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A note on “Traversable wormholes in Einstein-Dirac-Maxwell theory”
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In their Letter [Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 101102 (2021); arXiv: 2010.07317], J. L. Blázquez-Salcedo, C. Knoll
and E. Radu have constructed a very interesting class of wormhole solutions in general relativity (GR),
supported by a pair of classical charged spinor fields obeying the Dirac equation. The main new feature
of these solutions is that such Dirac spinor fields can possess exotic properties, necessary for the existence
of static wormhole configurations in GR. The present note contains a few remarks clarifying some points
concerning this approach.

1. The authors of [1] insist that their spinor
fields are particle wave functions, which entails
their one-particle normalization and the corre-
sponding values of the solution parameters.

As shown by Fig. 2 in [1], the curvature scalars
at the throat are of the order of unity in Planck
units (the Ricci and Kretschmann scalars are ≈ 0.1
and ≈ 6, respectively). This suggests — as no fine
tuning is mentioned in the text — that vacuum
polarization inducing geometric corrections to the
Einstein equations are of the same order of magni-
tude as the their left-hand sides themselves. Thus
the metric solving the Einstein equations generally
does not solve the actual equations of motion.

On the other hand, a direct n-particle general-
ization of the present solutions is impossible due to
the Pauli exclusion principle, so the problem should
be attacked anew.

2. The authors claim that if ν ′ 6= 0 at the
throat (where 2ν = ln(−gtt)) requires the presence
of extra matter forming a thin shell at the throat
r = 0. It is not true: in fact, ν ′(0) 6= 0 simply
means that the wormhole must be nonsymmetric
relative to the throat, while a thin shell is only re-
quired if one postulates an unnecessary Z2 symme-
try with respect to r = 0. A search for nonsymmet-
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ric wormhole solutions can be one of possible inter-
esting extensions of the authors’ study. Examples
of other non-Z2 -symmetric spherical wormholes are
well known.

3. It is asserted in [1] that the solutions ob-
tained numerically are Z2 -symmetric. Meanwhile,
after Eq. (8) we read that “QN is the Noether
charge of a spinor (or number of particles),” and
then, after the unnumbered expression for QN , we
read that “Similar relations hold for the r < 0 re-
gion, with mass, electric charge and Noether charge
changing sign.” This raises some objections: (i) it
looks too strange to have a negative particle num-
ber, not to mention that a normalizing integral
should cover the whole volume, r ∈ R , and the
particle number should pertain to the whole con-
figuration; (ii) Z2 symmetry implies equal ADM
masses on both ends (as is confirmed by the curve
for gtt in Fig. 2), then how to understand a “mass
changing sign”?

4. The metric (5), obtained as an exact solu-
tion with massless spinors, has been previously dis-
cussed as a possible metric in a brane world sup-
ported by a bulk-induced tidal stress-energy ten-
sor [2, 3].
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5. The words in the abstract, that the worm-
hole solutions are obtained “without needing any
form of exotic matter,” look misleading since exotic
matter (by definition, matter violating the Null En-
ergy Condition) is quite necessary at a wormhole
throat [4]. It would be better to say that Dirac
spinor fields become exotic matter under certain
circumstances.

We conclude that the authors of [1] have made
an interesting contribution to wormhole physics,
but hope that our remarks clarify some important
points concerning their approach.

It is worth mentioning that the idea of using
spinor fields to construct traversable wormholes in
four dimensions was studied in a number of earlier
works, for instance, by J. Maldacena et al. [5].

Since the present note was written and submit-
ted (April 2021), a few relevant papers have ap-
peared [6–9]. In particular, J. L. Blázquez-Salcedo
et al. [6] presented a more detailed description of
the wormhole solution under discussion, including
an investigation of the domain of existence for the
solutions. R. Konoplya et al. [7,8] obtained and dis-
cussed other wormhole configurations supported by
a pair of spinor fields, mentioning that changing the
sign of the fermionic charge density at the throat
can hardly be understood as a physically realistic
scenario. Lastly, in the recent paper by D. Daniel-
son et al. [9] it is argued that the wormhole solution
presented in [1] suffers from a failure of the Maxwell
and Dirac fields to satisfy the necessary matching
conditions.
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