no Cauchy horizon (see Section [I.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 holeﬂ) 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 |4l 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,

1The differences between one-ended and two-ended black holes in Figurewill 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 [[67]].
However, numerics indicate that the quantitative behavior near the spacelike singularity is similar in the one or two ended case.



spacelike singularity

Final Kasner regime

First Kasner regime

Region of collapsed oscillations

Early regions, g =~ grn

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 inversion between the first and final Kasner regimes. A more detailed breakdown is given in Figure|[6]

our proof opens the door to studying spacelike singularity beyond the spatially homogeneous case in subsequent

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 - €% + O(log(e™'))) found in Theoremgives rise to fluctuations near e = 0: we term this phenomenon
the fluctuating collapse. The fluctuating collapse and Kasner inversions from Theorem [I| contrast with the violent
nonlinear collapse of the uncharged hairy black holes ((T.2)-(1.5) with ¢y = 0, also a stiff model) found in [69]
(see Section . Recall from [69] that in the go = 0 case, there is no Kasner inversion, and the final Kasner

exponents and curvature are of the form
(pr,p2.73) = (1= O(), O(), O(e?), K(r) = 7=,

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 ¢ = 0 corresponds to

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

In contrast, in the ¢y # 0 case newly studied in our Theorem [I} there is not even a weak limit as ¢ — 0, since
(p1,p2,p3)(€) depends on sin(wp - €72 + O(log(e7!))) 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 gy = 0

case of [|69] a neighborhood of € = 0 is mapped into a neighborhood of (p1, p2, p3) = (1,0,0).



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—-Nordstrom interior
spacetime. In the nonlinear setting, such linear oscillations appear in some “early regions” in the dynamics
(namely B and £B in Figure [6). Subsequently these oscillations start interacting nonlinearly with the collapse
process (as 7 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[1.4]
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 Hgr to (1 — J)e at the spacelike
singularity S, where 6 € (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 § = 1 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 retaininﬁ charge. The main mechanism of discharge and charge retention occurs at the
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[1.7]

Kasner inversions In Theorem [} we show that if |a(e)| ~ C - |sin(woe =2 + O(log(e7*)))| < 1, then there
will be a Kasner inversion. For (M, e, A,m?,qy) such that C(M,e, A,m? qo) > 1, the inversion condition C -
| sin(woe ™2 + O(log(e!)))| < 1 holds for all ¢ € E"™ N (0,€y), where E/* has non-zero measure: in fact
|Ei" 1(0, )| ~ &% if C > 1. On the other hand, if C(M,e, A, m?, qo) < 1, then the inversion condition always

holds. These Kasner inversions have the following features:

1. For some range of proper time {4 (®) < 1 < ¢=?"(®)¢"*} with ¢(a) > 0, b(a) > 0, the metric is uniformly

— —_ 2_
close to a (py, L L 1%) Kasner, where p; (€) = —gﬁra% < 0.

—b% ()€~

2. In the smallest values of proper time from the singularity {0 < 7 < e 2}, the metric is uniformly

) s ) o,
close to, and indeed converges as T — 0 towards, a (p1, 1%, %) Kasner, where p (¢) = ﬁ > 0.

—b%(a)-€e”

Remark 1.2. When writing (imprecisely) e * < 7, wemean e M . ¢V (@< < 7 for some N, > 0, and

similarly 7 < e=?*(®)¢"* means 7 < M2 . e=?*(®)¢"* for N, > 0, so that the transition region in between the two
Kasner regimes has size O(log(e~')) in terms of log(7 '), while log(7~!) ~ ¢~2 at the times where the inversion

is occurring. We interpret this to mean that the inversion occurs very quickly in terms of proper time 7.

We note that the final (post-inversion) Kasner regime has p; > 0, while the pre-inversion Kasner has p; < 0.
This is consistent with the early predictions of BKL [|6, 8} [9] that Kasner metrics with positive Kasner exponents are

stable, while those with at least one negative exponent are unstable (see Sectionfor an extended discussion).

Numerics and holographic superconductors in the AdS-CFT correspondence The recent numerical study
[[43] already predicted the scenario of Theorem [[| and coined the term “Kasner inversion”. Beyond the setting

of Theorem [I| (which features zero, or one Kasner inversion depending on ¢), [43]] also discusses the possibility

2We note that the charged hairy black holes with uncharged matter from [69] also had non-zero charge, but it was not dynamical.



of having two (or more) Kasner inversions. The original motivation of [43]] is related to a body of work on the
physical significance of the hairy black hole (including its asymptotically AdS exterior region) of Theorem
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|[} We will also review in this context the existing literature on

the interior of black holes, and provide outstanding open problems.

* In Section we will compare our new hairy black holes with charged matter from Theorem [[| to hairy
black holes arising from other matter models. We will in particular discuss the charged hairy black holes
with uncharged matter from [|69]], whose setting and model are very similar to that of Theorem [I} but the

late-time spacetime dynamics end up being very different.

* In Section 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
behaviour for charged scalar fields at the Reissner-Nordstrom 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 we will discuss the other primary nonlinear mechanism at play: the occurence of Kasner
inversions. 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][ 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 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 [, ¢ is identically equal to this constant on
H = Hr UHg, see (1.6).

As we will discuss in Section the construction of a hairy black hole exterior for (I.2)-(1.5) in spherical
symmetry is only contemplated for asymptotically-AdS data (where A < 0). This exterior region will be static;
note indeed, that if a black hole solution is ¢-independent, where ¢ is a timelike coordinate in the exterior, then the
exterior is typically static, while the interior is spatially-homogeneous, due to ¢ becoming a spacelike coordinate

in the interior.



Figure 3: Penrose diagram of the spacetime corresponding to Theorem

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 (T.2)-(1.5) with
regular Cauchy data decay towards a Reissner—Nordstrom exterior solution, in particular ¢ tends to 0 on H+
(in spherical symmetry, see [24} 56] for (T.2)-(1.5) with ¢ = m? = 0, and also [64] for small |goe| on a fixed
Reissner—Nordstrom exterior). The resulting black holes thus feature ¢ decaying on H™ at the following rate:

forallv > 1,
|| 24 (v) + [Dy@lags (v) Sv7°%, (1.15)

where v is a standard Eddington-Finkenstein type advanced-time coordinate and s > % 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 holes solving (1.2)-(1.5) in spherical symmetry was studied in [[51] [65]
66, 67, 68]] 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.

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

most important difference between hairy and non-hairy black holes.

Theorem 1.1 ([65]). Consider regular spherically symmetric characteristic data on H*™ U C,,, where Ht :=
[1,4+00), x S?, converging to a sub-extremal Reissner—-Nordstrom exterior as (T.15) . Then, restricting C,,, to be
sufficiently short, the future domain of dependence of H* U C,,, is bounded by a Cauchy horizon CH*, namely a null

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

Remark 1.3. 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 [23]]. Whether Theorem|[1.I]can be generalized to (1.2))-(I.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 [52} 55} |66] for an extended discussion of slow decay).
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Global structure of non-hairy black hole interiors Theorem only gives information on a local region
located near i+ (see Figure . 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. two-ended (topology of time-slices: RxS?). The maximally-extended Schwarzschild/Reissner-Nordstrom/Kerr

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

b. one-ended (topology of time-slices: R?) because it is the topology suitable to studying the gravitational col-

lapse of a star into a black hole [16} 53} |55, 67| (referred to as “gravitational collapse” for short).

Theorem 1.2 (Black hole interior in gravitational collapse, [|67, |64} 68]]). We consider a one-ended black hole
interior, under the assumptions of Theorem and additional inverse-polynomial lower bounds on ¢ consistent with
(I.15). 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 1.4. Locally naked singularities are (outgoing) null boundary CHr emanating from the center I'. As-
suming their absence in Theorem is unavoidable, since examples of locally naked singularities have been
constructed [[18] for (1.2)-(1.5). However, for (1.2)-(T.5) with F' = 0, such locally naked singularities are non-
generic within spherical symmetry [|17, 19 and one may conjecture the same statement in the more general

situation where F' # 0. See [53}|67] for an extended discussion of this delicate issue.

For two-ended black holes (irrelevant, however, to gravitational collapse), Theorem|[1.2)is false because small
perturbations of Reissner—Nordstrom obeying (1.15) feature no spacelike singularity [22]]. However, it is con-
jectured [22} |26, [53]] 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 1.5. 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}|15,(16}/17,|19] 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}.

Note that Theorem shows that either there is a locally naked singularity (conjecturally non-generic, see
Remark, or there is a singularity S = {r = 0} # () and a null Cauchy horizon CH " # {), but does not provide
quantitative estimates on S.

To obtain quantitative information on S, we will use Theorem I, through the following construction. Param-

eterize the two event horizons by Hg = {(—o0,v), v € R}, Hp = {(u, —), u € R}.

i. Fix ¢|’H£ (v) = eforv < A, and ¢\HI (v) = e for u < A. Evolving this characteristic data on (Hr N {v <
AN U(HpN{u < A}) towards the past, we obtain a (non-unique) solution to (1.2)—(L.5) up to the bifurcate
null cones C,,,; U C,,, (see Figure[4]).

N
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ii. Extend C,,,; (respectively C,, ) into an outgoing (respectively ingoing) cone which is asymptotically flat (or
even eventually flat) using a gluing argument. The bifurcate null cones C,,; U C;,, thus obtained intersect

(what should be thought of as) future null infinity Z+ = IZ’ U Zj.g, and ¢| CourUC,, decays towards Z.

iii. Solve forward for the above characteristic data on Cl,; U Qm By the domain of dependence property, the
following spacetime region (consisting of the dark grey, orange, brown and yellow regions in Figure
{(u,v) :u < A, v < AINDT((HrN{v < ADHU(HLN{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 ¢\, decays towards I+, prove that the decay condition (1.159) is satisfied on the new event
horizons H} and H; (note that the event horizons H7, 7 for the newly constructed black hole do not
coincide with the original event horizons H g, # 1, of the hairy black hole). As a consequence of Theorem|[1.1],

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

spacelike singularity

CHy N\ CHp

/ AN

I w Region isorr}etric \nl I
o to the hairy PAERN

_ blackhole metric

ge from Theorem[l]

S Hon{u< A} Hanfo<ay 7

C,, extends to C';, Cout extends to Couy

Figure 4: The proposed construction of a two-ended black with a spacelike singularity S via gluing argument. 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 (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 [64].

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.

Open problem a. Construct a (one or two)-ended black hole with a Cauchy horizon CH' # () and a spacelike

singularity S # 0, which coincides with the hairy black hole singularity S from Theorem E]away from CHT NS.
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Our road-map towards a resolution of Open Problem [aindicates that the fluctuations and Kasner inversions of
Theorem [I|should 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.

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 [blis the charged (gy # 0) version of Open Problem

v in [|69]).

Open problem b. Consider (two-ended) initial data on H™ such that, instead of (1.6):
(G (v) — € < e - e 0" (1.16)

for e € E,, as defined in T heorem 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 [[69] An alternative to studying (T.2))-(TL.5)
with a charged scalar field (¢o # 0) is to study the uncharged scalar field case ¢y = 0 where the Maxwell field
F +# 0 does not interact with ¢. This was first done numerically in [42]] and then rigorously by the second author
[[69]] and qualified as “violent nonlinear collapse”. It is remarkable that the behavior in the gy = 0 case differs

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

Theorem 1.3 ([|69]). Under the same assumptions as Theorem except that now qo = 0, hence F' = T%S)Qst Adt
where e # 0. Then, for almost every sub-extremal parameters (M, e, A, m?), there exists eo(M, e, A,m?) > 0 such
that all 0 < |e| < 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 (T-I)) with positive Kasner exponents (compare Figure [2] and Figure [5).
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”.
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H—i—

Figure 5: The Penrose diagram of the hairy black hole interiors constructed in Theorem

4. Even at the linear level (i.e. (1.5) on a fixed Reissner—Nordstrom interior), (1.9) is not true if ¢y = 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 [50, |69],

which is why in Theorem one restricts to almost every parameters).

5. The oscillating profile (1.9) interacts with the mechanism r — 0 leading to Bessel-type oscillations 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 Ip1 — 1] S €.

7. As a consequence, the collapse in Theorem [I]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(wo - €2 + O(log(e71))).

8. There is no Kasner inversion in the ¢, = 0 setting: in fact, in Theorem|[I.3]one proves that the final exponent
p1 € (0, 1), so there is no mechanism triggering a Kasner inversion. In contrast, in Theoreml[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 inversion, giving rise to a second Kasner regime with p; € (0, 1).

We also remark that Theorem [[ restricts € to a subset of (—eg, €9) \ {0}, which is the complement of a set of
small measure, while Theorem does not have this restriction. The restriction is to ensure that the final p; is
bounded away from {0, 1} in Theorem [l as we explained above.

Finally, we note that Theorem[1.3|should lead to a resolution of Open Problem [a]in the case of an uncharged,
massive scalar field (i.e. (T.2)-(T.5) with gy = 0, m? # 0), upon the proof of for m? # 0 (i.e. steps[iv]in
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the 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 [[10, |11} (13} [33, |61} |62]. For the Einstein—Yang—Mills black holes, even though the above works suggest
that spacelike singularities play an important role in some regime, they also indicate that 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 [|14, 31 145]].

We refer the reader to the introductions of [[14, 69| 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

. . 2
the renormalized square of the area-radius z := %

a

P <zflf> + g§z¢ = error. (1.17)

Here &, # 0 is a constant proportionaﬂ to qo. To simplify the discussion here, we normalize {;, = 1. Since

1 £ 2 S €2, we need to understand the large » behavior: it is given by damped oscillations of the form

2 2
Yo(z) ~ “E cos(z - g) or Jo(z) ~ 1/ — sin(z - %) as z — +oo. (1.18)

Note, however, that z is a past-directed timelike variable, so the damping is “backwards-in-time”. Thus
[Yo|(2), |Jol(2) < € on the past boundary z ~ ¢=2 of O, but |Yy|(2), |Jo|(2) < 1 on the future boundary z ~ 1 of
O; modulo the oscillations, this means that the scalar field amplitude has experienced growth of size ¢ ~* in O.

Remark 1.6. Note that, as long as r is bounded away from 0, (1.17)) 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 (1.18) 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) =~ Ccos(wo - €%+ O(log(e ™)) Jo (50:2> + C'sin(wo - € > 4+ O(log(e™1))) Yo (50:2> . (1.19)

. . . 2 .
Contrary to appearances, (I.19) is not symmetric in Jy and Yy: when r < ¢, the function Y (50 %) dominates

Jo (50 2—2), since the Bessel functions Jy(z) and Yy(z) obey the asymptotics

Jo(2) = O(1) and Yp(2) ~ log(z~") as 2 — 0. (1.20)

30ne sees, as predicted by Theorem (see [69]), that in the gqg = 0 case, we have d% (r%) ~ 0, hence r% ~ constant = e 1,

which is why in the go = 0 case, the behavior is violent, and not fluctuating as in the go # 0 case, see also the discussion in Section
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Hence, for e=%¢ * < r < e (the lower bound will be explained in Section | , we show schematically

¢(r) ~ Csin(wy - €% + O(log(e'))) log <§01;2> ~ Csin(wy - €%+ O(log(e 1)) log(;). (1.21)

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 (1.27)), the expression explains why we obtain final
Kasner exponents that depend on sin(wp - €2 + O(log(e71))).

Remark 1.7. 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 Lemma/5.6}

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

1.5 Kasner inversions and connections to cosmology

We now relate the results of this paper to the heuristic observations of BKL [|6, |8}, |9, [54]] regarding problems in

relativistic cosmology, and explain how these heuristics manifest themselves rigorously in our work.

The BKL heuristics and Kasner inversions In [54]], 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 the spacetime M tobe I x ¥ = (0,T) x X for some spatial 3-manifold ¥, they write:

3
g~ —dr? + Z T2P1@) g (2) @ wr (). (1.22)

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

the following two so-called Kasner relations:

Y pi(z) =) pilx)=1. (1.23)

However, [54] argues that generically, there is an inconsistency in the ansatz (1.22), so long as near 7 = 0,

one fails to obey the subcriticality condition:
TPI—PI—PK <« Y forall I,J, K € {1,2,3} with J # K. (1.24)

Further, in 1+ 3-dimensional vacuum, the relations mean that the subcriticality condition can never
hold, outside of the exceptional case where (p1, p2, p3s) = (1,0,0) or a permutation thereof. [54] thus concludes
that singularities of the form are not generic.

Subsequently, in [|8]], the authors suggest that the metric may be valid in some interval (71,72) C I,

but as 7 decreases further towards 0, there must be a transition to a new modified Kasner-like regime:

3
g~ —dr?+ 272’51(”%&1@) ® dr(x),
I=1
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__~h p:p2+2p1 p,:p3+2p1
1+2p 27 142p 0 0T 142p

p1 (1.25)

Such a transition is what we call a Kasner inversion, and also may be described in the literature as a Kasner bounce
or oscillation.

The new Kasner exponents p; also obey the Kasner relations (1.23), and as such, will also fail to obey the
subcriticality condition. Hence [8]] predicts that the generic behaviour 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 [6] then consider gravity

coupled to a massless scalar field ¢, and modify the ansatz (1.22) and relations (1.23) to

3
g~ —dr’ + Zrzpl(‘”)wj(m) Quwr(z), ¢~ py(x)logr, (1.26)
=1
3 3
Zp;(m) = Zp%(x) + Qpi(x) =1. (1.27)
I=1 =1

For particular choices of generalized exponents (p1, p2, ps, py), for instance the tuple (3, 3, 1, %), 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 (1.24)); the corresponding spacetimes are then

subject to an instability with the same Kasner transition map (1.25]), to which we append the transition of the

Py
14+2py

generalized Kasner coefficients obeying (1.24]). Hence a scalar field is often referred to as a stiff matter model,

scalar field coefficient: py — py = . After a finite number of such transitions [6]], one will reach a tuple of
as in Conjecture

We make one final observation. The source of the instability in [6, [8] is a spatial curvature term, which is
actually suppressed in spherical symmetry. However, in [7]], 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,(16], 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 [|5} |27, 28|, |44].

Rigorous constructions and stability results of Kasner metrics Beyond the heuristics of [6, |7, 8} 9, (541, one
may ask the following questions — can one actually construct a large class of spacetimes containing a spacelike
singularity, obeying the asymptotics and (1.27)), and what does one know about their stability?

For the first problem, we mention [3]] constructing a large class of real analytic solutions to the Einstein-
scalar field system obeying the asymptotics (1.26)). Beyond the real analytic regime, [[34] recently constructed a
reasonably general class of vacuum spacetimes obeying (I.22)), which are moreover allowed to be only C*, for
large k.

Regarding stability, the state of the art is due to Fournodavlos—Rodnianski—Speck [I35]] which, loosely speaking,

proves the stability of the exact generalized Kasner spacetime on (0, +00) x T2, so long as certain exponents obey
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the subcriticality condition (T.24). For other related results, we refer the reader to [|59} 60| |63].

Extending stability results beyond those for explicit Kasner and FLRW spacetimes (for instance for the space-
times of Theorem [I| or Theorem [1.3] see also Open Problem v in [69]) is an interesting question. In particular,
note that existing results only deal with spacetimes obeying subcritical asymptotics in the sense of (1.24]), and
hence do not feature any Kasner inversions, contrary to our (spatially-homogeneous) spacetime of Theorem

Finally, we mention the work of Ringstrom [|58] on Bianchi IX cosmologies containing a rigorous study of
a large class of spatially homogeneous spacetimes. Among other things, [58]] 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 inversion mechanism for charged scalar fields We will now explain the schematic mechanism
behind the Kasner inversion phenomenon as obtained in our Theorem [I, which is the second main novelty with
respect to the ¢ = 0 case of [[69]]. We will show that the Kasner inversion, in the regimes where it occurs (namely,

fore ¢ E,;ﬁ,”” of positive measure), is located in a region of the following form; for constants D > 0, N > 0:

-2 -2
Kiny C{e™Pe "N Sr e Pe

~ o~

eV (1.28)

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= —rfl—qb, and define ¥; := V| 2 . (1.29)
r T

=e=%0 € “p_
The condition for the presence of an inversion will end up being
n < |¥;| <1- o, for some 7,0 > 0 independent of e. (inv)

The reason for assuming n < |¥;| is that based on numerics (see Section [1.6]) there could be multiple Kasner
inversions when|¥;| is close to 0, and the dynamics would be even more complicated.

As a consequence of (I.21)), we find that for some C(M, e, A,m?,qo) # 0
|W;| = |C] - | sin(wp - €72+ O(log(e™1)))]. (1.30)

Combining and (1.30) explains heuristically why the presence of an inversion depends on ¢ and why any
small neighborhood of 0 of the form (-4, §) still contains infinitely many spacetimes featuring an inversion.

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

If | U,| 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.
We now explain why it is that if is satisfied, there is an inversion, whereas if is satisfied then

there is no inversion. Since the wave equation is second-order, ¥ should satisfy a first-order ODE. Though our sys-
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tem is highly nonlinear, this ODE surprisingly turns out to be presentable in a simple form, written schematicall

as follows:
dv

el . I — r—
R V(¥ — ;) (¥ — T, ")+ error, where R : 1og<r>. (1.31)

The dynamics of W relies on the linearized stability of (1.31) near ¥ = ¥;, which is of the schematic form

d(él) 2
— L = (U2 —1)-0V¥ X
( i ) 1) + error

If |¥;| > 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 inversion and ¥ ~ ¥, up to r = 0. In contrast, if |¥;| < 1, then ¥ = ¥, is a
unstable fixed point, but ¥ = ¥; ! is a stable fixed point. If is true, then we find that ¥ gets inverted from
¥, to ¥; " in the region (I.28), over which the change in R is AR = O(log(e~1)).

Once the behavior of ¥ has been quantified, one can retrieve immediately the Kasner exponents from Theo-
rem[[using similar techniques as in [[69]]. The most important (but algebraically trivial) feature of these relations
is that p; = P(B) > 0 if and only if || > 1, see the formula (I.11)), (where a = U;): thus the final Kasner
always has p; > 0 in Theorem [[} Hence the final Kasner indeed lies in the subcritical regime of exponents as

explained earlier in Section

1.6 Numerics and 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 [[| 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

The first question will take us outside the realm of asymptotically flat black holes: indeed from [4], there are no
non-trivial static, spherically symmetric solutions of (1.2)-(T.5) with A = 0 (although with the restriction m? > 0
and ¢g = 0).

However, in the A < 0 case, there is hope to construct an asymptotically Anti-de-Sitter hairy black hole
exterior (see Open Problem iv in [|69]) with appropriate boundary conditions corresponding to the interior of
Theorem[] In fact, such a construction has been proposed heuristically and numerically in the pioneering works
(138} 40, |41]] as a model of a holographic superconductor in the AdS/CFT correspondence. More recently, there
have been follow-up works [36] ((1.2)-(1.5) with F' = 0, giving hairy perturbations of Schwarzschild), [42]]
(T:2)-(@-5) with go = 0 but F # 0, corresponding to Theorem [1.3) and [43] ((1.2)-(1.5) with gy # 0, the
setting of Theorem [[), on which we focus in what follows. Before entering into specifics, we also mention the
interesting follow-up works [12} 29,30, 37, 39| for different matter models.

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

1= 2R o)) a2 4]+ 1 (s)dosa (132)

#Note that the discussion of the ODE (I-31)) and its solutions was already present in [43] at the heuristic and numerical level.
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which gives the following asymptotics on ¢ in (I.5): for m? < 0, there exists constants ¢q), ¢(1) such that
é(r) = by - up(r) + ¢y - un(r), where up(r) ~ r3tVET and un (r) ~ 2 VET as o 400, (1.33)

Here ¢y, = 0 corresponds to Dirichlet-type boundary conditions, while ¢(;) = 0 is Neumann-type. In [40, 41],
the authors propose the construction of a static hairy black hole obeying and (1.33)), either with ¢(g) # 0
(stimulated emission) or ¢y = 0 (spontaneous emission). This concludes our discussion of the first question.
We turn to the second question and start by remarking that the collapsed oscillations and Kasner inversions
from Theorem [[ were previously anticipated numerically in [43]], in which an analogy was drawn with the (AC)
Josephson effect inside a “standard” superconductor, see [[47, |48]], ultimately causing the Kasner inversion in
some regime. This scenario, verified numerically, is entirely consistent with our findings from Theorem
Finally, note that, by the formula (T.11)), when « =~ ¥; gets close to 0, then the Kasner exponents p; = p3 get
close to 0: when this happens, [[43]] observes numerically a second Kasner inversion and have also mentioned the
possibility of arbitrarily many Kasner inversions. 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 [[43]].

Open problem c. Generalize the conclusions of Theorem |l|for a larger set of € € (—eg, €) \ {0} such that |¥;| < ¥
are allowed for a suitably chosen N > 0, where ¥, defined in (1.29)) is schematically of the form (1.30). In the

|W;| < €V situation, control the occurrence of two (or more) Kasner inversions.

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

Proto—Kasner region (see Figure[6and 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, EB, LB, O, PK and K depicted on Figure [6]
* In Section[2] we give some geometric preliminaries, and explain the gauge used in Theorem [I}

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

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

* In Section[4] we prove estimates in the red-shift region R, the no-shift region ./, the early blue-shift region
EB, and the late blue-shift region £B. These estimates are similar to the ones appearing in [69] and feature

the almost formation of a Cauchy horizon.

* In Section |5} we prove estimates in the oscillations 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 ©(¢) = woe™2 +
O(log(e™')) appearing in (1.30); this step is essential in constructing the set E,, of acceptable ¢ in Theo-

rem/
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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 we prove estimates in the Kasner region K. In particular, we prove in this section the Kasner

inversion phenomenon 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 PX U K.

We will also introduce the following regions that overlap with some of the regions of Figure[6} the restricted
proto-Kasner region PKy, the first Kasner region K1, the second Kasner region K and the Kasner-inversion region

Kinv (see Figure@ and Section Note, however, that in the absence of a Kasner inversion, Ko = KCipny = 0.

Acknowledgements We are grateful to Mihalis Dafermos for suggesting the construction of Figure [4 and for
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.

2 Geometric set-up and preliminaries

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

We consider a spherically symmetric Lorentzian metric (M, g) with a choice of double null coordinates (u,v):
g=—go + 72 (u,v)dos = —Q%(u,v)dudv + r*(u,v)dog. (2.1)

Here (u,v) are coordinates on the quotient manifold Q = M/SO(3) and dos: = df? + sin? fdi? is the standard
metric on the unit sphere. We call r» = r(u, v) the area-radius function.

Due to the presence of charged scalar matter, the Maxwell field will itself be dynamical, and is described via
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Ko is a stable Kasner

regime with ¥ ~ a1

K1 is an unstable Kasner
regime with ¥ =~ «

K1 is a stable Kasner
regime with ¥ =~ o

K1

r=r;

Figure 7: A zoom on PKX UK in Figure[6} with the top picture representing the inversion case (Ko, Kiy, # () and
the bottom picture the non-inversion case (Ko, K;y, = 0). Note the inclusion PX; € PK.

the following function Q(u, v) on Q:
_ e

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:
guVDuDu(b =0. 2.3)

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

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

T

Pi=3

(1 - go(Vr, Vr)) = 2(1 420,10, 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
(2.5)

Suppose that (M, g, F, ¢) are a solution to the Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system (T.2)-(L.5). In the
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double-null coordinates of (2.1)), the quantities (r, 2%, Q, A, ¢) then satisfy the following system of PDEs:

0u(Q720,7) = —Q 2Dy, (2.6)
0y(Q720,7) = —Q 2| D, o|?, 2.7)
02 9urd,r  Q2Q*  Q%r(m?|¢)? + A)
o 2.
OuDor 4r r + 473 4 ’ (2.8)
02 20,r0,r Q2Q? S
2y _ A7 u Yl _
0u0y10g (%) = 55 + — 3 5 — 2Re(DuéDug), 2.9)
0uQ = —qor*Im(¢D., ), (2.10)
8,Q = +qor*Im(¢ D), (2.11)
. . ; 2 202
DuDyé — _8u7° D,¢ B Opr - Dy n zq0Q2Q 6 m=<) b, (2.12)
T T 4r 4
2
OuAy — 0 A, = Qs . (2.13)
212

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 22 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

By = —2r2(Q~20,r) Y Dyg|? + %r2\¢|28ur — oQrIm(¢Dyd), (2.14)
2

By = —2r2(Q28,7) "L Dyo|? + m?rz\qﬂz@vr + oQrim(¢Dyd). (2.15)

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” — $AX*". (2.16)

Then the set of subextremal-parameters (M, e, A) is P = PAS0 U PA>0) where PAS is such that A < 0
and the polynomial Py e 4 (X) has two distinct positive real roots r_ < r, and P2>0 is such that A > 0 and
Phse,a(X) has three distinct positive real roots r_ < ri < r.

The Reissner-Nordstrém(-dS/AdS) spacetime is a solution to — in electrovacuum (i.e. ¢ = 0), and

can be written in standard (¢, r) coordinates as

oM e  Ar? oM e Ar\ "
gRN:—(l—+e—§)dt2+(1—+ez—;) dr? + r2doss. (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 having constant @ = e in (2.2), and Q2 = Q% as will be defined shortly. One
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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 0%y 2M  e*  Ar?
=8N Oy =—4(1-—+ 5 - — 2.1
dr* 4 RN L 3 ) (2.19)
Tt —t 4t
= = . 2.20
W=, vi= (220
In this (u, v) coordinate system, the metric can now be written as

gRN = —Q%Ndudv + T2d0'52. (221)

In the sequel, we denote the Reissner-Nordstrom 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 e Ari
2Ky =2K(r=ry) M-——-—. (2.22)

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:

2K (M,e,A)r* _

%y ~aye oy 2B (Mo h)(utv) ag gy o) (2.23)

2K_(M,e,A)r* _

Q%N ~a_e a_e2K-(MeA)(utv) g g s 4o (2.24)

We note that we always have 2K > 0 while 2K_ < 0.

Introducing the following “regular coordinates” U and V,
U=eru v =eey, (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

smoothly beyond both Hr and H, including the bifurcation sphere Hr N H, = {U =0,V = 0}.

2.3 Black hole interiors 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 = —o0} and Hp = {(U,V) : U =0,V >
0} = {(u,v) : u = —00,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
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Figure 8: The local solution to the characteristic initial value problem for a spatially homogeneous black hole

interior with charged scalar hair

(2.25), using the following gauge choice:

—e e,A)u at e,\)-v
Q% (U, )|, = 2K+e 2K (M) 2y )y, = EezKJr(M, A,
L v Ot ™
Q%(u, V)‘HL = 2K+e 2K (M,e,A) QQ(U7U)|’HL _ E€2K+(1\J’e"/\) 7

SO than the generalized Kruskal-Szekeres coordinate system (U, V'), one hason H = Hr U H,

2 _ %4
Qreg(U7 V)|'H - (2K+)2

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

Tl =14+ (M, e, A),

w|H:M>0,
Q|7‘l:e€R\{0}a
¢ln =€ € R\ {0},

(2.26)

(2.27)

(Q-data)

(r-data)
(ww-data)
(Q-data)

(¢-data)

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

particular Dy ¢ and Dy ¢ will vanish on their respective horizon pieces.

It is clear, therefore, that this data is compatible with the null constraints (2.6)), (2.7). We would also like to

understand the transversal derivatives of r and ¢ along H, for which we shall need the full system of equations

(2.6)—(2.13). It will be convenient to work in the regular coordinates (U, V).
For r, we see that using (2.8) on Hg,

2

o 1 e 9 9
voyr = ——— | — + = A .
vOour 102K, )? ( . + = +riA+rymTe )

5Note that the gauge choice is slightly different from the one in [69]], without any consequences.
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Since v, = 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 (2.28) is equal to —2K, + r,m?e2. We then
integrate (2.28)), 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 1, we therefore deduce

—490,r —40,r 2

2
lim TQM(U’U) = lim (u,v) =1— thalls

U——00 vo—oo ()2 2K+ (2.29)

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 the equation (2.12) will yield

2K . Dyo
a+x+/ Dué(0,V) = lim o (u,v) = Bae, (2.30)
2K . Dyo
a+5 ‘Dyg(U,0) = Tim ~5-(u,v) = Bie, (2.31)

where 8 = 5, (M, e, A, m) is some fixed constant we do not explicitly determine.

We should like to say that the data (§2-data)), (r-data)), (Q-data)), (¢-data) uniquely specifies a solution to the

Einstein-Maxwell-Klein-Gordon system, which should moreover be spatially homogeneous. Of course, in order

to have uniqueness we must impose a gauge for the Maxwell field A, and we choose to have

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 u, v replaced by U,V respectively. Then imposing also
, there exists a unique maximal future developmentﬁ of the system (02,7, ¢, Q, Ay, Ay ), regular up to the
horizon H = H;, U Hrg.

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

for some D4, (M, e, A,m?, qo,€) € (0,+0oc], and letting T be the vector field (see Figure :

0 )
T =2K, (UaU + Va‘/) , (2.32)

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).

6Maximality 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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Proof. The first step is to appeal to a local well-posedness result, which would state that there is a unique smooth
solution in the rectangle (U, V) € [0,6] x [0, ¢] for § > 0 chosen sufficiently small (see the darker shaded region
of Figure [8). One could, for instance, appeal to Proposition 4.1 of [53]] — however the issue is that our gauge
choice is not well-suited to such local well-posedness statements.

We therefore instead first find a solution with respect to a Maxwell gauge choice adapted to such local results,

for instance following [|53]], we impose:
AD@,v) =0, AQ(U,0) = 0. (A-gauge)

Standard local well-posedness results then assert that there exists a unique solution to (2.6)—(2.13)) in [0, §]x [0, 4],

with the prescribed data and the gauge (A-gauge’), with A replaced by A(®) in the equations. In particular,

2
reg’

We seek a gauge transformation that relates an A(“) satisfying (4-gauge)) to an A satisfying (A-gauge). We

claim that the correct gauge transformation is A = A®) — dh, with h given by

Maxwell gauge-independent quantities such as Q2 ,r, @ are already uniquely determined.

1
h(U,V) = / UAOUT, VT)dT. (2.33)
0

The reason is that this choice of h satisfies

oh oh ! HA©) HAO
- — = AOwT. vT 27 T.VT T
UaUJrVaV 0U (UT,VT)+U i (UT,VT)+ UV o

(UT,VT)dT,

1
- / diT (UAOUT,VT))dT = UAO U, V),
0

so that

oh oh
_ o) _ Yyl
UAy +VAy =UA U 7 V V—O

as required. Furthermore, the h chosen in (2.33)) is the unique choice of gauge transformation that is regular at

(0,0), since if  was another such function, then the difference g = i — h would satisfy

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

Hence we have constructed a unique regular solution in the characteristic rectangle [0, 4] x [0, §]. 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
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thaton H = {(U’,V’): U’ =0 or V' = 0}, we have

Q/Q (UI V/) _ Q4

(@K )
r=r,
Q=e,
b=,

UAy +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, ¢]. Furthermore, this agrees with the solution in the original (U, V') coordinates,

so that for f € {Q%,r,Q, ¢, UAy}, we have
fU' v = flaU,a V) = f(U,V). (2.34)

Allowing  to vary across all positive reals, it is clear that we have a solution in the whole of {(U,V) e 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 < D4, } is then straightforward using standard extension principle

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

We remark that by the generalized extension principle of [53]], if the quantity D,,., of Proposition is
finite, then one must have r — 0 as UV — D,,,,. However, Proposition [2.1]is highly qualitative in nature and

says little about quantitative properties of the interior, or if and how any spacelike singularity is formed.

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),
. Since 0, = (9, — Ou) = 3T, Proposition proves that the maximal future development arising from
the characteristic data of Sectionobeys Or =0,0,0% =0,0,Q = 0,0,¢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, (UAypdu + V Aydv) = A(du — dv) = —Adt, (2.35)

where, due to Proposition A = UAy(s) is a real-valued function of s, with lim,_, ., A(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,
qOTQJm(¢DS¢) = %q0r2jm(¢(Du¢ + Dv¢)) =0.

Hence by (2.35) we must have Jm(¢D,¢) = Jm(¢pds4) = 0.
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Next, we decompose ¢ into its modulus and argument; ¢ = ®e*’. Then
Jm(pdsp) = —®20,6 = 0,
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, — 9;,d, = d, + d;, we have that for f € {r(s), Q(s), #(s), Q(s), A(s)}, one has

df :
Ouf=0uf = P f

S
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 . _ . -
(7)) =07 (¢l + A 516 ]). (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
2° =47 (0] + [AFglel%)- (2.37)

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

d, . d 2 N2 L A12.20 012
75 (1) = - 10g(2%) - (=) = r(I6]” + AP ggl¢[). (2:38)

The wave equation for r is now written as

Q2 Q2 0?2
= QT (Pl + ), (2:39)

d ) QQ Q2Q2 QQTQ 9 5
—(=rr) = T 2 4 (m=|o|= + A). (2.40)

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

d—Qlo (Q?) = Q—2+2ﬁfQ—QQ2—2d)Q+2\fl|2 2|2 (2.41)
ds2 g T o2 r2 1?1 .
or alternatively
d? 2 02 30%Q? (12 2,202, M2
27 108(r?) = 5 — 77— =200 + 24P g6 + — — o] (2.42)

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

Q = Ag}r?|¢)?, (2.43)
- B QQ2
i- 9 (2.44)
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Finally, the wave equation (2.12)) for the scalar field may be written as the second order ODE

. 2¢ . m20?
b= -2 @Aps - ¢, (2.45)
r 4
which we often use in the form
m2Q2y2

%(r%) = 22| AP¢ — . (2.46)

We also reformulate the initial data of Section so as to satisfy the ODE system (2.36)—(2.46). Data is

posed at the limit s — —o0, and is given by

Jm r(s) =y, lim Q(s) =e, lm ¢(s) =e, (2.47)
lim Q%(s)-e 2845 =a,, (2.48)
S§——00
lim —402(s)i(s) = 1 — ETC (2:49)
im0 (9)i() =1 = T .

. d 2

Sgr_noo o log(Q )(s) =2K,, (2.50)
S NF e

SBEHOOQ (s)A(s) = 78[(#"3’ (2.51)
lim Q72(s)d(s) = Bye. (2.52)

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-Nordstrom(-dS/AdS). While this is
straightforward for (r, 22, Q), the scalar field ¢ vanishes in Reissner-Nordstrém, so instead we make comparisons

to solutions to the linear (charged) covariant Klein-Gordon equation in the Reissner-Nordstrom interior:
genDuDyp = m*o. (2.53)

Here gry 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 ¢ # 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,r* = 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
GO d ) b (e e(g)) " (2.54)

4 QTRN(S) 4 Ty - TRN
We define the quantities

~ e e ~
ARN,co = T #0, WRN = QoARN,00 # 0. (2.55)
+ —
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Then following [51]] we define four functions solving (2.54): 3,1, ¥, 2, Yen,1 and ey 2. These satisfy the

following asymptotics towards the event horizon H = {s = —oo} and the Cauchy horizon CH = {s = +o0}

PYa1(s) =14 o(1) as s — —00, (2.56)
u2(s) =s+o(1) as s — —oo, (2.57)
Yen1(s) = BN 4 o(1) as s — +oo, (2.58)
Ven.o(s) = Yen1(s) = e RN 4 o(1) as s — 400. (2.59)

The results of [51] 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

diper1
ds

IWRN S

[hen.1(s) — e“rNE| 4 ‘ < CO%N(s) <2Ca_e?K=+, (2.60)

(s) —iwgrne

diper 2

p < CQ%N(S) < 2Ca_e*K-5, (2.61)
S

[ten,2(s) — e rNE| 4 ‘ (8) + iwpne NS

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

V10.1(8) = Btber1(s) + Bipew 2(s) = 2Re(Bibew 1(5)). (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?,qo) > 0 and S(M, e, A, m?, qo) > 0 such that for s > S, one has
’¢£(S) — Bee™RNS _ Eee‘i“RNs| < Cee?K-3, (2.63)

‘qbg(s) — iwpn Bee™RrNS 4 jwpN Bee WRNS| < Clee?K-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 [I} under the gauge-choice for s € R given by (Q-data)),

for the spacetime described in Proposition [2.1

* The red-shift region R = {—o0 < s < —Agr <« 0} for some Ar > 0: here we make strong use of the

positive surface gravity of the event horizon (red-shift effect, see [21}, |25] and subsequent works).

* The no-shift region N := {—Ax < s <S> 1}, for some S > 0: here we use a Cauchy stability argument

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

* The early blue-shift region £B := {S < s < s4, := [2K_| " log(ve™!)} for v > 0: here, we begin to exploit

the blue-shift effect of the Cauchy horizon of Reissner-Nordstrom (e.g. negative surface gravity 2K_ < 0).
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* The late blue-shift region £B := {s;;, < s < Age~1} for some some Ag > 0: here the spacetime geometry
begins to depart from that of Reissner-Nordstrom, 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 [57, |68]] and the introduction of [69]).

* The oscillation region O := {s¢(€) := 50s;;, < s < spk(€)}, where r(spx) = 2|B|20r_e for some 27 > 0:

here the Bessel-type behavior kicks in, leading to the collapsed oscillations discussed in Section

* The proto-Kasner region PK := {spx < s < s;(c)}, where r(s;) = e~%¢ " for some & > 0: here the
Bessel-type behavior continues but ceases to oscillate, presenting a logarithmic divergence instead. In this

region, the Kasner-type behavior starts manifesting itself.

We also define the sub-region PK; := {sk, < s < s;(€)} C PK, where r(sg,) = 2|B|20r_¢?. Only in this

sub-region will we establish that a Kasner-type behavior takes place.

* The Kasner region K := {s; < s < soo(€)}, where lim,_,,__ 7(s) = 0. In this region, we prove that the

metric is close to one (or two) Kasner regimes and that the scalar field is governed by a first-order ODE.
We also introduce the additional sub-regions of PX U K depicted in Figure

* The first Kasner region K; C PK; UK overlaps with PK and K. In this region, we will show the metric is in
a Kasner regime. Anticipating Theorem 3.2} we will find that K; = PK; UK in the no Kasner inversion case
(i.e. the first Kasner regime is the final Kasner regime, with all Kasner exponents being positive) and
K1 ={sk, <s<8;n} # PK;UK in the Kasner inversion case (with one negative Kasner exponent,

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

* The Kasner inversion region K;,, C K. We have K;,, = () in the no Kasner inversion case (3.22)), and
Kinv = {8in < 8 < Sout} in the Kasner inversion case (3.21)), where s,,: := min{s € K : |¥(s)| =
|a| 7! — €2}. We have weaker control of the metric in K;,,, but we show that it is very short in terms of

proper time.

* The second Kasner region Ky C K. We will have £y = () in the no Kasner inversion case ([3.22)), and
K2 = {Sout < 8 < S0} in the Kasner inversion 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 (namely the formation of the spacelike singularity) of
Theorem [[| up the restriction € € E, C (—¢o,€0) \ {0}, where E, has measure 2¢) — O(nep). We reiterate that
Theorem [3.1] contains the statements of our rough Theorem [[} more precisely statement[1] of Theorem ]
corresponds to statement [il of Theorem while statements[2| and [5| of Theorem [I| are covered by statement
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 Theorern upon restricting further € € E} , C £,

In the following theorem and the rest of the paper, we will use the notation A < B if there exists

C(M,e, A, qo,m?,m) > 0such that A < CB.
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Theorem 3.1. Let (M, e, A) € Py, with e # 0, gy # 0, m?> € R. Then, for any n > 0 chosen sufficiently small,
there exists eo(M, e, A, qo,m?,m) > 0 and a subset E,, C (—¢g,€0) \ {0}, satisfying % = O(n) for any
0 < 0 < €, such that for dall e € E,, the maximal future development M for (1.2)-(1.5) of the characteristic data
from Section 2] (i.e. (Q-data), (r-data), (Q-data), and (¢-data))) terminates at a spacelike singularity S on which r

extends continuously to 0, and the Penrose diagram is given by Figure [6]

More precisely, there exists a foliation of M by spacelike hypersurfaces %5, with s € (—00, Sxo(€)), Where s
—2
is defined in (Q-data), and s., = in‘e” + O(log (")), where B(M, e, A,m?, qo) # 0 is defined in ([2.62),

2K _(M,e,A) < 0, wrn(M,e,A\,q) # 01in Section and b_ = 2'5}‘;?. The subsequent spacetime dynamics

are described as such:
i. (Almost formation of a Cauchy horizon). In the late blue-shift region LB = {s;;,(€) < s < Age~ '}, we have
the following stability estimates with respect to the Reissner—Nordstrom(-dS/AdS) metric:
—1 IWRN S —1 d w s
€ |p(s) — 2eRe(Be'™rN®)| 4 ¢ £[¢(s) — 2¢ Re(Be'™rN )]‘ +|r(s) —r_|
d 2 2
+|Q(s) —e| + d—log(Q )(s)—2K_|SefsSe (3.1)
S
For s € LB, we find also the following estimate for —rr(s):

< e2K-s 4 g, (3.2)

~

i)

4|BPw ye?r_
2|K_|

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

following Bessel-type oscillations for the scalar field: for some &, = £57°(M, e, A, qo, m?) 4+ O(e? log(e™*)) # 0,

2 2
o)~ (a0 (255 ) + ovtam (55 )| < @on(e) (33
d §or? §or? -

‘ds (qb(s) - (CJ(E)JO ( iﬁ_fj’) + Oy (Yo ( iﬁ_fj)»)’ < log(e ), (3.4)

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

wrN| |q0e|
W(M, e, A,q) = = | — 0, 3.5
(M, e, A, qo) 2|K_| $ & — §re(ry +2r2)] > (3.5)
one finds that
‘OJ(E) — gﬂﬁfl cos(@(e))‘ + |Cy(e) — gﬂﬁfl sin(@(e))‘ <€ log(efl)’ (3.6)
o < (o | < log(e? 3.7)
(6)—m +6d76 (6)—W NOg(E ) .

For s € O, one has (note this improves upon [3.2) in LBN O):

4|B2w ye?r_

‘—W(s) 2| S etlog(e™?). (3.8)
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iil.

iv.

r2 g (2r— 4y

Moreover, the charge Q transitions from e to Qoo (M, €,A) := 2e + A ) (up to O(€*~) errors), and

12e

r(s) 2 —1
‘Q(s) —e+(e—Qux) (1 - r%)‘ < elog(e!) fordll s € O, 3.9
Qe (M, €,0) _ §, (3.10)

e 4
QOO(M7e7A) . o 1 3

{e. (M7e,A)€735€, A<O}— (2,4), (311)
{Q“’U‘ZQA) . (M,e,A) € Po, A > o} _ (i,l) : (3.12)

(Logarithmic Bessel-type divergence). In the proto-Kasner region PK := {spx(€) < s < s;(e)}, the Bessel-type
behavior persists with slightly different coefficients: there exists (Cy k(€), Cyi(€),€x) = (Cy(€),Cy(€), &) +
O(€*log(e™')) such that (3:3), remain true for all s € PK, after replacing (Cy (€),Cs(€),&) by
(Cyxk(e),Cyk(€),Ex). Consequently, we have the following logarithmic divergence: for all s € PK,

2 2
¢(S) + %CYK(@ log(&:r;(s)> — CYK(E) — 27‘('_1(’)/ — log 2)CJK(€) 5 €2 log(e_l)’ (3.13)
d 2 v il rie < 2log(e! (3.14)
i (00 Zevton(gris ) )| 5 st -

Moreover, (3.8) still holds for s € PK, while the charge ) remains very close to its value at spk. In particular
forall s € PK:
1Q(s) — Qoo| < €*log(e71). (3.15)

Finally, in the sub-region PK1 = {sk, (¢) < s < s;(€)} C PK, we define the quantity ¥(s) := —r(s)%(s) =
(s) 4% (). This obeys the estimates:

—2r(s) ds

U(s) + %Qﬂfl sin(0(e))| < € log(e ™). (3.16)

(W (s) — ¥(s;)| Sr?(s)log(e™!) < e log(e™). (3.17)

In the Kasner region K := {s; < s < so(€)}, —rr(s) obeys the lower bound

) 4BPwhyelr- 1,
— > — 0" 3.18
rie) 2 PN (318

The quantity U obeys the following ODE: introducing R := log(*=),

av .
R V(U —a) (¥ —a H+F, (3.19)
la— 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.
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3.3 Second statement: Kasner asymptotics in the PXC and K regions

We now enter into the details of the regions PK; U K, in which the Kasner-like behavior manifests itself. The

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

Theorem 3.2. Let (M,e,A) € Py, 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, and we may define a subset E/ , C E, with % = O(n + o) for any

0<6<eo,as B, , = E, Ni"" U E, " where E, N and E, " are disjoint sets defined as (recall (3.3)):

€€ B, ifn < |U(s;)| = %m—w sin(©(e))| + O(*log(e ™)) < 1—-0 < 1. (3.21)
e € B, N if |W(s;)| = %m}—w sin(©(e))| + O(*log(e ")) > 1+ 0 > 1. (3.22)

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

Moreover, we have the following two possibilities.

o IfW(M,e, A, q) > %, then E,, v = (), and therefore % = O(n + o), for n,o small.

o If(M, e, A, q) < =, then |E, Ninv|, \E;““ﬂ > 0, and for n, o small:

\/E’ n,0 o
E’ Ninv ) —€, € 92
o ( ) = —arcsin( 1 — ﬁﬁﬂ + O(o),
2¢ s 2
E v N (—e, e 2
[Bys” 0 (=60l =1-— —arcsin( 1 — ﬁﬁﬂ +O(n+ o).
2e s 2

Then, for all e € E. _, we have the following Kasner-like behavior.

n,0”?

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

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

0 ol g (K1) (3.29)

where we define 3 := min{%, a? — 1} > 0. Moreover, the metric takes the following Kasner-like form

2(02-1) _4
g=—dr? + X - (1+Ex (7)) 7 o+ dt? + Ry - (1+ Ex (7)) r2 13775 doga. (3.24)
o® 4+ 14|K_J? 1 4|K_|?
log X. 2|+ |logRy — 2| <log(e! 3.25
6Nt LE 3 TBE ¢ | T T 3B S log(<7), (3.25)
€1 ()] + | €ra (7)] < & ( i ) (3.26)
T T [ , .
X,1 R,1 ~ T(SKl)
| 2 2

where T is the proper tim and we call (p1,p2,p3) = ( ) € (0,1)3 the Kasner exponents.

a?+37 a?437 a?+3
(b) In the Kasner inversion case (3.21), we have |a| < 1, PK; C K1 = {sk, < s < s;»} C K, and for all

s €Ky
[W(s) —a] S €, (3.27)

"More precisely 7 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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where s;,, = 4‘K i+ O(log(e™")) is such that

6_2

-1
T(Sin) =1 -exp(— 202 - (1 — a?) + O(log(e )))
Moreover, the metric takes the following Kasner-like form, where 7 is the proper time, and 1
constant.

2(02-1)

g=—dr? + Xy (14 CEx.1(r) (1 — 1)+ df2+ Ry (1+ Cr(r)) 12 (1 — 1) 77 doge.

2 .
We call (p1,p2, p3) = (%253, %rg, +2r3) € (—3,0) x (3, 3)? the first Kasner exponents.

(
Moreover, X1 and Ry obey ([3.25), and for all 7(sx,) < 7 < 7(8in):
[€x 1 ()] + |€ra(T)] S €.
2. In the Kasner inversion region K;, (only in the Kasner inversion case (3.21))), we have for all s € K;,

r(s) = r_ - exp (_m ; O(log(e_l))>.

Moreover, in terms of proper time, we have

6_2

0 < 7(8in) — T(Sout) S exp (—w + O(log(g—l))>.

(3.28)

> 0a

(3.29)

(3.30)

(3.3D)

(3.32)

3. In the second Kasner region K, (only in the Kasner inversion case (3:21))), we define 3 := min{%,a =2 -1} > 0

Gince |a| < 1). We have for all s € Ky:

O N )B.

r(sout)

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

2(1-a? 402

g=—dr* + Xy - (1 + Exo(T))T 1+302 dt* + Ry - (1+ Era(1)) r? 71+3a7 doge.

1+a 24K_2 _,

LAk,
1+3a2 |B2 ©

log X + T43a2 |B]

+ |logRo —

Slog(e™h),

28
a=2+3
exalr) +lenarl 5 ¢ ()"

Sout)

( 1—a? 20 2a° )

11807 11347 T93a%) € (0,1)3 the second Kasner exponents.

We call (p1,p2,p3) =

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

8800

1+a2 14+ a2

(3.33)

(3.34)

(3.35)

(3.36)

exp (M €2 + O(log(el))> ,S T(Sout) S exp <2b2(1—042) e 2 + O(log(el))>

Without loss of generality, we will choose ¢ > 0 in all the subsequent sections.
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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-Nordstrom, see
Section The analysis will largely follow [[69]], with minor modifications due to the now dynamical nature of
the charge @ and the charge term for the scalar field.

As in [69]], the estimates up to s ~ ¢! will be divided into the four regions R, N/, £B, and LB (see Figure@
and Figure [1)). Where differences from [69]] are minor, we shall 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) =r(s) —ren(s), 592(3) = QQ(S) — Q%N(S),

56(s) = B(s) — be(s),
5Q(s) = Q(s) —e,  6A(s) = A(s) + ( ) ,

ry  TaN(S)
where we used to provide the Maxwell gauge field Apy 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 §log Q2(s) = log Q%(s) — log Q% (s). Assuming that & log Q?(s) is bounded above
by say 1, it is easily seen that
C™150%(s) < Q2(s) 5log Q2(s) < C 6Q3(s). “4.1)

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

Proposition 4.1. There exist Dr(M, e, A,m? qo) > 0 and a large A (M, e, A) > 0 such that in the red-shift

region R = {—o00 < s < —ARg}, the following estimates hold:

6] +19272¢| < Dge, (4.2)

k™' — 1| < Dge?, 4.3)

| — M| < Dgé?, (4.4)

% —2K(s)| + |log(a'0?) — 2K s| < DRQ* < 1, (4.5)
010g(Q%)| + [or] + 07| + |§A|Q72 + |6Q| < Dré?, (4.6)
66| + 16| < Dre®. 4.7)

Proof. We provide a short sketch. For more details, see Proposition 4.5 in [65] or Lemma 4.1 in [|69]. We make
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the following bootstrap assumptions:

d% log(Q%) — 2K 4| < Ky, (RS1)
9] < de, (RS2)
Q<. (Rs3)
Ir—ril < (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

/3 Q2(s")ds’ < /3 di log(Q%) - Q*(s') ds’ = /S iQZ(S') = 0%(s). (4.8)

s oo ds

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
05 [ R(eds SO

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

Since the right hand side of the equation is now bounded by CQ2¢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:
|07 + [67] + |6 log (Q2)] + |6A] + € 5] + e H|dg| < €. (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 (RS5) by CQ2¢2, 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
1661 < 187(16] + [7]166] + |#ol[dr| + 6A[IAll¢] + (A + Q%) 66| + [6€2°]|¢].

Using (4.2)—(4.5)) as well as (RS5) to estimate the RHS by appropriate powers of ¢ and Q2 ((4.1)) is also useful

here), we see that

0] < Q%
so that integrating this from s = —oo once and then twice, we indeed get
|56] + 13¢] < CQ*¢?

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

Next, we use a Gronwall argument to provide estimates in the no-shift region N
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Proposition 4.2. Take S > 0 to be any fixed real number. Then there exists some C(M,e, A,m? qy) > 1 and
Dn(M,e,A,m? qo) > 0 such that in the region N' = {-Ag < s < S}, the following estimates hold for e

sufficiently small:

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

|o7] + |67 + \(5log(§22)| + ‘jsélog(QQ) + |(5fi| < DnC?®é?, (4.13)

06| + 64| < DyC?€®. (4.14)

In the sequel, we only apply these estimates at s = .S, 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| < 2e], (NS1)

~ 2
1) < 2l (NS2)

T+
k™t =1 <4, (NS3)
r> 5, (NS4)
0?2 <202 (M,e, A) = 2sup Q% (s). (NS5)
seER

Using these bootstraps and (2.45)), it is straightforward to see that
d ; ) .
£<¢7¢) SCI(MaevAaqum )‘(¢>¢)|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 = (07,67, 01og 0%, L5log 02,5 A).

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 X
‘ds < Co(IX| + 012562). (4.15)

Thus using Gronwall we deduce (4.13) for some C' with appropriate dependence on Cy,C5. For e small, this
improves (NS2)), (NS4), (NS5).

Next, for s > —Ax and the above we know Q72 < Cze~2K-¢ for some C5(M, e, A,m?, qy) > 0. Hence we

39



use the Raychaudhuri equation (2.36) to estimate
K Hs)— T —AR)| < 03672117802562. (4.16)
1

So for C chosen sulfficiently 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 in the region S < s < S’, so long as

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

Ir(s) —r_| < D_(e* 4 *K=9), 4.17)
‘jwe — 2| < D_(& + K9y, (4.18)
Ty r—
D~te?K-5 <02 < D_e2K-5, (4.19)
|p — Bee™RN® — Bee RNS| 4 | — iwgn Bee™FN® 4 jwpyBee WENS| < D_ (€% 4 ee?K-9), (4.20)
dlog(9Q? K_
dog(¥) e | < D_(& 42— < KL 4.21)
ds 100

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*E-sfors > 9> 1.
2. Q%N ~e2K-sfors >8> 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(ve™')}, where v(M, e, A,m?,qo) > 0
is a small constant to be determined later. In the blue-shift regions, we begin to exploit the fact that Q2 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

sufficiently small. Then there exists some Dg(M, e, A, m?, qy) > 0 such that the following hold:

|5log(§22)\ + s %Mog(ﬂz) < Dge?s?, (4.22)
6| + | < Dg|Ble, (4.23)

|67|s™Y + 07| + [0A| < Dgé?, (4.24)
|s™! = 1] < 5. (4.25)
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|w — M| +|Q —e| < Dgé’s, (4.26)
66| + 69| < Dpe’s. (4.27)

Proof. Recall the quantities D', from Proposition and B € C from the linear scattering theory. We bootstrap

the following estimates:

|61log Q2| < 4D/\e*s?, (EB1)
|6 +winl| < 20[Ble, (EB2)
r> 5, (EB3)
A] < 22, (EB4)

To start with, note that by (EB1) and the Reissner-Nordstrom asymptotics, we have that for some C > 0,
C—162K,s < QZ < CeQK,s

Note also that [§Q| < €25 is immediate from (4.11) and the bootstraps.
Next, we use (EB2)) along with the Raychaudhuri equation (2.36)) to get the estimate on «:

1
k™! — 1| < Diye® + C| B2 10 < 00" (4.28)
where v is chosen sufficiently small such that the second inequality holds. One can rewrite the left hand side of
this expression as

k7t = 1] = 4052 |67 + (e 018 — 1)),

Hence we can use (4.28)) and (EB1) to produce a preliminary estimate on 47
|67 < Q2|51og Q| + 2K-°€2 + |B|?? < *K-5(D)y + Dys?)e® + | B|?€. (4.29)

Integrating this ulﬂ from s = S, we get |6r| < €25, or to be more specific we have the following, where C' depends
on the black hole parameters, m? and ¢, 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 + DYy). (4.30)

Here we use that S2¢?5-5 is uniformly bounded for S > 0.
We wish to improve the bootstrap (EB1). So we use the equation (2.41)) and take differences from Reissner-

Nordstrom, leading to following inequality

& . .
F < Q13108 02|+ 13v] + 1971 + 18Q1) + |6l + 14

?5 log Q2

< 62K*S(D§V52 + |B|25 + DEV)E2 + |B|262.

~

8We use here a straightforward calculus lemma: given a > 0 and N € N, then for s € R large, f;;o sNe—as ds Sa,N sé\’e*aso.
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Integrating this expression up from s = S twice, we get

d
‘dsélog Q?| < Diye® + |B|?é%s,

|61og 0% < Dlye*s + | B|?e*s%.

So for S sufficiently large, we improve the bootstrap - note that D, = C®Dy grows exponentially in S
so that DYy > |B|? for S large.
Then taking differences between our ODEs and the Reissner-Nordstrom 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 =r"¢* +r'qf|A]*¢”. (4.31)

As we already control ~ and | A| 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

H 20024 . 22,2 1002 ~
T =y TR A

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

< CxOPH
ds < Cn ’

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

Slin

CuyO2ds < CC’H/ e?K-%ds < log 2,

S S

we deduce that H (s) < 2H(S) < 16rfw?% |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'¢2| A]*|56|*. (4.32)

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

m2Q?
4

. 2% . -
66 = ~=-66 — 34166 — =00 + Exs. (4.33)

where the erro’| term g is estimated by [Epp| < (1 — sit + s2Q% ).
Using a similar procedure as before, one can use this equation to get the differential inequality:
dH . =
T SOPH 4+ (1 — s+ s2°Q%y) V H. (4.34)

°In this expression for the error term, our estimates in the region £3 show that both —s7 and s> Q2  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 these are
still O(1) but for different reasons.
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Rewriting this expression as a differential inequality in terms of v/ H and using the usual Grénwall inequality

with an inhomogeneous term, we get

\/ﬁ(s) < \/E(S) + / (1 — st + 82Q% ) ds < €35

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(e?) rather than continuing to decay exponentially.

_ 2|BlwrnN

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

s < Age~1}, there exists some Dy (M, e, A,m?, qy) > 0 such that the following estimates hold:

r(s) = r-| < Drés, (4.35)
41 BI2w2 - 2
i ABEWRNETS) | 2y ), (4.36)
2|K_|
d 2 2
£10g(9 ) —2K_| < Dpe®s, 4.37)
d —b7272 o2 —2002 4 2
log(7(s) 0°(s) )| < Dp(e “Q* 4 €°s), (4.38)
ds
QZ
lOg (C_€2K_s>‘ < DL62827 (439)
6] + 16| < Dre, (4.40)
Q —els™! +1]64] < Dré, (4.41)
|¢p — Bee™rNS — Bee WRNS| 4 |¢ —iwrNBee™ RN 1 jwpnBee RN < Dpéds. (4.42)

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

later in the proof:

% logQ? —2K_| < |K_|, (LB1)
4] < 2, (LB2)

i< 83”;“?”’"‘ 2 (LB3)
Q| < 2Je], (LB4)

|61log Q2| < Bie®s®. (LB5)

From (LB3)), we have the trivial estimate |§7| < €2, and thus |[§r] < €2s.
Due to (LB1)), we have that in £,

/ 92(8/) ds' < |K_\7192(51m) S 627

Slin
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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

€8] S (1 — s+ s2Q% ) < €8,

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 TQ ‘ < B10%e?s? + €2, (4.43)
Integrating once, we deduce that
d 2 2.2 2 2 2
E&log(rQ )| S Bi€2sii(€) - €+ €7s S €7s. (4.44)
Therefore, in light of the previous estimates on dr, i, for € sufficiently small we have
’log rQ?)(s) — 2K _ ‘ ’log Q%)(s) —2K_| < Ce’s < |1 | (4.45)

where the final inequality follows for Ap taken sufficiently small.

This improves the bootstrap , and moreover integrating (4.44) once again will yield |§log(rQ?)| <
C(€’s7,,(e) + Bie*s,, (e) + €2s?), thus improving after once again accounting for ér, so long as B is
chosen sufficiently large (i.e. larger than 4C for the C appearing in this expression).

It remains to improve upon the bootstrap (LB3)). For this, as in the uncharged scalar field model of [69], 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 ( , we have

92 + |fl|2qg|¢>|2 = |Bwrnee™ENS — Bupyee “ENS|2 4% | Bee™RNS 4 Bee WrNS|2 4 gp
Expanding out the trigonometric expressions on the right, we can see this can be rewritten as
6] + |APg3|0|* = 4| B’ whye + Ep, (4.46)

where the error term is bounded by |£5| < €'s

Therefore using also (4.35) amd (4.44)), one finds that (2.38)) may be written in the form

d

T (=) = 2K (=) = 4| B whyr-€ + Ep(s), (4.47)

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

We now use a classical integrating factor of e=2%-* to integrate (4.47) between s;;,, and s, yielding

—7(s) = —e2K-(smsun) (g ) —|—/ 4| BPwhyr_e2e? -0 4 gp(s)e?K-(=5) gy’ (4.48)

Slin
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Using |€5(s")| < €*s’ and computing these integrals, we find that

4| BPw yr—€?

2K

4| BPw yr—€?

< 62K7 (S*Slin)
2|

—7(s) — S —7(Stin) — + €ts. (4.49)

From this and prior estimates we yield (4.36)), thus improving the remaining bootstrap (LB3).
The final estimate (4.38) simply comes from combining (4.36) and (4.37). 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,A)| - (4.50)

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

ro =r(s0), (4.51)
wo = |q0A(s0)|; (4.52)
d r? -1
§o = wo <_ds (742_62)> (s0), (4.53)
we have the following estimates:
1

Iro —r—| +log(e ") |wo — wrn |+ |0 < Dre’log(e ). (4.54)

8| B2

5 The collapsed oscillations

From this point, the results begin to diverge from the uncharged scalar field spacetime of [69]. We next study
the region of ‘collapsed oscillations’ (see Section [1.10), a region where r eventually becomes O(e) small.

The dynamics in this section are largely driven by the charged scalar field, which remains oscillatory but also
exhibits a slowly growing behaviour, 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 behaviour of ¢ will be well approximated by a Bessel

function of order 0. Schematically, in the region ¢ < r <« r_ the scalar field indeed will behave as

2 _ 2
o(r) =~ Ce Ccos <T 627"_ + O(log(el))) . (5.1

r

We will in fact need to track the growth-oscillatory behavior more precisely with the help of the known

Bessel functions of order 0, namely Jy(z) and Y, (), defined as the two linearly independent solutions of Bessel’s

4 <zdf) +zf =0, (5.2)

equation of 0 order:

dz dz

with the following asymptotic behavior (see also Facts and in Appendix [A| for more detailed asymp-

totics):

\Zcos(z—F)+0(:7%?)  asz— 4oo,
Jo(z) =
14+ 0(z) as z — 0,

(5.3)
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) @/%sin(z—%)—&—O(z*g/z) as z — +o00,
2 (In (%) 4+7) +O(z) as z — 0.

Here ~ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant (0.5772...). We see, therefore, that Bessel functions are both oscillatory
and decayingPE] at a slow inverse polynomial rate as z — oo, but Jy(z) and Yy(z) exhibit very different behaviour
in the z — 0 regime. Therefore, it will be important to track the coefficients of each of these. In fact, we will

show the schematic estimate (5.1I)) takes the following more precise form involving the renormalized variable

|K_|(M,e,A)

2
_r-. ~ .
zZ= gz for some frequency fo ~ [BPwrn (Me,A) >0:

2 2
o(r) = Cyle) - Jo (fﬁ . ;) + Cy () - Yo <£§ . r> ,

r? €2

Cy(e) m \/2n&o - |B| - cos(&o - €72), Cy(€) = v/2n&o - |B] - sin(& - €72).

The main objective of the present section is to prove that these schematic estimates are satisfied indeed. In
view of the logarithmic divergence of Y;(z) for z <« 1, the precise value of the coefficient C'y (¢) will be crucial in
the geometry of the later regions where r < ¢ (see Section|6).

Once the scalar fields 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: through the oscillatory region the charge
Q(s) will decrease in absolute value from a neighborhood of e to a neighborhood of Q,, 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

We now state the main result of this section.

Proposition 5.1. Define the region O to be O = {s > so(¢) : 7(s) > 2|B|2er_}. Within O, the lapse ? satisfies
0?(s) < a_exp(K_s). (5.5)

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

20 was defined in (4.50)):

| — r7(s) — 4|B*2W%r2 wrn| < Doe*loge™1, (5.6)
‘js log Q2 — 2K_‘ < Do€*(log(e™") +172(s)). 5.7
190A(3) — qoARN,00| < Doé?, (5.8)

'Q(s) —e+ 111212]5\7_00 (r> —r?(s))| < Doe*log(e™1). 5.9

In particular, if one defines @, as

2K (M, e, A)-r%(M, e, A)

o(M,e,A) =e -
Q ( ) 4ARN,OO(M,G,A)

) (5.10)

10As 7 is decreasing in s in our setting, and we are interested in behaviour as z decreases, the decay of Bessel functions exhibits itself as
inverse polynomial growth of the amplitude of the scalar field ¢.

46



then for s = spx such that r(spx) = 2| B|2er_ one has
1Q(spKk) — Qus| < Doe?log(e7?). (5.11)

Finally, there exists coefficients C';(¢) and Cy (¢) determined via the formula (5.24) and satisfying (5.25)) and

(5.26)) such that we have the following two estimates on the scalar field: for all s € O

’¢(3) - (CJ(€>J0 (532_26(;)) + Cy (e)Yo (%2_1?))’ < Do€®log(e™!), (5.12)
‘é(s) . <cJ<e>J1 (%ﬁ?) L Oy (oY (fjfe(j)m < Do log(e). (5.13)

Here &, and wy are as defined in Corollary[4.6]

This section will be organized into three parts. In Section [5.I]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 behaviour. In Section[5.3] we use the results on the scalar
field to improve the bootstrap assumptions, proving in particular the estimates (5.5)), and regarding
02(s) and Q(s), then complete the proof of Proposition

5.1 Bootstraps and preliminary estimates

For the oscillatory region O of the spacetime as defined in Proposition |5.1, we make reference to the following 3

bootstrap assumptions:

02 < 40, (oD
8] + 6] < e, (02)
QI < e 2. (03)

By Proposition [4.5] we see that these will hold within a neighbourhood of s = so = 50s;;,,(¢). 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 , at least up to an extremely small error.

Lemma 5.2. Assuming the bootstraps (O1)-(03), there exists some spx satisfying spx < ¢~ 2 such that

r(spix) = 2|B|Wer_,ie. O ={sp < s < spk}-.

Furthermore, there will exist some constant Do (M, e, A,m?, qo) > 0 such that we have

)|+ 1r#(6) = i) < Doc® 514
|=ri(s) — 4| BPPwrnr2 | < Doetlog(e ). (5.15)
00 A(s) — qoA(s0)| < Doe®, (5.16)
llgoAl(s) — wrn| < Doe?. (5.17)
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Proof. These estimates are immediate from the equations (2.40) and (2.44). Indeed, letting f be either —rs or

A, we see that

PARTRTACNE N
for some polynomial P of degree less than 2.

But then provides the large power of ¢, and the remaining bootstraps plus the fact we are in a region
where r 2 ¢ give the estimates and (5.16). The other two estimates then follow straightforwardly from
Proposition [4.5] and (5.16).

As —r7 Z €2, we also deduce that spx < €2 as r?(s) is decreasing from r2 + O(e?log(e™!)) to O(?). O

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

coefficients, plus an error term which is small enough to ignore. To simplify notation further, we denote

2 -1
x=uz(s) = :%—fg, so that ¢, = ‘( d;v) - qoA| (s = s0). (5.18)

ds

We then proceed to rewrite (2.40) and (2.43) in terms of the new variable z. Performing this change of variables,

one gets the two equations:

d do 2
I (xdx> +{oad = Ey, (5.19)
aQ sgn(e)qor? Loe’z|d|® + Eg. (5.20)

dx

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

following corollary.

Corollary 5.3. Define x and & as in (5.18). Then one finds

da\ " ~

e |
€0 ( ds) |90 A|(s)

Furthermore, in the equations (5.19) and (5.20), one has the following control on the error terms:

< Doe®. (5.21)

€5 + |Eq] < Doe™.

5.2 Scalar field oscillations

The focus of this subsection will be understanding the behaviour of the charged scalar field ¢(s) via the equation
(5.19). This equation is a Bessel type ODE that we would like to understand as = decreases from e =%+ O(log (e *))
to r(spr)(r? €2)~! = 4| B|?232. The asymptotic behaviors and estimates are summarized in the below proposi-

tion.
Proposition 5.4. Assuming for now the bootstraps (O1)-(03), in the region O there exists a constant Do > 0,

and coefficients C;(¢) and Cy (¢) such thaﬁ

|p — Cy(e)Jo(éoz) — Cy (€)Yo(éox)| < Doe™, (5.22)

1 For a definition of the Bessel functions J; () and Y7 (z), see Appendix@ and Fact

48



% + &C(€) 1 (&) + ECy (€)Y1(&oz)| < Doe™. (5.23)

Defining x5 = 2(so), the coefficients C;(¢) and Cy (¢) are determined by

Cil(e) mrg | —$oY1(ors) —Yo(bozs)| | ¢(zB)

==F ) ) (5.24)
Cy () §oJ1(6ors)  Jo(Sozn) 9 (2p)
The coefficients obey the estimates
‘C’J(E) - gﬁﬁfl cos(@(e))‘ < Do€*log(e™), (5.25)
‘Oy(ﬁ) - gﬂnfl sin(@(e))‘ < Do€e*log(e™ ), (5.26)
where the phase function O(e) is given by:
~ d -1 ™
O(e) = |qoA|(s) - r*(s) - <—d8r2(s)> +wrNS+arg B — 1 . (5.27)
$=80
Finally, one has the following upper bounds for ¢(s) and ¢(s):
: 100|B|er—
maxe{|o], wihldl) < *UDIT= (5.28)

Proof. Ignoring the error term &, the equation is exactly Bessel’s equation of order 0 after a rescaling
z = &x. We should like to separate the analysis of the linear behaviour arising from Bessel’s equation and
analysis of the error term.

For this purpose, we recast the equation 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 jo@ | _ |0 1 |]é) 0 (5.29)
TlE@] 8 2] [2w] [

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; 2¢) be the linear solution operator for
the usual Bessel’s equation defined in Lemma and S¢, (z1; o) = Qg, 0 S(&z1;&0x0) © Qg)l as in Corollary
where Q, : R? — R? is the linear stretching operator Q, : (4, B) — (A, xB).

Then following Corollary S¢, (z1;0) can be interpreted as the linear solution (semigroup) operator
for the first-order system (5.29), without the inhomogeneous term &,. Defining x5 as in the statement of the
proposition, we have from Corollary that |zp — €7?| < log(e™'). Duhamel’s principle (i.e. Corollary
applied to first-order systems{jzkives that

¢ ¢ ’ 0
=S¢, (7; + Se, (23 & dz. (5.30)
a0 () =S¢y (w3 28) as (z) /B & (73 T) Lo, (a) T

12Note 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 f;ol =- f;lo.
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We define:

o5 ¢ 0. ’ 0
(x) =S¢, (z;25) (zB), (z) = / Se, (x; Z) dz. (5.31)
dg% % % TR %gtﬁ(j)

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

As ¢p(x) must be a solution to (a rescaled) Bessel’s equation, the solution must be exactly (using Fact to

justify the appearance of .J; ({pz) and Y7 (§yx) in the derivatives):

(bB(l‘) = CJJQ(fQJi) + Cbe(&).’L‘), (532)

%(@ = —£0C1J1(&r) — &Cy Y1 (o). (5.33)

In these equations, the coefficients C; = C;(e) and Cy = Cy (e) must be chosen such that at © = x5, ¢p(x)
agrees with ¢(z) up to first order, i.e. ¢(xp) = ¢dp(xp) and g—f(xlg) = dg%(xg). (It is immediate from the
definition that ¢, (z) vanishes to first order at z = x3.) Part (1)) of Corollary[A.7]then implies (5.24).

In order to deal with ¢.(z), we recall part of Corollary For all e small, £, is uniformly bounded above

and below due to (5.21)); hence the operator norm of the rescaled solution operator satisfies

€T
860l < max {1,201}

with an implicit constant independent of e. We are always integrating backwards in the variable z, i.e. x < T in

(5.30)), hence we can see that, defining the > norm on R? as ||(z,y)||;~ = max{|z|, |y|}:

0 1
Sfo(zvi') S Esuplgct)l §€207

3E4(2)

l(x)

where we use Corollary and the lower bound z > 4|B|*25? in the last step. Furthermore, the length of the
interval of integration in (5.30)) is bounded by 25 — = < 25 < 262, so we have

(be(x) _ S50 (l‘,i‘) 0 da’ < €10 (5.34)
) 1

doe
%(‘r Joo B 55(25(3:) 1o

as required. Combining (5.32)), (5.33) and (5.34) then gives both (5.22) and (5.23).

The most computationally intensive part of this proof is recovering the precise form for the coefficients
Cj(e),Cy(e). We carefully compute C;(¢e); the other coefficient Cy (e) shall follows in an analogous manner.
By (5.24), we have the formula

TR

Cy(e) = 3 —&0Y1(&ors)o(r8) — Yo(foxs)%(ﬂfs) : (5.35)

We therefore obtain a precise expression for C';(¢) using the large-z asymptotics for the Bessel function Y, (2),

and the scalar field estimates at the comparison point s = so given by (4.42) in Proposition[4.5] By Fact|A.4]and
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rp=¢€ 2+ O(log(e’l)),

Yo(§ozn) = 4/ Wfixs sin (foxls - g) +0(é%), (5.36)
Yi(&ozp) = —4/ 7T§02$B cos (§0x3 — %) + O(€). (5.37)

On the other hand, writing B as B = |B|(cosarg B + isinarg B) in (4.42) gives for ¢(z5) = ¢()|s=50s,1,, :

¢(zp) = 2|Blecos(wrns + arg B)|s—s,, + O(e*log(e™1)). (5.38)

For 92, we proceed in several steps, using in particular Lemma (G:21), and (4.54):

9@y () 6| sem = —21) BN nonys g B)| 4 O log(e1))
T rR) = 15 .Sem| = €EWRN T sin(wrn s + arg €’ log(e

SO S=S0O

= +2|Blewpn (8| BI*Wwrn) ' sin(wrns + arg B)|s—s, + O(e* log(e ')

= 2|Ble & sin(wpns + arg B)|s=s, + O(e* log(e™')). (5.39)

Substituting all of (5.36)), (5.37), (5.38)), (5.39) into (5.35)), one deduces that

2
Cjyle) = %1 / % - 2|Blecos (fozcg - % +WwgrN - So + argB) + O(e* log(e™1)). (5.40)

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

Cy(e) = gﬂﬁfl cos(0(e)) + O(e* log(e 1)), (5.41)

where by the definition of & in Corollary[4.6] ©(e) is as in (5.27).
Finally, to obtain the upper bound (5.28)), note first of all that £,z > &o4| B|?20? > 1/4 by Corollary Since

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

one can use (5.22) and (5.23) along with (5.25)) and (5.26)) to deduce that

60| Bler—
< 22T
r

max { p(x)], &5 (5.42)

Zi’} < VT 10(x) T2 4+ O log(e71))

Then one can use Lemma [5.2| to translate the xz-derivative to an s-derivative with negligible error to arrive at

(5.28). Note, in particular, that this improves the bootstrap (O2)) for e small. O

5.3 Precise estimates for () and (?

It remains to estimate for Q and ©? in the region O, and hence close the remaining bootstraps (O3] and (O1).
We shall show that @) changes to (a value close to) the quantity .., while Q? remains exponentially decaying

in s.
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Proposition 5.5. Assuming as usual the bootstraps (O1)-(02), one has that for s € O, we have the following

estimates for Q(s) and Q?(s) (allowing Do to be larger if necessary):

’Q(s) —e+ EPL(T% —1%(s))| < Do€*log(e ™), (5.43)
4 ARN.c
‘dci log Q% — ZK‘ < Do€” (log(e™") +772(s)) . (5.44)

Proof. We shall prove (5.43)) using the equation (5.20) and Proposition [5.4} By the £B estimates of Proposition
we know |Q(z3) — e| < e*log(e™!), so it remains to estimate the integral:

sgn(e) / ’ qor? &0 |p|*(7) d. (5.45)

B

Firstly, using (5.22)), (5.25)), (5.26)), and the Bessel function asymptotics in (5.3)), (5.4), one may find that

1
’¢ - %—xw—l cos(or — /4 — @(e))’ <€ log(e_l)x_1/2 +273/2, (5.46)
0

which we may use to deduce the estimate

—2

corg? — 2

cos? (Egx — /4 — @(e))‘ Sellog(e™!) +a (5.47)

_ [2K_| _ _ |2K_|
WRN qo|ARN, o0

Therefore, recalling that 252 | by definition, we can integrate this to estimate (5.45) by

® 2 2~ 2/~ ~ 2|K—|T2— 2 * 2 ~, 7
qor= o |o|* (Z) dT — ——¢ cos” (& — w/4 — O(€)) dT
o5 2|ARN,co|  Jes

< (€ log(e)zp + log(zp/z)) S log(e™!).  (5.48)

Then integrating cos?(épx — m/4 — O(€)) = 3(1 + cos(2£pz — /2 — 20(¢)) in the usual manner, and recalling

1
2
that z = (--)%¢ 2, one sees that

T

(r2(z) — r¥(zp))| < € log(e_l). (5.49)

- 1 2K_|

2 2~ 2(~ ~
qor=&oe"T|P|7(7) dT — ~ ——
/{L‘B 4 |ARN,00‘

By replacing r%(x) by v (which carries an error of O(e? log(e~'))), we get the estimate (5.43) — to ensure we
have the right sign in (5.43)), recall that e and Agy ., have opposite signs, while 2K _ is negative.
We now move onto the estimates for 22. We return to the original s coordinate, consider (2.42), and integrate

by parts using (2.46) as follows, where we use (O1) to control error terms involving Q?:

d s . _
L tox(r2?) — 28 (s0) + | | (167 + IAPIOPR) ds| +

SO

d
< |2 2
(s) S ’ lsélog(rQ )

< Elog(e7!) + 106 (s)| + [¢d(s0)| +

/ (6 + g2|A[26) ds

[

<€ log(efl) + |¢¢(s)| + . (5.50)
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By (5.28) in Proposition in the region O we have

104|B|2MRN62T2_
5 .

o (s)| <

r

Inserting this estimate into all instances of ¢¢ in (5.50) and then evaluating the integral, one eventually arrives
at the estimate (5.44)), at least after applying (5.15) again. Indeed, one has

d d -7 _ _
£10g92 - 2K‘ < ‘dslog(er) —2K_|+ - S e [log(e™h) +r72(s)] .

This completes the proof of the proposition. O

Proof of Proposition[5.1] Suppose the bootstrap assumptions (O1), (O3), hold in [so = 50s4in,5*] C O.
Then the conclusions of Lemma [5.2] and Propositions [5.4] and [5.5| hold. In particular, and show
that and are indeed improved in the bootstrap region. It remains only to improve (O1)).

For this purpose, we simply need to integrate . The idea is that due to , we know that €2r—2 <

—7r, hence due to (4.39), we have

|log Q%(s) — 2K _s —log C_| < € log(6_1)2 —|—/ (62 log(e™!) — r)
so r
r(so)

r(s)

< log(e!)s + log

(5.51)

In fact, the final term on the right hand side is also bounded by €2 log (e‘l)s. To see this, note that if s is such

that r(s) > r_ /2, then (5.15) implies that

S _n(z s 2
log "(50) :/ ") g5 < / € _d5< s
T(S) SO SO

On the other hand, if (s) > r_/2 then implies that s > €2, hence we have log(r(s0)/r(s)) < log(e7!) <
€2 log(e_l)s.
Hence implies that
0% < C_e(2K,7D()62 log(e_l))s’ (5.52)

which clearly implies (5.5) for ¢ chosen small enough. Moreover, since e%~50() < 59 we have improved the
final bootstrap (O1)), and we are allowed to extend all the way to s = spk such that r(spx) = 2|B|2er_. The

remaining parts of the proposition are straightforward. O

Note that substituting s = spx into (5.43) and noting that 7(spx)? < €, one immediately gets (5.11)).
Remarkably, the estimate (5.11)) shows that the spacetime exhibits a nonzero yet controlled discharge within the
oscillatory region . We conclude this section with a (purely algebraic) lemma revealing that the final charge

Qoo (M, e, A) lies strictly between e and e/2.
Lemma 5.6. Define )., as in (5.10). Then one has the following alternative form for Q..:

3 ArZry(2r_ +1y)

QOO = ie—i— 12e (5.53)

From this, we make the following observations regarding Q.:
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@ If A =0, then Q. = jJe.

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

parameter space P20\ {A = 0}, Q.. /e achieves all values in (3, 2).
(iii) If A > 0, then Q. lies strictly between %e and e. Furthermore, as (M, e, A) varies across the sub-extremal

A>0

parameter space P2>0, Q /e achieves all values in (2, 1).

In particular, in all cases, one has [Qw| > %le| > 0.

Proof. To get (5.53)), 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

F(X) = X2 Paren(X) = X 2(ry = X)(r- = X) (5 = $(ry +7-)X = $X2),

T4T 3

from which we may alternatively define the surface gravity 2K _ as:
2K (M e,A) = ['(X) = =122 —r) (75— A (s 7o) — 402).

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

T4 rT— THT—

Once we have (5.53)), the case (i) is immediate. The first statement of is also immediate, since assuming
without loss of generality that e > 0, if A > 0 then (5.53) gives Q. > 3e while (5.10) gives Q. < e (recall

indeed that Ary ., and e have opposite signs). For the A < 0 case, we require one final observation, namely
3 1 o 1 1 3 3
0=r"Pryen(ry) —r_ Pyen(r—)=e" | — = — )| +(ry —r-) — = (r7 —7r2).
Dividing by r, — r_ and multiplying by r, r_, this gives
%rju: (ri+rir_ +12)=—e® +ryr_.

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

0< —%r%r+(2r, +ry) < —%hrr, (r2 +rpr_ +12) < e
Substituting this into (5.53), 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 P, = (PASOUPA>9)N{e > 0}

be the space of subextremal parameters with positive e,
 PF is an open, connected set in R3.

* Define the set P2=0 to be the set of (M, e, A) € Rt x R x (—oo0, 0] such that the polynomial Py e 4 (X) has
a single repeated positive root X = R, and P> to be the set of (M, e, A) € Rt x R x (0, +0c0) 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, defining P}, = (PA<0 U PA>0) N {e > 0}, P}, is a subset of the boundary 9P .
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2

* For (M,e,\) € P, one must have —co < AM? < 2, i.e. we are constrained to have AM? < 2 in

ser’ 9>

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 extend continuously

to P}, C P, so long as we define r_ = r, = R on this set.

In light of these facts, the expression )., will itself be a continuous function of (M, e, A) in P}, and further-

more, we can continuously extend Q. to the space of extremal parameters P, where we have

ex’

3 AR?

Qw:ie—’— de

(5.54)

We would like to estimate AR*. For extremal parameters, we must have Py e (R) = %PM,E, A(R) = 0, from
which we can get the two identities{ﬂ
—2AR*+3R—3M =0, (5.55)

R?> —3MR+2e> =0. (5.56)

Using (5.55) and then (5.56)) in (5.54), we then get

3 R(R— M)\ 3 R-M\ 3 1
QO"_zle(l+ 2¢? >_4e(1+3M—R>_2e 3-R/M (5.57)

It remains to work out the range of values that R/M can take. We rearrange (5.55) to get the equation:

1- % + ;AMQ (ﬁf =0. (5.58)
As AM? varies between —oo and 2, we can see that the unique positive root of this cubic expression in R/M
varies between 0 and %, 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 Pf 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|5.6 O
Estimate of spx: A posteriori, we have shown that O = {sp = 50s;;, < s < spk} for some spx > sp such
that r(spx) = 2|B|%er_. Note that integrating (5.15) in the region O, one gets:

1 1
57’2(50) — 57‘2(51:;() — 4|BPWwrnr? € (spr — so0)| < € log(e™1), (5.59)

which simplifies after applying the estimates of Proposition to

|r2_ — 8|B|2QH2wRNr2_625pK| < é? log(eil). (5.60)

13These will arise from %PM@,A(R) =0and %(X*‘*PM@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 region we considered the region O = {s > sp : (s) > 2|B|Wer_} = {so < s < spx}, where
so(€) = 50s;, and we recall spx = O(e~2)) was defined such that r(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 ¢,

2 2
¢ =Cjy(e)dy (5822) + Cy(e)Yy (fg;) + error,

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

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

2. We encountered many error terms using the ‘small’ term Q2 (s) to dominate polynomial powers of r~! and
||. At the start of the region O, i.e. s = sp = 50s;;,,, we only had that 2% < ¢'°0) so in order for the errors

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

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

PK = {s > spx : 7(s) > e~%¢ “r_}, which for reasons that will later become clear we denote the proto-Kasner

region. Here the dimensionless constant (M, e, A, qo) is selected to be (recall that b_ = 2'5‘%}7\’ = 2|B|2?)
8o = i|B(M e, )| 2w (M, e A, q) = Ly (6.1)
80 i Y Y ) i 20 —

In the region PK, we will overcome the difficulty [I| by instead using new bootstrap assumptions that reflect
the now monotonic behaviour of ¢ and ¢. The more fundamental difficulty [2| is dealt with by now using the
fact that Q2 is now such that 92 < exp(K_s) < exp(—O(e?)) schematically when s is of order e~2 (which

corresponds to the sub-region where r is particularly small » ~ exp(—O(e~?2))).

Proposition 6.1. Choose §y(M,e, A, qy) > 0 as in (6.1). Then in the region PK = {2|B|Wer_ > r(s) >
6*506_27;}, there exists some Dpr (M, e, A,m? qo) > 0 such that that one has the following exponential be-

haviour for the lapse Q2(s):
Q?(s) < Dpgexp(K_s) < Dpg exp(—50506_2). (6.2)

Recalling the quantity @), as defined in (5.10)), we have the following for all s € PK:

’—7“7'“(5) — 4|B|2QH2wRNr362| < Dpge log(e_l), (6.3)
‘QOA(S) - QOARNpo‘ < Dpgé?, (6.4)
1Q(5) — Quo| < Dpxce® log(e_l). (6.5)
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Using these, we define the quantities wy and £x by

wr = |qA|(spr) = wrn + O(€2), (6.6)
d r2\" 1 _
Ex = wi (dsrzez) (spi) = grpape + O loa(e ™). 6.7)

For the scalar field ¢, there will exist coefficients C;x (¢) and Cy x(¢) 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)~ (et (2587 ) + vty (55 10) )| < D ron(e), ©8)
‘d’(s) . <CJK(E)J1 (51; ;"i(j)> L Cyr(OY: (&; Z(j) )> ' < Dpelog(eL). 6.9)

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

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

Remark. Both the statement and the proof of Proposition [6.1| will show large similarities to Proposition in
Section[5] One notes, however, that in order to obtain optimal error estimates it is required to adjust the quantities
&0 and wyp, which are defined as the values of certain quantities evaluated at s = sp = 50sy;,,, to the quantities

£k and wg, which are the values of the same quantities but evaluated at s = spy instead.

6.2 Proof of Proposition |6.1

In light of the results we wish to find, we make reference to the following 4 bootstrap assumptions in the region

PK, indeed 3 of these are part of the conclusion of Proposition [6.1

Q° < C_ef* < O exp(—5080e?), (PK1)
8 B 2Qn2 2 .2
|6(s)] < 10020 (1 +log (W)) , (PK2)
. 8|B|?90r2 2
|¢] < 100wpnN - 8|BI A=’ 2 . (PK3)
QI < 2le|. (PK4)

It is clear following Proposition that the bootstraps (PK2), (PK3), (PK4) hold in a neighborhood of s =
spr. The second part of (PKI)) follows from (5.60): indeed e chosen sufficiently small, following the definition

of (6.1)), we have by (5.60)

2|K,| 1 1
WRN 2\BPQB2 - 2|B|2QH4

|K,|SPK Z = 50(506_2, (612)

as required.

57



We now proceed in largely the same manner as in the region O (Section [5): always assume the bootstraps,
we begin as in Section with some preliminary estimates on —r and A, then as in we use these together
with the equation written in the Bessel form to find precise asymptotics for the scalar field ¢. Finally one
concludes using these Bessel asymptotics to close estimates for Q and Q2 as in 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 The idea is
that the bootstrap now means that 2 is dominated by powers of 7!, so terms in the system (2.36)-(2.46)
involving Q2 are generally ignorable (since r—1 < %< in the region under consideration). For instance consider
the following expression arising in (2.40):

%2 (ng + m2r2gb|2> < e 48%0e™?
in light of the various bootstrap assumptions (PK1)-(PK4). We now proceed with the proof in a series of lemmas

similar to those of Section[5l

Lemma 6.2. Assuming the bootstraps (PK1)-(PK4) for s € PK, one finds

+ |—1#(s) — ri(spr)| < Dpe40%¢ " (6.13)

i)

g0 A(s) — qoA(spi)| < Dpe 1% " 6.14)

One also finds lb and ll Moreover, letting x(s) = 7;(;) one gets the equation

d ( do

2 —
i (xdx> reaf=g, (6.15)

where the error term & is bounded by

|€6(5)| < Dprce™0%<,

Proof. The proof is almost identical to that of Lemma [5.2]and in light of the comments above. Note that on

several occasions one must integrate in subintervals of P/C. But since for s € PK,

r2(spr) —12%(s) r2(spx)

Supge[SPK,S] (_2rr(§)) h Supge[SpK,S] (_27"’;(5))

s—spk <

<wpy =0(1), (6.16)

in light of (6.3), such integrations are always harmless. O

Lemma 6.3. Assuming the bootstraps (PK1))-(PK4) in the region PK, let zpx = x(spk), and define the coeffi-

cients Cjk (¢) and Cy g (€) via

-1

Crk(e€) _ Jo(€xzpK) Yo(§xrpK) ¢(rpr) 6.17)
Cyk(e) €k Ji(lxrpr) —ExY1(ExTPi) 2 (zpK)
Then one has that |Cyx (¢) — C(€)| + [Cyk(€) — Cy (¢)| < Dpge*log(e~'), and that
|p(x) — Crx(€)Jo(Exr) — Crr(€)Yo(Erx)| < Dpge 2000 (6.18)
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%(3) + &k Crk(e)1(éxe) + ExCyr()Y1(Exa)| < Dpe2000¢ " (6.19)

Proof. The idea is that when dealing with the scalar field, since we have the same familiar form for the equation
(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 optimal error estimates, however, we evolve the system from x = xpx as opposed to x = x, hence
the redefinition of the Bessel coefficients as in (6.17). We first show these are close to the original coefficients as
claimed; from Proposition 5.4 we have

d(zpK) _ Jo(§orpK) Yo(SorpK) Cyle) L0
%(pr) —&J1(boxpr) —&oY1(Sozpr)| |Cy(e)

Moreover, since zpr = 4|B[?252, by Propositionwe know that 1/4 < &oxpk,{xkxpx < 1 and |{orpr —
¢xapr| S €?log(e!), so since the derivatives of J,(z) and Y, (z) are bounded for 1/4 < 2 < 1, and the

coefficients C's(¢), Cy (€) are uniformly bounded, we can modify the above formula to

d(rpK) _ Jo(ExxpK) Yo(éxzpr) Cy(e) +O(€210g(€—1))' (6.20)

%(mPK) —¢xJilxrpr) —ExYi(€xepi)| |Cy(e)

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

TXPK

—1
Jo(€xxpK) Yo(éxrpr) _ 2 —{xY1éxrpr) —Yo(lxrpk)
—¢xJilxrpr) —ExYi(€xTpi) ExJilxkrpr)  Jo(€xxpk)

has uniformly bounded entries, combining (6.20) with (6.17)) shows, as claimed, the relation

C C
src(€) = s(€) +O(é? log(e_l)).
CYK (6) 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 (5.30) again here:

{j] () = Sex (x;2pK) [f] (mpK)—|—/ Sex (x;2) { 0 ] dz. (6.21)
i e 166()

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 (6.19).

For the second term on the right hand side of (6.21)), we once again appeal to part of Corollary
From this corollary, the existence of the operator S¢, (z; xpx) will contribute at worst an additional factor of
271 < €2e200¢ in our [ estimates. Since the length of the integration interval |z — zpx| < 2 pg is uniformly

bounded, (6.18) and (6.19) 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 to improve (PK2) and (PK3). In fact, we shall only show the latter; the former
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follows similarly.

By Lemma [6.3] and the bounds on the coefficients in Proposition [5.4} one has

’fiif’ < 2VT Wk - (|1 (Er)| + [Yi(Ex))).

In light of Facts[A.1]and [A.2] one can check e.g. numerically that for z < 1, one has max{z|Jo(z)|, 2[Yo(2)|} < 1,
hence ";—i" < 4y/mWz~1. Hence using — 4% = 8| B|>W?wryn + O(e? log(e~')) from Lemma it is clear that
we improve (PK3).

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

S
/ A2 (g2 () ds'

SPK

Now, we use (5.17)) and (6.10) to estimate

2
log o}

2
) (s")ds'. (6.22)

/ Agr2|g|(s') ds’

s 2
.
S/ € 55 <1+
SpK r-e

. . 2 .
Substituting » = 57— as usual, and noting that —% ~ 1, we therefore see that

4|B|*25?
hS / ex(1+ |logz|)? dr < €2 (6.23)
0

/ Ag2r2|p|(s') ds’

Combined with (5.11)), this will yield (6.5), and hence improve the bootstrap (PK4).
Last of all, for the quantity 2, we proceed using the Raychaudhuri equation (2.36]), which implies the mono-
tonicity of —Q~27. One finds from this that for s € PK:

QZ(S) < QQ(SPK) .T(SPK)
—rr(s) = —ri(spr)  r(s)

Therefore one applies (6.3) and (5.5) to find:

2

Q%(s) < (14 2Dp€e’log(e™)) - C_e@K-+Doc log(™" ))spxc _ gdoc™? (6.24)

By (6.12) and (6.16), it is straightforward to bound the right hand side such that we find (6.2]), which improves
the final bootstrap ll , in view of the fact that 6, = m as we defined it. 0O

6.3 The onset of the Kasner-like geometry

Following the proof of Proposition |6.1, we mention a corollary of Proposition that will be important in later
sections, and in interpreting the subset PK1 = Ky N PK = {2|B|2We2r_ > r(s) > e~ "r_} as a genuine
Kasner-like region. (Note that for this step we restrict ourselves to 7(s) < e?r_ rather than r(s) < er_ to be able

to ignore the O(1) terms in the Bessel asymptotics.)

Corollary 6.4. Consider the region s € PK; = {2|B|We?r_ > r(s) > 6750672?"_}. In this region, we have the
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following forms for (¢, zj)), where ¢; = 1 and ¢y = 277! (y — log 2): (here v = 0.577.. is the Euler constant)

2 2
‘(i)(s) + %CYK(E) log (7“2(8)6&() — 10k (€) — caCyk(e)] < Dpyé? log(efl), (6.25)
() + 20vie(0) 25| < Dpreog(e? (6.26)
o(s) + g YK(G)W < Dpge’log(e™). )

Next, recall the function ©(e) arising in ll Then, defining ¥(s) :=

section], one finds that

j‘fn (s) [see already (7.1) in the next

‘\II(S) + % D) sin(@(e))’ < Dpge’log(e™). (6.27)

Furthermore, if we let ¥; = ¥(s = s;), one can determine that ¥(s) changes only slowly within PK;:
|W(s) — ¥;| < Dprr?(s)log(e™!) < Dpgetlog(e™!). (6.28)

Finally, one obtains the following consequences for the lapse Q2:

% log Q2 (s)
% logr(s)

02 (s) (“)

Proof. The equations (6.25)) and (6.26) follow immediately from (6.8)), (6.9) and the Bessel function asymptotics
in Facts|A.1] and- A.2| Indeed, by restricting 7(s) < 2|B|20e?r_, we guarantee that

—U? +1| < Dpge’log(e™!), (6.29)

1
log - ib:%—2 < Dpglog(e™). (6.30)

Exr(s)

2 2 <€
e

)

hence Facts[A.1]and [A.2] guarantee that

‘JO (fK;Q(Q‘S)) _ 1‘ g 64, ‘Jl <€K§2(S)>‘ S 627

r?e 7?2 €2
Exr3(s) 2 r2 €2 2 A Exr3(s) 2 r2e? ) .
Y. —1 —— — —(y—=1log2)| < Y; — < €1 .
0 < r2 2 §K7"2( ) 7T(7 0g2)| S € ! r2 2 + {3 (s) ~ € og(e )

Substituting these into (6.8) and (6.9 . we get (6 and (6.26) with ¢; = 1 and ¢ = 27~ (y — log 2).
Next, combining l with the estimates and ( it is straightforward to get

‘r%ﬁ(s) + 167 Cy k (€)| B|* W wrnr? e ‘ < etlog(e™h). (6.31)

Hence from (6.3) we find that

Z T 47 Cy i (e)

“Il(s) + 47~ (e)] = < elog(e™t), (6.32)

thus (6.27) follows from |Cy k (€) — Cy (€)| < €2log(e™?) and (5.26).
To get (6.28), note that (6.26) will also yield [r2d(s) — r2d(s;)| < €?log(e~*)r?(s), while we also know from
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(6.13) that | — ri(s) — 77i(s;)| < e~40%¢ " < 2 log(e~1)r2(s) changes little in the region PK. Combining these
two estimates, given also that —77(s) ~ €2 by (6.3)), yields (6.28).
We now move on to the estimate (6.29) for the derivative of Q2(s). We proceed here using the Raychaudhuri
equation in the form (2.38]), which after multiplying by r(s)(s(s)) 2 gives:
rd ric _r2¢* _ r?|APgg|¢l

——logQ? — — =
rds o TR g2 72

Using (2.39) to substitute for #, and noticing that the rightmost term on the left hand side is exactly V2, one
finds

d i 25
S log P 41— W2 = (—ri)2 [7"4142f18|¢|2 + o (@ = A rtmlioP) |

From Proposition and (6.25)), the right hand side of this is bounded by a multiple of ¢=*(r?log(%))? <
e*log(e™1), so that if we use also then we get (6.29) as required.

Finally, for , one would like to integrate . However, one needs to first estimate Q2 (sg, ), where
s = sk, is such that r(sk,) = 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(PK1) = {so(e) < s < sk, }:

‘js log Q%(s) — 2K_’ < Eflog(e™t) +r72(s)). (6.33)

Integrating this in exactly the region s € O U (PK \ K1), using that the s-length of the integration interval is of
O(e7?), one gets
[log Q% (sk,) — 2K_sk, | Slog(e™") + [log *(so)| < log(e71).

We also need to estimate the expression 2K _ sk, . This follows from an identical computation to that of spx
as in (5.60]), and one finds that
1

+ O(log(e™1)) = —§b2_e_2 + O(log(e™1)).

2K_|

2K _ =
K 8|B|2QU2wRNe2

T‘(SK )

Making a final observation that ~ €2 so that additional factors of log(r(sx,)/r_) can also be added, we

arrive at

1
- ibiﬁ <Slog(e™h). (6.34)

Finally, we rewrite (6.29) as

4 log < eflog(e!) 77’(8).

ds

Q%(s) <Tf’))l_ﬂ

Integrating this in the region s € PXNK; and using (6.34) to estimate the boundary term at s = sk, , we indeed
find (6.30). O

14We need to extend from r(s) > € to r(s) 2 €2, but the proof still applies as we only needed | log(r/r_)| < log(e™1).
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7 Construction of the sets £, and E, , for further quantitative estimates

So far, we have a description of the hairy black hole interior up to the region PK, where s ~ (8| B|*2%wprne?) ™!
and r(s) > exp(—dope ?)r_. These estimates hold for 0 < e < ¢, where (M, e, A,m? qo) > 0 is taken
sufficiently small, and §, is a fixed quantity determined by (6.I). In particular, up to this point we have placed
no restriction on the value of ¢, other than its smallness.

However, at least within the present article, to proceed further we will be required to restrict attention to a

smaller subset of values of ¢ verifying a certain condition. We define the following important quantity:

9
U = M = —r@. (7.1)
—7rr dr

Then the precise condition on e we shall use is that
(W] == [¥(si)| = n >0, Q)

where s; marks the end of the region PK, i.e. r(s;) = 6_506727‘,, and n > 0 is an arbitrary small constant. Before
using (f) to analyse the spacetime beyond PK in Section [8] 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 (5.27).

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

1

) = Sppme

+ O(log(e™)). (7.2)

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

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

limsupealHe € (0, o] : |sin(O(€))| > n}|

eg—0

could be arbitrarily small, or even vanish asymptotically.

To overcome this issue, we instead consider the quantity:

2o = (5 + 2202 (|qu|<5> TON ) +wRNs> , 73)

where to make sense of the right hand side, we now interpret f(s) € {r(s),logQ3(s),Q(s), A(s), #(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 = % / 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 (2.44) is

< 0?2 2Qr.
Ae = (Qe + Q(IOg 92)6 - Ci) )

— 53
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while the corresponding evolution equations for the other linearized quantities are more complicated and will
not be written explicitly.

Along with the evolution equations, we need to pose data for the various quantities f.(s) in the s — —oo limit.
For this purpose, one should return to the 1 4+ 1-dimensional formulation of the problem in the regular (U, V)
coordinates as in Section[2.3] and take the appropriate e-derivatives there. One finds that the correct asymptotic

data is

lim r.(s) =0, lim Q(s)=0, lim ¢ =1, (7.4)
§——00 s——00 §——00
d
. 2 _ . a 2 _
Sgr_noo(logﬂ )e = SEI_HOO I (log Q). =0, (7.5)
lim Q 2A.(s) =0, (7.6)
S——00
2rym2e
. 9. _oary
SLHPOO 4077 (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,(logQ?), Q., A, ¢} up to the late blue shift region £3, 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 < Ape~ !}, there exists some constant Dy (M, e, A, m?, qo) such

that:

|#e| + s~ re| < Dpge, (7.9)
‘58(108292)5 + 57 (log Q*)¢| < Dppes, (7.10)
|Ac| + 571Qc| < Dppe, (7.11)

|bel + || < Dig, (7.12)

60| + |06e| < Drge’s. (7.13)

Furthermore, we have the more precise estimate for sp = 505, < s < Age™1:
‘—7'”6(8) — 8|B|2m2wRN7",6’ < DLEGSS. (714)

Corollary 7.2. Consider the expression (7.3)). Then

d 1

a@(E) + W S DLEG_l lOg(G_l). (715)

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 for some polynomial P of degree less than 2, one has

‘5 <|qofi<s> 20 (~ ) +wRNs>

S et POt |6]) + wan — laoA| < €
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where the final step follows from Q2 < €190 at s = 5o and Proposition Hence even with the %2 ~ ¢! factor
in front, this term contributes at worst O(e) and can be ignored.
The main term (4|B|?20%¢*)~! on the left hand side of (7.15) comes from taking the e-derivative of

-1 . . -
(—4r2(s))" . Indeed, the expression that arises from this is

—2
T= oAl r2(6)- (= 4r2(9)) - 2rlo)Hs) 4 (o)

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

of the error):

2
WRNTZ - -
I= (8| B]2202r2 wr€2)? - 2(=8|BI*Wwrnrie) + O(e 110%(6 1)
1 — _
= ~Jpmaea O los().

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

F+ (016076 + 2o - (= 5r70)) =~ g + O ox(e)

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 extremely complicated, and
we therefore only include upper bounds for the various quantities |f.|. Differentiating (2.39)—(2.45) in ¢, the

appropriate inequalities and equations are:

7el S Q% (Irel + [(10g Q%)e| +1Qel) + (=) ([7e] + [7e]) + Q22|depe] (7.16)

‘;;ﬂog@?k S Q(rel + [(10g Q)| + |Qc]) + (=#)(Ire| + [ie]) + Al ¢¢c| + | + [ Acllg*,  (7.17)
Q| S (JAe] + [Are)) |6 + |Ago], (7.18)

A < Q3 (Irel + 1108 22)] + |Qe]), (7.19)

b= =T i T g RS9 A+ o). (:20)

Note that for the final equation (7.20)), it was 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, NV, £B and LB

exactly as in Section [4]

Step 1: The redshift region R = {—c0 < s < —Agr}

In this region, we consider the following bootstrap assumptions, which hold in a neighborhood of s = —cc by
the asymptotic data above:
[re] + [7e| + [(log Q%)e| +[Qc| + 127%Ac| < ¢, (7.21)

|| + [de| < 2. (7.22)
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Note that by Proposition we know already that —7,|A| < Q2, and therefore given these bootstrap as-
sumptions and the inequality (4.8) we may simply integrate up the equations (7.16)—(7.20) to get

Q| + |02 A S 92, (7.23)

d
i+ i+ (08 2)] + | - Qo 2)

lpe — 1] + |e| < Q2. (7.24)

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

bootstraps are easily improved.

Step 2: The no-shift region /' = {—-Ar < s < S}

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

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

. d A ;
X, = (1ot (0892) 4008 0%)0, QAL ) @, = (0060,

ds
then in light of Proposition the system (7.16)-(7.20) can be translated into
‘Xe| S [Xe| + €[ @], |¢1)€| S Re| + €l Xl
Hence a straightforward use of Gronwall in the bounded s-region s € [—Axg, S| yields
sup [Xe|(s) S [Xe[(—AR) + esup [@|(s) S [Xe[(~AR) + €| ®c|(~Ar) + € sup [X|(s)
seN seN seEN

So for e sufficiently small, we absorb the rightmost term into the left hand side, and we can see that there exists

some constant Dy g (M, e, A, m?, qy) such that

IXc|(S) < Dnge, |®|(S) < Dyg. (7.25)

Step 3: Upper bounds in the blue shift regions EB8 U LB = {S < s < Age}.

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

bootstrap assumptions:

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

Note that the first of these trivially implies |r.| < 10Dy ges. Then integration of ll gives that |AE| < Dyge.
We next use these bootstraps to estimate ¢. and (;56. Note that the expression J, in (7.20) now obeys the

estimate |.J,| < Dy ge?. We now follow the proof of Proposition and consider the quantity

HO = £ A
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Completely analogously to before, one finds that
HO <OPH® +1J4)|d| <Q?HE + DypeVHE.
So as Q2(s) is integrable for s € £B U LB, one can apply Grénwall to the quantity v H () to yield
VHO(s) <VHO(S) + Dype?s < |¢e|(S) + |6l (S) + Dype®s < Dyp.

Since H(®) ~ ¢? 4 ¢?2, one gets the estimate (7.12)).
The next step is to integrate (7.16). Note that by Propositions |4.4| and we have —* < max{Q2, ¢?}, and

02 < K-35 50
A5€71 ,
|7e]| < Dnpe + C’DNE/ (X -5 53¢ 4 35')ds' < 2Dy
5

where C here is a constant independent of ¢ and Dy g, hence the second inequality follows for S chosen suf-
ficiently large and Ap chosen sufficiently small. This improves (7.26) and in fact yields (7.9) after a further
integration.

The estimates (7.10) and (7.11) then follow from integration of (7.17), (7.18) and (7.19), and this also

improves the remaining two bootstrap assumptions.

Step 4: Precise bounds for the scalar field

We now move onto the estimate (7.13). Note that d¢. = ¢. — (¢)., but recall that since ¢, is the ex-
actly the solution to the linear charged wave equation in a Reissner-Nordstrom background having initial data
lim,_,_o ¢r = ¢, it is clear that (¢,). is exactly the solution to the linear charged wave equation in Reissner-

Nordstrom with lim,, o (¢r)e(s) = 1. Namely, we have

2002
m Qny

2irN(Pr)e 5o
- g A e —
RN 20 ARN () 4

(br)e = (@r)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 m202
T

6 = — 2 A%5¢ — 45@+%+@, (7.29)

where Jy is as in ll s j¢ arises from taking the differences of , 7, A, Q2 from their Reissner-Nordstrém quan-

tities, and one gets the estimate

. 20?2 forse R,
[ o () + [Js(s)] <
€2 fors e NUEBU LB.

We now proceed in the usual way using the quantity

HO = 14602 4+ r*¢2| A2 |66 .
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Then by using the equation (7.29), one finds that for all s € RUN U EB U LB, we get
d - . . —
£H(€) SQPH + (| Jg] + | Jo)VHO.

Using now the fact that lim,_, _., H(?)(s) = 0 and i Azl (2 g uniformly bounded in ¢, Gronwall applied to this

— 00

differential inequality gives:
Ape™ 1

[Jo(3)| + 1 T5(3)]) d5 S €%s. (7.30)

VE© < /

-

This of course will yield the estimate (7.13). Note that by Corollary[2.4] one then has for s € LB,

|pe — Be'RN® — Be " nNs| < s, (7.31)

Q;E — inNBei‘*’RNS + Z‘wRNgeiinNs S 2. (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 2 SN P 712 2
%(_Te) - % log(Q ) : (—7‘5) - 27‘(@5(;56 + |A| QO¢¢6) + JQ;

where the error Jg, satisfies | Jo| < €3s.

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

d ~
%(—f«e) —2K_(—7) = 8| B|*whyr_e + Jo + Ja,

where | Jo| < €®s. We now use a standard integrating factor to integrate between s;;,, and s € LB, yielding
—re(s) = e2K-(s751n) () (515 ) + / K- 6= (8| BPwi yr_e + Jo(s') + Ja(s')) ds'.
Slin

One may then simply compute the relevant integrals to find that

8| B]2w% yr—€

v Se1? + s

-
But for s > sp, we know Q2 < !9 and (7.14) follows immediately. O

7.2 The measure of the set £,

We now use Proposition[7.1], or more precisely Corollary[7.2] to control the measure of the set of values of € such
that condition holds. Let (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)
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Then the set E,, 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,| < K20n. (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 ¢ to ©(¢); for ¢y and 7 sufficiently small,
el = /0 Lijwi|<ny de,

< /0 1| sin(e(e))|<vmamm} de;

d -1
de

o(e)| de,

+oo
= 1 sin i
/@(e) {I'sin ©] <72}

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'/? 10g ©). (7.35)

Combining with the above, we therefore see that

400
1
|F7€| S\/ 1 sin s 9_3/2d®'
n o) {l O|<v/mWn} 4\/§|B|m

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 centred on the integer lattice 7Z. So the integral is akin to
taking a discrete sum of the form Z:f@(g) —, multiplied by appropriate weights. Keeping only the weights |B|

and 20 which depend on the background parameters, we have

|Fyel S BT 020 < e, (7.36)
using (7.2)) again in the last step. This yields (7.34), and the remainder of the corollary follows easily. O

Remark. Recalling Theorem as well as studying the values of e obeying (), we also need to investigate the
measure of the set of values of e obeying the ‘inversion’ condition < |¥;| < 1—¢ or the ‘non-inversion’ condition

|¥;| > 1+ 0. This can be done in the same way as the proof of Corollary[7.3] and we leave it as an exercise.

8 Kasner regimes and inversion

Now assuming the condition (f), i.e that € 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;),
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often denoted as ¥; in the sequel, where ¥(s) is given by (7.1)).

Following the discussion of the introduction, particularly Section[1.5] if |¥;| > 1, then the region PX; 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 inversion phenomenon. In simplified terms, between s = s; and s = s,
the quantity ¥ will invert from its initial value ¥; = ¥(s;) to a final value W ~ W; ' 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 inversions, 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[8.1] we give further background into why we distinguish between |¥| < 1 and |¥| > 1, and hence
the need to study Kasner inversions. We will also introduce new renormalized quantities and the equations
that they obey. In particular, we state a “soft result” [Proposition which says that if |¥;| < 1~ then
there is necessarily a Kasner inversion. As any application of this will be superseded by the propositions in

the subsequent sections, we do not provide a proof of this proposition.

* In Section[8.2] we state the main Proposition [8.2] 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

* In Section[8.3] we provide the proof of Proposition[8.2] This will entail a detailed estimate for all the error
terms involved in deriving an ODE of the form (1.31)). Once completed, this proof shows that the spacetime

will exist up to a spacelike singularity at some s = s, with r7(sy,) = 0.

* In Section we apply our results regarding ¥ in Proposition [8.2] to find quantitative estimates on geo-
metric quantities such as Q2. This will be crucial in showing quantitative closeness to Kasner spacetimes in

Section [0

8.1 Background on Kasner inversions

In this section, we briefly explore the important role played by the quantity ¥, and the differing evolutionary
dynamics that occur when |¥;| = |¥(s;)| is greater than or less than 1. The key actors are the following 2
equations: the evolution equation for —rr and the Raychaudhuri equation (2.36). It will be useful to
instead rewrite the Raychaudhuri equation as an evolution equation for log(92?/(—7)), and rewrite part of the

right hand side in terms of the quantity W:

d 02 7 r2 .
7 log () = 0% + —|A]2¢3|9)°. (8.1)
S —Tr T rr

Supposing for now that the rightmost term is integrable and small, one sees that the value of ¥? determines
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the leading order behaviour of Q2 in r. Letting o> = inf W2 and 32 = sup ¥2 in our region of interest, integrating

(8.1) gives:
2 QQ 2

Clowerrﬁ <— < Ouppe7'ra . (82)

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

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

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

A4r2 >

and lower bounds of the form:

d
— Clowerr? % < —d—(—rf") < —Clupperr® 27 (8.3)

77 (s) — P ()| S ris) — () S T (s) — T (). (8.4)

We can therefore make 2 observations:

* If 8 < 1, then \r(s)ﬁz‘l - r(si)52‘1| is unbounded as r(s) — 0, which suggests that —rs 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 an ‘inversion’ which forces 5 > 1.

e If a > 1, then \7“(,9)‘12*1 - r(si)a2*1| is bounded by a multiple of r(si)o‘zfl, which in our case has order of
magnitude O(e_("_l)éofz) < —r7(s;). So —rr 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.

We now formalize the former observation in the following Proposition[8.1] which is stated in a way such that it
could potentially be applied in a more general setting from which data is supplied at some s = s;. Proposition|8.1
proves the presence of an inversion by contradiction: if |¥|(s;) < 1, then in order to form a spacelike singularity
with both |@| and —r7 uniformly bounded below in a neighborhood of the singularity, then one must have
supsex |¥(s)| > 1. As our applications of Proposition are subsumed under Proposition [8.2 which is proved

later in Section [8.3] we omit its proof.

Proposition 8.1. Let (r,Q%, ¢, Q, A) be a solution to the system of equations (2.36)—(2.46)), with data given at
some s = s;. Suppose that the solution exists in the interval s; < s < soc < 400, with r(s) = 0. Assume that

there exist lower bounds on |Q] and —r7 in s; < 5 < S0t

inf |Q(s)] >0, inf —rr(s) > 0. (8.5)

$i<8<Soo ;<8< 800

Then one must have sup,, <, |¥(s)| > 1. In particular, if [¥(s;)| < 1 there must exist some s; € (s;, So) such

that |U(s;)| = 1.

In what follows, we will obtain more quantitative information on the behavior of spacetime, both when the

inversion occurs (which will then imply Proposition 8.1), and when it does not.
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8.2 The bootstraps, preliminary estimates and statement of Proposition

In this section, we state and initiate the proof of Proposition[8.2] 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
a certain nonlinear ODE — which, as we show in Section in turn allows us to control the other geometric

quantities including Q2(s).
Proposition 8.2. Fix some 5 € R with 0 < 7 < min{320, 1}. Then there exists some ¢,(n) > 0 depending on 7
as well as the usual parameters M, e, A, m?, qo, such that if both

0<e<cl) and [W]=|(s) >n, )

then the solution of the system (2.36)—(2.46]) exists in the interval s € (—00, 55 ), With s; < 5o < 400 and

r(s) — 0 as s — S In fact one has in the region IC = {s > s; : 7(s) > 0} the following lower bound on —r7(s):
—r7(s) > 2|B|*W*rt wrnn?e’. (8.6)

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

number o = a(e) and a function F(s) satisfying:
la — U;| < D exp(—doe ), | F(s)| < Dk exp(—boe ?)r(s) = Dyr_e %0 =R,

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

dv

1
5=V —a) <\If—)+]—". (8.7)

(07

Finally, one has the following upper and lower bounds for |¥(s)| for s € K:
min{|¥,|, [T} — Dge % " < [W(s)| < max{|¥y|, [¥; [} + Dge 00 " (8.8)

Remark. We use the same notation Dy = Dx (n, M, e, A,m?, qo) > 0 throughout the various lemmas and propo-
sitions of Section|[8] Note that it is possible to track the dependence of D on 7, and hence strengthen the result
from having a fixed 7 in to allowing 1 = n(e) to decay as ¢ — 0, for instance n = €"-°1. However for the

purpose of a simpler exposition we do not pursue that here.

The proof of Proposition 8.2 will be broken into several lemmas in Sections[8.2|and We first list the three

main bootstrap assumptions of the region K:

|| <4n™t, (K1)
—rr(s) > \B|2%2r3w3m7262, (K2)
9l < 1) < 200w, (K3)

Here Qo = Quo(M,e,A) # 0 is defined in (5.10), see also Lemma to see that Q. lies strictly between
e/2 and e. In light of Proposition [6.1]and Corollary|[6.4} these bootstrap assumptions hold in a neighborhood of

S = S;.
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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 Q2(s).

Lemma 8.3. Assuming the bootstraps (K1), (K2), (K3), we have the following preliminary estimates on ¢ as

well as the Maxwell quantities  and A:

_ 8| B|?202%7r2 €2
lp(s)| < 2n~ " log <r2(s)> ) (8.9)
|Q(s) — Q(s;)| < D exp(—dpe?), (8.10)
lgoA|(s) — wrn| < Dé?. (8.11)

In particular, using (8.10) we immediately improve the bootstrap assumption (K3)).

Lemma 8.4. 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|22ﬂ2wRN7“362 + Dget log(e_l), (8.12)
rz(.;.ﬂ(s) —1| < Dg eXp(f(?Oe*z) (8.13)
7‘2¢(5i) N 7

|¥| >n— Dg exp(—éoe_Q). (8.14)

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):
0? 02
—(s) < —(s;) < exp(—505oe*2). (8.15)

-r -

Proof of Lemma To prove the preliminary bound on ¢, we recall once again that we may rewrite ¥ as fr%.

So we use (K1) as follows:

2(¢.
< 277_1 log 7;2((?)) . (8.16)

() | (r r(s;
o) —ots)1 < [ e < an~t g T

But from in Corollary one easily finds (using n < 120) that [recall the definition (6-7)]:

2 2

4
lp(si)| < —=20""log (”> < 2n~'log (

8| B|?20%r2 €2
Ve £ (o) ) ®17

r2(si)

where we have used Cy i ~ YZ 20 sin(6(¢)) + O(e2 log(¢~1)). Combining the two inequalities and
will clearly yield (8.9).

For the Maxwell gauge field A(s), we use the following trick (in using this trick it is crucial that (K3) gives
us a lower bound |Q| > [Qw|/2): as 7(s) < exp(—doe ?)r- < |Qu|/4 for s € K, tells us that —r7(s) is
decreasing in K. Furthermore, since we must have —r7(s) > 0 for s € K, the same equation provides a bound

on the integral:
s Q2QZ

o (8)d5 < —2ri(sy). (8.18)

Si
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Hence using the lower bound of (K3)) once more, the equation (2.44) yields

N < 1IN, 2 S —dri(s;)
|qu(S) — qOA(SZ)| S ., 47‘2 (S) ds S m ., w(s) ds S m (819)
But since Proposition [6.1] tells us that —r7(s;) ~ €2, we may use this to deduce (8.11).
To close the estimate on (), we simply integrate (2.43)):
s _ s 8|B 2QU2T%€2 ~
@) - @l < [ dldriepe s s [ e (PR (5.20)

But in the region K, where r(s) < e=%¢ “r_ and the interval of integration has length |s — s;| = O(e~2e=2%0¢ ")

by (K2, it is straightforward to determine (8.10) and improve the bootstrap (K3)). O

Proof of Lemma(8.4] The first estimate is immediate by monotonicity. Indeed, so long as 7(s) < |Q(s)],
as shown in Lemma [8.3] the quantity —r7(s) is decreasing in s. So the estimate (6.3) evaluated at s = s; yields
(8.12).

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—. L ) < L “Sz) < exp(—5050672) e exp(—50672) < exp(f50§0672). (8.21)
—7 -7 —r7(s;)

This is (8.15), and we use this together with (8.12)) and the conclusions of Lemma 8.3|to yield from (2.46)

8| B|?25%r2 €2

‘(i(?ggb)(s) < exp(—doe?) - 7(s) log <72@> < e exp(—dpe?). (8.22)

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
r2é(s) — 12 (s)| < exp(—3doe?). (8.23)

Finally, since |W(s;)| > 1 and —r#(s;) is bounded below using (5.15)), we have |r2¢(s;)| = —r7(s;) - | (s;)| = €2.
Combining this with (8.23) we obtain (8.13).

Therefore, for e sufficiently small we see that
—ri(si)  r?9(s)

|T(s)| = —7(s) . r2¢(si) <|W(s;)] >n— Dk exp(—éoe_ ) (8.24)

The inequality here used (8.13) and the fact that —rr(s) is decreasing for s € K, as well as the original assumption
(2N O

8.3 The dynamical system for ¥ and the proof of Proposition

In this section, we complete the proof of Proposition The main step will be to find the ODE (8.7). For this
purpose, we start with a lemma concerning the first and second derivatives of ¥ with respect to the timelike

variable r.
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Lemma 8.5. Assume that the bootstraps (K1), (K2)), hold. Then if £ is defined such that

dr o —ri —47

2 2
v _ gy L 9 <1 - % —m?r?|¢|? — r2A> + &, (8.25)
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 (8.26)
For the second derivative, if the error term F; is defined such that

4> dw\? w224V
_ 2\Ij_1 — _— = 8.2
dr? ( dr ) rodr F1 (8.27)
then for s € K, the expression F; satisfies the following bound:
Fi1 < D exp(—200e ) r™ " (8.28)

Proof of Lemma Assuming the bootstraps, the conclusions of Lemmas(8.3]and[8.4]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 ) +¢, (8.29)
where the error £ is given by
1 d, ,, 1 [ glAPrS 2022
£i=——(r’¢) = — w A9 MO0 (8.30)
—rrdr —rr —rr —4r

We seek the estimates (8.26)). Using Lemmas|[8.3|and [8.4} it is straightforward to get

2

2
1] < e *rPlog (€i2> + exp(—2506_2)6_2r2 log (ﬁi 2) < exp(—2506_2)r. (8.31)
r r

For the derivative estimate in (8.26)), we simply differentiate the expression (8.30)) term by term. This is rather
cumbersome, and we simplify the exposition by merely considering the new multiplicative factors that arise
when differentiating the various terms, noting that it is most crucial to keep track of the additional powers of

r—1 that arise:

(i) Differentiating (—r7)~! in r will yield an extra multiplicative factor of

02 1 [/Q?
_747‘? <T2 + m2r2|¢\2 + 7’2A — 1)

so since Q # 0 this will contribute a multiplicative factor of 7—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 |l
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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

TR 1 @lAlzey = L ralAPe? w2
T2(|¢| + ¢l AlP¢%) = r + (—ri)2 = +1

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 (8.30) will trivially only lose one power of .

From ()-(v) we get the estimate (8.26)).
Due to this estimate and (8.15]), we can find an initial upper bound on the first derivative using (8.25):

‘ < Dp exp( 5050672)7‘72 + Dy exp(—250672)r < Dy exp(—550672)7‘72. (8.32)

We now treat the second derivative. We differentiate the expression (8.25) again in r, and find

2y [ dv AU AW \112 T )
av d Q2 9 9,9 20 d€
+<dr_€> ‘“w‘m“ﬁ"" ar

To explain the derivation of the equation (8.33)), we take (8.25), subtract € from both sides and take a logarithm,

and then differentiating, to write,

ilo
dr &

av

—=¢ _ 4 log |¥| — log(—r7) +lo L +1o Q—Z—m2r2¢2—r2/\
dr ar \'°% & S\ a7 gl r2 ’

from which (8.33) follows after using the usual evolution equations (2.40) and (8.1)).
We now wish to recover the ODE ([8.27)) along with (8.28)) i.e. we just need to show that all error terms present
within (8.33) are bounded by exp(—doe~2)r~!. This is mostly straightforward by (8.26) and (8.32), with the

most complicated term being the one involving the log.
Firstly, using (8.32)) and (8.26) as well as the lower bound (8.14) for |¥|, we see that

A oA L (AP
- (zdr_g>(dr_5)_w (d)
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Next, note that by (8.12), and (8.11)), 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

dv \112 r 9 U2 dU
- _ _ - - < 2 1
’( , 8) ( ; 2 |A\ 10} > ; exp( 20p€ )7’ . (8.35)

We now move onto the more tedious term 1nvolv1ng - log(---). Computing the derivative using the system

of equations (2.36)-(2.46) one eventually finds

2
17Q7 m2r2¢? —

d
ar 8 rl—g’

dr

21—
2 ‘ f
where the expressions f and g are given by

=@

3 A2 42
! ( QAq9¢ +m2r¢? — mPro¥ + 7'A> ,
— - (1 —=m?r?¢? —r2A).

Using the bootstraps along with Lemmas and it is straightforward to deduce that |f| + |g| < r2. The

conclusion of this computation is therefore that

2
% — m2r24?
r

‘dlog 1-— +2’ <, (8.36)
dr r

which along with (8.32)) and (8.26) finally yields the required estimate

2
‘ (d\I} _ g) d ‘1 — % —m?r?p?| + = —| < exp —250672)7“71. (8.37)
T

dr

The desired equation (8.27)) is then found by combining the 1dent1ty [8.33) with the estimates (8.34), (8.35),
(18.37) and (8.26)) to get the required error term F; satisfying (8.28). O

We have now finished all the preparation for the proof of Proposition Before turning to the actual proof
below, we will first give a brief sketch for the benefits of the reader. After changing variables to R = log(r_ /r(s)),
we may integrate up the second-order ODE (8.27) to derive a first-order ODE of a similar form to (8.7). More

precisely, one finds an equation of the form

d\Il _av

— 2 —
dr =R = V(= — KV + 1) + error, (8.38)

where the expression K appearing here is a constant of integration. By evaluating at s = s; we find that
KU+t

We treat (8.38) as a one-dimensional dynamical system for the unknown ¥ = W¥(R), and consider what
happens as r — 0, i.e. R — +o00. Assuming the error to be negligible, the dynamical system (8.38)) will prohibit

¥ from growing too large — in particular allowing us to improve the bootstrap (K1)). This in turn will allow us
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to improve the bootstrap due to the definition of ¥ and the upper bound on r2¢ from [recall that
bootstrap has already been improved in the earlier section].

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 (8.7), we again integrate up the second-order ODE (8.27), 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 = o + a~! we get the required ODE (8.7). 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 (8.27), one
finds the ODE

A2 Ao\ ? AW
T oyl (22 T2 1) =2, 3
dR? (dR> *+ Jar =" (8.39)

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. (8.40)

Due to (8.14) and (8.26), the right hand side of can be bounded by 4 Dgn=? exp(—20pe2)r <
exp(—doe~2)e . So this error is integrable as R — +oco, and we may proceed to integrate up the equation
(18.40).

For now, we can only integrate 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 K, and an error term Fp,(R) such that for
R € [R;, Ry), the following holds:
_,d¥ 1
U 2ﬁ+ql—KRo+$:‘FRO(R)’ (8.41)
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
;LR = —U(U? - Kg, U + 1) + V> Fp,. (8.42)

In order to proceed, we must estimate the constant of integration K, . For this purpose, we evaluate (8.41)

at R = R;, and then apply Proposition ((6.2) specifically). This proposition, together with (8.25) will give

U?——(R;)

AV _
‘ iR < exp(—25oe 2),

so that when evaluating (8.41) at R = R;, one finds the estimate

1
Kpy = Vi = o

7

< 2€Xp(—250672). (8.43)

In particular, for e chosen sufficiently small one can get the key upper bound |Kg,| < %rfl. Here we used

the estimate (6.27) at s = s; in Corollary and the fact that 7 < min{120, 1}, as well as 7~2 < 2.
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We can use this to improve the bootstraps and (K2). We first improve the upper bound on |UJ;
we prove || < 2p~!. Without loss of generality, suppose that ¥, and hence Kp,, are positive for s € K, and
suppose for contradiction that sup,cx ¥ > 27 1.

So we may choose R; to be Ry = inf{R > R; : U(R) = 2n~'}. This trivially implies that %(Rl) > 0.

However, looking at (8.42) for any Ry > R; we get

dv N2 _ _

TR =—(5n DT (50t = Kry) = 507+ WPFR (Ra) <0,

where the final step follows from Kp, < 3n~' and U?|Fg,(R1)| < U?exp(—2dpe~2) < 5! for e small. This is a
contradiction, and thus ensures that sup,cx [¥(s)| < 3n~!. This improves the bootstrap (K1).

For the remaining bootstrap (K2J), we combine the above with the estimate (8.13)). To be precise, we have

: : U(s) rd(s) _ 3 , . r2g(s)
_ - _ . S >Zp2. (= ) P . .
r7(s) r7(8;) W) (s = (=r7(s4)) 23(51) (8.44)
So that once we apply Proposition and (8.13), one finds the lower bound
—ri(s) > %772 - [4|BPPWPwrNr? € — Dicetlog(e )], (8.45)

which clearly improves (K2 for e sufficiently small. So the bootstrap argument is complete, and in light of (8.45),
we conclude that the spacetime extends all the way to » = 0, i.e. R = +o0.
To find the final one-dimensional dynamical system (8.7) we require a argument involving taking limits.

Consider the identity (8.41); another consequence is that for Ry > R; > R;,

2

|Kry — Kpy| = |Fro(R1)| < e e P,

In particular, if (R, ).en 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 Kp — K as R — o0, which by

(8.43) also satisfies
|[K — 0, — \IJ:I\ < Zexp(—2506_2). (8.46)

Hence we may take the limit in equation (8.42) where we fix R and take Ry — +oo. We find that there will
exist some function F with W2 Fg (R) — F(R) as Ry — +o00, also satisfying |F| < Dye %< “¢=R_ such that

one has
dW 5
Tp = V(- KV +1) 4 F (8.47)

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 ¥2 — KW + 1 is bounded below by a positive constant 3. Then (8.47) implies that

d|v|
— < 0¥ .
o< I+ |7
We then apply Gronwall’s inequality, finding that
* R 7 ~ ~ R
[U(R)| < e PRI g(RY)] +/ e PE-BIF(R)| dR “2F2%5 0.
R
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But this is a contradiction to the lower bound (8.14)! Hence |K| > 2, and we may write K = o + o~ ! for some
a € R. By |K| < 2p7!, itis clear that || < 35~ also. So from (8.46), we can deduce that

(o — U)o — U7 )| S exp(—200e )" < exp(—200e?).

So noting that we have left ourselves the freedom to interchange o > a~!, we may choose « accordingly such
that | — ¥;| < exp(—doe~?) as required.

So we have arrived at the ODE (8.7). For the final statement in Proposition [8.2] note that the upper bound
follows from rather straightforward analysis of this ODE, while the lower bound arises from a straightforward

modification from the proof of (8.14) in Lemma [8.4 O

8.4 Geometric features of the region K in the inversion 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
inversion. In particular, we will estimate the value of r(s) where the inversion occurs, and bound Q?(s) in such
a way that we can infer quantitative closeness to Kasner-like spacetimes before and after the inversion.

To make such precise statements about the convergence of these regions to Kasner-like geometries towards,
we will have to assume further that ¥;, and therefore the quantities « and a~' of Proposition 8.2} are bounded
strictly away from 1 in absolute value, where several important quantities will begin to degenerateF_gl

So for this section we strengthen the condition (| to the following assumption on ¥;, any 0 < o < 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 (), we make precise the region of spacetime where the inversion occurs in the following lemma.

Lemma 8.6. 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;,(€) < s < sout(€)} with [¥(si,)| = (o] + €?) and |V (sput)| = (Ja| 71 — €™).

Moreover there exists a constant D;(M, e, A, m?, qy,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 € K7

mv :
2
9 r_ b_

€ - log@ — m S .D]€2 log(e_l). (848)

Remark. The idea is that Lemma 8.6]identifies precisely the region where the quantity ¥ transitions from having

absolute value smaller than 1 to having absolute value greater than 1, and that this transition occurs entirely

within a region where log (—’)) is of size ~ €2, but the log (%) -difference within the region is only O(log (e 1).

r
r(s

15 Assuming 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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In what follows, we will for the most part take n = 2 and define K;,,, := K72,

muv

Proof. We shall prove Lemma [8.6]in four steps:

* First, we show using equations |l and (2.40) that when log(%> <ib%e2(1-a2)" 1 = O(log(e71)),

we still have —r7(s) = —rr(s;) and ¥(s) = ¥; ~ a.

r(s)
a?)t + O(log(e™')), we must have that ¥(s) > |a| + €”, hence identifying an s = s;,(€) which which

satisfies (8.48).

* Next we show using the same equations, that conversely, once we proceed to log( = ) > %b:Qe—Q(l —

* Now applying Proposition [8.2] particularly the ODE (8.7), we find that we proceed from |¥| = |a| + €" to
|¥| = |a|~! — €" in an R-interval of length O(log(e™!)), thus showing (8.48) for the whole of s € Ky,

* Finally we use this ODE (8.7) again to deduce that 4% is bounded strictly away from 0 for [¥| € [|a| +

€2, |a=1| — €2], which proves the remaining assertions of the lemma.

For ease of notation we suppose, without loss of generality, that ¥ and « are positive in this proof.

By (8.8), we know that, ¥ > o — €2 in K. Therefore, one has from (8.1) that

Q2(s) (T(S)>(ai2)21 < Lo <QQ(S)) _ g2 <y,

—r T = ds —7(s) ro -

d

—1
ds 8

2 —(a—€2)2
So £ (s) (Tr(f)) is decreasing. But by Corollary specifically (6.30), and |a — ¥;| < €2 log(e 1),

P (1) < B (K)o (Lt e (Drtos(c ). @)

—7 r_ —7 r_
Note we have also used the fact that ‘%‘ < r-€72, absorbing the 2 weight into exp (D log(e~')). Furthermore
we used that, because U2 — (a — ¢2)2 = O(¢?), one has (78 ) Vi~ (a=e")* < (O()-0() <,

We now use this upper bound when integrating the equation (2.40). Due to Lemma [8.3] we can use the
following estimate for the integral of the right hand side of (2.40):

. . T QL) /592(5)7"2(5) 20 112\ 7z
_ A < A
i) +rito| < | s [ A gl ds
r(s4) 021
r(s)y —IrT
r(s:) r (a—e ) -2
<exp <— b2 2> exp(DKlog(efl))/ () dr
r(s) T_—

1—(a—e?)?
r_ 1, 5 _ _
< <r(s)) - exp (—2b_2€ 2> -exp(DK log(e 1))

Here, the last step follows as 1 — (o — €¢%)> > 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

<:(;)> e < exp (—1_1(0‘;;2)2 (—;er‘Q + (Dx + 6n) 10%(6_1)>)

< €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 (8.13), which combined with the above implies |¥(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
’Cinv-

On the other hand, we show that for s;, = sup{s € K : ¥(s) < a + €}, we must have logr(s;,) >
—3(1 —a?) 7?2 — O(log(e™!)). For this purpose, we use the Raychaudhuri equation (8.1) to see that for
s; < s < s;n, One has

d 02(s) [r(s)) @+’ d 02(s T s
g | ) (1(e) > Diog (T Tye s T ipgiap.
ds -7 r_ ds —7(s) r -rr

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

2 ~(akeny?
SO zpew(p7e?) ewnlDutos( )

-r T_—

One now again integrates the equation (2.40), getting now the upper bound

2 Q2 ~ Q2 r(s;) 021
| — ri(s) + r(s:)| > Q (8) 45— \A|/ / ——er
Si r(s) rr
1 r(s;) - (ate™)2—2
2 exp (—2[):26_2> . exp(—DK log(e_l)) / (r) dr
r(s) -

r 1—(ate™)? 1
2(i) e () (- Dalos(e )

But by Proposition [8.2} we always have —ri ~ €2, so that

r_

(T(‘S)) e > exp (—;b_262> -exp((2 — Dg) log(e™1)).

Hence we do indeed find that for s; < s < s;,,, we must have log(r(s)/r_) > —1(1—a?)71b*¢ 2 — O(log(e 1))
as claimed. This identifies s = s;,, obeying (8.48).
The remainder of this proof then proceeds entirely using the ODE , which for R = log( G ) we record
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again here as
dv

=W -a)¥ o)+ F, |F(R) < Dxe R, (8.50)

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 .
— > _ n )
dR(\IJ a) > 5 (¥ —a) ifUeat+e,1], (8.51)
4 (@' =) < —g(a_l —0) fPelat—€ (8.52)
dR =73 ’ ‘ '

In particular, ¥ > 0 as long as ¥ € [a + €",a~! — €"]. From (8.51), 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”na > 0 when ¥ € [a +€",a~! — ¢"], we have that upon entering this region of W 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|We* > = > ed0c™Y,

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 want to prove quantitative estimates on the “Kasner behavior” of the metric; for this, we will
first have to restrict PK to its aforementioned subset PX; on which r > €2 (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 inversion,
we will now also be obliged to distinguish both cases and treat them differently.

The “No-Kasner-inversion” condition will be (as we will show) as follows: for some o > 0
[U(s;)| >1+o0. (% %)

whereas the “Kasner-inversion” condition will be (as we will show) as follows: for some o > 0:
0<n<|¥(sy)|<1—o0. (%)

(note that even combining and does not cover all the possibilities).
In each case, we will further sub-divide PXC U K differently as follows
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i. If the “No-Kasner-inversion” condition is satisfied, we define the first Kasner region
Ki1=PKiUK. 9.1

Because there is no inversion in that case, we show indeed that the metric is close to a single Kasner spacetime

on the whole of X1 = PK; UK in Theorem[9.1

ii. If the “Kasner-inversion” condition is satisfied, we define the first Kasner region
Ki=A{sk, <s<sin} DPK (9.2)

with s;, € K,
Kino = {Sin <s< SOut} 9.3)

to be the Kasner-inversion region, and
Ko = {sout <8 < Sco} 9.4)

to be the second Kasner region, where s;,,, so.;: given by Lemma applied to n = 2 are defined so such
(8.48) is satisfied on K;,,,,. Because of the Kasner inversion, we show that the metric is close to a first Kasner
spacetime in K;, and close to a second, different Kasner spacetime in Ky in Theorem[9.2] Note also that by

(8.49), the transition region K;,,, is (relatively) small.
We now state the two main theorems of this section, i.e. Theorem|[9.1] and

Theorem 9.1. Let (r,Q2, ¢, Q, A) be a solution to the system —, which by Proposition exists at
least up to the value s = s; = % + O(log(e™')) at which r(s) = e=%¢<*r__ Suppose that for some given
o >0, is satisfied.

Then there exists some eg(M, e, A, m?, g, 0) > 0, such that if 0 < || < ¢, there exists some s, > s; such
that the solution of (2.36)—(2.46) exists for s € (—00, so) With lim,_,,__ 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

2(a2-1)

g=—dr* + X - (1+Ex (7)) 7 =7+ dt* + Ry - (1+ € (7)) r2 ratis dogz. (9.5)

Here, X; and R, are constants, and €x () and € 1 (7) are small functions of 7 satisfying the following bounds

for = min{i,1 - a?}

log X} + Oty 2 + [log Ry — L 22l cc log (e~ ) (9.6)
a3 YT a3 =K ’ ’
2 T %43
|€x,1(7)[ + [€r1(T)| < Cge - | —— : 9.7)
T(SKI)

: : : ; a’—1 2 2
Hence the spacetime corresponds to a Kasner-like spacetime with Kasner exponents ¢>—3, 553, 5713-
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Theorem 9.2. Let (1,02, ¢, Q, /I) be a solution to the system —, which by Proposition exists at

b~

4|K | "y O(log(e~1)) at which r(s) = e=%¢ “r_. Suppose that for given 5, > 0,

least up to the value s = s; =
one instead assumes is satisfied.

Then there exists some ¢y (M, e, A, m?, qq,n,0) > 0, such that if 0 < |e| < €, there exists some s, > s; such
that the solution of (2.36)—(2.46) exists for s € (—0c0, soo) With lim,_,,__ 7(s) = 0.

In this case, we single out two different regions with Kasner-like asymptotics, between there is an intermediate
region where the Kasner inversion occurs. Letting sy, be such that r(sg, ) = 2| B|20e?*r_, we define the following

three regions:

K:l = {SKl <s< 5in}7 Icinv = {S’L’I’L <s< Sout}a K:2 = {Sout <s< Soo}-

We will describe Kasner-like asymptotics for the two regions X; and K.

In the region K1, one writes the metric in the following form, for « as in Proposition

2(02-1)

g=—dr?+ X - (1+ CEx.1(r) (1 — 1)+ df2 +Ry-(1+ Cry(r)r2(r — 1) doge.  (9.8)

Here 79 > 0, X3 and R, are constants, and €y ;(7) and € ;(7) are functions of 7 satisfying

a2+1b 2,2
a?+3 "

log X; + b_*e?| < Cklog(e™?), 9.9

lOgRl 213

|€x.1(7)| + |€r1(T)] < Cké. (9.10)

On the other hand, in the region X5, one instead has the following form for the metric

2(1-a? 402

g=—dr* + Xy - (1+ Ex (7)) T e dt* + Ry - (14 €ro(1)) r2 714327 doge. (9.11)

The constants X, and R, are constants, and the functions €x »(7) and €g o(7) now satisfying the following

bounds for 3 = min{3,1 — a?}

1+a™ 2,2 1 1
log X5 + T 30 2b7 + |logRs — T30 2b7 < CKlog( ), (9.12)
2 T @243
|€x2(7)| + [€R2(T)| < Cke - . (9.13)
T(Sout)

One sees that the spacetime exhibits a Kasner bounce from the region K; with Kasner exponents of

202
1+3cx2 ’ 1432 1+3a2

a’-1 2
2+37 a?+43° a2+3

mates regarding the proper time length of the regions K5 and /C;,,,,. For Ko, the proper time 7 from the singularity

We further finds the following esti-

to the region K, with exponents of

varies between 0 and 7(s,:), obeying:

la 241

2 -2
21 a2 U

log 7(Sout) — < Ck log(e™1), (9.14)

while we have the following (non-sharp) upper bound for the size of the inversion region:

b=2e2

0 < 7(Sin) — T(Sout) < €xp (— 17_ o2 > . eXp(C’K log(e_l)). (9.15)
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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 !+ 0O((L)P) for some positive exponent 3 > 0.
After the usual change of coordinates r = e~ F

or o~ ! in the variable R. For this purpose, we shall need to use the ODE (8.7) from Proposition[8.2] 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 some constants 0 < 0,7 < . For all o € R satisfying 1 + o < |a| < n~!, consider the following

ODE for the function ¥ = ¥(R):

dv

= V- o)+ F(R),  [FR) < (©.16)

Define 8 = min{i,a? — 1} > o. Then there exists some vy = 1(0,n) > 0 such that for all [v| < vy and R,
satisfying both
U (R.) —a < v? and e T <2 9.17)

then one finds that for R > R, ¥(R) decays to « at the following exponential rate

|W(R) — a < 82 AE-R), (9.18)

The above lemma will later be applied with v = ¢ or v = ¢2 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
V(U —a ) >a?—1-2a—a | 82 PE-R,

Therefore, for R, R in the bootstrap region one computes that for v small enough,

R ~
_/ ‘IJ(R/)(\I,(RI) - Oé_l) dR’ < —(a2 — 1)(R _ R) + 6—1|2a _ a—1| . 8y e_g(R_R*)
R

< —B(R - R) +log2.
Hence, after finding from (9.16) the differential inequality
i|\IJ —a| < -V(T—a HT—-—a|+e?
dR - ’
one uses Gronwall to deduce that
‘R B .
|U(R) — o < 202e AR +/ 2¢ Re PE-R) R < 2(12 4 (1 — B)Le  Br)e AE-R),

R,

So taking into account the second assumption of (9.17) and 3 < 1/2, we improve the bootstrap assumption
(19.18). So this estimate is true for all R > R,. O
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We emphasize that Lemma [9.3| will be useful both in the case of an inversion, or in its absence.

9.2 First case: absence of Kasner inversion

In this subsection, assuming that holds, we prove the quantitative Kasner asymptotics in the region K; =

{sk, < s < soo}. The essential ingredient is the following lemma:

Lemma 9.4. Consider a solution (r, 02, ¢, Q, A) to the system (2.36)—(2.46)) as in Proposition Assuming
also (x x #)), one finds that there exists some Y; > 0 satisfying, for sx, < s < so:

2
QQ —« B
log ( () ) (5) —log V1| < Dyé? (T(S)) , (9.19)
—7 T_— T_—
with ) satisfying
1
log V1 + 51)126—2 < Dy -log(e™1). (9.20)
Furthermore, one may find a constant Z; > 0 such that
B
i)~ 2 < Diet (7)) ©.21)
r—
with Z; satisfying
|21 — 4|BPWPwrNr?€®| < Dy - €' 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 7,4q2A2¢2
—1 = g2 0 & 2
dR 0g< r) (—rr)2 ©:23)

Proposition tells us that the second term on the right hand side of this expression is O(¢~%e 4R R?).

Therefore, by 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 ;.

S| —al +e e R, (9.24)

Indeed, we claim that if Ry, = — log(%) = —log(2|B|2We?), then for Rk, < R < 400, we have

/+0° |W(R) — a|dR + /+OO e BR2 4R < eZe PR (9.25)
R R

The bound for the latter integral follows by straightforward calculus, using also 3 < 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
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 (8.7), by Proposition we have the bound
[U(R;) — o] < e~%<*. Hence by Lemma with 12 = ¢=%<" we know that for R > R;, we must have
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|0 — o] < e%¢ "eBAR=R) Thus for R > R;, one has

+oo
/ [W(R) — a|dR S e~ % e AR-R) < o= (1=F)oc™ ,—FR
R

The last line here follows from the definition R, = Jpc 2.

proves (9.25) for R > R;.

For the remaining portion R € [Rg,, R;], we use Corollary The point is that in this region, we have

W —a| < |0 — |+ |[W; — a] S e 2Flog(e ') + e % ", Therefore, one finds that

The smallness of the expression e~(1=#)%¢ ™ thys

/ [U(R) —a| S e *Flog(e!) + e “R; < 2e PR
R
So we have proved the estimate (9.25). From (9.24)), this shows that the expression

2 2 —a?
log (g_zr) +a?R=log (s_zr (:) ) (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 (6.30) from Corollary (6.4} As |logr(sk, )|, |log(—#(sx,))| = O(log(e~")) 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 [8.2] and then the now-known ([9.19) tell us that for s € K, we have

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 inversion

Assuming instead that holds, Proposition [8.2] and Lemma [8.6] (for n = 2) show that the spacetime must
exhibit a Kasner inversion. We proceed to show that if we define Xy and K5 as in (9.2)), (9.4), there are Kasner-
like asymptotics in both regimes. As in Section we first find the precise asymptotics for the lapse €22, as well
as —r.

9.3.1 The pre-inversion Kasner regime

We start to look at the region K; (pre-inversion regime).

Lemma 9.5. Consider a solution (r, 02, ¢, Q, A) to the system (2.36)—(2.40) as in Proposition Assuming
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now the condition on the value of ¥ at s = s;, there will exist some })); satisfying, for sk, < s < s;n,
2
02 e
log (T (’”> ) (s) —log V1| < Dyé2, (9.28)
— T_
with ) satisfying
1
log V1 + ib:26_2 < log(e_l). (9.29)
Furthermore, one may find a constant Z; > 0 such that
|—ri(s) — Z1] < Dy€', (9.30)
with Z; satisfying
‘Zl — 4|B\ZQII2wRN7’2_62} < ¢t log(eil). (9.31)

Proof. We follow a similar template to the proof of Lemma though unlike that case we do not need ()"
decay rates. In particular, we are able to integrate from R = Ry, rather than backwards from R = +oco. Using

the same Raychaudhuri equation (9.23)), we need to prove the analogue of (9.25)), i.e.

R R -
/ |U(R) — a|dR + / e e ER2 4R < €%, (9.32)
Ry, Ry

As in Lemma the latter integral is straightforward, and we focus on the former. Following Corollary
and Proposition we still know that in the region PK; = PK N K;, where R € [Rg,, R;], we have
[W(R) —a| < |W(R) — W;| +|¥; — a] < e *Rlog(e!) + e %< ", So we know as before that

/Ri |T(R) — a|dR < €. (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 [8.6]for n = 2, we know a priori that |¥(R) — a| < € when R € [R;, R;,]. The same lemma also
tells us that |R; — Rk, | < €2, so these two observations combined tell us that || 15; " |W(R) — a|dR < 1.

Of course, this is not quite the claimed estimate (9.32). To improve the O(1) bound to O(e?), we apply
Lemma 8.6l with n = 4. Defining R/, to instead be the first (hence the unique) R > R; with [¥(R},) — a| = €%,
we find that for R € [R!

wmn?

Rin], we have |¥U(R) — a| < 5 (F=Fin)e2, Furthermore, for R € [R;, R),] we now

know a priori that |[U(R) — a| < €. So

Ri'n - - R;n - Ri" no [ b ~

/ |¥(R) — a|dR < / et dR +/ er (B-Rin) 2 R < €2, (9.34)
R; R;

Combining this with (9.33) yields the desired (9.32). The estimate (9.28) then follows exactly as in the proof

of (9.19), as does the estimate (9.29) on ).
For the estimate (9.30), let us define Z; as —r7(s;). By Proposition it is easy to integrate (2.40) and
deduce (9.30) in the region s € [sk,, s;]. The difficulty lies in showing (9.30) in the region s € [s;, s;,], not least

because —r7 is expected to change value during the inversion process.
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What helps us here is that —r+ is approximately inversely proportional to the quantity ¥, given that r2¢ =

—r7 - U is approximately constant. To be quantitatively precise, we combine the estimate (8.13) with the trivial

Y(s)

a priori observation that ‘ 1‘ < e for s € [s;, 8in] tO get

—ry ) 2 ]
‘ rr(s) —1‘ _ | Us) rels) < e, (9.35)
—r7(si) U(s)  r2¢(s;)
Since —r7(s;) ~ €2, the estimate (9.30) follows immediately. O

9.3.2 The post-inversion Kasner regime
Finally, we consider the post-inversion regime, i.e. the region Ko = {sout < 8 < Soo }-

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 U at s = s;, then for s,,; < s < s, there exists some constant ), such that
0?2 o
r
log ( <) > (s) —log Vs
T T_

< D5 -log(e™1). 9.37)

B
gD262-< r(s) ) : (9.36)

7(Sout)

with ), > 0 satisfying
1
log Vs — iofgbfe*2

Here 8 = min{a~2 — 1, 3}. One may also find a constant 2, > 0 with | Z,| ~ €? such that in the same region,

|—77(s) — Za| < Doe* - <7‘r(‘°‘))>ﬁ : (9.38)

(Sout

Proof. We again begin the proof of (9.36) by using the Raychaudhuri equation (9.23). In this case, this equation
alongside Proposition [8.2|will tell us that

S|U(R) —a |+ e e R (9.39)

To show that the expression |¥ — a~!] is integrable as R — oo, we apply Lemma with R, = Rous, V = €
and o replaced by a~! [note that a=! > 1 + ¢ > 0 assuming (¥x)]. The lemma thus tells us that for ¢ chosen
sufficiently small, we have | — a~!| < 8e2e=#(F=Fou) for all R > R,,;. Hence we have from (9.39) that

A (22 ()
dR & —7 \r_
As the right hand side is integrable, 5_2—2; (%) ® has a well defined limit YV, as R — +oo, and we obtain (9.36).

For (9.38), we will not estimate —r(s) directly but instead use ¥ and 72¢ = —r7 - U. We already have
|& — a1 < e2e~PUE—Rour) while we integrate (2.46)) backwards from R = +oo to find that

S 626*,3(R*Rout) .

() 3|<z>|

2d(s) — lim 12(3)] < / " 12161(3) + 02r219|(5) d < / 2|¢\dr
S‘)Sao s 0

Using Proposition and that %i is monotonically decreasing in s and thus uniformly small (see e.g. ll ),
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it is straightforward to find that defining P, = lim,_,,_ r2¢(s) ~ €2, one (easily, since the RHS is O(r*~)) has
[126(s) — Pa| S etem P Hont), (9.40)

Combining this with the aforementioned |¥ — a~!| < e2e~A(i—Fout) we deduce (9.38) for Z; = aP,.
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;;,, +o0) to find

02 —o”
logyg — 10g (—T <r’l“) > (Rzn)

We now compare this to the estimate (9.28)) evaluated at R = R;,,. As we are changing the exponent from

Rout
< é? +/ |U(R) — o~ '|dR. (9.41)
Rin

a2 to o?, we generate an extra term on the left hand side:

Rout
[log Vo —log V1 — (@ — a®)Rin| S 2 + / |¥(R) — a!|dR. (9.42)
Rin
Now we appeal to Lemma By this lemma, we know that |R,u: — Rin| < log(e_l), so the integral on the RHS
is O(log(e™1)). Using also (8.48) to estimate R;,, and the estimate (9.27) for log V1, we find that

1
log Vs — 504—21):26—2 Slog(e™t). (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(9, — 9,,) is a Killing field for the metric, i.e. 7(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 I C R, there exist constants ), 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 € I:

Q—%(s) =Y (7;(5))7 (14 ¢(s)), (9.44)

—rr(s) = Z- (1 + €(s)). (9.45)

We quantify the required smallness of ¢ in the following way: there exists some ¢, > 0 chosen sufficiently
small and a non-increasing function €(s) such that |€(s)| < &(s) < ¢.. Then defining (up to translation) the
past-directed timelike coordinate 7 such that

dr Q(s)

it (9.46)

Then there exist constants X and R depending on ), Z,v,r_, and some 79 € R such that we have the
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following asymptotics for Q2 and 2 with respect to 7:

Q2(7) = 4X - (1 —70) T - (14 €x(r)), (9.47)
r2(r) =R 12 - (1 —10)75 - (14 €x(7)). (9.48)

Here, there exists some C' = C(v) > 0 such that |€x (1), |€r(7)| < CE(s(7)).

In particular, the metric g can be written in the form

2(v=1)

g=—dr’ 4+ X-(t—71) 7= -(1+€&Ex(T)dt* +R- (1 — To)ﬁ (14 €g(7)) - r? dog:. (9.49)

Finally, one can find the following relationships between X', R and Y:

2 1
llogX—Wlogy‘ <1+ log Z], (9.50)
v+ 3
log R + logy‘ <1+ |logZ]. (9.51)
v+ 3

Proof. In this proof we shall 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
(19.45), we find

o+l
dr Q Y 2,172 r\ 2z
—=— == . (= 1+ @) 52
dr — =2 2Z1/2 (r) (1+¢€) (9-52)
Integrating this expression, and normalizing 7 so that r(m9) = 0 (where we artificially extend the range of r

and 7 to still satisfy (9.52) if necessary), we find

\))1/27,.3_/2 r ’YTH
T = CogEE (r_> “(1+¢). (9.53)

The remaining assertions of the lemma are all immediate by combining (9.53) with the assumptions (9.44) and
(©.45). O

Conclusion of the proof of Theorem [9.1]and Theorems follows immediately from combining Lemmas
and taking 7o = 0 (note indeed that in the no-inversion case (x* ), is true up to {r = 0} so
7o = 0). Here v = o2, and in order to obtain the final error estimate (9.7) we also need to change
variables from r to 7.

For the proof of Theorem in case (#+)), we first run the proof in K; and apply Lemma to show that
(©:44) and [©.45) with Y = Yy, Z = Z;, v = o? are true in K;. Unlike in case (x* ), we are not able to

continue these estimates all the way up to r = 0, so we take 7y # 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 applied to
Y =Y,, Z = Zy, v = a2 determine the Kasner-like behavior of X, (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
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in the context of the region Ko (where 7y = 0) yields:

a2

1 1
log7-:§logy —510g22+ 310gr+0(1).

In particular, evaluating this at s = s,,;, then using Lemmato estimate r(Sout) = 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 §T = = to find that

3/2 02 1

1/2
Q
[7(sin) = T(Sout)| < (rim —Tour) - max —o <rjp” - max (_M_W> :

Now applying the estimate (8:49) and then (8.48) again (as —ri* ~ € it is absorbed into the exp(Dlog(e™!))

term in the next line):

3+(a—e?)?

o) = 7ol £ (225 exp (- 0722 - xp(Dlog(c ).

r_

2
< exp(—jlb26_2 ﬁ i— 32 + 1}) -exp(D log(e_l)),

yielding (0-15)) as required. This completes the proof of Theorem[9.2] and also Theorem 3.2}

A Bessel functions

We record in this appendix a few basic facts about Bessel functions, which are used widely in Section |5} For

further details, refer to Chapter 10 of [32]]. We start by recalling Bessel’s equation of order v € C:

&’f  df
22@+2£+(227V2)f:0. (A1)

Solutions to this equation are known as Bessel functions of order v. In this article, we will focus mainly on the
cases v = 0, 1, and within the appendix we shall always assume v to be a nonnegative integer.
As (A.1) is a second order linear homogeneous ODE, there are two linearly independent solutions, denoted

J,(z) and Y, (2). These satisfy the following facts:

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:

k=0

In particular, one sees that as z — 0, Jo(z) — 1 and 271 J;1(2) — 1/2.

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 1(z) =I'"(2)/T'(z) and v = 0.577.. is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. In particular, one has the following

two asymptotics for Yy(z) and Y;(2):

2
To(e) - 2 (log () +2)| £ 2

2
Yl(z)—&-‘ < |zlog z|. (A.4)
Tz
Fact A.3. By studying the expansions (A.2)) and (A.3), one finds that for B, € {J,,Y, }:
Bj(z) = —Bi(z). (A.5)

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(zfl)) , (A.6)
Y.(z) = % <Sin (z - g - %) + O(z_1)> . (A7)

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)) with v a nonnegative integer. We define the usual Wronskian,

normalized by the Bessel functions of the first and second kind, by

" o J(z) Y.(2) B , ,
v (2) == det = J,(2)Y,(2) =Y. (2)J,(2). (A.8)
Ji(z) Y)(z)
Then
Wi(s) = = (A.9)

Proof. A standard manipulation of the second order ODE (A.1)) gives

d 1
EWy(z) = —;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 = 2, as required. (This

T

computation is more straightforward in our case v = 0.) O

For the next lemma, we consider Bessel’s equation of order 0 as a first-order system in (f1, f2) = (/, j—’;):

d |h _ P _ 0 1] |h . (A10)
dz | f, —fi—1f -1 =11/
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So for any zg, 21 > 0, we may define the solution operatoﬂ S(z1;20) as a linear operator S(z1;29) : R? — R?
in the following manner: if (f1(z0), f2(20)) is considered as data for the linear ODE (A.10), then S(z1; z9) maps

this data (f1(zo), f2(20)) to the value of the solution at z = z1, namely (f1(z1), f2(21)). As an equation:

Ji(z1) —S(2: %) J1(20) . 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; zo).

Lemma A.6. Consider Bessel’s equation (A.1) with v = 0, but with an inhomogeneous term F(z), i.e.

7+772+f:F. (A.12)

f(1) f(z0) / U O
= S(21; 20) + S(z1;2) dz. (A.13)
9 () METESI S F(3)

Furthermore, we have the following results regarding the linear operator S(z1; 2¢):

(1) In terms of the Bessel functions J,(z), Y, (z), one may write

—1

Jo(z Yo(z Jo (% Yo (=

S(exizg) — | 0 o) ) e (A14)
—Ji(z1) —Yi(z1) —J1(20) —Y1(20)
_mz | Jolz) o Yo(a) || —¥i(20) —Yolz0)| (A15)
=Ji(z1) —Yi(z1) Ji(z0)  Jo(z0)
(2) Using the 1> norm on R? defined as ||(z,y)|izrey = +/22+y? and defining Al =
SUD,eR2 |2),. =1 | A1z as the 12 operator norm of a linear map A, we have for all zg, z; € R:
20

11 20l < max{zl, 1} | (A.16)

Proof. Once again letting (f1, f2) = ( ,C%), we have now the first-order system:

da A _ 10 1 A) N 0

4z | fo(2) -1 -1 | RE)]|  |FE)

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

16This can be viewed as a “non-autonomous” semigroup, a.k.a. a propagator. In particular, one has S(z2; z1) 0 S(21; 20) = S(22; 20).
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inhomogeneous term is:

fi(z) _ cyJo(2) + cy Yo(2)
f2(2) —c1Ji(z) — eyYi(z)

REICERT0
—Jl(Z) —Yl(z)

[c"] , (A.17)
Cy

where ¢, cy are coefficients in R. Plugging this into (A.11) and allowing c;, ¢y to vary will yield (A.14). The
expression (A.15) then follows by using Lemma[A.5|to compute the inverse.
Finally, for (2)), suppose f(z) is a solution to the homogeneous Bessel’s equation of order 0. Then we directly

compute

LU+ =27

Therefore, if 2; > z, then it is clear that f(z1)%? + f/(21)? < f(20)? + f'(20)?, while if z; < z, then Gronwall’s

inequality gives

20

e+ s <o [ =26t + o) = (2) e+ s

21
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 £ > 0 be a constant, then

consider the equation:
df 1df 5
-+ —— = F(x). Al
gz T gy T =F(2) (A.18)
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

f(ay) f(xo) / " Lol
=S, (z1;0) + Sy(z1; dz. (A.19)
[jf;m)] o [jf;uo)] | Sl [F(ﬁc)]

Furthermore, we have the following results regarding S, (z1; xo):

(1) An explicit formula is given by:

S (21:70) = Jo(xz1) Yo(xx1) . Jo(xxo) Yo(xxo) _1’ (A.20)
—xJ1(xz1) —xYi(z1)| |[—xJilxzo) —xYi(xzo)
_ o Jo(x1) Yo(xz1) ' —xY1(xzo) —Yo(xwo) ' (A21)
2 | —xJolxz1) —xYi(xa1) xJ1(xxo)  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
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