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Abstract: We conduct an exhaustive study of the interior geometry of a family of asymp-

totically AdSd+1 hairy black holes in an analytically controllable setup. The black holes are

exact solutions to an Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton theory and include the well-known Gubser-

Rocha model. After reviewing the setup, we scrutinize the geometry beyond the horizon,

finding that these backgrounds can exhibit timelike or Kasner singularities. We generalize

the no inner-horizon theorem for hairy black holes to accommodate these findings. We

then consider observables sensitive to the geometry behind the horizon, such as Complex-

ity = Anything and the thermal a-function. In the Kasner case, we propose a new variant

of complexity that characterizes the late-time rate by the Kasner exponents, extending

previous work by Jørstad, Myers and Ruan. Additionally, we elucidate the power-law be-

havior of the thermal a-function near the singularity, directly relating it to the Kasner

exponents. Finally, we introduce axion-like fields in the Gubser-Rocha model to study the

impact of translational symmetry breaking on the black hole interior. We show that Kasner

singularities occur for both explicit and spontaneous symmetry breaking, with the Kasner

exponents depending on the strength of broken translations only in the latter case.
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1 Introduction

Understanding the internal structure of black holes presents a captivating and fundamental

challenge, both theoretically and experimentally. The intricate non-linearity of Einstein’s

equations often renders the analytical derivation of black hole solutions quite arduous.

Consequently, grasping the structure and dynamics of the black hole interior —especially
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near the singularity where the spacetime curvature becomes infinitely intense— remains a

significant puzzle.

Despite these challenges, analytical solutions for black holes are known. A prominent

example is the neutral Schwarzschild black hole, which is characterized by an event hori-

zon enclosing a spacelike singularity [1]. Other significant solutions include the Reissner-

Nordström black hole [2, 3], which includes electric charge, and the Kerr black hole [4],

which includes angular momentum. Both of these solutions feature an additional inner

Cauchy horizon, where predictability in general relativity breaks down, and they possess a

timelike singularity that poses challenges to the strong cosmic censorship conjecture [5].

On the other hand, holographic duality offers significant promise for unraveling the

complexities of black hole interiors. Key approaches include analyzing analytically contin-

ued correlation functions [6–9], entanglement entropy [10–12], and computational complex-

ity [13–16]. Indeed, many of these efforts have focused on understanding aspects of black

hole singularities in terms of CFT data —see also [17–24].

Among the extensively studied black hole interiors in holography is that of the eternal

Schwarzschild-AdS black hole, which characterizes the thermofield double state of the dual

CFT [25]. While the exterior geometry of these black holes is dynamically stable, their

interior is known to be unstable: matter fields experience infinite growth as they approach

the spacelike singularity, leading to significant backreaction [26–28]. This inherent insta-

bility of the Schwarzschild singularity necessitates careful consideration in any holographic

investigation of black hole interiors and black hole singularities.

Motivated by this conceptual challenge, Frenkel et al. examined a class of black holes

formed by perturbing the dual theory with a relevant scalar operator, revealing a defor-

mation of the Schwarzschild singularity into a more general Kasner singularity [29]. These

singularities align precisely with those discovered by Belinsky-Khalatnikov-Lifshitz (BKL)

in the early ’70s [26–28]. Following the pioneering work of [29], numerous studies have nu-

merically identified Kasner singularities in a variety of holographic models [9, 30–56]. These

studies have investigated holographic RG flows induced by scalar or vector fields, transi-

tioning between a UV CFT and a Kasner universe in the trans-IR regime.1 Within this

context, it has been shown that introducing a deformation induced by a relevant operator

precludes the existence of a Cauchy horizon.

In this manuscript, we conduct an analytical investigation of the black hole interior

using a family of asymptotically AdSd+1 hairy black holes [57, 58], which are solutions

to a specific Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton (EMD) theory. Our analysis offers a novel analytic

approach to identifying Kasner singularities, complementing previous numerical findings

on black hole interiors. Additionally, it extends prior holographic studies in applied holog-

raphy [59–64] by characterizing their corresponding geometries behind the horizon.

The solutions we consider form a family of charged, asymptotically AdS black holes in

the presence of a neutral scalar field, characterized by two parameters: the dimension d and

a real constant δ that appears in the potentials of the EMD action. This setup is notable for

1In the holographic framework, the energy scale within the dual field theory corresponds to the bulk
radial direction. By analytically continuing the radial direction, the holographic RG flow can extend to the
interior of a black hole, where the radial direction becomes timelike, signifying trans-IR behavior.
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its generic analytic background solutions. Furthermore, the solution for δ = δc ≡
√

2
d(d−1) ,

known as the Gubser-Rocha model [65], can be derived from a top-down construction.

For d = 4, this model emerges from the ten-dimensional type IIB string theory as the

near-horizon limit of D3-branes [65, 66]. Similarly, for d = 3, it results from a consistent

truncation of eleven-dimensional supergravity compactified on AdS4 × S7 [65].

A detailed analytical analysis of the black hole interior geometry reveals that these

models can exhibit either timelike or Kasner singularities. We provide a concrete ana-

lytical computation showing that a deformation induced by a scalar operator may not

necessarily destroy the Cauchy horizon of an asymptotically AdS black hole, thereby pre-

serving the existence of a timelike singularity. This generalizes previous proofs regarding

the (non-)existence of inner horizons [30, 67, 68]. We then investigate various holographic

observables to probe the black hole interior, focusing on two intriguing proposals for diag-

nosing singularities from the CFT perspective: Complexity = Anything [21] and the ther-

mal a-function [41, 46]. In both cases we are able to characterize their behavior in terms

of near-singularity data. Finally, we explore the effect of translational symmetry breaking

on the black hole interior. By incorporating the axion field into our models [57, 58], we

conduct an analytical study of singularities in the context of explicit symmetry breaking

and a numerical analysis for cases of spontaneous symmetry breaking.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the holographic

Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton model that forms the basis of this work; we thoroughly review

its properties and determine the physically allowed range of parameters. In Section 3, we

analyze the structure of the black hole interior. Section 4 explores two holographic probes

of the black hole interior: Complexity = Anything and the thermal a-function. Finally, in

Section 5, we examine the black hole interior of models dual to theories with explicit or

spontaneous translational symmetry breaking. We present our conclusions in Section 6.

2 Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton models

2.1 Models: asymptotically AdSd+1 family

We study the (d + 1)-dimensional holographic Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton model [57, 58]

described by the action

S =

∫
dd+1x

√
−g
[
R− 1

2
∂ϕ2 − 1

4
Z(ϕ)F 2 + V (ϕ)

]
, (2.1)

that features two matter fields: a neutral scalar field ϕ, referred to as the dilaton field, and

a U(1) gauge field with field strength F = dA. The terms denoted by Z(ϕ) and V (ϕ) are

the coupling and potential function given as

Z(ϕ) = e−(d−2)δϕ , V (ϕ) = V1e
((d−2)(d−1)δ2−2)ϕ

2(d−1)δ + V2e
2ϕ

δ−dδ + V3e
(d−2)δϕ , (2.2)
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with

V1 =
8(d− 2)(d− 1)3δ2

(2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2)2
, V2 =

(d− 2)2(d− 1)2(d(d− 1)δ2 − 2)δ2

(2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2)2
,

V3 = −2(d− 2)2(d− 1)2δ2 − 4d(d− 1)

(2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2)2
,

(2.3)

where the number of boundary spacetime dimensions d is restricted to the range d > 2.

The potential V (ϕ) has the following asymptotic behavior in the ϕ→ 0 limit (which is the

near AdS boundary limit)

V (ϕ) = d(d− 1) + (d− 2)ϕ2 + O(ϕ3) , (2.4)

where the first term corresponds to the cosmological constant and the coefficient in the

subleading term is related to the mass squared of a scalar field. In particular, (2.4) implies

Λ = −d(d − 1)/2L2 (with unit AdS radius, L = 1) and m2 = 2(2 − d). Using the formula

for the dimension of the dual operator, we find

∆ =
d

2
+

√
d2

4
+m2L2 = d− 2 . (2.5)

This implies ϕ is dual to a relevant operator and, hence, solutions with a scalar profile are

expected to induce a non-trivial Renormalization Group (RG) flow.

The equations of motion resulting from the action (2.1) take the form

Rµν =
1

2
∂µϕ∂νϕ+

Z(ϕ)

2
Fµ

ρFνρ −
Z(ϕ)F 2

4(d− 1)
gµν −

V (ϕ)

d− 1
gµν ,

0 = ∇µ(Z(ϕ)F
µν) ,

0 = □ϕ+ V ′(ϕ)− 1

4
Z ′(ϕ)F 2 .

(2.6)

We are interested in solutions that realize homogeneous charged black hole geometries

(that is, solutions that depend only on the radial coordinate). These can be obtained via

the ansatz

ds2 = −D(r) dt2 +B(r) dr2 + C(r) dx⃗2i , A = At(r)dt , ϕ = ϕ(r) . (2.7)

Indeed, for the potentials (2.2) one finds the following analytic solution of the equa-

tions (2.6). The metric functions read

D(r) = f(r)h(r)
−4

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2 , B(r) =
h(r)

4
(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2)

f(r)
,

C(r) = r2h(r)
4

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2) ,

(2.8)
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with

f(r) = r2
(
h(r)

4(d−1)

(d−2)(2+(d−1)(d−2)δ2) −
rdh
rd
h(rh)

4(d−1)

(d−2)(2+(d−1)(d−2)δ2)

)
,

h(r) = 1 +
Q

rd−2
,

(2.9)

where rh is the event horizon satisfying f(rh) = 0. While the solutions for the matter fields

are given by

At(r) = 2
√
(d− 1)Q

√
(d− 2)r2+d

h h(rh)
2(2−(d−2)2(d−1)δ2)

(d−2)(2+(d−1)(d−2)δ2)

(d− 2)rd−1
h h(r)

√
2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

(
1−

rd−2
h

rd−2

)
,

eϕ = h(r)
−2(d−1)δ

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2 .

(2.10)

It is worth noting that the model (2.1)-(2.2) depends on two independent parameters: the

dimension d, and a real number δ appearing in the functional forms of the potentials (2.2).

The analytic solutions above depend also on two extra parameters (constants of integration)

rh and Q which, as we will see shortly, determine the temperature and chemical potential

of these black hole geometries. We generally require δ ̸= 0 and Q ̸= 0 to obtain hairy

black hole solutions within our ansatz. Conversely, for δ = 0 and Q ̸= 0 we recover the

traditional Reissner-Nordström-AdS black hole (see section 3.2.2), while for Q = 0 we

recover the Schwarzshcild-AdS black hole (in this case δ does not feature in the solutions).

Notice also that one must have Q ≥ 0 since otherwise the gauge field At becomes imaginary.

Finally, we shall point out that for the particular value of δ

δ = δc ≡

√
2

d (d− 1)
, (2.11)

our holographic setup becomes the top-down Gubser-Rocha model [65].2 For d = 4 this

background is a truncation of IIB string theory in AdS5 × S5. Similarly, for d = 3, it

results from a consistent truncation of eleven-dimensional supergravity compactified on

AdS4 × S7 [65]. Hereafter, we shall refer to the value of δ in (2.11) as the critical value.

2.2 IR geometries

In this section, we will study the low-temperature behavior of the black hole geometries

(2.7)-(2.10). As we will see, these backgrounds feature three different infrared (IR) geome-

tries depending on the value of δ (at fixed number of dimensions d). For δ < δc, with δc
given in (2.11), the extremal geometry becomes AdS2 ×Rd−1. For δ = δc, the IR geometry

is conformal to AdS2 × Rd−1, featuring a linearly vanishing entropy as T → 0. Finally, for

δ > δc, the geometry is gapped: the black hole solution ceases to exist below a certain tem-

perature. We will characterize these three cases by examining the behavior of observables

as the Null Energy Condition, thermal entropy, and butterfly velocity.

2See also [57, 58, 69] for its extension when the boundary translational symmetry is broken.
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We will classify our geometries according to their low-temperature behavior. Thus we

first need to read the temperature (T ) and chemical potential (µ) of the black hole solutions

(2.7)-(2.10). They are given as

T ≡ 1

4π

D′
√
DB

∣∣∣∣
rh

= rh
2
(
d(1 + Q̃)− 4(d−1)Q̃

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2

)
(1 + Q̃)

2d−(d−2)2(d−1)δ2

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2)

8π(1 + Q̃)
2(d−1)

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2)

,

µ ≡ At(∞) = rh

√√√√4(d− 1) Q̃(1 + Q̃)
4−2(d−2)2(d−1)δ2

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2)

(d− 2)(2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2)
,

(2.12)

where we defined the dimensionless quantity Q̃ as

Q̃ ≡ Q

rd−2
h

. (2.13)

One can see that Q, together with rh, determines the physical quantities T and µ. In

particular, the dimensionless quantity Q̃ sets the dimensionless ratio T/µ, reflecting the

underlying UV conformal symmetry of these theories. Recall that, as discussed above,

Q̃ ≥ 0 for our geometries. Then, we shall check next if an extremal (zero temperature)

solution can be found for a value of Q̃ within that range.

δ > δc : Gapped geometries. It is easy to check that for these values of δ there exists

a nonzero minimum value of T/µ given by

T

µ

∣∣∣∣
min

=
d− 2

4π

√
d2(d− 1) δ2 − 2d

d− 1
. (2.14)

Therefore in this range of parameters, the black hole solutions we study do not have a

zero temperature limit. They cease to exist for temperatures below the value above. That

minimum temperature (2.14) vanishes as δ approaches δc from above. Accordingly, as we

see below, for δ ≤ δc our geometries have a well-defined extremal limit.

It is worth noting that two branches of solutions exist for these gapped geometries. In

Appendix B we compute the free energy of these backgrounds to determine which branch

is the thermodynamically stable solution.

δ < δc : AdS2 ×Rd−1 extremal geometries. In this range of values of δ one can easily

find the value of Q̃ that makes T/µ (2.12) vanish. It reads

Q̃ =
d
(
2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

)
(d− 2)(2− d(d− 1)δ2)

. (2.15)

Plugging this condition into our metric (2.8) and expanding it near the horizon rh one

arrives at

ds2 ≈ −ct ζ2 dt2 +
cζ
ζ2

dζ2 + cx dx⃗
2
i , ζ ≡ r − rh . (2.16)
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This extremal solution corresponds to an AdS2×Rd−1 geometry with the three coefficients

(ct, cζ , cx) given as

ct =
d(d− 2)

2
ξ

2−2ξ+d(d−3+4ξ−dξ)
(d−2)(d−1)(ξ−1) , cζ =

2

d(d− 2)
ξ

1−d−ξ
(d−1)(ξ−1) , cx = ξ

4
(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2) ,

(2.17)

where

ξ ≡ 4(d− 1)

(d− 2)(2− d(d− 1)δ2)
. (2.18)

It is easy to check that for 0 ≤ δ < δc one has ξ ≥ 0 and all three coefficients (2.17) are

positive.

δ = δc : conformal to AdS2 × Rd−1 extremal geometry. For δ equal to the critical

value (2.11) the extremal limit of our geometries is reached for rh = 0, which corresponds

to Q̃→ ∞. In this limit, the near horizon geometry of the metric (2.8) takes the form

ds2 ≈ ζ̃
2

d−1

(
−ζ̃2 dt2 + 1

ζ̃2
dζ̃2 + dx⃗2i

)
, ζ̃ ≡ r

d−2
2 , (2.19)

where, for the sake of clarity, we have omitted the metric coefficients. These are dependent

on Q and d and are always positive-definite when Q ≥ 0 and d > 2. It is obvious from

(2.19) that the extremal geometry for δ = δc is conformal to AdS2 × Rd−1. It features a

vanishing horizon and thus, as we will see below, a vanishing entropy.

In the remainder of this section, focusing on the extremal geometries above, we will

study different observables that will allow us to further characterize these holographic

backgrounds. We will look at the Null Energy Condition, thermal entropy, and butterfly

velocity of our family of black hole solutions.

Null Energy Condition. The Null Energy Condition (NEC) states that the matter

energy-momentum tensor Tµν obeys

Tµν n
µnν > 0 , (2.20)

for any null vector nµ, i.e., for any vector satisfying gµν n
µnν = 0.

For our metric (2.7), one can find the null vector as

nt = c̃t
√
D(r) , nr = c̃r

√
B(r) , nx = c̃x

√
C(r)

d− 1
, (2.21)

where (c̃t, c̃r, c̃x) are constants that satisfy

c̃2r + c̃2x = c̃2t , (2.22)

to ensure gµν n
µnν = 0.
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Let us then consider the NEC (2.20) for the extremal geometries (2.16) of the type

AdS2 × Rd−1. One easily finds that the NEC is satisfied provided that

c̃2x
cζ
> 0 , (2.23)

which is indeed true in the range δ < δc where those extremal geometries exist.

As for the extremal geometries (2.19) which are conformal to AdS2 × Rd−1 the NEC

is always satisfied.

Thermal entropy. We shall examine the behavior of the thermal entropy, given by the

area of the black hole horizon, for the three different black hole solutions described above.

In terms of the metric ansatz (2.7) particularized to the solutions (2.8), the entropy (s) is

given by

s ≡ 4πC(r)
d−1
2 |rh = 4π rd−1

h

(
1 + Q̃

) 2(d−1)

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2) . (2.24)

For the extremal solutions realizing an AdS2 × Rd−1 geometry, after substituting the zero

temperature condition (2.15), the entropy reads

s

µd−1
= 4π

(
d− 2

d

) d−1
2

ξ
1−d−ξ
2(ξ−1) + O(T/µ) , (2.25)

where ξ, given in (2.18), is real and positive in the range δ < δc where the extremal

AdS2 × Rd−1 geometries exist.

As expected, one can check that for δ = δc the entropy vanishes as T goes to zero.

Indeed, in the low-temperature limit, one arrives at

s

µd−1
≡ 4π

(
C(r)/µ2

) d−1
2 |rh ≈ 8π2(d− 2)

d−2
2 d−d/2 T/µ + . . . (2.26)

We illustrate the behavior of the thermal entropy of these black hole geometries for

d = 3 in Fig. 1. In the left panel of Fig. 1 we plot the thermal entropy at T = 0 as a function

of δ. In the right panel of Fig. 1 we show the temperature dependence of the entropy for

two different values of δ, one below and another above the critical value.

Butterfly velocity. For the metric ansatz (2.7), the butterfly velocity vB [70, 71] is given

by (see [72–74] for a derivation in slightly more general geometries):

v2B ≡ 4πT

(d− 1)C ′(r)

∣∣∣∣∣
rh

=
d(1 + Q̃− ξ)(1 + Q̃)

d(d−3)ξ
2(d−2)(d−1)(ξ−1)

2d(1 + Q̃) + 2(1 + Q̃)(ξ − 1)− d(2 + Q̃)ξ
, (2.27)

where the second equality follows after plugging in our solutions (2.8).

In the regime δ < δc we can study the zero temperature limit of the butterfly velocity.
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Figure 1. Thermal entropy s/µ2 for d = 3 and thus with δc =
√

1/3 ≈ 0.577. Left panel: s/µ2 vs.
δ when T = 0. Right panel: s/µ2 vs. T/µ for δ = 0, 0.5, δc, 0.6 (red, green, blue, black).

First, one can compute the low T/µ correction to Q̃ in (2.15), arriving at

Q̃ =
d
(
2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

)
(d− 2)(2− d(d− 1)δ2)

[
1 − 8π

√
d− 1

d(d− 2)2 (2− d(d− 1)δ2)
T/µ + O(T/µ)2

]
.

(2.28)

Plugging this expression into (2.27) we arrive at

v2B = 4π

√
d

(d− 2)3
ξ

2+d(d−3)−2ξ
2(d−2)(d−1)(ξ−1) T/µ + O(T/µ)2 . (2.29)

For the critical case δ = δc, the expression for Q̃ in (2.28) becomes divergent, indicating

the necessity for separate computations. Using (2.12) one finds that the extremal limit of

the critical case corresponds to

Q̃ =
d(d− 2)

16π2(T/µ)2
. (2.30)

Therefore, in the limit of low T/µ, (2.27) reads

v2B = (T/µ)
d(3−d)

(d−2)(d−1)

[
d

d(d−3)
2(d−2)(d−1) (d− 2)

−3d(d−3)−8
2(d−2)(d−1) (4π)

d(d−3)+4
(d−2)(d−1) (T/µ)2 + O(T/µ)3

]
.

(2.31)

In Fig. 2, we display the δ-dependence and T -dependence of v2B when d = 3.

3 Beyond the horizon

In this section, we will study the interior of the family of black hole solutions we have

presented above. We will first characterize the type of singularities these models can feature.

Next, we will present a generalization of the no-inner horizon theorem where we show that

for some values of the parameters, these black hole geometries with a non-trivial scalar

possess an inner horizon.
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Figure 2. Butterfly velocity for d = 3. Left panel: v2B at low temperature (2.29). Right panel: v2B
at δ = 0, 0.5, δc ≈ 0.577, 0.6 (red, green, blue, black).

3.1 Near singularity limit

We shall now study the interior of the black hole geometries (2.7)-(2.10). It will be use-

ful to study the singularities of these solutions using the conventional coordinate system

previously employed in the literature, characterized by

ds2 =
1

z2

[
−g(z)e−χ(z)dt2 +

dz2

g(z)
+ dx⃗2i

]
, (3.1)

that can be obtained from our ansatz (2.7) through the coordinate transformation:

z =
1√
C(r)

, g(z) =
C ′(r)2

4B(r)C(r)2
, χ(z) = log

[
C ′(r)2

4D(r)B(r)C(r)

]
. (3.2)

In the Appendix A we instead perform the analysis of the singularities employing the

original r-coordinate (2.7), obtaining results consistent with those in this section.

Taking the near singularity limit z → ∞ (equivalently r → 0) in our model (2.8), the

coordinate transformation (3.2) boils down to

r = Q
− 2

(d−2)2(d−1)δ2 z
−1− 2

(d−2)(d−1)δ2 , (3.3)

where it can be verified that −1− 2
(d−2)(d−1)δ2

< 0 when d > 2 and δ ≥ 0. Next, plugging

(3.3) into our solutions (2.7)-(2.10), we arrive at the following approximate solution near

the singularity

g(z) =−
[

(d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

]2
Q

2
(d−2)(d−1)δ2 z

− 4
(d−2)(d−1)δ2

×

[
rdh

(
1 +Qr2−d

h

) 4(d−1)

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2) z
d+ 2d

(d−2)(d−1)δ2 −Q
2

(d−2)(d−1)δ2 z
4

(d−2)δ2

]
,

χ(z) =
4

(d− 1)δ2
log z , ϕ(z) = −2

δ
log z .

(3.4)
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Crucially, by comparing the three leading powers of z in this solution for g(z), the

geometry in this limit can be categorized into three distinct classes

δ ̸= 0 :


d+ 2d

(d−2)(d−1)δ2
> 4

(d−2)δ2
−→ δ > δc , (Class I)

d+ 2d
(d−2)(d−1)δ2

= 4
(d−2)δ2

−→ δ = δc , (Class II)

d+ 2d
(d−2)(d−1)δ2

< 4
(d−2)δ2

−→ 0 < δ < δc , (Class III)

δ = 0 ,

(3.5)

where the case with δ = 0 should be handled separately, as we will demonstrate shortly.

Notice that these three classes correspond to the three different types of IR geometries

analyzed in section 2.2. In the following subsection we investigate the singularity across all

these classes.

3.2 Singularities

3.2.1 δ ̸= 0: Kasner or timelike singularity

Class I (δ > δc): Kasner singularity. This class corresponds to the gapped geometries

described around equation (2.14). In this Class I (3.4) can be written as

g(z) = gc z
2+d(d−1)δ2

(d−1)δ2 , χ(z) =
4

(d− 1)δ2
log z , ϕ(z) = −2

δ
log z , (3.6)

where

gc ≡ −
[

(d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

]2
Q

2
(d−2)(d−1)δ2

[
rdh

(
1 +Qr2−d

h

) 4(d−1)

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2)

]
< 0 .

(3.7)

Performing the additional coordinate transformation

z = τ
− 2(d−1)δ2

2+d(d−1)δ2 , (3.8)

our metric (3.1) can be expressed as

ds2 =
1

gc

[
2(d− 1)δ2

2 + d(d− 1)δ2

]2
dτ2 − gcτ

2ptdt2 + τ2pxdx⃗2i , ϕ(τ) = −
√
2pϕ log τ , (3.9)

with

pt =
2− (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

2 + d(d− 1)δ2
, px =

2(d− 1)δ2

2 + d(d− 1)δ2
, pϕ = − 2

√
2(d− 1)δ

2 + d(d− 1)δ2
. (3.10)

One can check that these coefficients satisfy the Kasner condition:

pt + (d− 1)px = p2ϕ + p2t + (d− 1)p2x = 1 . (3.11)
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Therefore, the metric near the singularity in Class I, as given by (3.9), corresponds to the

Kasner singularity geometry. The singularity is spacelike as shown by the inequality (3.7).

Class II (δ = δc): Kasner singularity. In this class II the geometry in the singularity

limit, given by (3.4), becomes

g(z) = gc z
2d , χ(z) = 2d log z , ϕ(z) = −

√
2d(d− 1) log z , (3.12)

where

gc ≡ −
[
d− 2

2(d− 1)

]2
Q

d
d−2

[
rdh

(
1 +Qr2−d

h

) d
d−2 −Q

d
d−2

]
< 0 . (3.13)

As for Class I one can find a coordinate transformation

z = τ−
1
d , (3.14)

that brings the metric to the usual (spacelike) Kasner singularity metric

ds2 =
1

gc

1

d2
dτ2 − gcτ

2ptdt2 + τ2pxdx⃗2i , ϕ(τ) = −
√
2pϕ log τ , (3.15)

where

pt = px =
1

d
, pϕ = −

√
d− 1

d
, (3.16)

and they satisfy the Kasner condition (3.11). Note that although the analysis of Class II is

conducted separately from that of Class I, the result (3.16) regarding the Kasner exponents

can be obtained by setting δ = δc in (3.10).

Class III (0 < δ < δc): timelike singularity. For this class of solutions, the near

singularity geometry (3.4) takes the form

g(z) = gc z
4

(d−1)δ2 , χ(z) =
4

(d− 1)δ2
log z , ϕ(z) = −2

δ
log z , (3.17)

where

gc ≡
[

(d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2
Q

2
(d−2)(d−1)δ2

]2
> 0 . (3.18)

Applying the coordinate transformation

z = τ−
(d−1)δ2

2 , (3.19)
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we get

ds2 =
1

gc

[
(d− 1)δ2

2

]2
dτ2 − gcτ

2p̃tdt2 + τ2p̃xdx⃗2i , ϕ(τ) = −
√
2p̃ϕ log τ , (3.20)

where

p̃t = p̃x =
(d− 1)δ2

2
, p̃ϕ = −(d− 1)δ√

2
. (3.21)

Notice that these exponents do not satisfy the Kasner condition (3.11); they instead fulfill

p̃t + (d− 1)p̃x =
d(d− 1) δ2

2
, p̃2ϕ + p̃2t + (d− 1)p̃2x =

(d− 1)2(2 + d δ2) δ2

4
. (3.22)

Moreover, as indicated by (3.18), the metric near the singularity for these Class III ge-

ometries is timelike. It is worth noting that this timelike singularity is similar to that of

Reissner-Nordström black holes. These are the black hole solutions of our model for δ = 0

(and Q ̸= 0), and, as we review in section 3.2.2, they too feature a timelike singularity that

can be expressed in the Kasner metric form without satisfying the Kasner condition.

We can summarize the type of singularities of the family of black hole geometries (2.7)-

(2.10) as follows

δ ̸= 0 & Q ̸= 0 :


Kasner singularity , (δ > δc)

Kasner singularity , (δ = δc)

Timelike singularity , (0 < δ < δc)

δ = 0 & Q ̸= 0 : Timelike singularity (Reissner-Nordström) ,

Q = 0 : Kasner singularity (Schwarzschild) ,

(3.23)

where the last two cases (Reissner-Nordström and Schwarzschild) will be shown below.

Notice that we have found an instance (our solutions with 0 < δ < δc) of black holes

that in the presence of a nontrivial scalar exhibit a timelike singularity. This points to

the possibility, which we will confirm shortly, that for those solutions, the deformation

introduced by the scalar has not prevented the presence of an inner (Cauchy) horizon. This

will prompt us to generalize the theorems that established how certain scalar deformations

impeded the formation of inner horizons [30, 67, 68].

3.2.2 δ = 0: Timelike singularity

Next, we examine the case where the parameter δ = 0 while having a finite Q, leading to

Reissner-Nordström black holes. Specifically, implementing the following coordinate trans-

formation into (2.8),

r̃ = r
(
1 +Qr2−d

) 1
d−2

, µ̃ =

√
2(d− 1)

d− 2
Qr4−d

h

(
1 +Qr2−d

h

) 2
d−2

, (3.24)
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we obtain the familiar Reissner-Nordström black hole metric

ds2 = −f(r̃)dt2 + dr̃2

f(r̃)
+ r̃2dx⃗2i

= − d− 2

2(d− 1)

(
r̃h
r̃

)2d−4

µ̃2 dt2 +

[
d− 2

2(d− 1)

(
r̃h
r̃

)2d−4

µ̃2

]−1

dr̃2 + r̃2dx⃗2i .

(3.25)

where the singularity limit r̃ → 0 has been taken in the second equality together with

f(r̃) = r̃2

[
1−

(
r̃h
r̃

)d

− d− 2

2(d− 1)

{(
r̃h
r̃

)d

−
(
r̃h
r̃

)2(d−1)
}
µ̃2

r̃2h

]
. (3.26)

Here µ̃ is the chemical potential given by the asymptotic value of the gauge field At.

Next, using the coordinate transformation

r̃ = τ
1

d−1 , (3.27)

the metric (3.25) becomes

ds2 =
2r̃4−2d

h

(d− 2)(d− 1)µ̃2
dτ2 −

(d− 2)r̃2d−4
h µ̃2

2(d− 1)
τ2p̃tdt2 + τ2p̃xdx⃗2i , (3.28)

where

p̃t =
1

d− 1
− 1 , p̃x =

1

d− 1
. (3.29)

Thus one finds that the Reissner-Nordström black holes feature the timelike singularity

(3.28) that does not satisfy the Kasner conditions (3.11) since we have

p̃t + (d− 1)p̃x =
1

d− 1
, p̃2t + (d− 1)p̃2x =

3 + d(d− 3)

(d− 1)2
. (3.30)

3.2.3 Q = 0: Schwarzschild singularity

We close this subsection by exploring the remaining case where Q = 0. As evident from

(2.9)-(2.10), when Q = 0 both the gauge field and the scalar vanish. Consequently, the

geometry becomes that of a Schwarzschild black hole in the absence of a scalar field, and

δ is not present in the action as the potential in (2.2) becomes V (0) = d(d− 1).

In this scenario, the singularity limit is not attained via (3.3). We start from the

following usual form of the Schwarzschild black hole metric

ds2 =
1

z2

−(1− zd

zdh

)
dt2 +

dz2(
1− zd

zdh

) + dx⃗2i


=
zd−2

zdh
dt2 −

zdh
zd+2

dz2 + dx⃗2i ,

(3.31)
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Figure 3. Schematic structure of the blackening factor g(z) from the AdS boundary to the singu-
larity where g(z) vanishes both at the event horizon zh and Cauchy horizon zI .

where z → ∞ is used in the second equality. Then, with the coordinate transformation

z = τ−
2
d , (3.32)

we have

ds2 = −
4zdh
d2

dτ2 + z−d
h τ2ptdt2 + τ2pxdx⃗2i , (3.33)

where

pt =
2− d

d
, px =

2

d
. (3.34)

This is the Schwarzschild singularity that satisfies

pt + (d− 1)px = p2t + (d− 1)p2x = 1 . (3.35)

3.3 More on the interior structure

So far we have determined the singularity type of the different black hole solutions we

study. Next, we will further analyze the geometry behind the horizon, characterizing the

whole holographic flow from the horizon to the singularity. In particular, we will try and

determine the existence of inner horizons for our solutions.

3.3.1 Proof for the existence of inner horizon or lack thereof

In the previous subsection, we have proved that the solutions with 0 < δ < δc posses

timelike singularities. This implies the existence of two horizons: an event (outer) horizon

at zh, and a Cauchy (inner) horizon at zI , where g(zh) = g(zI) = 0. In Fig. 3 we illustrate

this fact through a depiction of the behavior of the blackening factor g(z) for those solutions

with a timelike singularity.

Here, following [30], we prove that the inner horizon zI can only appear when 0 <

δ < δc, which is consistent with our finding regarding timelike singularities. We employ the
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analytical solutions (2.8)-(2.10) of the generic metric ansatz (2.7) wherein the two horizons

are denoted as rh and rI . We start by rewriting the equation of motion of the dilaton field

(2.6) as

1√
DBCd−1

(√
DCd−1

B
ϕ

′

)′

= −V̇ − Ż

2

A′2
t

DB
=: Veff , (3.36)

where a prime ( ′ ) denotes differentiation with respect to r, and a dot (˙) with respect to

ϕ. Furthermore, it is useful to rewrite this equation as(√
DCd−1

B
ϕ

′
ϕ

)′

=
√
DBCd−1

(
ϕVeff +

ϕ′2

B

)
, (3.37)

using (F ϕ)
′
= ϕF ′ + F ϕ′, where F ≡

√
DCd−1

B ϕ
′
.

Now, assuming the existence of an inner horizon at rI , we can integrate both sides of

(3.37), arriving at√
DCd−1

B
ϕ

′
ϕ

∣∣∣∣rI
rh

=

∫ rI

rh

√
DBCd−1

(
ϕVeff +

ϕ′2

B

)
dr . (3.38)

Plugging in our analytic solutions (2.7)-(2.10) we obtain

rd−1f ϕ
′
ϕ

∣∣∣∣rI
rh

=

∫ rI

rh

rd−1h
4

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2)

ϕVeff + fh
− 4

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2)ϕ′2︸ ︷︷ ︸
< 0

dr .

(3.39)

The left-hand side of this equation vanishes if an inner horizon indeed exists (recall that

f(rh) = f(rI) = 0). Then, examining the sign of the integrand on the right hand side, one

can ascertain the presence of the inner horizon. As f(r) < 0 between the two horizons, it

is evident that the second term on the right-hand side is negative. Thus, in order to have

an inner horizon, the following condition must hold

ϕVeff > 0 , (3.40)

which can be simplified to

Veff < 0 . (3.41)

Plugging in our analytic solutions (2.8)-(2.10), this inequality becomes

(
d(d− 1)δ2 − 2

)
h < (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2 − 2d

d− 2
. (3.42)

This result, together with the fact, guaranteed by (2.9), that the metric component h > 1,
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results in the following condition for the existence of an inner horizon

∃ Inner horizon : 0 < δ < δc , (3.43)

which agrees with our finding that indeed a timelike singularity appears in this range.

3.3.2 Holographic flows to singularities

We shall next analyze the holographic flows corresponding to the hairy (δ ̸= 0) black hole

geometries we are studying. We will present our results in terms of the ansatz (3.1) to allow

for easier comparison with the singularity analysis of section 3.2. In order to illustrate the

main features of these backgrounds we will plot and discuss the following two solutions

with d = 3 at T/µ = 1:

δ =
δc
3
, δ = δc =

√
1

3
. (3.44)

The first case falls in class III and features a timelike singularity, while the second one, for

δ set to its critical value, presents a Kasner singularity.

First, in Fig. 4 we plot the blackening factor g(z) and the gauge field At. Additionally,

the metric function χ(z) and the dilaton field ϕ(z) are shown in Fig. 5. The plots of g(z)

clearly show the existence of an inner horizon for the case δ = δc/3, as expected since this

value falls in the range (3.43). Instead, for δ = δc only the event horizon is present. One

can also check in Fig. 4 that the gauge field At vanishes only at the event horizon.3

We shall next present results for three functions useful for characterizing the geometry

near the singularity:

z
d

dz
log(g′tt) , z

d

dz
χ , z

d

dz
ϕ , (3.45)

where

gtt(z) = −g(z)e
−χ(z)

z2
. (3.46)

The near singularity analysis of section 3.2 (see eqs. (3.6), (3.12), and (3.17)) implies that

these functions (3.45) approach a constant towards the singularity

z
d

dz
log(g′tt) ≈

d− 3− 2
(d−1)δ2

, (Class I)

−3 (Class II & III) ,

z
d

dz
χ ≈ 4

(d− 1)δ2
, z

d

dz
ϕ ≈ −2

δ
.

(3.47)

3It is worth noting that, unlike our neutral scalar field theory, in scenarios involving non-trivial charged
scalar hairs, the gauge field can also vanish at the inner horizon. This phenomenon is demonstrated in
studies such as [67, 68]. For the same reason, Josephson oscillations do not occur in our dilaton fields [37],
as illustrated in Fig. 5.
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Figure 4. Holographic flows of the blackening factor g(z) and gauge field At(z) for d = 3. The left
column ((a), (c)) corresponds to geometries with δ = δc/3, while the right one ((b), (d)) to δ = δc.
Here δc =

√
1/3. The insets show the behavior near the horizon.

Note that for the case of the Kasner singularity, these constants can be associated with the

Kasner exponent via (3.10) and (3.16). In Fig. 5 we display the functions (3.45) inside the

event horizon. As expected, all three functions approach the constant values (3.47) towards

the singularity.

We close this section with the plot of gtt(z) in Fig. 6. For both cases in (3.44) we find

that gtt reaches a maximum value within the interior region and subsequently diminishes.4

Moreover, as expected, an inner horizon appears only when δ < δc (left plot). Accordingly,

on the right plot of Fig. 6, gtt does not vanish (indicating no inner horizon) and instead

remains very small. This phenomenon can be associated with the collapse of the Einstein-

Rosen bridge [30]. Recall that, in the interior of a black hole, gtt serves as a measure for

the spatial coordinate t along the wormhole that connects the two exterior regions of the

black hole, i.e., the Einstein-Rosen bridge. A rapid decrease in gtt may therefore signify a

collapse of the Einstein-Rosen bridge.

4A similar behavior of gtt is found in other models. For instance, see [52] for the case of massive vector
fields.
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Figure 5. The functions z dX/dz when X = {log g′tt, χ, ϕ}. The left column ((a), (c), (e)) is at
δ = δc/3, while the right one ((b), (d), (f)) is at δ = δc. Here δc =

√
1/3. The saturated value near

the singularity (z → ∞) is (3.47).

4 Probes of the black hole interior

In this section, we now investigate gravitational observables that can probe the interior of

the black holes. We focus on two recent proposals for diagnosing the black hole singularity:
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Figure 6. The plot of gtt when δ = (δc/3, δc) (left, right). The left panel shows the inner horizon
in its inset, which can be compared with the plot of the blackening factor in Fig. 4 (a).

the “Complexity = Anything” proposal [21] and the thermal a-function [41].

4.1 Complexity = Anything

Quantum complexity is an interesting entry of the holographic dictionary, which has been

highlighted by recent research in the intersection of quantum information theory and quan-

tum gravity [75, 76]. Initially, two main conjectures were proposed for its holographic dual:

“Complexity = Volume” [13, 77] and “Complexity = Action” [14, 78]. Recently, a new

infinite family of gravitational observables, coined “Complexity = Anything” [16, 79], has

been introduced, encompassing the previous conjectures as specific cases.

A major motivation for studying quantum complexity within holography is to enhance

our understanding of the emergence of spacetime through quantum information [80–85],

in particular black hole interiors. Recent work [21] has shown that the “Complexity =

Anything” approach [16, 79] provides a framework for examining the geometric properties

of black hole singularities. For a recent review, see [86]. Specifically, by focusing on the late-

time growth rate of complexity, the authors of [21] demonstrated that, for a particular class

of complexity functionals, the extremal surfaces relevant to the computation of complexity

can probe the black hole singularity. This suggests that the geometric structure of the

singularities may determine certain properties of these surfaces as well as the associated

dual complexities.

In this paper, following the methodology of [21], we investigate holographic complexity

as a tool for probing black hole singularities. Our analysis provides novel insights in two

key areas. First, we extend the formalism of [21] to a generic metric of the form (2.7);

when D(r) = 1/B(r) = f(r) and C(r) = r2, our results align with the simpler setting

in [21]. Second, we extend their findings to include black holes with scalar hair, which

is an essential ingredient for obtaining more generic and intricate black hole interiors. In

particular, using our analytic AdS black holes (2.1), we provide explicit analytic examples

illustrating the relationship between holographic complexity and the structure of general
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Figure 7. A sketch of the codimension-zero region M (blue shaded region) together with future
and past boundaries Σ± (blue lines). Below, we will specialize in a set of proposals where Σ± are
taken to be constant mean curvature slices. The parameters r±,min represent the minimum values
attained by r±, while tL,R denote the left/right boundary times.

Kasner singularities.

4.1.1 Formalism and general results

In this section, we extend the “Complexity = Anything” formalism from [21] to accommo-

date our generic metric (2.7). This will allow us to probe a generic Kasner singularity in

an analytically controllable setup.

Let us first summarize the main ingredients of the “Complexity = Anything” proposal

[16, 79]. The idea is to study a family of codimension-zero or codimension-one observables

with certain universal properties that are expected for complexity; that is, linear growth of

complexity at late times and switchback effect. Without loss of generality, we will focus on

the codimension-zero case, as codimension-one proposals can be obtained from particular

limiting cases of the former.

The definition of complexity follows a two-step procedure. First, one needs to specify

a bulk codimension-zero region M. To do so, one defines a functional of the form

W (M) =

∫
Σ+

ddσ
√
hF+(gµν , X

µ
+) +

∫
Σ−

ddσ
√
hF−(gµν , X

µ
−) +

∫
M

dd+1x
√
g G(gµν) , (4.1)

where Σ± are future and past boundaries of M respectively —see Fig. 7 below,— F± are

general functionals of the metric gµν and embedding functions Xµ
±, and G is a function of

gµν . The region M can then be found by extremizing such a functional, such that5

δ[W (M)] = 0 . (4.2)

5Using stokes theorem, it can be shown that the above extremization can always be cast as independent
extremizations of the functions F± ± G̃, where G̃ is the primitive of G.
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To solve this extremization problem, one should impose boundary conditions such thatM is

anchored to the relevant boundary Cauchy slice σCFT. This is guaranteed by requiring that

∂Σ± = σCFT. In a two-sided black hole σCFT has two components so that σCFT = σL∪σR,
and typically σL,R are taken to be constant-t slices: t = tL and t = tR, respectively.

The second step amounts to evaluating a “complexity observable” on region M, so that

C(σCFT) =

∫
Σ+

ddσ
√
hF+(gµν , X

µ
+) +

∫
Σ−

ddσ
√
hF−(gµν , X

µ
−) +

∫
M

dd+1x
√
g G(gµν) . (4.3)

Here, F± are scalar functionals that may be constructed from the bulk intrinsic curvature

and/or the extrinsic curvatures of Σ±. Similarly, G, is constructed from the bulk intrinsic

curvature. In general, F± and G are independent and may be chosen to be completely

different from the functionals appearing in eq. (4.1).

The above prescription defines an infinite family of gravitational observables that probe

the black hole’s interior. However, this two-step process does not ensure the results meet

the expected properties for complexity. On general grounds, we expect a “good” measure of

complexity must exhibit linear growth at late times and the switchback effect [16, 79], but

these properties must be verified on a case-by-case basis. Even with these constraints, there

remains a large family of proposals from the bulk perspective that capture the main features

of complexity. This flexibility in defining holographic complexity should be viewed as a

feature, rather than a drawback, reflecting the inherent ambiguities in defining complexity

from the field theory side.

Below, we will examine specific complexity proposals that can probe the black hole’s

singularity. Since M includes regions outside and inside the event horizon, using Eddington-

Finkelstein coordinates is advantageous. The metric in these coordinates is given by:

ds2 = −D(r) dv2 + 2
√
D(r)B(r) dv dr + C(r)dx⃗2i , (4.4)

where the infalling coordinate v is defined as

v = t+ r∗(r) , r∗(r) =

∫ r

∞

√
B(r̃)

D(r̃)
dr̃ . (4.5)

We will eventually restore the original coordinates using this relation to investigate the

evolution of complexity in terms of the (physical) boundary time t.

Observables on constant mean curvature slices. Following [21], we now focus on a

codimension-one variant of Complexity = Anything, which can be obtained as a limiting

case of the more general codimension-zero case outlined above. To define the gravitational

observable, we first need to define the region of interest M. This is obtained by extremizing

the functional [79]

WCMC =
1

GNL

[
α+

∫
Σ+

ddσ
√
h+ α−

∫
Σ−

ddσ
√
h+

αB

L

∫
M

dd+1x
√
g

]
, (4.6)

– 22 –



where GN is the Newton constant, L the AdS radius, and α± and αB some dimensionless

constants. The embedding functions of the future and past hypersurfaces bounding M are

taken to be Xµ
± = {v±(σ), r±(σ), xi} and the induced metric on Σ± is

ds2h =
(
−D(r±)v̇

2
± + 2

√
D(r±)B(r±)v̇±ṙ±

)
dσ2 + C(r±) dx⃗

2
i . (4.7)

By extremizing the above functional, the resulting hypersurfaces Σ± are found to be Con-

stant Mean Curvature (CMC) slices [21, 79], with extrinsic curvatures given by

KΣ+ = − αB

α+L
, KΣ− =

αB

α−L
. (4.8)

To define the codimension-one observable, we then set G and either F+ or F− to zero. This

results in the following complexity observable, evaluated on a single hypersurface:

C± =
1

GNL

∫
Σ±

ddσ
√
hF(σ) , (4.9)

where F(σ) is a dimensionless scalar function.

The maximization of CMC slices. Next, we provide an algorithm to obtain the CMC

slices given a metric of the form (4.4). We start by rewriting the bulk term in (4.6) as

αB

L

∫
M

dd+1x
√
g =

αB

L

∫
dd−1x

∫
dv

∫ r−

r+

dr
√
D(r)B(r)C(r)d−1

= αBVd−1

[∫
Σ−

dσ v̇−(σ) b(r−) −
∫
Σ+

dσ v̇+(σ) b(r+)

]
,

(4.10)

where we defined a function b(r) and the spatial volume Vd−1 such that

∂b(r)

∂r
=

√
D(r)B(r)C(r)d−1

L
, Vd−1 =

∫
dd−1x . (4.11)

Then, plugging (4.10) into (4.6), we obtain

WCMC =
Vd−1

GNL

∑
ε=+,−

∫
Σε

dσLε , (4.12)

where

Lε = αεC(r±)
d−1
2

√
−D(r±) v̇2± + 2

√
D(r±)B(r±) v̇±ṙ± − ε αB v̇± b (r±) . (4.13)

Thus, finding the corresponding CMC slices (i.e., extremal surfaces of the functionalWCMC)

is equivalent to solving the equations of motion derived from the “Lagrangian” Lε in (4.12).

To achieve this, it is useful to fix the gauge by choosing√
−D(r±)v̇2± + 2

√
D(r±)B(r±)v̇±ṙ± = C(r±)

d−1
2

√
B(r±)D(r±) . (4.14)
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Figure 8. A sketch of the potential U (P±
v , r±) in (4.16). Different colors denote the distinct values

of the momentum P±
v , and r±,min are the zeros furthest away from the singularity.

This is possible because the functional WCMC is diffeomorphism invariant under the trans-

formation σ → σ̃(σ) [21]. By using (4.14) in the Lagrangian Lε, one can derive the equation

of motion for the radial profile r±(σ) as:

ṙ2± + U
(
P±
v , r±

)
= 0 , (4.15)

where the “potential” U is given by

U
(
P±
v , r±

)
= −D(r±)C(r±)

d−1 −
(
P±
v ± αB

α±
b(r±)

)2

, (4.16)

and the conjugate conserved momenta P±
v are

P±
v =

∂L±
∂v̇±

= ṙ± −

√
D(r±)

B(r±)
v̇± ∓ αB

α±
b(r±) . (4.17)

Finally, by solving (4.15) for a given value of P±
v , we can determine r±. Substituting this

function back into (4.17), we can also derive v±. Consequently, we obtain the full embedding

functions {r±(σ) , v±(σ)} for the CMC surfaces Σ± that maximize (4.6).

Boundary time and conserved momentum. Let us now discuss the physical meaning

of the momenta P±
v . First, note that the potential can exhibit zeros at a fixed P±

v , i.e.,

U
(
P±
v , r±

)
= 0 . (4.18)

We denote r±,min as the zeros that are furthest away from the singularity —see Fig. 8.6

Additionally, note that when U = 0, (4.15) simplifies to ṙ±
2 = 0. This indicates that the

values of r± correspond to the minima r±,min as shown in Fig. 7. Furthermore, it has been

shown [21] that fixing the momentum is equivalent to fixing a boundary time. To illustrate

6Note that the minimal radius r±,min is defined as the point at which trajectories with “zero-energy”
reflect off the potential [16, 21, 79].
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this, we rewrite equation (4.5) as follows:

dt =
v̇±
ṙ±

dr± −

√
B(r±)

D(r±)
dr±

= −

√
B(r±)

(
Pv ± αB

α±
b(r±)− ṙ±

)
√
D(r±)ṙ±

dr± −

√
B(r±)

D(r±)
dr±

= −

√
B(r±)

(
Pv ± αB

α±
b(r±)

)
√
D(r±)

√
−U

(
P±
v , r±

) dr± ,

(4.19)

where we used both (4.15) and (4.17). Then, considering left-right symmetric time evolu-

tion, tR = tL ≡ tb/2, the corresponding boundary time tb yields

tb = 2

∫ r±,min

∞

√
B(r±)

(
P±
v ± αB

α±
b(r±)

)
√
D(r±)

√
−U

(
P±
v , r±

) dr± . (4.20)

Thus, fixing momentum is equivalent to fixing the boundary time.

The late-time limit and large mean curvature. A key concept in investigating

singularities through Complexity = Anything involves analyzing the late-time behavior of

complexity using equation (4.20) [21]. To determine the behavior at late times (tb → ∞),

it is essential to discuss the expansion of the potential near r±,min,

U
(
P±
v , r±

)
= ∂r±U

(
P±
v , r±

) ∣∣
r±=r±,min

(r± − r±,min)

+
1

2
∂2r±U

(
P±
v , r±

) ∣∣
r±=r±,min

(r± − r±,min)
2 + · · · ,

(4.21)

where we used that U (P±
v , r±,min) = 0. Next, we identify the ‘final’ zero, r±,f , such that

U
(
P±
v , r±,f

)
= ∂r±U

(
P±
v , r±

)∣∣
r±=r±,f

= 0 . (4.22)

Then, due to the quadratic term in (4.21), the integral in (4.20) may become divergent,

resulting in an infinite tb [16, 21, 79]. See Fig. 8 for a sketch of r±,f . Therefore, determining

r±,f is crucial for understanding the late-time behavior of complexity.

The equation to determine r±,f can be derived by combining (4.16) and (4.22), yielding:

K2
Σ± +

[C(r±,f )D
′(r±,f ) + (d− 1)D(r±,f )C

′(r±,f )]
2

4B(r±,f )D(r±,f )2C(r±,f )2
= 0 . (4.23)

Alternatively, this equation can be derived from the formula for the extrinsic curvature of

a constant r-slice:

K =

∣∣∣∣∣C(r)D′(r) + (d− 1)D(r)C ′(r)

2
√

−B(r)D(r)C(r)

∣∣∣∣∣ , (4.24)
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(a) At a fixed finite time (b) At the late-time limit

Figure 9. Sketch of the codimension-zero region M when the mean curvature is large. In panel (a),
at a fixed finite time, the boundaries Σ± become null, and the region becomes the Wheeler-DeWitt
(WDW) patch. Panel (b) illustrates the same scenario in the late-time limit.

evaluated at r = r±,f .

An intriguing insight into the black hole singularity emerged from the work of [21]. In

particular, in the limit of large mean curvature, KΣ± → ±∞ , one can show that

r±,f →

{
0 , (r±,f is the singularity) ,

rh , (r±,f is the horizon) .
(4.25)

In other words, in the large mean curvature and late-time limits, the CMC slices Σ±
asymptotically approach a constant r-surface where r±(σ) = r±,f , coinciding with either

the singularity or the horizon. Specifically, considering that the CMC slice with a large

mean curvature tends to approach the boundary of the WDW patch [79], we observe the

scenario depicted in the left panel of Fig. 9 at a fixed finite time. In the late-time limit, the

past boundary Σ− approaches the event horizon, while the future boundary Σ+ converges

toward either the spacelike singularity or an inner horizon (if there is one), as illustrated

in the right panel of Fig. 9.

Complexity in the late-time limit. Building upon the previous discussion, we now

investigate the late-time behavior of the complexity defined in (4.9), evaluated on the

previously extremized surface Σ±:

C± =
1

GNL

∫
Σ±

ddσ
√
h F(σ)

=
Vd−1

GNL

∫
Σ±

dσ C(r±)
d−1
2 F(r±)

√
−D(r±)v̇2± + 2

√
D(r±)B(r±) v̇±ṙ± ,

(4.26)
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where we have used (4.7) and (4.11). Moreover, recall that F(σ) can be any arbitrary scalar

functional of the background metric and extrinsic curvature. Assuming the homogeneity of

the dual quantum circuit, we have taken it to depend solely on the radial coordinate r.

By applying both the gauge condition (4.14) and the equation of motion (4.15), the

complexity formula (4.26) can be further simplified to

C± =
2Vd−1

GNL

∫ ∞

r±,min

dr± C(r±)
d−1 F(r±)

√
D(r±)B(r±)

−U(P±
v , r±)

. (4.27)

Given the implicit dependence on boundary time (4.20), which is encoded through r± and

P±
v , its growth rate can be formulated as

dC±

dtb
=

2Vp−1

GNL

[
C(r±,min)

d−1 F(r±,min)

√
D(r±,min)B(r±,min)

−U(P±
v , r±,min)

dr±,min

dtb

+
dP±

v

dtb

∫ ∞

r±,min

dr±

{
F(r±)

√
D(r±)B(r±)C(r±)

d−1
P±
v ± αB

α±
b(r±)(

−U
(
P±
v , r±

)) 3
2

}]
,

(4.28)

where we used (4.16) to evaluate ∂P±
v
U (P±

v , r±). It is worth noting that the expression

(4.28) may initially seem ill-defined due to (4.18). However, it can be shown that this

apparent issue is resolved; specifically, the term U(P±
v , r±,min) is canceled out by the con-

tribution from dr±,min/dtb. To demonstrate this, we first write

dr±,min

dtb
=

(P±
v ± αB

α±
b(r±,min)

)−1
√

−U
(
P±
v , r±,min

)
D(r±,min)

B(r±,min)


×

1
2
+

dP±
v

dtb

∫ ∞

r±,min

dr±

√
D(r±)B(r±)C(r±)

d−1(
−U

(
P±
v , r±

)) 3
2

 ,
(4.29)

which can be obtained by differentiating (4.20). Then, plugging (4.29) into (4.28), we obtain

dC±

dtb
=
Vp−1

GNL

[
C(r±,min)

d−1 F(r±,min)D(r±,min)

P±
v ± αB

α±
b(r±,min)

+
dP±

v

dtb

∫ ∞

r±,min

dr±

{
2F(r±)

√
D(r±)B(r±)C(r±)

d−1
P±
v ± αB

α±
b(r±)(

−U
(
P±
v , r±

)) 3
2

− 2F(r±,min)
√
D(r±)B(r±)C(r±)

d−1
P±
v ± αB

α±
b(r±,min)(

−U
(
P±
v , r±

)) 3
2

}]
.

(4.30)

Note that the integrand in the second term vanishes when r± → r±,min.

Finally, following [21], we consider the limit of large mean curvature. In this scenario,

the integral term of (4.30) tends towards zero as the CMC slices approach the constant

r-surface (r±,min = r±,f ), as indicated by (4.25). Consequently, the integration range of r
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is confined to remain at a constant r±,f (which is a set of measure zero), leading to the

integral evaluating to zero. We are thus left with

(KΣ± → ±∞) : lim
tb→∞

dC±

dtb
=

Vd−1

GNL
F(r±,f )C(r±,f )

d−1
2

√
−D(r±,f ) , (4.31)

where we used both (4.16) and (4.18).

Two remarks are in order. Firstly, the final expression (4.31) can be interpreted as the

volume measure of the induced metric on the ultimate slice r = r±,f , (4.4), multiplied by

the geometric factor F(r±,f ).
7 Secondly, it is worth recalling that (4.27) can be considered

a ‘good’ candidate for the holographic dual of complexity due to its potential to exhibit

linear growth at late times [21]. In this limit, (4.31) indeed approaches a constant, consistent

with the expected behavior for the circuit complexity associated with the dual thermofield

double state [76, 87, 88].

4.1.2 Diagnosing the singularity

In this section, we aim to further investigate the late-time linear growth of complexity in the

limit of large mean curvature. Namely, by exploring different choices of F, we will examine

the properties of (4.31) to try to uncover information about the singularities allowed by

our generalized metric. We will separately investigate the complexity associated with the

past boundary (C−) and the future boundary (C+). Following [21], we will first consider

F = 1 or F = |LK| , (4.32)

with K given in (4.24). As expected, C− does not probe the singularity and thus remains

unaffected by it. In contrast, for C+, the extremal surfaces do reach the singularity (in cases

where we do not have an inner horizon) enabling us to diagnose it. For the specific choices

of F presented in (4.32), we find that the linear growth rate is either zero or a constant,

independent of the Kasner exponents. This observation prompts us to investigate more

general choices of F. Notably, we find that a third choice of the form

F = L
√
KµνKµν , (4.33)

yields a linear growth rate that explicitly depends on the Kasner exponents.

Complexity with the past boundary. Let us first discuss C−. As previously men-

tioned, in this case, the past boundary Σ− approaches the event horizon r+ (see Fig. 9).

Starting with the case where F(r) = 1, (4.31) evaluates to

F = 1 : lim
tb→∞

dC−

dtb
=
Vd−1

GNL
C(r+)

d−1
2

√
−D(r+) = 0 , (4.34)

7At late times, the portions of the CMC slice extending towards the asymptotic boundary do not affect
equation (4.31) [21] because their volume approaches a constant value.
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where we have used the fact that the blackening function D(r+) vanishes at r = r+. This

result is expected, as in this limit, the CMC slice converges towards the past boundary of

the WdW patch, which is a null surface.

Next, considering the case F = |LK|, we have

F = |LK| : lim
tb→∞

dC−

dtb
=
Vd−1

GN

∣∣∣∣∣C(r)D′(r) + (d− 1)D(r)C ′(r)

2
√
B(r)D(r)

∣∣∣∣∣C(r) d−3
2

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r+

= 8π T+S+ ,

(4.35)

where we also used D(r+) = 0, and the explicit expressions for the Hawking temperature

and Bekenstein-Hawking entropy:

T± =
1

4π

|D(r)′|√
D(r)B(r)

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r±

, S± =
Vd−1

4GN
C(r)

d−1
2

∣∣∣∣
r=r±

. (4.36)

Our result in (4.35) indicates that, for the given choice of F, the late-time growth of C−

is proportional to the product T S for the broader class of metrics we are studying, thus,

extending the findings of [21].

Complexity with the future boundary. Up to this point, we have focused on C−,

which remains unaffected by the black hole singularity. Next, we will turn our attention to

C+. The outcome in this case will largely depend on whether the singularity is timelike or

Kasner, so we will examine each of these scenarios separately.

Timelike singularities. As discussed in the preceding section, for timelike singularities,

the future boundary Σ+ approaches the inner horizon r− as the mean curvature becomes

large. Then, (4.31) evaluates to

F = 1 : lim
tb→∞

dC+

dtb
=
Vd−1

GNL
C(r−)

d−1
2

√
−D(r−) = 0 ,

F = |LK| : lim
tb→∞

dC+

dtb
=
Vd−1

GN

∣∣∣∣∣C(r)D′(r) + (d− 1)D(r)C ′(r)

2
√
B(r)D(r)

∣∣∣∣∣C(r) d−3
2

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r−

= 8π T−S− ,

(4.37)

where we used (4.36). Thus, we reach the same conclusion as with C−: for F = 1 we obtain

a vanishing complexity rate since Σ+ approaches a null surface, while for F = |LK| the
rate is proportional to T S, however, with the variables associated with the inner horizon.

Kasner singularities. Finally, we consider C+ in the presence of Kasner singularities.

In the absence of an inner horizon, the future boundary Σ+ approaches the spacelike

singularity, r → 0, so in this case we expect to be able to diagnose the singularity.

– 29 –



To be more specific, we consider the Kasner metric8

ds2 = −c2r dr2 + c2t r
2ptdt2 + r2pxdx⃗2i , (4.38)

which, given our metric ansatz (2.7), implies

D(r) = −c2t r2pt , B(r) = −c2r , C(r) = r2px . (4.39)

Substituting this expression into (4.31) yields

lim
tb→∞

dC+

dtb
=

Vd−1

GNL
F(r) ct r

pt+(d−1)px . (4.40)

Now, for the two choices of F in (4.32) we find:

F = 1 : lim
tb→∞

dC+

dtb
=

Vd−1

GNL
ct r

pt+(d−1)px → 0 ,

F = |LK| : lim
tb→∞

dC+

dtb
=

Vd−1

GN

ct
cr

(pt + (d− 1)px) r
pt+(d−1)px−1 =

Vd−1

GN

ct
cr
,

(4.41)

where we used the Kasner condition, pt + (d− 1)px = 1, and
∣∣KΣ+

∣∣ = pt+(d−1)px
crr

. Notably,

the late time growth for F = |LK| is constant, however, the explicit dependence on the

Kasner exponents drops out.

The above observation prompts us to explore more general choices of F with the goal

of extracting more detailed information about the singularity. The main issue is that the

combination of pt and px in (4.41) exactly yields the linear Kasner identity pt+(d−1)px = 1,

which does not include pϕ, unlike the quadratic identity p2ϕ + p2t + (d − 1)p2x = 1. One

possibility would be to select an F with explicit dependence on the matter fields, e.g.,

F(ϕ). However, this choice appears to be highly theory-dependent. Another option is to

investigate other geometric invariants. Notably, we find that a simple choice of the form

(4.33) already yields the desired result. Specifically, we find that

F = L
√
KµνKµν : lim

tb→∞

dC+

dtb
=

Vd−1

GN

ct
cr

√
p2t + (d− 1)p2x r

pt+(d−1)px−1

=
Vd−1

GN

ct
cr

√
1− p2ϕ ,

(4.42)

where we used both Kasner identities, pt + (d − 1)px = 1 and p2ϕ + p2t + (d − 1)p2x = 1, as

well as the relation KµνK
µν =

p2t+(d−1)p2x
c2rr

2 . Note that the value of pϕ, combined with these

two identities, uniquely determines the full set of Kasner exponents. This indicates that,

for the chosen F, we can fully characterize the singularity geometry by examining the rate

of complexity growth at late times.9

8Note that we do not rescale t and r such that cr = ct = 1 since the growth rate of complexity depends
on the choice of the time coordinate and Vd−1 also depends on the choice of the spatial coordinate.

9By employing our results of Kasner components from equations (3.10) and (3.16), we have confirmed
p2ϕ < 1, thereby ensuring that (4.42) is positive definite.
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A final comment is in order. For both F = |LK| and F = L
√
KµνKµν , we found a finite

complexity rate in the late time regime. Similar to [21], one might speculate whether such

rates can be expressed as proportional to T S. However, a quick calculation reveals that this

is generally not the case, but rather a coincidence specific to the Schwarzschild singularity

(Q = 0 in our context). In hindsight, this should not come as a surprise. Unlike the previous

scenarios ((4.35) and (4.37)), in this case, Σ+ does not approach any of the horizons, but

instead the singularity itself. For the Schwarzschild case, the rate is proportional to T S

due to the absence of additional scales in the problem. However, this reasoning does not

apply to a more generic Kasner singularity, resulting in more complex dependencies in the

rate of complexity growth.

4.2 Thermal a-function

In this section, we explore another observable for studying the black hole interior, known

as the thermal a-function, which was introduced in [41] and further elaborated on in [9, 46].

Our goal is to characterize the endpoint of the a-function using near-singularity data, which

we can access analytically through our exact backgrounds. Before doing so, let us briefly

review the concept of ‘trans-IR’ flows, defined holographically via black hole interiors.

The main concept of a ‘trans-IR’ flow involves analytically continuing the conventional

RG flow beyond its infrared (IR) fixed point to complex energies. For thermal states, the

flow is characterized by the so-called thermal a-function, aT (z), which (i) measures the

effective number of degrees of freedom at each energy scale and (ii) is therefore monoton-

ically decreasing along the entire RG flow. This includes both the conventional RG flow,

defined outside the horizon, and the ‘trans-IR’ regime, defined inside the black hole.

To define the a-function, we start with a black hole metric in domain-wall coordinates:

ds2 = e2A(u)
[
−h(u)2dt2 + dx⃗2

]
+ du2, (4.43)

with t ∈ R, x⃗ ∈ Rd−1, u ≥ 0. As usual, u represents an energy scale in the theory so that

u = 0 (the black hole horizon) corresponds to the IR of the theory, while u→ ∞ (the AdS

boundary) corresponds to the UV [89, 90].10 In these coordinates the thermal a-function

reads [41],

aT (u) =
πd/2

Γ
(
d
2

)
ℓd−1
P

[
h(u)

A′(u)

]d−1

, (4.44)

where ℓP is the Planck length. To probe monotonicity, one simply differentiates with respect

to u and uses Einstein’s equations to recast the result in terms of the stress tensor. Then,

demanding that the bulk matter fields respect the null energy condition, one arrives at

daT
du

∝ 1

A′(u)d

(
T z
z − T t

t

)
≥ 0 . (4.45)

Notably, the above coordinates only cover the exterior of the black hole. To access the

interior one can perform a dual analytic continuation of the time and radial coordinates,

10For an examination of the a-function within the context of Lorentz violating RG flows, see [91].
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so that

t = tI − sgn(tI)
iγ

2T
, u = iρ , (4.46)

where γ is a half integer and T ≡ eA(0)h′(0)
2π . To show monotonicity inside, we use the coordi-

nates introduced in (3.1). Specifically, we perform the following coordinate transformation,

u→ u(z), and identifications:

du

dz
= − 1

z
√
g(z)

, (4.47)

e2A(u) =
1

z2
, (4.48)

h(u)2 = g(z)e−χ(z) , (4.49)

to obtain

aT (z) =
πd/2

Γ
(
d
2

)
ℓd−1
P

e−(d−1)χ(z)/2 . (4.50)

Moreover, by differentiating and using Einstein’s equations, we obtain

daT
dz

∝ −g(z)
(
T r
r − T t

t

)
≤ 0 , (4.51)

demonstrating that aT (z) remains monotonic inside the black hole, i.e., for z > zh.

Let us now analyze our specific hairy black holes. In the near-singularity limit (z → ∞),

reading χ(z) from (3.4), we find that, up to the first subleading order,

χ(z) =
4

(d− 1)δ2
log z + 2 log

[
(d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2
Q

2
(d−2)(d−1)δ2

]
. (4.52)

This implies that the thermal a-function can be approximated as

aT (z → ∞) ≈ πd/2

Γ
(
d
2

)
Q

2
(d−2)δ2

[
2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

(d− 2)(d− 1)ℓpδ2

]d−1

z
−2

δ2 . (4.53)

A few remarks are in order. First, since δ > 0, our thermal a-function approaches

zero near the singularity, following a specific power law determined by δ. This behavior

encompasses all solutions with either timelike or Kasner singularities, implying that the

(classical) degrees of freedom freeze out at the singularities. This potentially leaves room

for stringy or quantum degrees of freedom, which are not captured by this a-function,

which can still be excited under such extreme conditions. Second, the decay is faster for

timelike singularities, as these are associated with smaller values of δ (0 < δ < δc). For

Kasner singularities (δ ≥ δc), our results are consistent with those in [41]. Specifically, by

recasting (4.53) in terms of the Kasner exponents, we find that

aT (z) ∝ z
−(d−1)(d(1+pt)−2)

1−pt , (4.54)
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Figure 10. Thermal a-function for d = 3 with δ = 1
3δc, δc, 3δc (left, center and right, respectively)

where δc =
√
1/3. The left plot corresponds to a flow leading to a timelike singularity, while the

center and right plots correspond to flows into Kasner singularities.

where we have utilized (3.10)-(3.16). Using the two Kasner relations, pt + (d − 1)px = 1

and p2ϕ + p2t + (d− 1)p2x = 1, we can thus conclude that the power law in (4.54) determines

the complete set of Kasner exponents. Lastly, it is worth noting that (4.53) ensures the

thermal a-function remains real-valued even into the trans-IR regime, given that Q > 0 for

our solutions.

We can also examine the full thermal a-function across the whole RG flow. For instance,

for d = 3 and T/µ = 1, Fig. 10 depicts the thermal a-function from the AdS boundary to

the singularity, exhibiting the expected monotonic behavior.

5 The interior of black holes breaking translational invariance

In this section we study the interior geometry of black hole solutions that break translations

on the dual theory. We will consider both the case of explicit and spontaneous breaking.

It is worth noting that there exist numerical investigations concerning the analysis

of black hole interiors with broken translations in holographic hairy black holes [33, 37,

48]. In this paper we construct and study analytical solutions of the interior of black

hole geometries that break translations explicitly on the boundary theory. We compliment

this analysis with a numerical simulation of the interior of black holes that instead break

translations spontaneously. To our knowledge, this work is the first analytic study of the

interior of hairy black holes that break translations on the boundary theory.

In the following we focus on the Gubser-Rocha model in (3 + 1) dimensions [65], i.e.,

we restrict our setup (2.1) to the case

δ = δc =

√
2

d(d− 1)
, d = 3 , (5.1)

which brings the potentials (2.2) to the form

Z(ϕ) = e
− ϕ√

3 , V (ϕ) = 6 cosh
ϕ√
3
. (5.2)
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As shown in section 3, this setup is the only case within our model where, at low temper-

ature, the singularity is of the Kasner type.

As we will discuss below, implementing the breaking of traslations in the Gubser-Rocha

model is relevant for the description of strongly coupled condensed matter systems. Thus,

in order to break translational invariance on the dual theory, following [92, 93] we add to

our model (2.1) the axion action

Saxion =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
−Y (ϕ)

2

2∑
i=1

∂ψ2
i

]
, Y (ϕ) =

(
1− η eϕ

)2
. (5.3)

The axion fields ψi are taken as

ψi = βxi , (5.4)

which solves their equations of motion and results in the breaking of translations on the

boundary theory [92, 93], with the axion charge β denoting the strength of broken trans-

lations. A key feature of this model is that the geometry remains homogeneous, i.e., the

metric and matter fields are functions of the radial coordinate only. Moreover, as we will

see below, if the breaking of translations is explicit one finds analytic black hole solutions

in the presence of axions (5.4).

The type of translational symmetry breaking implemented by the axion fields on the

boundary theory can be regulated by the parameter η in Y (ϕ) as follows:

η = 0 (Explicit breaking) , η = 1 (Spontaneous breaking) , (5.5)

together with the appropriate boundary conditions on the dilaton ϕ. Specifically, the asymp-

totic solution of the axion fields takes the form

ψi ≈

{
βxi + ψ

(∆)
i r−3 , (η = 0)

ψ
(∆)
i r + βxi with ϕ ≈ ⟨O⟩ r−2 . (η = 1)

(5.6)

In accordance with the holographic dictionary, the leading term is interpreted as the source,

while the subleading term corresponds to the expectation value of the dual operator. This

implies that the β term serves as the source when η = 0, whereas it represents the expec-

tation value (vev) when η = 1 [94, 95]. In other words, given that we set ψ
(∆)
i = 0 in (5.6),

the translational symmetry is broken by the source (explicit breaking) when η = 0, and

instead by the vev (spontaneous breaking) when η = 1.11

It is noteworthy that holographic axion theories [92, 93] have served as valuable tools

for investigating strongly coupled condensed matter systems [60, 61, 64, 96–99], particularly

aiding in the understanding of the strange metal phase and the associated high-Tc super-

conductivity in cuprate materials and other strongly correlated systems. Notable and cele-

brated results have been attained through analyses involving conductivity [57, 58, 69, 100–

107], transport coefficients [95, 108–126], and the collective dynamics of strongly coupled

11Refer to section 2.2 in [95] for a more comprehensive and generic discussion on exploring the nature of
broken translations within the Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton with Axion model.
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phases [94, 102, 127–144]. Additionally, quantum information applications [145–153] and

the application of the AdS/Deep learning correspondence [152, 154] have been explored.12

Within this array of previous investigations, the Gubser-Rocha model [65] stands out as

the most renowned and celebrated holographic model accountable for the characteristics of

strange metals. Notably, the Gubser-Rocha model facilitates the achievement of linear-in-T

resistivity, attributable to the nature of the IR fixed point [57, 58, 69, 104, 106, 107, 116,

124, 156–158]. It is worth mentioning that the model also exhibits characteristics relevant

to high-Tc cuprate superconductivity, such as Homes’s law in high-Tc superconductors [104,

158].13

Despite the extensive scrutiny of the Gubser-Rocha model with broken translations,

this paper marks the first analysis of its black hole interiors. Given the model’s potential to

delineate the characteristics of strange metals in holography, our work in this section could

be likened to “diving into holographic strange metals”, as it is reminiscent of pioneering

efforts in studying black hole interiors of holographic superconductors [32].

5.1 Explicit symmetry breaking

We begin by examining the scenario of explicit translational symmetry breaking, corre-

sponding to η = 0 in (5.3). This condition leads to the following analytical background

solutions in the ansatz (2.8):

f(r) = r2
(
h(r)3 −

r3h
r3
h(rh)

3

)
− β2

2

(
1−

(rh
r

))
, h(r) = 1 +

Q

r
,

At(r) =

√
3Qrh

(
h(rh)

h(r)2
− β2

2r2hh(rh)h(r)
2

)(
1− rh

r

)
, eϕ = h(r)−

√
3

2 .

(5.7)

We can extract the corresponding Hawking temperature (T ) and chemical potential (µ) as

follows:

T = rh
6(1 + Q̃)2 − β̃2

8π(1 + Q̃)3/2
, µ = rh

√√√√3Q̃(1 + Q̃)

(
1− β̃2

2(1 + Q̃)2

)
, (5.8)

where Q̃ ≡ Q/rh and β̃ ≡ β/rh. As before, the underlying UV conformal symmetry of our

holographic theory implies that physically distinct solutions are functions of dimensionless

ratios of the different scales. These are T , µ, and β. We choose to normalize the temperature

and strength of breaking of translations β in terms of the chemical potential, which allows

to compare our results to those that obtain at fixed chemical potential. The relevant ratios

12For a comprehensive and up-to-date review of the holographic axion model and an extensive list of
references, readers are directed to [155].

13Moreover, explorations of the phase diagram employing fermionic spectral functions [116] or conduc-
tivity [126] have been conducted. In addition, some limitations in describing transport anomalies, such as
the Hall angle, have also been discussed [107, 157].
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can be read as

T

µ
=

6(1 + Q̃)2 − β̃2

4
√
6π
√
Q̃(1 + Q̃)2(2(1 + Q̃)2 − β̃2)

,
β

µ
=

√
2(1 + Q̃)β̃2

3Q̃(2(1 + Q̃)2 − β̃2)
. (5.9)

Physically meaningful solutions exist only in the following range:

T

µ
,
β

µ
≥ 0 , −→ β̃2 < 2(1 + Q̃)2 , (5.10)

where (T/µ , β/µ) → ∞ as β̃2 → 2(1 + Q̃)2. It is worth noting that with β̃ in the al-

lowed range, any real value of T/µ and β/µ can be reached, including the extremal zero

temperature case.14

Kasner singularity with broken translations. As in Section 3.1, we study the singu-

larities in the z-coordinate (3.1), employing the same singularity limit (z → ∞) expressed

in (3.3). Substituting (3.3) into (5.7), we can derive the approximate solution in the singu-

larity limit as follows:

g(z) =
Q̃3

32

[
β̃2 − 2

(
(1 + Q̃)3 − Q̃3

)]
r6h z

6 =: gc z
6 ,

χ(z) = 6 log z , ϕ(z) = −2
√
3 log z ,

(5.11)

and one can check that for β̃ within its allowed range (5.10), gc is always negative. As we

show below, this implies that the singularity is of the spacelike Kasner type.

Subsequently, by applying the coordinate transformation

z = τ−1/3 , (5.12)

the metric near the singularity becomes

ds2 =
1

9 gc
dτ2 − gcτ

2ptdt2 + τ2pxdx⃗2i , ϕ(τ) = −
√
2pϕ log τ , (5.13)

with the Kasner exponents

pt = px =
1

3
, pϕ = −

√
2

3
, (5.14)

satisfying the Kasner condition:

pt + 2px = p2ϕ + p2t + 2p2x = 1 . (5.15)

Since gc is negative for β̃ in its physical range (5.10), the singularity is spacelike. Moreover,

14It was shown that the Gubser-Rocha model remains well defined at low T even with finite β [57, 58, 69].

For instance, at low T , the entropy density and butterfly velocity are approximated as s/µ2 ≈ 16π2

3
√
3
T/µ

and v2B ≈ 16π2 (T/µ)2, respectively.
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Figure 11. Holographic flows of the blackening factor g(z) and gauge field At(z) for T/µ = 1 and
β/µ = 0, 3, 5 (red, green, blue). The insets show the near-horizon behavior.

it is also interesting that the Kasner exponents (5.14) are independent of β, a unique

feature not observed in previous examples of Kasner singularities featured by black holes

that break translations [37].

No inner horizon. One can also check that these black holes do not posses an inner

horizon. Specifically, considering (5.7), a would-be inner horizon would be given by

f(r) = 0 −→ r = rI ≡ rh
2

(√
2β̃2 − 3(1 + Q̃)2 − 1− 3Q̃

)
, (5.16)

which yields

0 ≤ rI ≤ rh , −→
√
2 + 6Q̃(1 + Q̃) ≤ β̃ ≤

√
6(1 + Q̃) , (5.17)

but, as expected, this condition does not hold for β̃ in its allowed range (5.10).

To summarize our analysis, we have found that the black hole geometries (5.7) always

end in a spacelike Kasner singularity and do not feature an inner horizon. It turns out that

the implementation of homogeneous breaking of translations via the addition of axions to

the Gubser-Rocha model does not change the character of the singularity. Indeed we have

seen in section 3.2 that in the absence of axions the Gubser-Rocha black holes also feature

a Kasner spacelike singularity and no inner-horizon.

Holographic flows to singularities. We shall now plot and briefly discuss instances of

the geometries (5.7) realizing the holographic flows towards spacelike Kasner singularities.

We will set T/µ = 1 for all the examples we discuss.

First, in Fig. 11 we plot the blackening factor g(z) and gauge field At(z) for three

different values of β/µ. As expected, we observe the absence of an inner horizon. Ad-

ditionally, the gauge field, which vanishes at the horizon, quickly approaches a constant

towards the singularity. Next, to further explore the behavior near the singularity, we ex-

amine the functions defined in Eq. (3.45). As in section 3.2 these functions should approach
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Figure 12. The functions z dX/dz where X = {log g′tt, χ, ϕ} for T/µ = 1 and β/µ = 0, 3, 5 (red,
green, blue). The saturated value near the singularity (z → ∞) is (5.18).
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Figure 13. Plot of gtt vs. z/zh for T/µ = 1 and β/µ = 0, 3, 5, 10, 150, 300 (red, green, blue, purple,
gray, black). The inset shows the near horizon behavior.

a constant towards the Kasner singularity. Indeed, after plugging in the near singularity

solution (5.11), we find

z
d

dz
log(g′tt) ≈ −3 , z

d

dz
χ ≈ 6 , z

d

dz
ϕ ≈ −2

√
3 , (5.18)

which are related to the Kasner exponents (5.14) as we will see below in Eq. (5.23). In Fig.

12 we display these functions inside the event horizon, finding they all approach the value

(5.18) towards the singularity. Notably, this constant value is independent of the value of

β since the Kasner exponents (5.14) are unaffected by β.

Finally, in Fig. 13 we present the plot of gtt(z) inside the event horizon. We observe

the collapse of the Einstein-Rosen bridge even at finite β, along with the non-trivial effect

of β on gtt – its maximum exhibits non-monotonic behavior with increasing β, decreasing

initially (see from red to blue in Fig. 13(a)) then increasing again (see from purple to black

in Fig. 13(b)).
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Figure 14. Plot of the scalar condensate vs. temperature when β/µ = 0.01.

To summarize, we have found that the Gubser-Rocha model with explicit translational

symmetry breaking features a spacelike Kasner singularity (5.13) and no inner horizon.

Notably, the Kasner exponents (5.14) are independent of β and thus agree with those

found when translational symmetry is respected. It is worth checking if these features also

hold when the breaking of translations is spontaneous. We will do that in the remaining of

this section.

5.2 Spontaneous symmetry breaking

Next, by numerically solving the equations of motion resulting from the action (2.1, 5.3)

with η = 1, we study the interior of black holes that break translations spontaneously on

the boundary theory.

First, in Fig. 14 we plot the scalar condensate ⟨O⟩ as a function of temperature for

solutions fulfilling (5.6). Notice that these solutions do not feature a critical temperature

as the order parameter is nonzero for any temperature.15 Then, in Figs. 15-18 we present

plots characterizing the interior of these black hole solutions that break translations spon-

taneously.

By comparing these geometries breaking translations spontaneously to those corre-

sponding to explicit breaking analyzed in the previous subsection, we can summarize the

effect of the type of translation symmetry breaking on the black hole interior as follows

• There is no inner horizon for both type of symmetry breaking: cfr. Fig. 11(a) vs. Fig.

15(a). In both cases, the geometry ends in a Kasner spacelike singularity.

• Unlike the explicit breaking case, when translations are broken spontaneously the

Kasner exponents depend on β (i.e., the strength of broken translations): cfr. Fig. 12

vs. Fig. 16.

15These results are consistent with previous literature; see for instance Fig. 2 in [94]. Moreover, as dis-
cussed in [94] these geometries correspond to unstable phases where translations are broken spontaneously
at non-zero strain.
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Figure 15. Holographic flows of the blackening factor g(z) and gauge field At(z) at β/µ = 0.01, 3, 5
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Figure 16. The functions z dX/dz when X = {log g′tt, χ, ϕ} at β/µ = 0.01, 3, 5 (red, green, blue).

Our latter finding can also be understood as follows. By considering the near-singularity

behavior with generic coefficients (α1, α2, α3) given by

g(z) = gc z
α1 , χ(z) = α2 log z , ϕ(z) = −α3 log z , (5.19)

along with the coordinate transformation

z = τ
− 2

α1 , (5.20)

we can write the near-singularity metric as

ds2 =
1

gc

4

α2
1

dτ2 − gcτ
2ptdt2 + τ2pxdx⃗2i , ϕ(τ) = −

√
2pϕ log τ , (5.21)

where

pt =
2− α1 + α2

α1
, px =

2

α1
, pϕ = −

√
2α3

α1
. (5.22)

Then, using (5.19) together with (5.22), we find the following relation between z dX/dz,
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where X = {log g′tt, χ, ϕ}, and the Kasner exponents:

z
d

dz
log(g′tt) = −3 + α1 − α2 = −1− 2pt

px
,

z
d

dz
χ = α2 =

2(1 + pt − px)

px
,

z
d

dz
ϕ = −α3 =

√
2pϕ
px

.

(5.23)

Applying this relation to our numerical results in Fig. 16, we find that the Kasner exponents

depend on β when translations are spontaneously broken: see Fig. 17. Nevertheless, as we

verify in Fig. 18, the Kasner exponents fulfill the Kasner conditions (5.15).

Notice that for the models we have analyzed in this section, the details of the singularity

are sensitive to the type of symmetry breaking, while the near horizon IR geometry is not.

Indeed, the Gubser-Rocha based models (5.5) feature the same IR geometry both in the

case of explicit and spontaneous breaking of translations; the near horizon geometry at

extremality is conformal to AdS2 × Rd−1 [94]. On the other hand, as we have seen above,

while the singularity type is Kasner in both cases, the Kasner exponents are sensitive to

the strength of translation symmetry breaking β only in the case of spontaneous breaking.

We close this section with some additional observations

• As β increases (from red to blue), the saturated value of At is suppressed for explicit
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Figure 19. Plot of gtt vs. z/zh for β/µ = 0.01, 3, 5, 10, 300 (red, green, blue, purple, black).

breaking while enhanced for spontaneous breaking: cfr. Fig. 11(b) vs. Fig. 15(b).

• Unlike the explicit breaking case, when translations are broken spontaneously the

maximum of gtt shows monotonic behavior with increasing β: cfr. Fig. 13 vs. Fig. 19.

One final remark is in order. We have found that the numerical stability of our code

for computing the geometry inside the event horizon deteriorates as the value of β/µ

increases. For instance, in the black data presented in Fig. 19, we determine the inner

horizon geometry up to z/zh ≈ 70. Nevertheless, within the same parameter range utilized

for the explicit breaking case (with β/µ up to 300 in Fig. 13), we can conclude that the

maximum value of gtt in the spontaneous case demonstrates a monotonic behavior.

6 Conclusions

In this work, we have investigated the interior geometry of a family of AdS hairy black

holes, which are essential for applications of gauge/gravity dualities to QCD and condensed

matter systems. Our analytical approach has allowed us to clearly characterize the singu-

larities, offering valuable insights into observables in the dual field theory that can probe

and diagnose these singularities.

The geometries we have studied comprise a one-parameter (δ) family of asymptotically

AdSd+1 hairy black holes, which emerge as solutions of a particular Einstein-Maxwell-

Dilaton model. For a specific value of this parameter, δc, given in (2.11), the geometry

corresponds to the well-known Gubser-Rocha background [65], which has been a workhorse

in dual descriptions of strongly coupled phases of matter.

After thoroughly reviewing this family of black hole solutions, we conducted an in-

depth analysis of the singularities behind their horizons. Our findings indicate that, de-

pending on the value of δ, these geometries exhibit either timelike or Kasner singularities.

Notably, we identified geometries with a Cauchy horizon in the presence of a scalar defor-

mation. This observation prompted us to generalize previous theorems that prohibit the

existence of inner horizons in geometries with a nontrivial scalar [30, 67, 68].16 We comple-

16See also [159] for the case of spherically symmetric charged black holes using the double-null formalism.
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mented our singularity analysis with a detailed characterization of the entire solution flow

from the AdS boundary to the singularity at the end of space.

After characterizing the interior of the asymptotic AdS black holes, we analyzed ob-

servables in the dual theory that can access the geometry behind the horizon. Specifically,

we focused on the Complexity = Anything proposal [21] and the thermal a-function [41].

First, we extended prior analyses of holographic complexity to the general metric

ansatz describing our black hole solutions, thereby establishing explicit connections between

complexity and the structure of singularities. Notably, we demonstrated that for geometries

with a Kasner singularity and no inner horizon, a new variant of the proposals introduced

by Jørstad, Myers, and Ruan results in hypersurfaces that (i) extend all the way to the

singularity and (ii) accurately characterize the linear growth of complexity through the

specific Kasner exponents of the singularity. This new prescription involves evaluating the

observable (4.9) with the function F given in (4.33) on a surface of large constant mean

curvature, found by extremizing the functional (4.6).

The second observable we investigated to diagnose the black hole singularity is the

thermal a-function. We found that it approaches zero near the singularity, exhibiting a

specific power-law behavior that we computed analytically. This power is fully determined

by the Kasner exponents [41]. The novel result of our analysis is that, through our exact

RG flow solutions, we were able to express this behavior completely analytically in terms

of the parameters of the model (4.54), using the relations we found earlier in (3.10)-(3.16).

In the final section of this work, we examined the interior geometry of asymptotically

AdS black holes that break translational symmetry in the boundary theory. Specifically,

we explored the effects of adding axion fields to the same Einstein-Maxwell-dilaton model,

resulting in homogeneous geometries that, depending on the boundary conditions, either

explicitly or spontaneously break translations in the dual theory [57, 58].

We found that the nature of boundary symmetry breaking —whether explicit or

spontaneous— can significantly influence the physics and characteristics of the singularity,

potentially more so than the near-horizon IR geometry of the background. Notably, for

the solutions we examined, the near-horizon IR geometry is conformally AdS2 × Rd−1 in

both symmetry-breaking scenarios. As for the interior geometries, both types of symmetry

breaking result in Kasner singularities and the absence of an inner horizon. In the case

of explicit symmetry breaking, the Kasner exponents remain unaffected by the strength

of translation breaking. Conversely, in scenarios of spontaneous symmetry breaking, these

exponents vary with the strength of the symmetry breaking.17

Several promising directions for future research are worth highlighting. While our anal-

ysis has focused on black hole solutions within the Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton model (2.1),

including scenarios with broken translations, expanding this investigation to a broader

range of AdS black hole geometries could yield significant insights. Notably, exploring in-

homogeneous geometries that realize holographic lattices [160–166], with disorder [167–170]

or broken isotropy [171–177], which are often used in applications to QCD and condensed

17It is worth noting that for the case of spontaneous symmetry case, we do not find the characteristic
Josephson oscillations found in holographic superconducting models. This is due to the fact that the scalar
fields present in our models are neutral [37].
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matter systems, would be particularly enlightening. Additionally, investigating stringy 1/α′

corrections or semiclassical 1/N corrections near black hole singularities represents another

intriguing direction. These could potentially be addressed through higher curvature gravity

models [56, 178] or holographic braneworld frameworks [179–184] respectively. We hope to

come back to some of these topics in the near future.
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A Singularities in the r-coordinate

In this section, we study the singularities of our model (2.1)-(2.2) in the r-coordinate. For

this purpose we initially expand our metric (2.7)-(2.9) in the near-singularity limit r → 0,

arriving at

ds2 ≈ −D(r)dt2 +B(r)dr2 + C(r)dx⃗2i , (A.1)

where

D(r) = Q
4

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2) r
2−d+

4(d−2)

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2

(
r
d+ 4−4d

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2 − r
d+ 4−4d

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2

h

)
,

B(r) = Q
− 4

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2
r
d−2− 4

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2

r
d+ 4−4d

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2 − r
d+ 4−4d

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2

h

,

C(r) = Q
4

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2) r
2− 4

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2 .

(A.2)

Then, it is evident that depending on the power of r in the functions D(r) and B(r) above,

we can categorize the near-singularity geometry into three classes, similar to what we did

in the z-coordinate case:
d+ 4−4d

2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2
> 0 −→ δ > δc , (Class I)

d+ 4−4d
2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2

= 0 −→ δ = δc , (Class II)

d+ 4−4d
2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2

< 0 −→ 0 < δ < δc . (Class III)

(A.3)
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Note that Class II cannot be examined within the metric (A.2); instead, it needs to be

analyzed separately. Specifically, when we impose δ = δc into (2.7)-(2.9), the corresponding

metric of Class II is obtained as

D(r) = Q
d

1−d r
d−2
d−1

(
Q

d
d−2 − rdh

(
1 +Qr2−d

h

) d
d−2

)
,

B(r) =
Q

d
(d−2)(d−1) rd−3+ 1

1−d

Q
d

d−2 − rdh

(
1 +Qr2−d

h

) d
d−2

,

C(r) = Q
d

(d−2)(d−1) r
d−2
d−1 .

(A.4)

In what follows, we identify the singularities for each class.

Class I (δ > δc): Kasner singularity. For Class I, applying the coordinate transfor-

mation

r = τ
4+2(d−2)(d−1)δ2

(d−2)(2+d(d−1)δ2) , (A.5)

the metric (A.2) becomes

ds2 ≈ −dτ2 + τ2ptdt2 + τ2pxdx⃗2i , ϕ(τ) = −
√
2pϕ log τ , (A.6)

where we omit the coefficients for simplicity in this section. We obtain identical Kasner

exponents as described in (3.10):

pt =
2− (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2

2 + d(d− 1)δ2
, px =

2(d− 1)δ2

2 + d(d− 1)δ2
, pϕ = − 2

√
2(d− 1)δ

2 + d(d− 1)δ2
, (A.7)

that satisfy the Kasner condition

pt + (d− 1)px = p2ϕ + p2t + (d− 1)p2x = 1 . (A.8)

Class II (δ = δc): Kasner singularity. For Class II, with the transformation

r = τ
2(d−1)
d(d−2) , (A.9)

the metric (A.4) becomes

ds2 ≈ −dτ2 + τ2ptdt2 + τ2pxdx⃗2i , ϕ(τ) = −
√
2pϕ log τ , (A.10)

with the Kasner exponents (3.16) found for Class II in the main text, namely

pt = px =
1

d
, pϕ = −

√
d− 1

d
, (A.11)

which of course satisfy the Kasner condition (A.8).
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Class III (0 < δ < δc): timelike singularity. Finally, for Class III geometries, through

the coordinate transformation

r = τ
2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2

2(d−2) , (A.12)

our metric (A.2) becomes

ds2 ≈ dτ2 − τ2p̃tdt2 + τ2p̃xdx⃗2i , ϕ(τ) = −
√
2p̃ϕ log τ , (A.13)

which has a timelike singularity. As expected we find the same exponents as in (3.21):

p̃t = p̃x =
(d− 1)δ2

2
, p̃ϕ = −(d− 1)δ√

2
, (A.14)

and one can check that they do not satisfy the Kasner condition. Instead one has

p̃t + (d− 1)p̃x =
d(d− 1)δ2

2
, p̃2ϕ + p̃2t + (d− 1)p̃2x =

(d− 1)2(2 + dδ2)δ2

4
, (A.15)

which is of course (3.22). Similarly, the cases δ = 0 (and Q ̸= 0) and Q = 0, corresponding

to the timelike and Schwarzschild singularities, can be straightforwardly obtained in the

r-coordinate.

In essence, this section demonstrates that singularities within our model, analyzed

within the z-coordinate (3.23), can be consistently identified using the r-coordinate.

B Two branches of solutions for gapped geometries (δ > δc)

In this section, we study further the gapped geometries that constitute the solutions of our

model for δ > δc. In particular, we aim to determine which of the two existent branches of

solutions is the thermodynamically stable one.

Free energy density in the generic dimension. For this purpose, it is instructive

to find the free energy density (W) within our model (2.1)-(2.2), which can be determined

through the thermodynamic pressure (P) according to the expression:

W = −P = −sT + µρ

d
. (B.1)

Here, in the second equality above, we used both the Gibbs-Duhem relation ϵ+P = sT+µρ

and the equation of state ϵ = (d−1)P involving the thermodynamic energy ϵ. Note that this

equation of state follows from the fact that the stress tensor is traceless when conformal

symmetry is unbroken.18

18However, it is also worth noting that external sources, such as magnetic fields, can modify the equation
of state of our models, as discussed in [185].
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Then, by incorporating the expressions for the temperature (T ) and chemical potential

(µ) from (2.12), the entropy (s) from (2.24), and the charge density (ρ) of our model [57, 58]

ρ =
A′

tZ

(BD)
1
2C

−(d−1)
2

∣∣∣
r→rh

=
2
√

(d− 2)(d− 1)Q̃
(
1 + Q̃

) 2(d−1)

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2) rd−1
h√

2 + (d− 2)(d− 1)δ2
, (B.2)

we can compute the free energy density (B.1) as follows:

W = −
(
1 + Q̃

) 4(d−1)

(d−2)(2+(d−2)(d−1)δ2) rdh . (B.3)

Free energy density and holographic renormalization. In this section, for simplic-

ity, we focus on the d = 3 scenario, where (B.3) simplifies to

W = −
(
1 + Q̃

) 4
1+δ2 r3h . (B.4)

It is worth noting that for the case of d = 3, (B.4) can also be derived through the standard

holographic renormalization procedure, as outlined in [185], which we briefly summarize

below.

Firstly, we begin by determining the regularized action of our model, denoted as Sreg,

which is expressed as:

Sreg = lim
ϵ→0

(Sbulk + SGH + Sct) , (B.5)

where Sbulk corresponds to S in (2.1), and the standard Gibbons-Hawking term SGH and

counterterms Sct take the form

SGH =

∫
z=ϵ

d3x
√
−γ 2K , Sct = −

∫
z=ϵ

d3x
√
−γ

(
4 +R[γ] +

ϕ2

2

)
. (B.6)

Here, ϵ denotes the UV cutoff, γij represents the induced metric on the radial cutoff, and

K stands for the trace of the extrinsic curvature. Moreover, it is noted in [185] that an

additional boundary term (SF) must be added to the renormalized on-shell action (B.5) to

yield (B.4) (i.e., to attain the traceless stress tensor). This additional term is defined as

SF =

∫
z=ϵ

d3x
√
−γ

(
JF ϕ(0) + F(ϕ(0))

)
, JF = −ϕ(1) − F′(ϕ(0)) , (B.7)

where ϕ(0) is the leading coefficient of the scalar field near the AdS boundary, and ϕ(1)
denotes the sub-leading coefficient. The function F corresponds to a multi-trace deformation

of the Neumann theory [186–189], determined via the analysis of Ward identities.19 For our

19This extra boundary term, as highlighted in [185], serves to impose more general boundary conditions
on ϕ. Essentially, it keeps a function JF constant at the boundary.
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model, it takes the form

F(ϕ(0)) =
1− δ2

12δ
ϕ3(0) . (B.8)

Consequently, the modified renormalized on-shell action is expressed as:

S′
reg = lim

ϵ→0
(Sbulk + SGH + Sct + SF) . (B.9)

The grand canonical potential Ω can then be obtained as:

Ω = −TS′
reg , (B.10)

and subsequently, the corresponding free energy density is derived as:

W =
Ω

V
, (B.11)

where V is the (formally infinite) spatial volume. One can also verify that (B.11) yields

(B.4), and that (B.9) produces the traceless stress tensor.

Thermodynamically stable solutions in gapped geometries. To examine the ther-

modynamically stable solutions using the free energy density (B.4), we first render it into

a dimensionless quantity as

W

µ3
= −

(
1 + Q̃

) 1+3δ2

1+δ2
(
1 + δ2

)3/2
8Q̃3/2

.
(B.12)

In addition, using (2.12), we obtain

T

µ
=

3− Q̃+ 3(1 + Q̃)δ2

8π
√
Q̃(1 + δ2)

, (B.13)

From this expression we can solve for Q̃ in terms of T/µ as

Q̃ = Q̃± ≡ 9(1 + δ2)

3(1− 3δ2) + 8π T
µ

(
4π T

µ ±
√

16π2
(
T
µ

)2
+ 3 (1− 3δ2)

) ,
(B.14)

where δ > δc, i.e., for the gapped geometries. Note that at a given T/µ, there can exist two

branches of solutions (Q̃±), which converge when

Q̃+ = Q̃− :
T

µ
=
Tc
µ

≡
√

3(3δ2 − 1)

4π
. (B.15)

We illustrate the two branches of gapped geometries in Fig. 20. Since multiple solu-

tions arise when δ > δc, we can now determine the thermodynamically stable solution by
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Figure 20. Two branches of solutions of gapped geometries when δ = 1. The left panel shows the

existence of two solutions at given T/µ, e.g.,
(
Q̃+, Q̃−

)
≈ (0.4, 22), denoted as green dots, when

T/µ = 0.3, where Q̃ ≡ Q/rh in (2.13). The critical temperature (B.15) is Tc/µ ≈ 0.19. We plot the
free energy of both branches in the right panel. It is evident that the solution with Q̃+ is the stable
one when T/µ = 0.3.
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Figure 21. The difference in free energy density (B.16) for δ = 0.6, 1, 1.5 (red, green, blue). The
critical temperature (B.15) corresponds to the point where ∆W/µ3 = 0. The green dot depicted in
the plot corresponds to the same data point represented by the greed dots in Fig. 20.

analyzing the free energy density (B.12). For instance, considering the parameters used in

the left panel of Fig. 20, we find that Q̃+ represents the stable solution, as depicted in the

right panel of Fig. 20.

To further elaborate on the thermodynamically stable solution, it is beneficial to in-

troduce the difference in the free energy density as

∆W

µ3
≡ W(Q̃+)−W(Q̃−)

µ3
. (B.16)

This signifies that when ∆W/µ3 < 0, the solution characterized by Q̃+ is the stable solu-

tion. By plotting ∆W/µ3 across various values of δ and T/µ, we find that for the gapped

geometries, Q̃+ indeed represents the stable solution: see Fig. 21.

In principle, one can plug (B.14) into (B.12) to derive the analytic expression for

(B.16). However, due to its complexity and lack of clarity, we refrain from presenting it

here. Instead, we display its plot in Fig. 21 and provide its asymptotic form in the vicinity
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of Tc, i.e., when T = Tc +∆T as

∆W

µ3
= −2

9+13δ2

2(1+δ2)

3
9
4

π
3
2
(
3δ2 − 1

) 3−5δ2

4(1+δ2)
(
3δ2 + 1

) δ2−1

δ2+1︸ ︷︷ ︸
< 0

(
∆T

µ

) 3
2

+ · · · , (B.17)

where · · · denotes the sub-leading corrections of ∆T/µ.

The negative sign of ∆W/µ3 in (B.17) indicates that Q̃+ serves as the stable solution

near Tc for any δ value within gapped geometries, consistent with Fig. 21. Beyond the

temperature range depicted in Fig. 21, we have also numerically verified that ∆W/µ3

remains a monotonically decreasing function even in the high T/µ regime, such as up to

T/µ = 105. This implies that the solution characterized by Q̃+ is the thermodynamically

stable solution.
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[105] M. Baggioli and B. Goutéraux, Colloquium: Hydrodynamics and holography of charge

density wave phases, Rev. Mod. Phys. 95 (2023) 011001, [2203.03298].

[106] F. Balm et al., T-linear resistivity, optical conductivity, and Planckian transport for a

holographic local quantum critical metal in a periodic potential, Phys. Rev. B 108 (2023)

125145, [2211.05492].

[107] Y. Ahn, M. Baggioli, H.-S. Jeong and K.-Y. Kim, Inability of linear axion holographic

Gubser-Rocha model to capture all the transport anomalies of strange metals, Phys. Rev. B

108 (2023) 235104, [2307.04433].
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