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In this article, we have discussed Morris and Thorne (MT) wormhole solutions in a modified
theory of gravity that admits conformal motion. Here we explore the wormhole solutions in f(R, T )
gravity, which is a function of the Ricci scalar (R) and the trace of the stress-energy tensor (T ). To
study wormhole geometries, we make assumption of spherical symmetric static spacetime and the
existence of conformal Killing symmetry to get more acceptable astrophysical outcomes. To do this,
we choose the expression of f(R, T ) as f(R, T ) = R + 2γT . Here we employ the phantom energy
EoS relating to radial pressure and density given by pr = ωρ with ω < −1 to constrain our model.
Following a discussion of wormhole geometry and behavior of shape function, the study moves on
to the computation of proper radial distance, active mass function, the nature of total gravitational
energy and a discussion on the violation of energy conditions. We have shown that the wormhole
solutions exist for positive as well as negative values of the coupling constant γ. From our analysis
we see that no wormhole solution exists for γ = −4π, −π(3 + ω). All the physical parameters have
been drawn by employing the values of γ as γ = −0.3, −0.2, −0.1, 0, 0.1 and 0.2, where γ = 0
corresponds to general relativity (GR) case. It is found that for our proposed model, a realistic
wormhole solutions satisfying all the properties can be obtained.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Wormholes (WHs) are hypothetical geometrical structures that connect two different space-times or two different
points within the same space-times. Wormholes are asymptotically flat tubelike structures. For their properties,
they are assumed to be very useful for interstellar travel. The concept of wormholes is the most well-known research
topic both in general relativity, as well as in modified theories of gravity. In the literature, these are classified
into two categories: static wormholes and dynamic wormholes, depending on whether the radius of the throat of
wormhole is constant or variable in nature. The throat of a wormhole is the tube-shaped smallest surface area
linking the two universes between the two mouths of the WH. Despite extensive research, its nature is still not fully
understood. WHs emerge from general relativity solutions (GR). The term ‘wormhole’ was first coined by Flamm [1].
Flamm first obtained a WH-like solution in the form of Schwarzschild’s WH. It was later discovered that it would
collapse extremely fast, making it impossible to traverse [2]. Following Flamm, Einstein and Rosen obtained a similar
geometrical structure known as the Einstein-Rosen bridge [3]. Weyl [4] also proposed a wormhole model in connection
with mass analysis of the Einstein’s field equations. At the Planck scale, Wheeler discovered Reissner-Nordström
(RN) or Kerr wormholes in the form of quantum foam geometries [5]. Hawking [6] transformed these wormholes into
Euclidean wormholes, which made it impossible to travel from one side to the other. Later in one of the pioneering
work, Thorne with his student Morris [7] first explored the idea of traversable wormholes as a medium for teaching GR.
They performed a meticulous study by considering static and spherically symmetric wormholes. They demonstrated
that the exotic matter within them contains negative energy, thereby violating the null energy condition (NEC). They
proposed a class of wormhole solutions to the Einstein field equation that indicated how humans could travel through
the tunnel of the wormholes as long as there was no horizon across the tunnel. It is one of the most active areas of
research in this field in recent years and researchers have been trying to build accurate wormhole models with the
prospect of minimizing or perhaps fully curing this violation. The principle of GR, which predicts that the geometry
of space-time is distortable when the matter is present, was utilized to discover the possibility of time travel. Exact
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solutions connecting two separate verges of asymptotically flat space-time, as well as two unique anti-de Sitter regions,
were derived in refs. [7–9]. The concept of wormholes is still theoretical, though further researches are being done
toward achieving a WH model [10–20]. These wormholes can also be transformed into time machines for backward
time travel [21, 22].

The validation of energy conditions in the context of wormholes is an important topic that has been addressed
in the literature, for example in dynamic and thin shell wormholes, by presenting innovative methodologies [23–26].
Aside from that, various researchers have attempted to find wormhole solutions utilizing modified theories of gravity
as a foundation. These wormhole solutions are developed in Brans-Dicke theory, Born-Infeld theory, Lovelock gravity,
Kaluza-Klein gravity, Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory, Einstein-Cartan theory, scalar-tensor theory, etc [27–37]. In
modified gravity theories (MGTs), the stress-energy tensor is replaced with effective stress-energy tensor with higher
order curvature terms. MGTs have been utilized to address not only the exotic matter problem but also a number of
other challenges in contemporary observational astrophysics and cosmology [38–43]. Due to the lack of observations
so far, the geometrical and material properties of WHs, such as the shape function b(r) and equation of state (EoS)
still remain unknown. So far, numerous variants of the shape function b(r) have been proposed and analyzed in
Refs. [44–46]. One of the earliest and simplest adaptations of Einstein-Hilbert action is known as f(R) modified
gravity [47], where f(R) is a function of the Ricci scalar. This theory has a lot of contributions in the literature that
account for the dark energy problem. Starobinsky [48] discussed the f(R) model in the early 1980s, using the formula
f(R) = R + αR2, where α > 0 implies an inflationary universe scenario. This f(R) theory was further developed by
many researchers [49–51]. Many scientists have recently investigated the dynamics of cosmological models utilizing
f(R) gravity in a variety of ways [52–56]. Unsurprisingly, these models may contain flaws as well. For example, solar
system tests have ruled out the majority of the f(R) models proposed thus far [57, 58].

So to obtain a better understanding of wormhole solutions, the f(R) theory is extended to the f(R, T ) gravity theory,
where R represents the Ricci scalar and T signifies the trace of the stress-energy tensor. In 2011, Harko et al. [59]
proposed the f(R, T ) gravity. This f(R, T ) gravity has been studied in cosmology [60–62], thermodynamics [63, 64],
and astrophysics of compact objects [65–68]. f(R) and f(T ) theories, in particular, are specific cases of f(R, T )
gravity. The f(R, T ) gravity theory combines f(R) and f(T ) gravity. Many functional versions of f(R, T ) theories
have been investigated in various contexts for the effect of cosmic dynamics. The split-up f(R, T ) = f1(R) + f2(T ),
where f1 and f2 are arbitrary functions of R and T , respectively, has attracted a lot of attention since it allows one
to investigate R’s contributions without identifying f2(T ). Likewise, without identifying f1(R), one can investigate
contributions from T . The reconstruction of f(R, T ) gravity is explored in such separable theories [69]. Several
authors have used the formula f(R, T ) = f1(R)+f2(T ) to analyze cosmic dynamics from various perspectives [70–74]
(and further references therein).

Many cosmologists have investigated wormhole solutions in modified theories of gravity from various perspectives.
In the context of f(R, T ) gravity, with a constant redshift function φ, a lot of works have been done on different
situations of wormhole geometry [75, 76]. Now we are going to discuss some contributions of several cosmologists on
wormhole solutions in f(R, T ) gravity theory. Moraes et al. [77] gave analytical solutions for static wormholes in
the f(R, T ) gravity. In f(R, T ) gravity, Zubair et al. [76] investigated static and spherically symmetric wormholes
with various fluids, where f(R, T ) = f(R) + λT . In the context of Gaussian and Lorentzian distributions in non-
commutative geometry, Zubair et al. [78] proposed a wormhole model in f(R, T ) gravity. Bhatti et al. [79] used an
exponential model to study spherically symmetric wormhole models and find wormhole solutions. Wormhole solutions
for dust and non-dust distributions have been investigated in the light of Noether symmetry within a framework of
f(R, T ) gravity in [80]. Elizalde and Khurshudyan [81] investigated traversable wormhole solutions in f(R, T ) gravity
by considering the various forms of energy density. Sahoo et.al. [82] studied WH solutions using a modified gravity
given by f(R, T ) = f(R) + λT with a shape function from the Ref. [83].

The theoretical construction of wormhole geometries is based on the fact that one must first solve Einstein’s
field equations by setting the form of the metric potential functions or by applying a precise equation of state that
links pressure to energy density. Our specific goal of this paper is to obtain a complete wormhole solution within
f(R, T ) gravity by making an additional assumption that our spacetime permits a one-parameter group of conformal
motions, i.e. conformal Killing vectors, which will be discussed in the next section of this paper. This type of
systematic approach was previously considered by Boehmer et al. [84, 85]. The Einstein field equations provide a
natural connection between geometry and matter in the study of conformal symmetry. Kuhfittig recently investigated
wormholes that admit a one-parameter group of conformal motions [86, 87].

The contents of the paper are organized as follows. The basic field equations of f(R, T ) gravity are briefly reviewed
in Sect. II with a brief outline of the conformal Killing vectors for a spherically symmetric metric. In Sect. III we
propose an exact wormhole model by taking into account a specific equation of state. Exterior spacetime and matching
conditions have been discussed in Sect. IV. In Sect. V, we will discuss some physical properties, e.g., proper radial
distance, active mass function, total Gravitational Energy, energy conditions. Finally, in Sect. VI we have given some
discussion on our obtained model.
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II. f(R, T ) GRAVITY AND BASIC FIELD EQUATIONS

The basic field equations in the f(R, T ) theory of gravity will be described here. f(R, T ) gravity is an extended
form of Einstein’s general theory of relativity. The Einstein Hilbert action for this gravity is given by,

S =

∫ [
1

16π
f(R, T ) + Lm

]√
−gd4x, (1)

where f(R, T ) is the general function of Ricci scalarR and trace T of the energy-momentum tensor Tµν , the Lagrangian
matter density is denoted by Lm with g = det(gµν).
The stress-energy tensor of matter Tµν is calculated as,

Tµν = − 2√
−g

δ
√
−gLm

δ
√
gµν

, (2)

The general field equations for action given in (1) is given as,

fR(R, T )Rµν −
1

2
f(R, T )gµν + (gµν2−∇µ∇ν)fR(R, T ) = 8πTµν − fT (R, T )Tµν

−fT (R, T )Θµν , (3)

with, fR(R, T ) = ∂f(R,T )
∂R , fT (R, T ) = ∂f(R,T )

∂T . ∇ν represents the covariant derivative associated with the Levi-Civita

connection of gµν , Θµν = gαβ
δTαβ
δgµν and 2 ≡ 1√

−g∂µ(
√
−ggµν∂ν) represents the D’Alembert operator.

The divergence of Tµν is given as [59, 88] ,

∇µTµν =
fT (R, T )

8π − fT (R, T )
[(Tµν + Θµν)∇µ ln fT (R, T ) +∇µΘµν ] . (4)

One can check, from eqn.(4), ∇µTµν 6= 0 for fT (R, T ) 6= 0. As a result, the system will not be conserved in the same
way that in Einstein gravity it is conserved.

The matter Lagrangian density Lm may be depend on both density and pressure, i.e., Lm = Lm(ρ, p), or it only
depends on the density of the matter ρ only, so that Lm = Lm(ρ) [59]. In our current paper, we choose the matter
Lagrangian density as Lm = ρ and the expression of Θµν = −2Tµν − ρgµν .
In f(R, T ) gravity, we consider, f(R, T ) = R+2γT , to discuss the coupling effects of matter and curvature components,
where γ is a dimensionless coupling constant.

The interior of a static spherically symmetric spacetime is defined by the following line element in (3+1) dimensions:

ds2 = eν(r)dt2 − eλ(r)dr2 − r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2), (5)

where ν(r) = φ(r) and eλ(r) =
(

1− b(r)
r

)−1

. φ(r) and b(r) are respectively called the redshift function and shape

function of the wormhole and these two functions should satisfy the following conditions:

• The wormhole throat joins two asymptotic regions and is placed at the radial coordinate r0, where b(r0) = r0.

• The flaring-out requirement, b(r)−rb
′(r)

2b2(r) > 0, which should valid at or near the throat, must be satisfied by the

shape function b(r). This reduces to b′(r0) < 1 near the wormhole’s throat.

• The shape function should meet the condition 1− b(r)
r > 0 for the radial coordinates r > r0 in order to maintain

the proper signature of the metric.

• The metric functions must obey the requirements φ(r) and b(r)/r tend to zero as r approaches to ∞ in order
to have asymptotically flat geometries. For non-asymptotically flat wormholes, these criteria can obviously be
relaxed.

• It is also necessary for φ(r) to be finite and nonzero throughout spacetime to avoid horizons and singularities.
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The constraints listed above give a minimum set of requirements for describing the geometry of two asymptotically
flat regions joined by a bridge [89].
For the line element (5), the field equations in f(R, T ) gravity are given by,

κρeff =
λ′

r
e−λ +

1

r2
(1− e−λ), (6)

κpeff
r =

1

r2
(e−λ − 1) +

ν′

r
e−λ, (7)

κpeff
t =

1

4
e−λ

[
2ν′′ + ν′2 − λ′ν′ + 2

r
(ν′ − λ′)

]
, (8)

where the expression of effective matter density, effective radial and transverse pressure are given by,

ρeff = ρ+
γ

κ
(ρ− pr − 2pt), (9)

peff
r = pr +

γ

κ
(ρ+ 3pr + 2pt), (10)

peff
t = pt +

γ

κ
(ρ+ pr + 4pt). (11)

Here ρeff, peff
r and peff

t indicates the matter density, radial and transverse pressure respectively in Einstein’s gravity
and ρ, pr and pt respectively denotes the density and pressure in modified gravity.
The current work has been approached in a more systematic manner in order to find exact solutions and investigate
the inherent relationship between geometry and matter. For example, a well-known idea is that spherically symmetric
static spacetime has conformal symmetry under conformal killing vectors (CKV), which can be expressed as,

Lξgik = ξi;k + ξk;i = ψgik, (12)

The Lie derivative operator and the conformal factor are denoted by L and ψ, respectively. The conformal symmetry
is generated by the vector ξ, which induces the metric g to be conformally transferred onto itself along ξ. The following
expressions are derived from the aforementioned equations:

ξ1ν′ = ψ, ξ4 = C1, ξ
1 =

ψr

2
, ξ1λ′ + 2ξ1,1 = ψ. (13)

Here ‘prime’ and ‘comma’ stand for the derivative and partial derivative with respect to ‘r’ and C1 is a constant.
The above equations yield,

eν = C2
2r

2, (14)

eλ =

(
C3

ψ

)2

, (15)

ξi = C1δ
i
4 +

(
ψr

2

)
δi1. (16)

Where C2 and C3 are constants of integrations.
Using eqns. (14)-(16), Einstein field equations (6)-(8) become :

κρ+ γ(ρ− pr − 2pt) = f(r), (17)

κpr + γ(ρ+ 3pr + 2pt) = g(r), (18)

κpt + γ(ρ+ pr + 4pt) = h(r), (19)

where, κ = 8π and f(r), g(r), h(r) are functions of ‘r’ defined as follows:

f(r) =
1

r2

[
1− ψ2

C2
3

]
− 2ψψ′

rC2
3

,

g(r) =
1

r2

[
3
ψ2

C2
3

− 1

]
,

h(r) =
ψ2

r2C2
3

+
2ψψ′

rC2
3

.
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By solving eqns. (17)-(19) we get,

ρ =
(κ+ 5γ)f(r) + γg(r) + 2γh(r)

(κ+ 2γ)(κ+ 4γ)
, (20)

pr =
−γf(r) + (κ+ 3γ)g(r)− 2γh(r)

(κ+ 2γ)(κ+ 4γ)
, (21)

pt =
−γf(r)− γg(r) + (κ+ 2γ)h(r)

(κ+ 2γ)(κ+ 4γ)
. (22)

III. PROPOSED MODEL OF WORMHOLE

According to Morris and Throne [7], developing a wormhole solution necessitates the use of an unusual form of
matter known as ‘exotic matter’, which is a necessary component for a traversable wormhole to exist. The energy
density, ρ, of such matter is positive, but the radial pressure, pr, must be negative. Recent theoretical advances reveal
that the expansion of our current universe is speeding up, and dark energy is a suitable candidate to explain it. In
this context, we look at how to obtain traversable wormholes utilizing the phantom energy equation of state which is
given by the following relationship:

pr = ωρ, with ω < −1, (23)

Using (20) and (21), from relation (23) we get,

(
8γ + κ(3 + ω)

)ψ2

C2
3

−
(
γ − (3γ + κ)ω

)2rψψ′

C2
3

= (4γ + κ)(1 + ω), (24)

Solving the above equation one can obtain,

ψ2

C2
3

= Dr
8γ+κ(3+ω)
γ−(3γ+κ)ω +

(4γ + κ)(1 + ω)

8γ + κ(3 + ω)
, (25)

where D is a dimensionless constant of integration.
The expressions for matter density, radial, and transverse pressure are as follows:

ρ =
2(4γ + κ)

(2γ + κ)(8γ + κ(3 + ω))r2
+

3Dr−
3(2γ+κ)(1+ω)
κω+γ(−1+3ω)

κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)
, (26)

pr =
2ω(4γ + κ)

(2γ + κ)(8γ + κ(3 + ω))r2
+

3Dωr−
3(2γ+κ)(1+ω)
κω+γ(−1+3ω)

κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)
, (27)

pt =
κ(1 + ω)

(2γ + κ)(8γ + κ(3 + ω))r2
− 3Dr−

3(2γ+κ)(1+ω)
κω+γ(−1+3ω)

κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)
. (28)

Now using Eqn. (15), the expression of metric potential is obtained as,

e−λ = Dr
8γ+κ(3+ω)
γ−(3γ+κ)ω +

(4γ + κ)(1 + ω)

8γ + κ(3 + ω)
,

Now using the relationship eλ = 1
1−b(r)/r , the shape function of the present model of wormhole is obtained as,

b(r) =
2(κ− 2γ(−1 + ω))

8γ + κ(3 + ω)
r −Dr

3(κ−γ(−3+ω))
γ−(3γ+κ)ω .

Fig. 1 shows the graphical behaviour of the b(r), b(r)− r, b(r)/r, and b′(r) for wormhole for different values of γ with
D = 1.5 and ω = −2.21. b(r) − r cuts the r-axis at the throat at r = r0 as shown in the figure. In Table I we have
shown the position of the throat of the wormhole for different values of γ. In Fig. 1, we also see that b′(r) < 1, which
obeys the flaring out requirement. Furthermore, as shown in the figure, the asymptotic behaviour of b(r)/r does not
approach to zero as ‘r’ approaches to ∞, the redshift function also does not approach zero as r approaches to ∞,
indicating that the wormhole spacetime is not asymptotically flat.
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FIG. 1: The shape function b(r), throat of the wormhole, b(r)/r and b′(r) are shown against r.

TABLE I: Position of the throat r0 for different values of γ

γ r0

-0.3 1.36

-0.2 1.24

-0.1 1.14

0.0 1.06

0.1 0.99

0.2 0.935

Following Morris and throne [7], the function z(r) represents the wormhole’s embedding surface which is the solution
of following differential equation:

dz

dr
= ± 1√

r
b(r) − 1

(29)

The above differential equation diverges at the throat of the wormhole and therefore it concludes that the embedding
surface is vertical at the throat.
Eqn. (29) gives,

z = ±
∫ r

r+0

dr√
r
b(r) − 1

, (30)

here, r0 is the throat of the wormhole.
The integral in equation (30) cannot be solved analytically. However, we can do it numerically. The numerical values
are obtained by setting a specific lower limit value outside the wormhole throat and changing the upper limit, as
shown in Tables II-VII, for γ = −0.3, −0.2, −0.1, 0, 0.1 and 0.2 respectively. Fig. 2 shows the embedding diagram
z(r) of wormholes for various values of the coupling constant γ. Fig. 3 shows the entire visualization of the wormholes
for different values of γ mentioned in the figures produced by rotating Fig. 2 around the ‘z-axis’.
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TABLE II: Values of z(r), l(r) and Eg for different r by taking r+0 = 1.39, D = 1.5, ω = −2.21 and γ = −0.3.

r z(r) l(r) Eg

1.41 0.158945 0.160205 0.678778

1.43 0.287932 0.290737 0.677838

1.45 0.399285 0.403874 0.677067

1.49 0.589172 0.597939 0.675841

1.51 0.67282 0.683947 0.675337

1.53 0.750924 0.764571 0.674887

1.57 0.894034 0.913171 0.674114

TABLE III: Values of z(r), l(r) and Eg for different r by taking r+0 = 1.25, D = 1.5, ω = −2.21 and γ = −0.2.

r z(r) l(r) Eg

1.3 0.43116 0.434211 0.616648

1.35 0.689857 0.697731 0.614918

1.4 0.893041 0.906994 0.613721

1.45 1.06552 1.08658 0.61282

1.5 1.21771 1.24678 0.612114

1.57 1.40683 1.44845 0.611356

IV. EXTERIOR SPACETIME AND SMOOTH MATCHING

Since the wormhole spacetime is non-asymptotically flat, it should match the exterior Schwarzschild spacetime
given by the following metric at some junction radius r = R :

ds2 =

(
1− 2m

r

)
dt2 − dr2

1− 2m
r

− r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
, (31)

The matching takes place at a radius greater than the event horizon, which yields,

C2
2R

2 = 1− 2M

R
, 1− 2M

R
= 1− b(R)

R
, (32)

where, M = m(R). Solving the above two equations we get,

M =
(κ− 2γ(−1 + ω))

8γ + κ(3 + ω)
R− D

2
R

3(κ−γ(−3+ω))
γ−(3γ+κ)ω , (33)

C2
2 =

1

R2

[
DR

8γ+κ(3+ω)
γ−(3γ+κ)ω +

(4γ + κ)(1 + ω)

8γ + κ(3 + ω)

]
. (34)

V. SOME PHYSICAL PROPERTIES

In the context of the f(R, T ) theory of gravitation, we have examined at Morris-Thorne wormholes, which are
static and spherically symmetric traversable wormholes. We basically describe here wormhole solutions in a viable

FIG. 2: The embedding diagram of wormholes for different values of γ
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TABLE IV: Values of z(r), l(r) and Eg for different r by taking r+0 = 1.2, D = 1.5, ω = −2.21 and γ = −0.1.

r z(r) l(r) Eg

1.25 0.250562 0.25554 0.568355

1.3 0.446391 0.45767 0.567233

1.35 0.612213 0.630877 0.566399

1.4 0.758284 0.785276 0.565753

1.45 0.890038 0.926204 0.565243

1.5 1.01077 1.05689 0.564836

1.57 1.1653 1.22654 0.564398

TABLE V: Values of z(r), l(r) and Eg for different r by taking r+0 = 1.1, D = 1.5, ω = −2.21 and γ = 0.0.

r z(r) l(r) Eg

1.2 0.480638 0.491243 0.526922

1.3 0.795979 0.82215 0.525413

1.4 1.04666 1.09209 0.524513

1.5 1.25954 1.32731 0.523956

1.57 1.39274 1.47779 0.523701

f(R, T ) gravity with the form f(R, T ) = R+2γT . This model was chosen over the other alternatives because it is the
most straightforward in terms of numerical computation. Another benefit of this model is that the reported results
are easy to compare or distinguish from the GR counterparts by simply taking the limit γ → 0. In this section we are
going to verify some physical properties of our proposed model.

FIG. 3: The full visualization of wormholes for different values of γ.
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TABLE VI: Values of z(r), l(r) and Eg for different r by taking r+0 = 1.05, D = 1.5, ω = −2.21 and γ = 0.1.

r z(r) l(r) Eg

1.1 0.234286 0.239603 0.493524

1.2 0.570816 0.590802 0.491819

1.3 0.828309 0.867089 0.490856

1.4 1.04317 1.10412 0.490279

1.5 1.22998 1.31603 0.489941

1.57 1.34827 1.45349 0.489803

TABLE VII: Values of z(r), l(r) and Eg for different r by taking r+0 = 1, D = 1.5, ω = −2.21 and γ = 0.2.

r z(r) l(r) Eg

1.1 0.388527 0.401406 0.465312

1.2 0.663385 0.69397 0.46419

1.3 0.886099 0.938147 0.463542

1.4 1.07665 1.15337 0.46317

1.5 1.24455 1.34882 0.462977

1.57 1.35162 1.47674 0.462917

A. Proper radial distance

The proper radial distance of the wormhole is given by,

l(r) = ±
∫ r

r+0

dr√
1− b(r)

r

. (35)

With the help of numerical integration we have performed the above integral for different values of γ and the results
are presented in Tables II-VII. The profiles of l(r) for different values of γ are shown in Fig. 4.

FIG. 4: Proper radial distance is shown against ‘r’ for different values of γ. The description of the curve is same as Fig. 1

B. Active mass function

The active mass function for our wormhole is calculated as,

Mactive =

∫ r

r+0

4πρr2dr,

=
κ

2

[
2(4γ + κ)r

(2γ + κ)(8γ + κ(3 + ω))
+

Dr
3(κ−γ(−3+ω))
γ−(3γ+κ)ω

−κ+ γ(−3 + ω)

]r
r+0

. (36)
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where r+
0 indicates outside the throat.

In Fig. 5, the profile of active mass function of the wormhole is displayed for different values of γ. Mactive is positive

FIG. 5: Active mass function of the wormhole has been shown for different values of γ.

outside the wormhole throat, and it is a monotonic increasing function of ‘r’, as seen in the figure.

C. Total Gravitational Energy

We want to determine the total gravitational energy (Eg) of the wormholes using the Lyndell-Bell et al. [90], Katz
et al. [91] and Nandi et al.[92] concepts, which could be determined from the following formula:

Eg = Mc2 − EM . (37)

Where

Mc2 =
1

2

∫ R

r+0

ρr2dr +
r0

2
, EM =

1

2

∫ r

r+0

√
grrρr

2dr, (38)

where Mc2 and EM are respectively called the total energy and total mechanical energy. From (38) and (37) we get,

Eg =
1

2

∫ r

r+0

[1− (grr)
1
2 ]ρr2dr +

r0

2
, (39)

where grr =
(

1− b(r)
r

)−1

.

We numerically performed the above integral for different values of γ and presented our results in Tables II-VII due
to the complexity of the computation. The profiles of Eg for different values of γ is shown in Fig. 6.

D. Energy conditions

The energy conditions are utilized in a variety of contexts to obtain a number of results that are applicable to
different situations. The notion of energy conditions arises from the Raychaudhuri equation are given by,

dθ

dτ
= −1

3
θ2 − σµνσµν + ωµνω

µν −Rµνuµuν , (40)

where uµ is a vector field representing the congruence of ‘timelike geodesics’. Also Rµν , θ, θµν and ωµν represent
Ricci tensor, the expansion parameter, the shear and the rotation associated with the congruence, respectively. For
the case of a congruence of ‘null geodesics’ defined by the vector field kµ, the Raychaudhuri equation becomes

dθ

dτ
= −1

2
θ2 − σµνσµν + ωµνω

µν −Rµνkµkν . (41)
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FIG. 6: Total gravitational energy of the wormhole has been shown for different values of γ.

From both Raychaudhuri equations, it is clear that these energy conditions are independent of any gravity theory and
these are purely geometrical. In both the theories (general relativity and modified gravity theories) energy constraints
are extremely significant. There are four different forms of energy constraints, each of which is expressed using well-
known geometrical results. These are labeled as weak energy condition (WEC), Dominant energy condition (DEC),
Null energy condition (NEC), and Strong energy condition (SEC). These are defined as follows for an anisotropic
fluid:

• 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 > |pr|, ρ > |pt|.

To check the following inequalities we need the following expressions:

ρ+ pr = (1 + ω)
[ 2(4γ + κ)

(2γ + κ)(8γ + κ(3 + ω))r2
+

3Dr−
3(2γ+κ)(1+ω)
κω+γ(−1+3ω)

κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)

]
, (42)

ρ+ pt =
1

(2γ + κ)r2
, (43)

ρ+ pr + 2pt =
4(1 + ω)

(8γ + κ(3 + ω))r2
+

3D(−1 + ω)r−
3(2γ+κ)(1+ω)
κω+γ(−1+3ω)

κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)
, (44)

ρ− pr = (1− ω)
[ 2(4γ + κ)

(2γ + κ)(8γ + κ(3 + ω))r2
+

3Dr−
3(2γ+κ)(1+ω)
κω+γ(−1+3ω)

κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)

]
, (45)

ρ− pt =
8γ + κ− κω

(2γ + κ)(8γ + κ(3 + ω))r2
+

6Dr−
3(2γ+κ)(1+ω)
κω+γ(−1+3ω)

κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)
. (46)

In Fig. 7, we have plotted all the energy conditions. From the figure, one can note our proposed model only satisfies
DEC, the rest three energy conditions are violated.

E. TOV equation

The effect of various forces acting on our current system will be discussed in this subsection. The
modified Tolman-Oppeneheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equation in f(R, T ) gravity can be used to investigate
the hydrostatic equilibrium under various forces which is described by the following equation [93]:

−ν
′

2
(ρ+ pr)−

dpr
dr

+
2

r
(pt − pr) +

γ

8π + 2γ
(ρ′ + p′r + 2p′t) = 0
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FIG. 7: All the energy conditions are shown against ‘r’.

In order to attain this hydrostatic balance, the equilibrium equation can be broken down into four
separate forces: hydrostatic (Fh), gravitational (Fg), anisotropic forces (Fa) and finally the force due
to modified gravity (Fm). Furthermore, the explicit forms of these forces are as follows:

Fh = −dpr
dr

= ω

[
4(4γ + κ)

(2γ + κ){8γ + κ(3 + ω)}r3
+

9D(2γ + κ)(1 + ω)r1− 3(2γ+κ)(1+ω)
κω+γ(−1+3ω)

{κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)}2

]
, (47)

Fa =
2

r
(pt − pr) =

2κ− 2(8γ + κ)ω

(2γ + κ)(8γ + κ(3 + ω))r3
− 6D(1 + ω)r1− 3(2γ+κ)(1+ω)

κω+γ(−1+3ω)

κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)
, (48)

Fg = −ν
′

2
(ρ+ pr) = −1 + ω

r

[ 2(4γ + κ)

(2γ + κ)(8γ + κ(3 + ω))r2
+

3Dr−
3(2γ+κ)(1+ω)
κω+γ(−1+3ω)

κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)

]
, (49)

Fm =
γ

8π + 2γ
(ρ′ + p′r + 2p′t) = − γ

8π + 2γ

(1 + ω)r−
3(γ+κ+5γω+2κω)
κω+γ(−1+3ω)

{8γ + κ(3 + ω)}{κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)}2
[
9D(2γ + κ)(−1 + ω)×

{8γ + κ(3 + ω)}r2 + 8{κω + γ(−1 + 3ω)}2r
3(2γ+κ)(1+ω)
κω+γ(−1+3ω)

]
. (50)

It is important to note that if γ = 0, the well-known TOV equation in Einstein gravity can be
recovered.
The system is in equilibrium under the said forces, as shown in Fig. 8. As seen from the figure, the
anisotropic force and gravitational force are repulsive in nature, on the other hand the hydrostatic
force is always attractive in nature irrespective of the value of the coupling constant γ. The force Fm
due to modified gravity is attractive when γ < 0 and repulsive when γ > 0. In the first three figures,
the combine effect of gravitational and anisotropic forces are counterbalanced by the joint action of
the hydrostatic and modified gravity forces. Moreover, in case of positive γ, the hydrostatics force is
dominating over other three acting forces which is showing that local Fh has a majority role in the
balance of the wormhole model for positive values of γ.

VI. DISCUSSION

In this manuscript, we have examined the wormhole configuration in the background of f(R, T ) gravity. The
accelerated expansion problem of the universe motivated us to go beyond the standard description of gravity. As a
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FIG. 8: The different forces acting on the system are shown against r for different values of γ.

result, several modified theories proposed and f(R, T ) gravity theories have been widely used in modern cosmology
without mentioning dark energy for the last decade. It is worth mentioning here that the limit f(R, T ) → R recovered
the general relativistic bound. However, the interesting motivation about this theory is that the coupling between
matter and geometry helps us to resolve some modern cosmology problems. In this article, we have discussed the
wormhole geometries in the context of f(R, T ) gravity. Specifically, the wormhole configuration possesses a strange
matter at its throat to be a traversable wormhole, including a stress-energy tensor that violates the null energy
condition. For this configuration, we have developed the wormhole geometries by presuming a static spherically
symmetric spacetime as an interior solution with conformal symmetry. The conformal killing vector field describes
the spacetime’s conformal symmetric properties and reduces the number of unknown quantities. We have examined
various types of wormhole solutions and their properties to present a traversable wormhole with asymptotically flat
geometries. For this study, we presumed the phantom energy equation of state i.e., pr = ωρ, with ω < −1 and derived
the solution for shape function b(r). The profiles of shape function with b(r)−r, b(r)/r, b′(r) are depicted for different
values of γ in Fig. 1. From that Figure, we observed that our obtained shape function successfully cleared all the
tests to present a traversable wormhole. The wormhole throat radius for different values of γ is presented in Table I.
Furthermore, the 2D and 3D embedding diagrams of the wormholes are illustrated in Fig. 2 and 3, respectively. In
addition, we have discussed some physical properties of our wormhole solutions. The proper radial distance l(r) has
a great property to detect the singularities and help us to avoid the horizon in spacetime. The profiles of l(r) for
different values of γ are shown in Fig. 4. It is seen that the proper radial distance shows an increasing behavior with
finite values throughout the configuration. From Fig. 5, it is observed that the active mass function is positive for
different values of γ. Moreover, the gravitation potential energy at the throat of the wormhole plays a significant role
in making it traversable. If the gravitational potential is too strong, then the particle cannot pass the throat and
becomes a black hole. Therefore, we have checked the behavior of total gravitational energy Eg and shown it in Fig. 6.
From those profiles, one can see that the gravitational potential is comparatively high near the throat and decreases
towards the surface of the wormhole. Finally, we have examined the energy conditions and presented them in Fig. 7.
The energy density is positive throughout the configuration. Also, it is seen that NEC and SEC are violated. NEC
is violated due to the highly negative radial pressure. Wormhole solutions with violation of NEC and SEC have been
studied in [94, 95]. These results allow us to verify the viability of different types of traversable wormhole geometries
in the context of f(R, T ) gravity with the presence of conformal symmetry. Besides, it would be interesting to explore
more wormhole geometries in this framework in the near future.
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