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Abstract: In this work, the study of traversable wormholes in f(R)-massive gravity with
the function f(R) = R + α1R

n, where α1 and n are arbitrary constants, is considered. We
choose the shape function of the form b(r) = r exp(−α(r − r0)) with α and r0 being an
arbitrary constant and a radius of the wormhole throat, respectively. Here α affects the radius
of curvature of the wormhole. We consider a spherically symmetric and static wormhole metric
and derive field equations. Moreover, we visualize the wormhole geometry using embedding
diagrams. Furthermore, we check the null, weak, dominant and strong energy conditions
at the wormhole throat with a radius r0 invoking three types of redshift functions, Φ =
constant, γ1/r, log(1+γ2/r) with γ1 and γ2 are arbitrary real constants. We also compute the
volume integral quantifier to calculate the amount of the exotic matter near the constructed
wormhole throat.
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1 Introduction

Two-relevant passages written by C. Sagan [1] drive us to search for a new perspective on
interstellar traveling. The passages dissent an interstellar traveling through black holes and
Schwarzschild wormholes. The later is due to the collapse too quickly for anything to cross
from one end to the other and it would be possible only if some exotic matters with negative
energy density could be used to stabilize them. Wormholes that could be crossed in both
directions are known as traversable wormholes [2]. In the literature, many authors have in-
tensively studied various aspects of traversable wormhole (TW) geometries, with and without
invoking exotic matters. Very recently, Casimir energy is successfully used as a potential
source to generate various types of traversable wormholes, see e.g., [3, 4]. Introducing exotic
matters, one expects that traversable wormhole solutions violate the energy conditions at the
wormhole throat.

It was found that modified theories of gravity such as f(R) theory also play an important
role in studying wormholes. In Ref. [5], the authors investigated traversable wormholes using
the framework of f(R) gravity. Here the factors responsible for the violation of null energy
condition and supporting the existence of wormholes have been analyzed. In addition, worm-
hole solutions for different shape functions have been examined. Author of Ref. [6] discussed
the existence of wormholes in scalar tensor theory and f(R) gravity. Null and weak energy
conditions for wormholes with constant shape and redshift functions in f(R) gravity can be
found in Ref. [7]. Dynamical wormholes in f(R) gravity was developed in Ref. [8], while
wormhole solutions using different types of shape functions in f(R) gravity were carried out
in Ref. [9]. The study of static and spherically symmetric traversable wormholes in the pres-
ence of cosmological constant was explored in Ref. [10]. There were various types of wormhole
solutions in modified theories of gravity, e.g. Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity [11], f(R, φ) grav-
ity [12], both f(R) and f(R, T ) theories [13,14], Born-Infeld gravity [15], Eddington-inspired
Born-Infeld gravity [16], and even in non-commutative geometry [17, 18]. Moreover, there
exist many other models of wormholes different from those mentioned above, see e.g. [19–33].
These include the constructions of traversable wormholes in various types of f(R) gravity [34].
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Among various modified theories of gravity, the de Rham-Gabadadze-Tolley (dRGT) mas-
sive theory [35–37] is targeted as one of the compelling scenarios when studying the universe
in the cosmic scale. The applications of dRGT massive gravity to study the exotic objects,
e.g., black holes, already appeared in the literature [38–40]. In the present work, we construct
traversable wormholes by engaging the original massive gravity with f(R) gravity. Here we
consider f(R) = R + α1R

n with α1 and n being arbitrary constants. The structure of the
present work is as follows: In Sec.2, we consider the action of f(R)-dRGT massive grav-
ity and derive field equations of the underlying theory. In Sec.3, we choose the wormhole
shape function b(r) = r exp(−α(r − r0)) with α and r0 being an arbitrary constant and a
radius of the wormhole throat, respectively, and consider three types of the redshift function,
Φ = constant, γ1/r, log(1+γ2/r) with γ1 and γ2 are arbitrary real constants. Moreover, we vi-
sualize the wormhole geometry using embedding diagrams. In Sec.4, we check the null, weak,
dominant and strong conditions at the wormhole throat. In addition, we compute the total
amount of averaged null energy condition (ANEC) violating matter in the space-time in Sec.5.
Finally, we conclude our findings in the last section. Note that for numerical evaluations we
use the geometrical units such that G = 1 = c.

2 Field equations

In this section, in the context of f(R) theories, we consider the dRGT theory of massive
gravity. The action of the dRGT model on the manifold M with the presence of f(R) takes
the form

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
(

1

16πG

[
f(R) +m2

gU(g, φa)
])

+

∫
d4x
√
−gLm, (2.1)

where g is a determinant of the metric tensor gµν , f(R) is an arbitrary function of R, U is
a potential for the graviton which modifies the gravitational sector with the parameter mg

interpreted as graviton mass, and Lm is the matter field sector. The potential of the massive
gravity, U is defined by

U = U2 + α3U3 + α4U4 . (2.2)

The functions U2, U3 and U4 are given by

U2 = [K]2 − [K2],

U3 = [K]3 − 3[K][K2] + 2[K3],

U4 = [K]4 − 6[K]2[K2] + 8[K][K3] + 3[K2]2 − 6[K4],

Kµν = δµν −
√
gµλFab∂λφa∂νφb, (2.3)

where a bracket [ ] represents the trace of the rank-two tensor, Kµν . Moreover, the fiducial
metric, Fab is chosen such that

Fab =


0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 k2 0
0 0 0 k2sin2θ

 , (2.4)
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where k is a positive constant and the unitary gauge is used as

φa = xµδaµ . (2.5)

In addition, the parameters α3,4 are the parameters of the dRGT theory and we will relate
these parameters with the graviton mass in the latter. To obtain the Einstein field equation of
the dRGT massive gravity with the Maxwell field, we vary the gravitational action in Eq.(2.1)
with respect to the metric, gµν to yield

f ′(R)Rµν −
1

2
f(R)gµν −∇µ∇νF + gµν�F = −m2

gXµν + 8πG
(
T (m)
µν

)
, (2.6)

where T
(m)
µν is the energy-momentum tensor of the matter field, F = F (R) ≡ df(R)/dR and

�F = gµν∇µ∇νF . Here Xµν is the dRGT massive gravity tensor. One may write

m2
g

8πG
Xµν = −

(
ρ(g) + p

(g)
t

)
uµuν − p(g)

t gµν −
(
p(g)
r − p

(g)
t

)
χµχν . (2.7)

The energy momentum tensor for the matter source of the wormholes is T
(m)
µν = − 2√

−g
∂
√
−gLm
∂gµν

,
which is defined in terms of the principle pressures as

T (m)
µν =

(
ρ+ Pt

)
uµuν + Pt gµν +

(
Pr − Pt

)
χµχν , (2.8)

where the uµ is a time-like unit vector and the χµ is the spacelike unit vector orthogonal to
the uµ with the normalization condition uµu

µ = −1 and χµχ
µ = 1. The field equation (2.6)

can be rewritten in the following form

Gµν = Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν = −m2

gXµν + 8πG
(
T (f(R))
µν + T (m)

µν

)
, (2.9)

where

8πGT (f(R))
µν =

1

2
gµν(f(R)−R) +∇µ∇νF − gµν�F + (1− F )Rµν . (2.10)

The Xµν tensor from the dRGT massive gravity is defined by

Xµν = Kµν − α
[(
K2
)
µν
− [K]Kµν +

1

2
gµν
(
[K]2 − [K2]

)]
(2.11)

+ 3β

[(
K3
)
µν
− [K]

(
K2
)
µν

+
1

2
Kµν

(
[K]2 − [K2]

)
− 1

6
gµν
(
[K]3 − 3[K][K2] + 2[K3]

)]
,

where the parameters α and β are related to α3,4 from the action in Eq.(2.2) via

α = 1 + 3α3 , β = α3 + 4α4. (2.12)

According to the definition of the energy momentum tensor of the dRGT massive gravity in
Eq.(2.7), one can compute the ρ(g) and p

(g)
r,⊥ from the m2

gXµν term in Eq.(2.11) directly. They
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are given by [43–45]

ρ(g)(r) ≡
m2
g

8πG
X t

t = − 1

8πG

(
2γ − Λr

r

)
, (2.13)

p(g)
r (r) ≡ −

m2
g

8πG
Xr

r =
1

8πG

(
2γ − Λr

r

)
, (2.14)

p
(g)
⊥ (r) ≡ −

m2
g

8πG
Xθ,φ
θ,φ =

1

8πG

(
γ − Λr

r

)
, (2.15)

where Λ is the effective cosmological constant, and γ is a new parameter, and they are linear
combinations of the parameters in the dRGT massive gravity via the following relations:

Λ ≡ −3m2
g(1 + α + β), γ ≡ −m2

gk(1 + 2α + 3β). (2.16)

In addition, it has been shown that the energy-momentum tensor of the massive gravity,
T

(g)
µν exhibits its behavior like anisotropic dark energy i.e., p

(g)
r = −ρ(g) see Refs. [43–45]

for detail discussions and applications. The total energy momentum tensor of the Einstein
field equation in the mixed tensor form can be expressed in the diagonal matrices as Tµν =

diag
(
− ρ(g)− ρ, p(g)

r +Pr, p
(g)
t +Pt, p

(g)
t +Pt

)
. Moreover, the conservation of the total energy

momentum tensor is hold as well as for the perfect fluid and the massive graviton parts as
∇µT

(g)
µν = 0, ∇µT

(m)
µν = 0.

3 Wormhole geometry

In order to construct the traversable wormholes, we consider a static and spherically symmetric
Morris-Thorne traversable wormhole given by [2]

ds2 = −e2Φ(r)dt2 +
dr2

1− b(r)
r

+ r2dΩ2, (3.1)

where dΩ2 ≡ dθ2+sin2θdφ2. The characteristic of the wormhole is determined by the wormhole
shape function b(r) and the red shift function Φ(r). Since we consider a spherically symmetric
metric, one may consider an equatorial slice θ = π/2 and for a fixed moment of time i.e.
t = constant, the metric (3.1) simply reduces to

ds2 =
dr2

1− b(r)
r

+ r2dφ2. (3.2)

In terms of cylindrical coordinates, The equation (3.2) is equivalent to

ds2 = dz2 + dr2 + r2dφ2, (3.3)

Because the embedded surface in the three-dimensional Euclidean space is characterized by
z = z(r), the metric (3.3) of the surface can be recast to yield

ds2 =

(
1 +

(
dz

dr

)2
)
dr2 + r2dφ2, (3.4)
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Comparing Eq.(3.2) and Eq.(3.4), we obtain

dz

dr
= ±

( r

b(r)
− 1
)−1/2

. (3.5)

Figure 1: Plots show embedding diagrams of the metric (3.2) for slices t = const, θ = π/2.
Left-panel shows the 2-dimensional diagram of the constructed traversable wormhole using
r0 = 1.0, and α = 0.1 (a black dot-dashed line), r0 = 1.0, and α = 0.5 (a red dot line) and
r0 = 1.0, and α = 1.0 and (a blue solid line). Right-panel displays 3-dimensional diagram of
the constructed traversable wormholes using the same sets of parameters.

Figure 2: Plots show embedding diagrams of the metric (3.2) for slices t = const, θ = π/2.
Left-panel shows the 2-dimensional diagram of the constructed traversable wormhole using
r0 = 1.0, and α = 1.0 (a black dot-dashed line), r0 = 1.0, and α = 3.0 (a red dot line) and
r0 = 1.0, and α = 5.0 and (a blue solid line). Right-panel displays 3-dimensional diagram of
the constructed traversable wormholes using the same three sets of parameters.

At this point, the geometry of the wormhole solutions must follow the condition at the
wormhole throat, i.e. b(r = r0) = r0, where r0 denotes the radius of the wormhole throat.
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Notice that the embedded surface is vertical at the throat, i.e. dz/dr → ∞ at r = r0, and
the wormhole space is asymptotically flat as r → ∞, i.e. dz/dr → 0 at r → ∞. Moreover,
the inverse of the embedding function r(z) must satisfy d2r/dz2 > 0 near or at the wormhole
throat, r0. This is so-called the flare-out condition. More concretely, we differentiate dr/dz
of Eq.(3.5) with respect to z, and then we find

d2r

dz2
=
b(r)− rb′(r)

2b(r)2
> 0 , (3.6)

Figure 3: We verify the properties of the shape function introduced in Eq.(3.7). The plots
show behaviors of the proposed shape function against the requirements given by (i)-(v) using
various values of α = 0.1, 0.5, 1.0 and r0 = 1. We find that the shape function of the wormhole
is completely satisfied the requirements.

where a prime denotes derivative with respect to r. In order to have a consistent WH
construction, the shape function should satisfy the following properties: (i) b(r)/r < 1 for
r > r0, (ii) b(r) = r0 at r = r0, (iii) b(r)/r → 0 as r → ∞, (iv) b(r) − b′(r)r > 0 and (v)
b′(r) < 1 at r = r0. In this work, we choose the shape function b(r) of the form

b(r) =
r

exp(α(r − r0))
, (3.7)

where α and r0 are an arbitrary constant and a radius of the wormhole throat, respectively.
Notice that α = 1 is considered in Refs. [14, 42] for constructing traversable wormholes in
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Figure 4: We verify the properties of the shape function introduced in Eq.(3.7). The plots
show behaviors of the proposed shape function against the requirements given by (i)-(v) using
various values of α = 1.0, 3.0, 5.0 and r0 = 1. We find that the shape function of the wormhole
is completely satisfied the requirements.

modified theories of gravity. The properties of the proposed shape function can be displayed
in Fig.(3). We clearly see that the shape function introduced in Eq.(3.7) is nicely satisfied all
required properties (i)-(v).

Considering Eq.(2.6), the effective field equations for the metric (3.1) can be expressed as
follows:

ρ =
dF (R)

dr

(
rb′(r) + 3b(r)− 4r

16πGr2
− 1

8πG

(
1− b(r)

r

)
Φ′(r)

)
+
f(R)

16πG
+

2γr − Λr2

8πGr2

+F (R)

(
(r (−b′(r))− 3b(r) + 4r) Φ′(r)

16πGr2
+

1

8πG

(
1− b(r)

r

)(
Φ′′(r) + Φ′2(r)

))
− 1

8πG

(
1− b(r)

r

)
d2F (R)

dr2
, (3.8)
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Pr =
dF (R)

dr

(
1

8πG

(
1− b(r)

r

)
Φ′(r) +

1

4πGr

(
1− b(r)

r

))
− f(R)

16πG
+

Λr2 − 2γr

8πGr2

+F (R)

(
1

8πGr3
(rb′(r)− b(r))

(
1 +

rΦ′(r)

2

)
− 1

8πG

(
1− b(r)

r

)(
Φ′′(r) + Φ′2(r)

)
,

(3.9)

Pt = F (R)

(
1

8πG

(
1− b(r)

r

)
Φ′(r) +

1

16πGr3
(b(r) + rb′(r))

)
− f(R)

16πG
+

Λr2 − 2γr

8πGr2

+
dF (R)

dr

(
1

8πG

(
1− b(r)

r

)
Φ′(r) +

1

16πGr3

(
4r2 − 3rb(r)− r2b′(r)

))
+

1

8πG

(
1− b(r)

r

)
d2F (R)

dr2
, (3.10)

where arguments of b and Φ are understood, i.e., b = b(r) and Φ = Φ(r), a prime denotes ∂/∂r,
ρ is the energy density, and Pr and Pt are the radial and tangential pressures, respectively. It
is rather straightforward to calculate �F and R to obtain

�F (R) =

(
1− b(r)

r

)[
d2F (R)

dr2
+

(
− rb′(r)− b(r)

2r2(1− b(r)/r)
+

2

r
+ Φ′(r)

)
dF (R)

dr

]
, (3.11)

R =
2b′(r)

r2
− (4r − 3b(r)− rb′(r))Φ′(r)

r2
−
(

1− b(r)

r

)(
Φ′′(r) + Φ′2(r)

)
. (3.12)

To construct wormholes one may consider specific equations of state for Pr or Pt, or restricted
choices for the redshift and shape functions, among others. It is worth noting here that to
solve the field equations and energy conditions, the functions b(r), Φ(r) and F (R) need to
be basically fixed. Since there are infinitely many possibilities to fix b(r), Phi(r) and F (R),
there are countless solutions for ρ, Pr and Pt.

In the next section, we propose traversable wormholes by engaging particular f(R) =
R+ α1R

n gravity with dRGT massivegravity. Without dRGT sector, this type of traversable
wormholes f(R) model was explored in Ref. [42]. However, one can consider many more
possible solutions by considering other choices of the functions b(r), Φ(r) and F (R).

4 Energy conditions

In order to analyse energy conditions in the constructed wormholes, we consider the null
energy condition (NEC), weak energy condition (WEC), strong energy condition (SEC) and
dominant energy condition (DEC). We consider first NEC which is defined via Tµνk

µkν ≥ 0
with kµ being a null-like vector. Alternately, in terms of the principal pressures, NEC is
defined as ρ + Pi ≥ 0 ∀i. We next consider WEC which is defined as TµνU

µUν ≥ 0 with
Uµ being a time-like vector. In terms of the principal pressures, it is defined as ρ > 0; and
ρ + Pi ≥ 0, ∀i. The third one is SEC which is defined as (Tµν − gµνT/2)UµUν ≥ 0 where T
is the trace of the stress-energy tensor. In terms of the principal pressures, SEC is defined as
T = −ρ+

∑
i Pi and ρ+

∑
i Pi ≥ 0, ∀i. The last one is DEC which is defined as TµνU

µU ν ≥ 0,
and TµνU

µ is not space-like. In terms of the principal pressures, ρ ≥ 0; and Pi ∈ [−ρ,+ρ], ∀i.
In summary, in terms of principal pressures, we examine our results by following Ref. [41] in
which these conditions are as follows:
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• NEC: ρ+ Pr ≥ 0 , ρ+ Pt ≥ 0;

• WEC: ρ ≥ 0 , ρ+ Pr ≥ 0 , ρ+ Pt ≥ 0;

• SEC: ρ+ Pr ≥ 0 , ρ+ Pt ≥ 0 , ρ+ Pr + 2Pt ≥ 0;

• DEC: ρ ≥ 0 , ρ− |Pr| ≥ 0 , ρ− |Pt| ≥ 0.

In the next subsection, we consider three types of redshift functions, Φ = constant, γ1/r, log(1+
γ2/r) with γ1 and γ2 are arbitrary real constants and then analyse energy conditions of those
types of redshift functions.

Table 4.1: Table shows a summary of energy/pressure conditions for Φ(r) = constant,n = 2,
α = 5.0,r0 = 1, p = 1.0, γ = 0.1, and Λ = −1.0.

No. Terms α1 < 0 α1 > 0

1 ρ ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0.40, 1.10] ∪ [2.11,∞) ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0, 0.40] ∪ [1.10,∞)
< 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.40) ∪ (1.10, 2.11) < 0, for 0.40 < r < 1.10

2 ρ+ Pr ≥ 0, for r ∈ [0.39, 1.05) > 0, for r ∈ (0, 0.39) ∪ (1.05,∞)
< 0, for r ∈ (0, 0.39) ∪ (1.05,∞) < 0, for r ∈ [0.39, 1.05)

3 ρ+ Pt ≥ 0, for r ∈ [0.20, 0.41] ∪ [1.40,∞) ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.20) ∪ (0.40,∞)
< 0, for r ∈ (0, 0.20) ∪ (0.41, 1.40) < 0, for r ∈ (0.20, 0.40)

4 ρ+ Pr + 2Pt > 0, for r ∈ (0.12, 0.47) ∪ (1.18, 2.12) > 0, for r ∈ (0, 0.11] ∪ [0.46, 1.18]
< 0, for r ∈ (0.47, 1.18) < 0, for (0.11, 0.46) ∪ (1.18,∞)

5 ρ− |Pr| ≥ 0, for r ∈ [0.48, 1.06] > 0, for r ∈ [0.83, 0.39] ∪ [1.17,∞)
< 0, for r ∈ (0, 0.48) ∪ (1.06,∞) < 0, for r ∈ (0, 0.83) ∪ (0.39, 1.17)

6 ρ− |Pt| < 0, for ∀r ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0, 0.20] ∪ [0.39, 0.40]
∪[1.09,∞)

< 0, for r ∈ (0.20, 0.39) ∪ (0.40, 1.09)

4.1 Φ(r) = constant = p

With the shape function from Eq. (3.7) and the constant red shift function, we find

ρ = F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr
+

3b(r)

16πGr2
− 1

4πGr

)
+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r)

+
f(r)

16πG
− Λ

8πG
+

γ

4πGr
, (4.1)

Pr = F (r)

(
b′(r)

8πGr2
− b(r)

8πGr3

)
+

(
1

4πGr
− b(r)

4πGr2

)
F ′(r)− f(r)

16πG

+
Λ

8πG
− γ

4πGr
, (4.2)

Pt = F ′(r)

(
− b′(r)

16πGr
− 3b(r)

16πGr2
+

1

4πGr

)
+ F (r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr2
+

b(r)

16πGr3

)
+

(
1

8πG
− b(r)

8πGr

)
F ′′(r)− f(r)

16πG
+

Λ

8πG
− γ

8πGr
. (4.3)
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Figure 5: Figures demonstrate the variation of ρ, ρ+Pr, ρ+Pt, ρ−|Pr|, ρ−|Pt|, ρ+Pr + 2Pt
as a function of r with Φ(r) = 1. We have used Λ = −1.0, α1 = 3, n = 2, α = 5.0, r0 =
1 and p = 1.0.

The combinations of Eqs. (4.1 - 4.3) yield the following relations among ρ, Pr, and Pt:

ρ+ Pr = F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr
− b(r)

16πGr2

)
+ F (r)

(
b′(r)

8πGr2
− b(r)

8πGr3

)
+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r) , (4.4)

ρ+ Pt =
F (r)b′(r)

16πGr2
+
b(r)F (r)

16πGr3
+

γ

8πGr
, (4.5)

ρ− |Pr| = −
∣∣∣∣− γ

4Gπr
+

Λ

8Gπ
− f(r)

16Gπ
+ F (r)

(
b′(r)

8Gπr2
− b(r)

8Gπr3

)
+

(
1

4Gπr
− b(r)

4Gπr2

)
F ′(r)

∣∣∣∣+ F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr
+

3b(r)

16πGr2
− 1

4πGr

)
+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r) +

f(r)

16πG
− Λ

8πG
+

γ

4πGr
, (4.6)

ρ− |Pt| = F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr
+

3b(r)

16πGr2
− 1

4πGr

)
+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r)

+
f(r)

16πG
− Λ

8πG
+

γ

4πGr
−
∣∣∣∣F ′(r)(− b′(r)

16πGr
− 3b(r)

16πGr2
+

1

4πGr

)
+F (r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr2
+

b(r)

16πGr3

)
+

(
1

8πG
− b(r)

8πGr

)
F ′′(r)

− f(r)

16πG
+

Λ

8πG
− γ

8πGr

∣∣∣∣ , (4.7)
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ρ+ 2Pt = F ′(r)

(
− b′(r)

16πGr
− 3b(r)

16πGr2
+

1

4πGr

)
+ F (r)

(
b′(r)

8πGr2
+

b(r)

8πGr3

)
+

(
1

8πG
− b(r)

8πGr

)
F ′′(r)− f(r)

16πG
+

Λ

8πG
, (4.8)

ρ+ Pr + 2Pt = F ′(r)

(
− b′(r)

16πGr
− 7b(r)

16πGr2
+

1

2πGr

)
+
F (r)b′(r)

4πGr2

+

(
1

8πG
− b(r)

8πGr

)
F ′′(r)− f(r)

8πG
+

Λ

4πG
− γ

4πGr
. (4.9)

In this case, the results are plotted in Fig.5 and summarized in Table 4.1. From Fig.5, we
choose α1 = 3.0 > 0 as an example. The energy density is positive for r ∈ (0, 0.40]∪ [1.10,∞).
The first NEC term ρ+Pr is positive for r ∈ (0, 0.39)∪ (1.05,∞), while the second NEC term
ρ + Pt is positive for r ∈ (0.00, 0.20) ∪ (0.40,∞). This shows that NEC and hence WEC are
satisfied for r ∈ [1.10, ∞). The first DEC term ρ− |Pr| > 0 for all r ∈ [0.83, 0.39]∪ [1.17,∞),
while the second DEC term ρ − |Pt| > 0 for all r ∈ [0.0, 0.20] ∪ [0.39, 0.40] ∪ [1.09,∞). This
shows the DEC is satisfied for r ∈ [1.17, ∞). However, we find that the SEC is partially
violated since the third SEC term ρ+ Pr + 2Pt < 0 for r ∈ [1.18, ∞).

4.2 Φ(r) = γ1
r

With the shape function from Eq. (3.7) and Φ(r) = γ1
r

, we find

ρ = F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr
− γ1b(r)

8πGr3
+

3b(r)

16πGr2
+

γ1

8πGr2
− 1

4πGr

)
+F (r)

(
γ1b
′(r)

16πGr3
− γ2

1b(r)

8πGr5
− γ1b(r)

16πGr4
+

γ2
1

8πGr4

)
+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r)

+
f(r)

16πG
− Λ

8πG
+

γ

4πGr
, (4.10)

Pr = F (r)

(
− γ1b

′(r)

16πGr3
+

b′(r)

8πGr2
+
γ2

1b(r)

8πGr5
+

5γ1b(r)

16πGr4
− b(r)

8πGr3
− γ2

1

8πGr4
− γ1

4πGr3

)
+F ′(r)

(
γ1b(r)

8πGr3
− b(r)

4πGr2
− γ1

8πGr2
+

1

4πGr

)
− f(r)

16πG
+

Λ

8πG
− γ

4πGr
, (4.11)

Pt = F ′(r)

(
− b′(r)

16πGr
+
γ1b(r)

8πGr3
− 3b(r)

16πGr2
− γ1

8πGr2
+

1

4πGr

)
+F (r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr2
− γ1b(r)

8πGr4
+

b(r)

16πGr3
+

γ1

8πGr3

)
+

(
1

8πG
− b(r)

8πGr

)
F ′′(r)

− f(r)

16πG
+

Λ

8πG
− γ

8πGr
. (4.12)
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The combinations of Eqs. (4.10 - 4.12) yield the following relations among ρ, Pr, and Pt:

ρ+ Pr = F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr
− b(r)

16πGr2

)
+ F (r)

(
b′(r)

8πGr2
+
γ1b(r)

4πGr4
− b(r)

8πGr3
− γ1

4πGr3

)
+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r) , , (4.13)

ρ+ Pt = F (r)

(
γ1b
′(r)

16πGr3
+

b′(r)

16πGr2
− γ2

1b(r)

8πGr5
− 3γ1b(r)

16πGr4
+

b(r)

16πGr3
+

γ2
1

8πGr4
+

γ1

8πGr3

)
+

γ

8πGr
, (4.14)

ρ− |Pr| = −
∣∣∣∣− γ

4Gπr
+

Λ

8Gπ
− f(r)

16Gπ
+ F (r)

(
b(r)γ2

1

8Gπr5
− γ2

1

8Gπr4
+

5b(r)γ1

16Gπr4

− b′(r)γ1

16Gπr3
− γ1

4Gπr3
− b(r)

8Gπr3
+

b′(r)

8Gπr2

)
+

(
γ1b(r)

8Gπr3
− b(r)

4Gπr2
− γ1

8Gπr2

+
1

4Gπr

)
F ′(r)

∣∣∣∣+ F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr
− γ1b(r)

8πGr3
+

3b(r)

16πGr2
+

γ1

8πGr2
− 1

4πGr

)
+F (r)

(
γ1b
′(r)

16πGr3
− γ2

1b(r)

8πGr5
− γ1b(r)

16πGr4
+

γ2
1

8πGr4

)
+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r)

+
f(r)

16πG
− Λ

8πG
+

γ

4πGr
, (4.15)

ρ− |Pt| = −
∣∣∣∣− γ

8Gπr
+

Λ

8Gπ
− f(r)

16Gπ
+ F (r)

(
− γ1b(r)

8Gπr4
+

b(r)

16Gπr3
+

γ1

8Gπr3
+

b′(r)

16Gπr2

)
+

(
γ1b(r)

8Gπr3
− 3b(r)

16Gπr2
− γ1

8Gπr2
− b′(r)

16Gπr
+

1

4Gπr

)
F ′(r) +

(
1

8Gπ

− b(r)

8Gπr

)
F ′′(r)

∣∣∣∣+ F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr
− γ1b(r)

8πGr3
+

3b(r)

16πGr2
+

γ1

8πGr2
− 1

4πGr

)
+F (r)

(
γ1b
′(r)

16πGr3
− γ2

1b(r)

8πGr5
− γ1b(r)

16πGr4
+

γ2
1

8πGr4

)
+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r)

+
f(r)

16πG
− Λ

8πG
+

γ

4πGr
, (4.16)

ρ+ 2Pt = F ′(r)

(
− b′(r)

16πGr
+
γ1b(r)

8πGr3
− 3b(r)

16πGr2
− γ1

8πGr2
+

1

4πGr

)
+F (r)

(
γ1b
′(r)

16πGr3
+

b′(r)

8πGr2
− γ2

1b(r)

8πGr5
− 5γ1b(r)

16πGr4
+

b(r)

8πGr3
+

γ2
1

8πGr4
+

γ1

4πGr3

)
+

(
1

8πG
− b(r)

8πGr

)
F ′′(r)− f(r)

16πG
+

Λ

8πG
, (4.17)

ρ+ Pr + 2Pt = F ′(r)

(
− b′(r)

16πGr
+
γ1b(r)

4πGr3
− 7b(r)

16πGr2
− γ1

4πGr2
+

1

2πGr

)
+
F (r)b′(r)

4πGr2

+

(
1

8πG
− b(r)

8πGr

)
F ′′(r)− f(r)

8πG
+

Λ

4πG
− γ

4πGr
. (4.18)
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Figure 6: Figures illustrate the variation of ρ, ρ+Pr, ρ+Pt, ρ−|Pr|, ρ−|Pt|, ρ+Pr +2Pt as a
function of r with Φ(r) = γ1/r. Here we have used α1 = 3, n = 2, α = 3.0, r0 = 1 and γ1 = 1.0.
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Table 4.2: Table shows a summary of energy/pressure conditions for Φ(r) = γ1/r,n = 2,
α = 3.0, r0 = 1, γ1 = 1.0, γ = 0.1, and Λ = −1.0.

No. Terms α1 < 0 α1 > 0

1 ρ ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0, 0.01] ∪ [1.03, 1.42] ≥ 0, for r ∈ [0.01, 1.03] ∪ [1.40,∞)
∪[2.41,∞)

< 0, for r ∈ (0.01, 1.03) ∪ (1.42, 2.41) < 0, for r ∈ (0, 0.01) ∪ (1.03, 1.40)
2 ρ+ Pr ≥ 0, for r ∈ [1.02, 1.17] ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0, 1.02) ∪ (1.17,∞)

< 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 1.02) ∪ (1.17,∞) < 0, for r ∈ [1.02, 1.17]
3 ρ+ Pt ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.93] ∪ [1.33,∞) ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0.93,∞)

< 0, for r ∈ (0.93, 1.33) < 0, for r < 0.93
4 ρ+ Pr + 2Pt ≥ 0, for r ∈ [1.00, 1.50] ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 1.00] ∪ [1.71, 2.00]

< 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 1.00) ∪ (1.50,∞) < 0, for r ∈ (1.00, 1.71) ∪ (2.00,∞)
5 ρ− |Pr| ≥ 0, for r ∈ [1.07, 1.31] ≥ 0, for r ∈ [0.12, 1.06] ∪ [1.49,∞)

< 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 1.07) ∪ (1.31,∞) < 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.12) ∪ (1.06, 1.49)
6 ρ− |Pt| ≥ 0, for r ∈ [1.22, 1.40] ∪ [2.49,∞) ≥ 0, for r ∈ [0.91, 1.00] ∪ [1.39,∞)

< 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 1.22) ∪ (1.40, 2.49) < 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.91) ∪ (1.22, 1.40)

In the second case, the results are plotted in Fig.6 and summarized in Table 4.2. From Fig.6,
we choose α1 = 3.0 > 0 as an example. The energy density is positive for r ∈ [0.01, 1.03] ∪
[1.40,∞). The first NEC term ρ+Pr is positive for r ∈ (0.00, 1.02)∪(1.17,∞), while the second
NEC term ρ + Pt is positive for r ∈ (0.93,∞). This shows that NEC and hence WEC are
satisfied for r ∈ [1.40, ∞). The first DEC term ρ− |Pr| > 0 for all r ∈ [0.12, 1.06]∪ [1.49,∞),
while the second DEC term ρ − |Pt| > 0 for all r ∈ [0.91, 1.00] ∪ [1.39,∞). This shows the
DEC is satisfied for r ∈ [1.49, ∞). However, we find that the SEC is partially violated since
the third SEC term ρ+ Pr + 2Pt < 0 for r ∈ (1.00, 1.71) ∪ (2.00,∞).

4.3 Φ(r) = log
(
1 + γ2

r

)
With the shape function from Eq. (3.7) and Φ(r) = log

(
1 + γ2

r

)
, we find

ρ = F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr
− γ2b(r)

8πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

3b(r)

16πGr2
+

γ2

8πGr2
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − 1

4πGr

)

+F (r)

(
γ2b
′(r)

16πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − γ2b(r)

16πGr4
(
γ2
r

+ 1
))+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r)

+
f(r)

16πG
− Λ

8πG
+

γ

4πGr
, (4.19)
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Figure 7: Figures illustrate the variation of ρ, ρ + Pr, ρ + Pt, ρ− |Pr|, ρ− |Pt|, ρ + Pr + 2Pt
as a function of r with Φ(r) = log(1 + γ2

r
). Here we have used α1 = 1, n = 2, α = 10.0, r0 =

1 and γ2 = 0.15.

Pr = F (r)

(
− γ2b

′(r)

16πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

b′(r)

8πGr2
+

5γ2b(r)

16πGr4
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − b(r)

8πGr3
− γ2

4πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
))

+F ′(r)

(
γ2b(r)

8πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − b(r)

4πGr2
− γ2

8πGr2
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

1

4πGr

)

− f(r)

16πG
+

Λ

8πG
− γ

4πGr
, (4.20)
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Table 4.3: Table shows a summary of energy/pressure conditions for Φ(r) = log(1+γ2/r),n =
2, α = 10.0, r0 = 1, γ2 = 0.15, γ = 1.0, and Λ = −1.0.

No. Terms α1 < 0 α1 > 0

1 ρ ≥ 0, for r ∈ [0.22, 1.02] ∪ [1.67,∞) ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.24] ∪ [1.04,∞)
< 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.22) ∪ (1.02, 1.67) < 0, for r ∈ (0.24, 1.04)

2 ρ+ Pr ≥ 0, for r ∈ [0.22, 1.02] ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0, 0.21] ∪ [1.02, 2.11]
< 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.22) ∪ (1.02,∞) < 0, for r ∈ (0.21, 1.02) ∪ (2.11,∞)

3 ρ+ Pt ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.14] ∪ [1.19,∞) ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0.13,∞)
< 0, for r ∈ (0.14, 1.19) < 0, for r < 0.23

4 ρ+ Pr + 2Pt ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.23] ∪ [1.07, 1.63] ≥ 0, for r ∈ [0.14, 1.04]
< 0, for r ∈ (0.23, 1.07) ∪ (1.63,∞) < 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.14) ∪ (1.04,∞)

5 ρ− |Pr| ≥ 0, for r ∈ [0.27, 1.02] ≥ 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.22] ∪ [1.03, 2.11]
< 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 0.27) ∪ (1.02,∞) < 0, for r ∈ (0.22, 1.03) ∪ (2.11,∞)

6 ρ− |Pt| ≥ 0, for r ∈ [1.69,∞) ≥ 0, for r ∈ [0.15, 0.22] ∪ [1.25,∞)
< 0, for r ∈ (0.00, 1.22) ∪ (1.40, 2.49) < 0, for r < 1.69

Pt = F ′(r)

(
− b′(r)

16πGr
+

γ2b(r)

8πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − 3b(r)

16πGr2
− γ2

8πGr2
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

1

4πGr

)

+F (r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr2
− γ2b(r)

8πGr4
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

b(r)

16πGr3
+

γ2

8πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
))

+

(
1

8πG
− b(r)

8πGr

)
F ′′(r)− f(r)

16πG
+

Λ

8πG
− γ

8πGr
. (4.21)

The combinations of Eqs. (4.19 - 4.21) yield the following relations among ρ, Pr, and Pt:

ρ+ Pr = F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr
− b(r)

16πGr2

)
+ F (r)

(
b′(r)

8πGr2
+

γ2b(r)

4πGr4
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − b(r)

8πGr3

− γ2

4πGr3(γ2
r

+ 1)

)
+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r) , (4.22)

ρ+ Pt = F (r)

(
γ2b
′(r)

16πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

b′(r)

16πGr2
− 3γ2b(r)

16πGr4
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

b(r)

16πGr3

+
γ2

8πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
))+

γ

8πGr
, (4.23)
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ρ− |Pr| = −
∣∣∣∣− γ

4Gπr
+

Λ

8Gπ
− f(r)

16Gπ
+ F (r)

(
5γ2b(r)

16Gπr4
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − b(r)

8Gπr3

− γ2b
′(r)

16Gπr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

b′(r)

8Gπr2
− γ2

4Gπr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
))+

(
γ2b(r)

8Gπr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
)

− b(r)

4Gπr2
+

1

4Gπr
− γ2

8Gπr2
(
γ2
r

+ 1
))F ′(r)∣∣∣∣+ F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr

− γ2b(r)

8πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

3b(r)

16πGr2
+

γ2

8πGr2
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − 1

4πGr

)
+F (r)

(
γ2b
′(r)

16πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − γ2b(r)

16πGr4
(
γ2
r

+ 1
))+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r)

+
f(r)

16πG
− Λ

8πG
+

γ

4πGr
, (4.24)

ρ− |Pt| = −
∣∣∣∣− γ

8Gπr
+

Λ

8Gπ
− f(r)

16Gπ
+ F (r)

(
− γ2b(r)

8Gπr4
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

b(r)

16Gπr3
+

b′(r)

16Gπr2

+
γ2

8Gπr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
))+

(
γ2b(r)

8Gπr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − 3b(r)

16Gπr2
− b′(r)

16Gπr
+

1

4Gπr

− γ2

8Gπr2
(
γ2
r

+ 1
))F ′(r) +

(
1

8Gπ
− b(r)

8Gπr

)
F ′′(r)

∣∣∣∣+ F ′(r)

(
b′(r)

16πGr

− γ2b(r)

8πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

3b(r)

16πGr2
+

γ2

8πGr2
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − 1

4πGr

)
+F (r)

(
γ2b
′(r)

16πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − γ2b(r)

16πGr4
(
γ2
r

+ 1
))+

(
b(r)

8πGr
− 1

8πG

)
F ′′(r)

+
f(r)

16πG
− Λ

8πG
+

γ

4πGr
, (4.25)

ρ+ 2Pt = F ′(r)

(
− b′(r)

16πGr
+

γ2b(r)

8πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − 3b(r)

16πGr2
− γ2

8πGr2
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

1

4πGr

)

+F (r)

(
γ2b
′(r)

16πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

b′(r)

8πGr2
− 5γ2b(r)

16πGr4
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

b(r)

8πGr3
+

γ2

4πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
))

+

(
1

8πG
− b(r)

8πGr

)
F ′′(r)− f(r)

16πG
+

Λ

8πG
, (4.26)

ρ+ Pr + 2Pt = F ′(r)

(
− b′(r)

16πGr
+

γ2b(r)

4πGr3
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) − 7b(r)

16πGr2
− γ2

4πGr2
(
γ2
r

+ 1
) +

1

2πGr

)

+
F (r)b′(r)

4πGr2
+

(
1

8πG
− b(r)

8πGr

)
F ′′(r)− f(r)

8πG
+

Λ

4πG
− γ

4πGr
. (4.27)

In the last case, the results are plotted in Fig.7 and summarized in Table 4.3. From Fig.7,
we choose α1 = 3.0 > 0 as an example. The energy density is positive for r ∈ (0.00, 0.24] ∪
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[1.04,∞). The first NEC term ρ+Pr is positive for r ∈ (0, 0.21]∪ [1.02, 2.11] and negative for
r ∈ (0.21, 1.02) ∪ (2.11,∞), while the second NEC term ρ + Pt is positive for r ∈ (0.13,∞).
This shows that NEC and hence WEC are partially violated for this model. The first DEC
term ρ−|Pr| > 0 for r ∈ (0.00, 0.22]∪[1.03, 2.11] and ρ−|Pr| < 0 for r ∈ (0.22, 1.03)∪(2.11,∞),
while the second DEC term ρ− |Pt| > 0 for r ∈ [0.15, 0.22] ∪ [1.25,∞). This shows the DEC
is satisfied for r ∈ [1.49, ∞) and violated for r ∈ (0.22, 1.03) ∪ (2.11,∞). However, we find
that the SEC is violated for this model.

5 Amount of exotic matter

In this section, we discuss the “volume integral,” which basically provides information about
the “total amount” of averaged null energy condition (ANEC) violating matter in the space-
time. This quantity is related only to ρ and Pr, not to the transverse components. It is defined
in terms of the following definite integral as [4]

IV = 2

∫ ∞
r0

(ρ+ Pr) dV = 8π

∫ ∞
r0

(ρ+ Pr) r
2dr. (5.1)

Here we are going to evaluate this integral for our shape function b(r). Having introduced

Figure 8: Figure displays the variation of IV against r = r? for the case of Φ(r) = constant = 1
where we have set r0 = 1. Here we have used α1 = 3.0, α = 5.0, r0 = 1.0, γ = 0.1,Λ =
−1.0, and n = 2.0.

a cut-off r? such that the wormhole extends from r0 to r? with r? ≥ r0, we have instead
IV = 8π

∫ r?
r0

(ρ+ Pr) r
2dr. We now consider three types of the redshift function. The

determination of IV can be straightforwardly done by substituting ρ + Pr for each case into
Eq.5.1. Due to the limitation of space, we intentionally skip posting the full expression for
IV for each red-shift function model and show only the dependence of IV against r, given by
Fig.(8-10).

In the first case Φ(r) = const. = 1, we observe from Fig.8 that the quantity IV is negative
near the wormhole throat for r ∈ (1.0, 1.13). In Fig.9, for the second case Φ(r) = γ1

r
, we find

19



Figure 9: Figure displays the variation of IV against r = r? for the case of Φ(r) = γ1
r

by
setting r0 = 1.0. From the plots, we have used α = 3.0, α1 = 3.0, γ = 0.1,Λ = −1.0 and n = 2
with various values of γ1 = 0.15, 1.00 and 3.00.

Figure 10: Figure displays the variation of IV against r = r? for the case of Φ(r) = log
(
1 + γ2

r

)
with r0 = 1.0. From the plots, we have used α1 = 1.0, α = 10.0, γ = 1.0,Λ = −1.0, n = 2. We
vary three choices of γ2 as 0.15, 1.00, and 3.00

that the quantity IV is negative near the wormhole throat for r ∈ (1.0, 1.10) using γ1 = 0.15.
However, it is negative for a larger rang of r when γ1 � 0.15. Last but not the least, for
the third case Φ(r) = log

(
1 + γ2

r

)
, we notice that the quantity IV remains negative near the

wormhole throat for r ∈ (1.0, 1.07) shown in Fig.10 where we have used three distinct values
of γ2. As a results, therefore, we demonstrate the existence of spacetime geometries containing
traversable wormholes that are supported by arbitrarily small quantities of “exotic matter”.
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6 Conclusion

In this work, we constructed traversable wormholes in f(R) gravity in the present of the dRGT
massive theory. Here we have considered the function f(R) = R+ α1R

n, where α1 and n are
arbitrary constants and particularly focused on n = 2. In the present work, we have chosen
the shape function of the form b(r) = r exp(−α(r − r0)) with α and r0 being an arbitrary
constant and a radius of the wormhole throat, respectively. We have found that α affects the
radius of curvature of the wormhole. Moreover, we have assume a spherically symmetric and
static wormhole metric and derived field equations of the underlying description. Moreover,
we have visualized the wormhole geometry using embedding diagrams. Furthermore, we have
checked the null, weak, dominant and strong energy conditions at the wormhole throat with
a radius r0 invoking three types of redshift functions, Φ = constant, γ1/r, log(1 + γ2/r) with
γ1 and γ2 are arbitrary real constants.

In the first case Φ = constant = 1, the energy density is positive for r ∈ (0, 0.40]∪[1.10,∞).
The NEC and hence WEC are satisfied for r ∈ [1.10, ∞). Our results also showed the DEC is
satisfied for r ∈ [1.17, ∞). However, we find that the SEC is partially violated in this model.
In the second case Φ = γ1/r, the energy density is positive for r ∈ [0.01, 1.03]∪ [1.40,∞). We
have observed that NEC and hence WEC are satisfied for r ∈ [1.40, ∞). The DEC of this
specific model is satisfied for r ∈ [1.49, ∞). However, we have discovered that the SEC is
partially violated for this model. For the last scenario Φ = log(1 + γ2/r), we have found that
the energy density is positive for r ∈ (0.00, 0.24] ∪ [1.04,∞). Nevertheless, NEC and hence
WEC, DEC are partially violated for this model. Additionally, the SEC is not satisfied in this
model. However, as mentioned in Ref. [46], the SEC is almost abandoned.

As a final remark, using the proper choices of parameters, our results show that it is plau-
sible to obtain traversable wormhole solutions which respect the null, weak and dominant
energy conditions. In conclusion, we have checked the null, weak, dominant and strong condi-
tions at the wormhole throat with a radius r0, and shown that in general the classical energy
conditions are violated near the wormhole throat supported by arbitrarily small quantities of
yet unknown “exotic matter”. It is worth noting that this work is just one of many viable
scenarios. In the context the present work, we note that one can obtain many other possible
solutions for ρ, Pr and Pt by considering other choices of the functions b(r), Φ(r) and f(R).
More specifically, other theories of f(R) gravity include the Tsujikawa model [47], the Hu-
Sawicky model [49], the Amendola-Polarski-Tsujikawa model [48], the logarithmic-corrected
R2 model [50–52], and the exponential model [53, 54]. Moreover, the different b(r) functions
is also worth investigating, e.g. [41,55].
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