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Abstract

Traversable wormholes in General Relativity (GR) require exotic matter sources that
violate the null energy condition (NEC), and such behavior may be avoided in modified
gravity. Moreover, the concept of non-commutative geometry as a gravitational source
can be leveraged both in GR and modified gravity to realize non-trivial space-time con-
figurations. In this study, we use f(R) gravity in conjunction with non-commutative
geometry to analyze spherically symmetric traversable Morris-Thorne wormhole so-
lutions from the aspect of energy condition violation, considering both constant and
variable red-shift functions. First, we use well constrained metric and model param-
eters in a viable f(R) gravity model to demonstrate that wormholes respecting the
NEC can be obtained with suitable choices of parameters. Additionally, we check the
strong and dominant energy conditions to further validate our results. We then leverage
non-commutative geometry in the framework of f(R) gravity to show that wormholes
respecting the different energy conditions with a phantom-like source can be realized
with suitable choices of model parameters. Our comprehensive analyses using well-
constrained model parameters show that wormholes satisfying the NEC can be realized
in the framework of non-commutative geometry with modified gravity.

Keywords— Wormhole; Energy Condition; f(R) gravity; Non-commutative geome-
try

1 Introduction

Wormholes are space-time configurations with topologically simple boundaries and non-trivial
interiors [1], generally interpreted as tubes or bridges connecting two asymptotically flat re-
gions of space-time. Wormholes can be obtained as exact solutions of the Einstein’s field
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equations (EFEs) in general relativity (GR) [2, 3], and lead to interesting physical implica-
tions. The most widely discussed of these is the prospect of traversable Lorentzian wormholes.
By traversability, we mean that the throat of the wormhole is stable, and remains open for
signals that fall through the first asymptotically flat region to emerge in the other region.
Initial solutions such as that due to Ellis [4], were either unstable or geodesically incomplete,
and the first stable and geodesically complete traversable wormhole solution was reported by
Morris & Thorne in 1988. The main highlight of their result is that such wormholes can only
be constructed at the expense of violating the null energy condition (NEC). Morris-Thorne
traversable wormholes are described by the following spherically symmetric line element [5]:

ds2 = −e2Φ(r)dt2 +
dr2

1− b(r)
r

+ r2dθ2 + r2sin2θdφ2 (1)

The first factor e2Φ(r) in the above line element is used to estimate the gravitational redshift
following the standard approach in spherically symmetric space-times, and Φ(r) is referred
to in literature as the redshift function. Moreover, b(r) determines the topological configu-
ration of the space-time, and is called the wormhole shape function. The wormhole throat
is located at some value r0 of the radial coordinate r, which is referred to as the throat
radius. Traversability demands that the throat is not surrounded by an event horizion. Hori-
zons in spherically symmetric space-times are identified by physically non-singular surfaces
at g00 = −e2Φ → 0, which leads to the constraint that Φ(r) must be well-defined throughout
the space-time. Moreover, geometric restrictions on the throat demand that (i) b(ro) = ro,

(ii) b(r)−b′(r)r
b2

> 0, (iii) b′(ro) − 1 ≤ 0, (iv) b(r)
r
< 1,∀r > ro, (v) b(r)

r
→ 0 as r → ∞. These

constraints on the metric functions constrain the allowed energy density (ρ), radial (pr), and
tangential (pt) pressures of matter sources that can support traversable wormholes through
the EFEs. The NEC and weak energy condition (WEC) require ρ + pr ≥ 0 and ρ ≥ 0,
which ensures that the energy density of the source is measured to be positive. By contrast,
traversable wormholes in GR require ρ + pr < 0, thus violating the NEC. This behavior is
unphysical from the perspective of the Standard Model. However, traversable wormholes are
an inherent feature of modified gravity theories as well, where such violations may be avoided.
The gravitational field equations in modified/extended gravity can be recast as [6–8]:

g1(Ψi)(Gµν +Hµν) = 8πg2(Ψj)Tµν (2)

where Hµν comprises geometrical corrections to GR in modified gravity, gi(Ψ
i) are multi-

plicative factors, and Ψi are curvature invariants or other fields contributing to the dynamics
of the theory. Accurately identifying g(Ψj) and Hµν makes it possible to formulate worm-
hole solutions in a manner such that the matter stress energy obeys the corresponding NEC
(Tµνk

νkν ≥ 0), and violations may be attributed to additional curvature terms. For example,

the generalized NEC for f(R) gravity can be written as [7, 8] Tµνk
µkν +kµkν ∇µ∇νF

F
≥ 0, with

F ≡ df(R)/dR. In such a setting, an appropriate form of f(R) may be considered such that
the above inequality holds, even when Tµνk

νkν ≥ 0. Thus, owing to the inherently different
structure of the field equations in modified gravity, wormholes may be realized with matter
sources satisfying the energy conditions, with violations attributed to additional degrees of
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freedom in the theory. This interesting feature has been discussed extensively in literature,
especially in the context of f(R) modified gravity.
f(R) theories modify the Hilbert action in GR by substituting the Ricci scalar R with some
arbitrary function of it. This simple modification can account for the shortcomings of GR,
such inflation and late-time expansion of the observable Universe. It is well-known that
wormholes can be obtained with ordinary matter sources in modified gravity theories [6,
9–11]. Field equations for traversable wormhole solutions in metric f(R) gravity have been
reported [6, 9], and solutions have been discussed in models such as f(R) = 1/R, f(R) = R2,
f(R) = R + αRm − βR−n [12, 13]. Evolution of cosmological wormhole solutions in f(R)
gravity suggested that exotic matter is required near the wormhole throat only in the limit of
f(R) = R [14]. Wormhole solutions and the energy conditions in the framework of f(R) and
f(R, T ) modified gravity have been studied with different choices of the shape function such
as exponential, logarithimic and trigonometric [9, 15–20]. Moreover, it is worth noting here
that several recent developments have been made in the field of modified gravity in the form
of novel models such as f(Q) and f(T ) gravity, and wormhole solutions have been discussed
extensively in both f(Q) [21–24] and f(T ) gravity [25–27].
The inherent structure of space-time has also been discussed significantly in the context of
modifications of GR, and the concept of non-commutative geometry is of particular interest
[28]. String theory suggests that there is a lower bound to distance measurement, and at
small length scales, co-ordinates behave as non-commutative operators on a D-Brane dis-
cretizing space-time [29, 30]. This approach discretizes space-time with a commutator of
the form [xµ,xν = iθµν ], where θµν is an antisymmetric tensor [31]. An interesting physical
implication of this is that at small length scales, particles become smeared objects modelled
with a Gaussian or Lorentzian distribution. The geometric contribution thereof can be mod-
elled as a self-gravitating source of anisotropic fluid with an energy density profile determined
uniquely by θµν and the effective mass [32, 33]. Non-commutative geometry as a gravitational
source is an intrinsic property of space-time, and does not depend on curvature [34]. To this
end, wormhole solutions with viable physical properties in non-commutative backgrounds
have been discussed previously [35, 36]. Moreover, self-consistent wormhole solutions in the
context of non-commutative geometry in the semi-classical limit have also been proposed in
f(R) and f(R, T ) modified gravity [37, 38]. In this study, we leverage f(R) gravity to investi-
gate possible wormhole solutions with and without invoking a non-commutative background,
especially focusing on energy condition violations. Our results demonstrate that wormholes
satisfying the NEC can be obtained in the non-commutative background supported by a
phantom-like matter sources. Furthermore, we analyze the stability of the wormhole space-
time using the generalized Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkov (TOV) equation, and also comment
on the amount of the exotic matter using the volume integral quantifier (VIQ).
The remainder of this manuscript is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the ba-
sic features of Morris-Thorne wormholes in f(R) gravity, introduce the models studied, and
setup the field equations. In Section 3, we present numerical analyses of the energy condi-
tions, and discuss the implications of these results. Finally, we conclude with a few remarks
in Section 4. Throughout the work, we adhere to the natural system of units (G = c = 1).

3



2 Wormholes in f (R) gravity and non-commutative ge-

ometry

2.1 Wormholes in f(R) gravity

f(R) theories are described by a general action of the form:

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g [f(R) + Lm] (3)

where the symbols imply their usual meanings. The modified EFE for f(R) gravity in
the metric formalism can be obtained as:

FRµν −
1

2
f(R) gµν −∇µ∇νF + gµν�F = Tmµν , (4)

where F ≡ df/dR, and Tmµν = −2√
−g

δLm
δgµν

denotes the matter stress-energy tensor. We
consider that gµν describes a spherically symmetric space-time described by the line-element
in Eq. (1), and contract Eq. (4) to yield the following:

FR− 2f(R) + 3�F = T (5)

Here, T is the trace of the matter stress energy tensor and �F is given by:

�F =
1√
−g

∂µ(
√
−ggµν∂νF ) =

(
1− b

r

)[
F ′′ − b′r − b

2r2(1− b/r)
F ′ +

2F ′

r

]
(6)

with F ′ = dF/dR and b′ = d b(r)/dr. Now, substituting Eq. (5) in Eq. (4) yields the
following modified EFE:

Gµν ≡ Rµν −
1

2
gµνR = T eff

µν (7)

Here, T eff
µν is an effective stress-energy tensor, generally interpreted as a gravitational fluid

responsible for NEC violations. T eff
µν comprises the matter stress energy tensor Tmµν and

curvature stress-energy tensor T c
µν given by:

T cµν =
1

F

[
∇µ∇νF −

1

4
gµν (RF + �F + T )

]
(8)

We consider an anisotropic distribution of matter threading the wormhole geometry:

Tµν = (ρ+ pt)Uµ Uν + pt gµν + (pr − pt)χµχν , (9)

where Uµ is the four-velocity, and χµ is a unit space-like vector.
In the background Eq. (1), the following several expressions can be obtained [6],

ρ =
Fb′

r2
(10)
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pr = −bF
r3

+
F ′

2r2
(b′r − b)− F ′′

(
1− b

r

)
(11)

pt = −F
′

r

(
1− b

r

)
+

F

2r3
(b− b′r) (12)

Here, R = 2b′

r2
, and Φ′(r) = 0 is generally considered for simplicity in calculations. How-

ever, Φ(r) has a crucial role in determining the energy conditions, as can be inferred from
the expressions given below, and assuming Φ′(r) = 0 might be an oversimplification. Thus,
we also consider wormhole solutions with a non-constant redshift function (Φ′(r) 6= 0) in our
analyses. As will be highlighted later from the profile of the strong energy condition (SEC),
this approach leads to a physically well-motivated solution. With Φ′(r) 6= 0, we have

R =

(
1− b(r)

r

)(
2Φ′′(r) + 4Φ′(r)2 +

4Φ′(r)

r

)
− rb′(r)− b(r)

r2
Φ′(r)− 2b′(r)

r2
(13)

Then, we have the following general expressions:

ρ =
Fb′(r)

r2
−

(
1− b(r)

r

)
F ′Φ′(r)−H (14)

pr = −b(r)F
r3

+ 2

(
1− b(r)

r

)
Φ

′
(r)F

r
−

(
1− b(r)

r

)[
F ′′ +

F ′(rb′(r)− b(r))

2r2
(

1− b(r)
r

) ]
+H (15)

pt =
F (b(r)− rb′(r))

2r3
− F ′

r

(
1− b(r)

r

)
+ F

(
1− b(r)

r

)
(16)(

Φ
′′
(r)− (rb′(r)− b(r))Φ′

(r)

2r(r − b)
+ Φ

′2(r) +
Φ

′
(r)

r

)
+H

where, H(r) = 1
4

(FR + �F + T ), for notational simplicity.

The energy conditions : In field theories such as GR and its modifications, the energy
conditions [39] are a set of relations that the matter stress energy tensor must satisfy, so that
the energy density of the matter fields is measured to be positive by any observer traversing a
time-like curve. The NEC requires that ρ+pr ≥ 0 and ρ+pt ≥ 0 ∀r > 0. The WEC requires
that ρ ≥ 0∀r > 0, in addition to the NEC; the SEC requires that ρ + pr + 2pt ≥ 0∀r ≥ 0,
and the dominant energy condition (DEC) requires that ρ− |pr|≥ 0 and ρ− |pt|≥ 0∀r ≥ 0.
Within this framework, the energy condition inequalities can be probed numerically by using
suitable choices of model and metric parameters. It is evident from Eq. (10) that f(R) may
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be obtained analytically by fixing b(r) and integrating. However, the obtained f(R) model
may not be of physical significance (cosmological and weak field viability) [40]. Thus, we
leverage a well-studied cosmologically viable f(R) gravity model [41]:

f(R) = R− µRc

(
R

Rc

)p
(17)

Here, µ,Rc > 0, and 0 < p < 1. For any f(R) gravity model to be cosmologically viable, it
has to satisfy the following conditions [40–42]: (i) F > 0 for R ≥ R0, where, F = df

dR
, and R0

is the Ricci scalar at the present epoch. (ii) dF
dR

> 0 for R > R0, this condition signifies stabil-
ity against cosmological perturbations, and the presence of a matter-dominated epoch. It is
also required for consistency with local gravity tests. (iii) f(R)→ R−2Λ for R >> R0; this is
required for consistency with local gravity tests, and for the presence of a matter-dominated

epoch. (iv) 0 < m < 1 at r = −2, where m =
R dF
dR

F
and r = −RF

f
, this condition is required

for the stability of the late-time de-Sitter point. These conditions constrain the parameters
as p < 3×10−10 and Rc = 10−29, so that the model remains cosmologically viable [19, 40, 41].

In addition to the energy conditions, we analyze two more parameters: the equation of
state (EoS) parameter, ω = pr/ρ, and anisotropy parameter, ∆ = pt − pr. The EoS param-
eter encodes the nature of matter sources, and the anisotropy parameter quantifies if the
geometry is attractive or repulsive [5]. Furthermore, we adopt well constrained choices of
b(r) and Φ(r) satisfying the constraints described in Section 1.

Stability of wormholes and the amount of exotic matter: The generalized TOV equation
provides information regarding the stability of the wormhole space-time [43–46], and is given
by,

− dpr
dr
− ε

′
(r)

2
(ρ+ pr) +

2

r
(pt − pr) = 0, (18)

where ε(r) = 2Φ(r). Fh represents the hydrostatic force, Fg the gravitational force, and Fa the
anisotropic force, respectively. The equilibrium anisotropic mass distribution is determined
by these three terms of the TOV equation [46].

Fh = −dpr
dr

, Fa =
2

r
(pt − pr), Fg = −ε

′

2
(ρ+ pr) (19)

Thus, we check the corresponding terms of the TOV equation in order to probe the stability
of the wormhole configurations.
Detailed information about the violations of the energy conditions along the radial distance
can be achieved through the averaged null energy condition

∫ λ2
λ1
Tijk

ikjdλ ≥ 0. However, as
it is only a line integral, a more generalized description of the amount of matter violating
the energy conditions can be achieved by using a volume integral, called the volume integral
quantifier (VIQ) [47–49], which is defined as,

Iv =

∮
[ρ+ pr]dV = 8π

∫ a

r0

(ρ+ pr)r
2dr (20)
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Assuming that an exterior metric is matched with the wormhole space-time with the stress-
energy tensor cutting off at some r = a, the VIQ implies the amount of NEC violating matter
required for the wormhole configuration. As a → r0, Iv → 0 signifies that arbitrarily small
quantities of NEC violating matter is required for the wormhole [47, 48].
With these insights we consider the following cases for our analyses in this study:

2.1.1 Case I

Here, we use b(r) = r0 log
(
r
r0

)
+ r0, reported previously in Ref. [9], to analyze wormholes

in f(R) gravity. The energy density ρ, radial pressure pr, and transverse pressure pt are
obtained from Eqs. (10 - 12). These expressions have been included in the Appendix A.

2.1.2 Case II

Here, b(r) = r0 log
(
r
r0

)
+ r0 and Φ(r) =

√
r0
r

, the energy density ρ, radial pressure pr, and

transverse pressure pt are obtained from Eqs. (14 - 16). These expressions are rather lengthy,
and have been included in Appendix A :

2.2 Non-commutative geometry

As described previously, non-commutative geometry replaces point like particles by smeared
objects, and space-time is encoded in the commutator [xµ,xν = iθµν ]. Here, θµν is an
antisymmetric tensor discretizing space-time in a manner analogous to h̄ in phase space.
The energy density of a static and spherically symmetric smeared gravitational source can
be modelled using a Lorentzian distribution [50, 51]:

ρ =
M
√
β

π2(r2 + β)2
(21)

where, M is the mass of the centralized diffused object and β is a non-commutative parameter.
Essentially, the mass is considered to be diffused throughout a linear region

√
β. We consider

this energy density as the source in the field equations, derive an f(R), and check the energy
condition inequalities for the logarithmic shape function.

2.2.1 Case III

Here, the form of the shape function is b(r) = r0 log
(
r
r0

)
+ r0 and for simplicity in the

calculations we have considered a constant red-shift function (Φ′(r) = 0). Now, substituting
Eq. (21) in Eq. (10), we get:

F (r) =

√
βMr3

π2r0 (β + r2)2 (22)

7



The radial pressure pr, and the transverse pressure pt are obtained from Eqs. (11-12).
These expressions have been included in Appendix A.

3 Results and Discussions

With Rc = 10−29, µ = 0.10, p = 3 × 10−11, and r0 = 0.9, we analyze the energy conditions,
TOV equation, and VIQ for Case I (constant red-shift function), and Case II (variable red
shift function) respectively. Then, we analyze the same for Case III, i.e., for the wormhole
solution in a non-commutative background.

Figure 1 shows the plot of the WEC vs. radial distance r in arbitrary units for both
Case I and Case II, and it can be seen that the WEC is satisfied for both cases. Next, we
analyze the NEC terms ρ+ pr, and ρ+ pt for the two cases as shown in Figure 2 and Figure
3, respectively. The plots of the first NEC term ρ + pr vs. radial distance r are shown in
Figure 2(a) for Case I, and Figure 2(b) for Case II, respectively.

Figure 1: Profile of the energy density ρ vs. r with Rc = 10−29, µ = 0.10, p = 3× 10−11,
r0 = 0.9 for (a) Case I and (b) Case II.
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Figure 2: Profile of the NEC term ρ+ pr vs. r with Rc = 10−29, µ = 0.10, p = 3× 10−11,
r0 = 0.9 for (a) Case I and (b) Case II.

Figure 2 shows that the first NEC term is satisfied at the throat for both cases. Similarly,
Figure 3 shows the plots of the second NEC term ρ+pt vs. the radial distance r for (a) Case
I and (b) Case II, and it can be inferred that the second NEC term is also satisfied near the
throat for both cases. Next, we analyze the SEC term ρ+ pr + 2pt, and the plots are shown
in Figure. 4. From Figure 4(a), it can be seen that for Case I the SEC oscillates between
positive and negative values and becomes positive at large r. Thus, the SEC is inferred to
be indeterminate at the throat and satisfied asymptotically. However, with the introduction
of a variable red-shift function with the form Φ(r) =

√
r0
r

, Figure 4(b) shows that the SEC
is violated at the throat for Case II.

Figure 3: Profile of the NEC term ρ+ pt vs. r with Rc = 10−29, µ = 0.10, p = 3× 10−11,
r0 = 0.9 for (a) Case I and (b) Case II.
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Figure 4: Profile of the SEC ρ+ pr + 2pt vs. r with Rc = 10−29, µ = 0.10, p = 3× 10−11,
r0 = 0.9 for (a) Case I and (b) Case II.

It is well known that violation of the SEC leads to late-time cosmic acceleration in mod-
ified gravity [52, 53]. Thus, the result in Case II highlights the importance of the redshift
function in obtaining physically well-motivated solutions, as seen from the asymptotic be-
havior of the SEC in Figure 4(b). The DEC terms ρ− |pr| and ρ− |pt| are shown in Figure 5
and Figure 6 respectively. Figure 5 shows that the first DEC term is satisfied at the throat
for both Cases I and II. From Figure 6, it can be seen that the second DEC term is also satis-
fied at the throat for both the cases. Next we analyze the EoS and the anisotropy parameters.

Figure 5: Profile of the DEC term ρ− |pr| vs. r with Rc = 10−29, µ = 0.10, p = 3× 10−11,
r0 = 0.9 for (a) Case I and (b) Case II.
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Figure 6: Profile of the DEC term ρ− |pt| vs. r with Rc = 10−29, µ = 0.10, p = 3× 10−11,
r0 = 0.9 for (a) Case I and (b) Case II.

Figure 7 shows the EoS parameters for (a) Case I and (b) Case II. It can be seen that
the EoS parameter is ω < −1 near the throat for both the cases, indicating a phantom like
matter source threading the wormhole. Figure 8 shows the anisotropy parameter ∆ for (a)
Case I and (b) Case II. As can be seen, the anisotropy parameter is positive near the throat,
which is a characteristic feature of Morris-Thorne wormholes. Detailed analyses of these
plots can be found in Table. 1 and Table. 2 respectively.

Figure 7: Profile of the EoS parameter ω vs. r with Rc = 10−29, µ = 0.10, p = 3× 10−11,
r0 = 0.9 for (a) Case I and (b) Case II.

11



Figure 8: Profile of the anisotropy parameter ∆ vs. r with Rc = 10−29, µ = 0.10,
p = 3× 10−11, r0 = 0.9 for (a) Case I and (b) Case II.

Next, we analyze the stability of these wormhole configurations using the TOV equation.
Figure 9 shows the corresponding terms of the TOV equation for (a) Case I and (b) Case II.
For Case I, it is evident that the gravitational force Fg = 0, as Φ′(r) = 0. Fh, the hydrostatic
force and Fa, the anisotropic force balance each other out, signifying a stable wormhole con-
figuration. Similarly, Figure 9(b) shows that all the three corresponding terms of the TOV
equation balance each other, rendering a stable wormhole configuration for Case II.

Figure 9: Profile of Fh and Fa vs. r for (a) Case I and Fh, Fg, and Fa vs. r for (b) Case II
with Rc = 10−29, µ = 0.10, p = 3× 10−11, r0 = 0.9.
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Our results in Case I (constant red-shift function) and Case II (variable red-shift function,
with Φ(r) =

√
r0
r

) demonstrate traversable wormhole solutions within the framework of a
viable f(R) gravity model as described in Eq. (17). The NEC is satisfied for both the cases.
The SEC shows a oscillatory behaviour for Case I. Introducing a variable red-shift function in
Case II yields a smooth plot for the SEC but it is violated at the throat. It is to be noted here
that the trends of the energy condition inequalities far outside the wormhole throat have not
been discussed, since the throat connecting two asymptotically flat regions is the main focus
in our analyses. To this end, it is feasible to analytically cut off such solutions at some rc away
from the throat, and connect it to an exterior space-time at a junction interface with a cut-off
of the stress-energy at rc. Considering surface stress at the junction, a thin-shell is obtained
around the wormhole (see for example Ref. [54]), and the junction acts as a boundary surface
in the absence of surface stress. Physically, this approach corresponds to wormhole space-
times in which some different stress-energy distribution becomes dominant at r > rc. The
EoS parameter suggests a phantom like matter source threading the wormhole in both the
cases. This is an interesting result in that the late-time accelerated expansion of the Universe
can be ascribed to a phantom-like source of dark energy in f(R) modified gravity [55]. The
anisotopy parameter has a positive value near the throat signifying that the throat flares out.

Table 1: Summary of results in Case I.

Term Result Interpretation
ρ > 0 ∀r WEC satisfied

ρ+ pr
> 0 for r ∈ (0, 1),
< 0 for r ∈ (1,∞)

NEC satisfied at throat

ρ+ pt
> 0 for r ∈ (0.14,∞),
< 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.14)

NEC satiesfied at throat

ρ+ pr + 2pt Oscillates SEC indeterminate

ρ− |pr|
> 0 for r ∈ (0.12, 0.9),

< 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.12) ∪ (0.9,∞)
DEC satisfied at throat

ρ− |pt|
> 0 for r ∈ (0.12, 6.65),

< 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.12) ∪ (6.65,∞)
DEC satisfied at throat

ω ω < −1 near throat Phantom like matter source

∆ > 0 near throat Repulsive geometry near throat
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Table 2: Summary of results in Case II.

Term Result Interpretation

ρ
< 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.2),
> 0 for r ∈ (0.2,∞)

WEC satisfied

ρ+ pr
> 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.9),
< 0 for r ∈ (0.9,∞)

NEC satisfied at throat

ρ+ pt > 0 ∀r NEC satiesfied at throat

ρ+ pr + 2pt
> 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.45),
< 0 for r ∈ (0.45,∞)

SEC violated

ρ− |pr|
< 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.27) ∪ (0.9, 1.8),
> 0 for r ∈ (0.27, 0.9) ∪ (1.8,∞)

DEC satisfied at throat

ρ− |pt|
< 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.26),
> 0 for r ∈ (0.26,∞)

DEC satisfied at throat

ω ω < −1 near throat Phantom like matter source

∆ > 0 near throat Repulsive geometry near throat

Next we present the results of the wormhole configuration in a non-commutative background,
i.e., Case III. Figure 10 shows the profile of the two NEC terms ρ + pr, and ρ + pt vs. the
radial distance r for Case III. Figure 10(a) shows the plot of ρ + pr, whereas Figure 10(b)
shows the plot of ρ + pt and it can be seen that both the NEC terms are satisfied at the
throat.

Figure 10: Profile of the NEC terms (a) ρ+ pr and (b) ρ+ pt vs. r with
M = 10, β = 1, r0 = 0.9 for Case III.

Figure 11(a) shows a plot of the SEC ρ + pr + 2pt vs. the radial distance r, and Figure
11(b) shows the first DEC term ρ− |pr| vs. the radial distance r for Case III respectively. It
can be seen that both the SEC and the first DEC term are satisfied at the throat.
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Figure 11: Profile of (a) the SEC ρ+ pr + 2pt and (b) DEC ρ− |pr| vs. r with
M = 10, β = 1, r0 = 0.9 for Case III.

Figure 12: Profile of (a) the DEC ρ− |pt| and (b) EoS parameter ω vs. r with
M = 10, β = 1, r0 = 0.9 for Case III.

Figure 12(a) shows a plot of the second DEC term ρ − |pt| vs. the radial distance r for
Case III, which is satisfied. Figure 12(b) shows the EoS parameter (ω) vs. the radial distance
r for Case III, and ω < −1 near throat, signifying a phantom like matter source. Figure 13(a)
shows the anisotropy parameter ∆ for Case III, it has a positive value near throat signifying
a repulsive geometry. Figure 13(b) shows the corresponding terms of the TOV equation,
namely, Fh, and Fa balancing each other, signifying a stable wormhole configuration for Case
III. Here, Fg = 0, as Φ(r)′ = 0. The summary of these results can be found in Table 3.
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Figure 13: Profile of (a) the anisotropy parameter ∆ and (b) Fh, and Fa vs. r with
M = 10, β = 1, r0 = 0.9 for Case III.

Table 3: Summary of results in Case III.

Term Result Interpretation

ρ+ pr
> 0 for r ∈ (0.2, 0.9),

< 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.2) ∪ (0.9,∞)
NEC satisfied at throat

ρ+ pt
> 0 for r ∈ (0.41,∞),
< 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.41)

NEC satisfied at throat

ρ+ pr + 2pt
> 0 for r ∈ (0.55, 0.9) ∪ (1.3,∞),
< 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.55) ∪ (0.9, 1.3)

SEC satisfied at throat

ρ− |pr|
> 0 for r ∈ (0.2, 0.9),

< 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.2) ∪ (0.9,∞)
DEC satisfied at throat

ρ− |pt|
> 0 for r ∈ (0.41, 2.7),

< 0 for r ∈ (0, 0.41) ∪ (2.7,∞)
DEC satisfied at throat

ω ω < −1 near throat Phantom like matter source

∆ > 0 near throat Repulsive geometry near throat

In Case III we invoked non-commutative geometry with the same choice of b(r) as in Case
I and Case II. For simplicity we assumed a constant red-shift function. Physically, this ap-
proach maybe interpreted as the brane space-time described by non-commutative operators
at small length-scales, and the modified f(R) theory as describing solar system and cos-
mological scale phenomena in four dimensions. The results in Case III demonstrate that a
non-commutative background coupled with our choices of the new f(R) and b(r) yields a
traversable wormhole satisfying the energy conditions, which is the main highlight of our
results.
Next, we analyze the volume integral quantifier to check the amount of exotic matter at the
throat. As described in Section 2 and Eq. 20, when a→ r0, Iv → 0 signifies that arbitrarily
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small quantities of NEC violating matter are required for the wormholes. We check the VIQ
for all the three cases, as shown in Figure 14.

Figure 14: Profile of VIQ for (a) Case I, (b) Case II, and (c) Case III

From Figure 14, it can be seen that Iv → 0, as a→ r0 for all the three cases. It signifies
that these wormhole configurations can be achieved with arbitrarily small amounts of exotic
matter.

4 Conclusion

In this study, we analyzed energy conditions for Morris-Thorne wormholes in a cosmolog-
ically viable f(R) gravity model and with a non-commutative geometry background. Our
results demonstrate that traversable wormholes respecting the NEC can be realized in the
viable f(R) model considered. Moreover, invoking a non-commutative geometry background
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with suitable metric parameters aids in avoiding energy condition violations. Additionally,
wormholes respecting all the widely discussed energy conditions can be realized with a non-
commutative geometry background.
The study contains wormhole models with both constant and a variable redshift function and
it can be seen that Φ(r) can play a crucial role in determining the energy condition inequal-
ities. Moreover, it should be noted that the f(R) model obtained via the modified EFEs in
Case III may not be cosmologically viable. Eliminating the dependence of Eq. (22) on b(r)
with reasonable constraints, one may test if such a scenario may yield a viable f(R) model,
which is another open issue. Moreover, the wormhole solutions obtained with our choices of
model and metric parameters maybe investigated in terms of stability against perturbations.
Although current observational constraints have not identified stable traversable wormholes,
wormhole physics plays a crucial role in several important problems in gravity, such as
the cosmic censorship conjecture [56], paradoxes involving closed timelike curves [57], the
ER = EPR paradigm [58], and the nature of space-time at the smallest length scales. Stud-
ies in non-trivial space-time topologies yield wormhole solutions in most modifications of
classical gravity, and also in proposed quantum approximations. Thus, the possibility of
wormholes in space-time cannot be ruled out completely.

A Expressions of the energy density and pressure com-

ponents

Case I: The expressions for energy density ρ, radial pressure pr, and transverse pressure pt,
as evaluated from Eqs. (10 - 12)

ρ =
r0

r3

[
1− µ2p−1p

(
r0

Rcr3

)p−1
]

(23)

pr =
1

R2
c
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r0 log
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r
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)
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+
1

r3

[
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{
− log

(
r

r0

)}
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][
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(
r0
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)p−1
]

+
1
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[
µ2p−3(p− 1)pr0 log

(
r
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)(
r0
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]

(24)
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pt =
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Case II: The expressions for energy density ρ, radial pressure pr, and transverse pressure
pt, as evaluated from Eqs. (14 - 16)
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Case III: The expressions for radial pressure pr, and transverse pressure pt evaluated
from Eqs. (11 - 12) are:
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