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In this work we analyze traversable wormhole solutions in the linear form of f (R,T) = R+ AT
gravity satisfying the Null, Weak, Strong, and Dominant Energy Conditions (NEC, WEC, SEC,
and DEC respectively) for the entire spacetime. These solutions are obtained via a fully analytical
parameter space analysis of the free parameters of the wormhole model, namely the exponents
controlling the degree of the redshift and shape functions, the radius of the wormhole throat ro,
the value of the redshift function at the throat (o, and the coupling parameter A\. Bounds on these
free parameters for which the energy conditions are satisfied for the entire spacetime are deduced
and two explicit solutions are provided. Even if some of these bounds are violated, leading to the
violation of the NEC at some critical radius r. > ro, it is still possible to find physically relevant
wormhole solutions via a matching with an exterior vacuum spacetime in the region where the
energy conditions are still satisfied. For this purpose, we deduce the set of junction conditions for
the form of f (R,T) considered and provide an explicit example. These results seem to indicate that
a wide variety of non-exotic wormhole solutions are attainable in the f (R, T) theory without the

requirement of fine-tuning.

PACS numbers: 04.50.Kd,04.20.Cv,

I. INTRODUCTION

A wormhole is a topological object connecting two
spacetime manifolds. In the theory of General Relativ-
ity (GR), several wormhole solutions connecting asymp-
totically flat [1-4] and asymptotically (anti-)de-Sitter [5]
spacetimes have been obtained. However, these solu-
tions feature a major drawback: in GR, the geometri-
cal condition necessary for a wormhole spacetime to be
traversable, known as the flaring-out condition, is incom-
patible with the Null Energy Condition (NEC), a condi-
tion that states that any null observer should measure
a non-negative average energy density in the spacetime.
When the matter components violate the NEC, the mat-
ter is denoted as exotic. In the pursuit of physically rele-
vant wormhole solutions, one must thus recur to modified
theories of gravity.

The literature concerning wormhole solutions in modi-
fied theories of gravity is quite extensive [6-17] (we refer
the reader to Ref.[18] for a review). In this context, the
higher-order curvature terms are the ones responsible for
maintaining the geometry of the wormhole throat, while
the matter components are kept non-exotic. This re-
sult can be achieved in multiple frameworks, for example
f(R) gravity [19], non-minimal couplings [20, 21], ad-
ditional fundamental fields [22], Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet
gravity [23-25], Brans-Dicke gravity [26], braneworld
configurations [27], and hybrid metric-Palatini gravity
[28-31].

In this work, we are particularly interested in an exten-
sion of f (R) gravity known as f (R, T) gravity, where R
is the Ricci scalar and T is the trace of the stress-energy
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tensor [32]. This theory has been explored in a wide
variety of topics including dark matter models [33], com-
pact objects including white dwarfs and exotic solutions
[34-38], cosmological solutions including reconstruction
methods [39-43], stability analyses [44], the Palatini for-
mulation [45] and junction conditions [46, 47]. Recently,
this theory was also shown to provide relevant solutions
for wormhole spacetimes [48-52]. The f(R,T) is cur-
rently one of the most actively studied modified theories
of gravity. Indeed, the recent derivation of an alterna-
tive scalar-tensor representation of the theory [46] has
opened a new research branch with particular emphasis
on cosmology [53-55] and braneworld scenarios [56-59].

In the majority of the wormhole works mentioned be-
fore, even though the higher-order curvature terms can
provide solutions satisfying the NEC at the throat, fre-
quently this condition is violated elsewhere, thus com-
promising the physical relevance of the solution. A pos-
sible resolution for this problem is to perform a matching
with an exterior vacuum spacetime in the region where
the NEC is satisfied, effectively replacing the problem-
atic domain of the solution with an infinitely thin shell,
a usually tedious method that frequently involves fine-
tuning. Furthermore, even in the few papers where this
procedure is not necessary, the wormhole solutions sat-
isfying the NEC for the whole spacetime are frequently
obtained through a trial-and-error method, and no clear
analytical study of the parameter space is provided. The
first goal of this work is to fulfil this gap by performing a
fully analytical study of the parameter space of wormhole
spacetimes in a linear model of f (R, T) gravity. Further-
more, we also aim to extend the physical relevance of the
solutions obtained by forcing not only the NEC to be sat-
isfied, but also the Weak, Strong, and Dominant Energy
Conditions (WEC, SEC, and DEC, respectively).

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II we intro-
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duce the f(R,T) gravity in its usual geometrical repre-
sentation, and also outline general considerations about
wormbhole spacetimes; in Sec.IIT we perform an analytical
study of the parameter space of the model considered in
order to obtain the necessary parameter bounds for the
energy conditions to be satisfied, and provide a couple of
examples of solutions; in Sec.IV we derive the junction
conditions of the model considered and outline how to
obtain a physically relevant wormhole solution when one
of the parameter bounds previously obtained is violated;
and in Sec.V we trace our conclusions. Part of this work,
namely Sec. IV, is included in P.M.K. BSc thesis [60].

II. THEORY AND FRAMEWORK
A. Action and equations of the f (R,T) gravity

The f (R, T) theory of gravity is described by an action
function S of the form

S = %/ﬂ\/jgf (R,T) d4$+‘/ﬂ\/jg£md4x’ (1)

where k2 = 87G/c*, where G is the gravitational con-
stant and c is the speed of light, 2 is a 4-dimensional
spacetime manifold on which one defines a set of coordi-
nates z", g,, is the metric tensor with positive signature
written in terms of the coordinates z* and with a de-
terminant g, f (R, T) is an arbitrary well-behaved func-
tion of the Ricci scalar R = g"”R,,,, where R, is the
Ricci tensor, and the trace of the stress-energy tensor
T = gtT,,. The stress-energy tensor T}, is defined in
terms of the variation of the matter Lagrangian £,, with
respect to the metric as

2 0(V=9Lm)
V=g g

To ease the notation, we shall adopt a system of ge-
ometrized units for which G = ¢ = 1, and hence x? = 8.

A variation of Eq.(1) with respect to the metric g,
leads to the modified field equations of the f (R, T) grav-
ity in the form

Ty =—

(2)

1
fRR;w - ig;wf (R, T) + (g,uz/D - v,uvl/) fR
= 87TTHV - fT(Tuy + @uu))

3)

where we have defined the partial derivatives of f as fr =
Of/OR and fr = 0f/0T, V,, and O = V7V, are the
covariant derivative and the D’Alembert operator defined
in terms of the metric g,,,, and ©,,, is an auxiliary tensor
defined in terms of the variation of 7}, as

oT,
— PO __P%
=g @)
The explicit form of the tensor ©,, will be defined upon
the specification of a matter Lagrangian L,, or, equiva-
lently, a stress-energy tensor T},,.

In this work, we work with a function f (R,T) of the
form f(R,T) = R+ AT . This is one of the most com-
monly used forms of the function f (R,T) in the litera-
ture as it provides a simple extension of GR where the
action S depends linearly on T'. The equations of motion
in Eq.(3) in this particular case simplify to

1
Ry — 9w (R+N\T) = 87T, —

: AT +0,). (5)

In the following section, we will derive traversable worm-
hole solutions of the field equations above.

B. Traversable wormhole spacetimes

In this work we focus on static and spherically symmet-
ric wormhole solutions. The metric that describes a gen-
eral static and spherically symmetric spacetime can be
written in the usual set of spherical coordinates (t,r, 6, ¢)
as

-1
ds? = —e¢Mdt? + {1 - bi’ﬂ)} dr® +r2dQ%  (6)
where ¢ (r) is the redshift function, b(r) is the shape
function, and dQ? = df%+sin® 0d¢? is the surface-element
on the two-sphere. For the wormhole to be traversable,
the functions ¢ (r) and b (r) must satisfy a few conditions.
First, the spacetime must not feature any event horizons,
as to allow a traveller to cross the throat of the wormhole
at r = ro and still be able to escape the interior region.
For this requirement to be fulfilled, the redshift function
must remain finite throughout the entire spacetime, i.e.,
|¢ (r)] < oco. The second condition, also known as the
flaring-out condition, is a geometrical condition at the
wormhole throat that can be expressed in the form of
two boundary conditions on the shape function as

b(To) =Tp, b (7“0) < 1. (7)
In the literature, a wide variety of forms for both the red-
shift and the shape functions have been explored. In this
work, we focus our analysis on the following two fami-
lies of functions that satisfy the requirements described
above:

(=6 (™), (8)

To

b= (20, )

where (y is an arbitrary constant and the parameters o
and [ are constant exponents. To guarantee the asymp-
totic flatness of the solution, it is necessary that o and 8
are strictly positive.

In what concerns the matter sector, we shall assume
that matter is well described by an anisotropic perfect



fluid, i.e., the stress-energy tensor can be written in the
form

Tg = diag (—p, pr, pt, t) (10)

where p is the energy density, p, is the radial pressure,
and p; is the tangential pressure. To preserve the spher-
ical symmetry and time-independence of the solution,
all matter quantities are assumed to depend solely in
the radial coordinate, ie., p = p(r), p, = p,(r), and
pt = pt (r). The wormbhole solutions will be considered of
physical relevance if the matter quantities satisfy the Null
Energy Condition (NEC), i.e., T,,k%k® > 0, for some null
vector k. For a stress-energy tensor T of the form given
in Eq.(10), the NEC can be translated into the following
two constraints on the matter variables:
p+pr >0, p+p: > 0. (11)
Within the context of general relativity, the flaring-
out condition (Eq.(7)) and the NEC (Eq.(11)) are in-
compatible. For the flaring-out condition to be satis-
fied, one must have G, k"k” < 0 where G, is Ein-
stein’s tensor and k* is an arbitrary null vector. This
implies, from the Einstein’s field equations G, o< T},
that T}, k*k” < 0, which upon choosing a stress-energy
tensor T, of the form given in Eq.(10) yields precisely
the violation of Eq.(11). However, the scenario changes
in modified theories of gravity, in which Einstein’s tensor
G, becomes proportional to an effective stress-energy
tensor Tfjfyf which includes not only contributions from
the matter sector but also contributions from the extra
gravitational degrees of freedom. Thus, even though the
effective stress-energy tensor must satisfy Tﬁgk“k” <0
to fulfil the flaring-out condition, it is still possible for
the matter stress-energy tensor to satisfy the NEC, i.e.,
T, kE*EY > 0, provided that the extra gravitational con-
tributions compensate the positive matter contributions.
In the following sections, we will obtain wormhole so-
lutions that not only satisfy the NEC but also the Weak,
Strong, and Dominant energy conditions (WEC, SEC,
and DEC, respectively). These three energy conditions
are extensions of the NEC which not only require Eq.
(11) to hold, but also some extra conditions: the WEC
requires a positivity of the energy density, ie., p > 0,
the SEC requires that p + p, + 2p; > 0, and the DEC
requires a dominance of the energy density over the pres-
sures, i.e., p > |p,| and p > |p¢|. One can thus verify that
both the WEC and the SEC imply the NEC, but they
are independent of each other, and that the DEC implies
the WEC and, consequently, the NEC.

IIT. SMOOTH WORMHOLE SOLUTIONS

Let us now obtain explicit wormhole solutions from
the field equations. Taking a metric of the form given in
Eq.(6) and a stress-energy tensor of the form of Eq.(10)
into the modified field equations in Eq.(5), one obtains

three independent field equations that can be solved with
respect to the matter variables p, p,. and p;, which take
the forms:

/

A b
8mp = 5 (pr + 2pr — 9p) + X (12)

A b b
87rpr—6(3p—7pr—2pt)—r3+r(1—r>, (13)

A 1 b
8y = 5 (3p —pr — 8pt) + 22 (r - bl) + (14)

<—l b , <I2 b CH b
+4T<2—T+b)+4<1—r>+2<1—2r>.

Taking into consideration the explicit forms of the red-
shift function ¢ (r) and the shape function b (r) given in
Egs.(8) and (9), one verifies that at the throat r = rg the
following boundary conditions apply

Pl () =~ (1)

472 (A + 8)

Since g is restricted to positive values, one verifies from
Eq.(15) that in the GR case, i.e., A = 0, the combination
p + p- is always negative at the throat, thus violating
the NEC, see Eq.(11). However, in the general case \ #
0, one verifies that the first inequality in Eq.(11), along
with Eq.(15), impose a constraint on the parameter .
Consequently, the second of Eq.(11), along with Eq.(16)
then impose a constraint on the parameter (5. These two
constraints take the forms

2(1-5)
a(B+1)

If these two constraints are satisfied, then the wormhole
solution considered satisfies the NEC at the throat, a
feature unattainable in the GR limit. A particularly in-
teresting consequence of the second constraint in Eq.(17)
is that in the limit v — 0, the bound (. diverges to +oo
if B < 1, i.e., there is no value of (y for which the NEC
is satisfied at the throat. Furthermore, one can prove
that in the limit («, 8) — (0, 1), the value of (. is unde-
fined, i.e., it depends on the path chosen to take the limit.
Thus, if @ = 0 one must restrict the analysis to g > 1 .
Depending on the combination of parameters considered,
two different outcomes might arise: either the wormhole
solution satisfies the NEC for the whole spacetime, i.e.,
for the whole range of the radial coordinate r; or the
wormbhole solution satisfies the NEC in a finite range of
the radial coordinate around the throat, say r < r., but
violates it elsewhere, for r > r.. In the latter case, a
spacetime matching with an exterior vacuum spacetime
is necessary to guarantee the physical relevance of the
solution for the whole spacetime. This possibility is an-
alyzed later in Sec.IV.

A < —8m, Co > = (.. (17)



A. Solutions satisfying the NEC everywhere

Since satisfying the NEC at the throat is not enough
to guarantee the physical relevance of the solutions ob-
tained, let us now look into the conditions necessary for
the wormhole solution to satisfy the NEC for the whole
spacetime. We will start by analyzing the combinations
p+ pr and p + p; independently and impose constraints
on the parameters «, 8 and (o that guarantee their posi-
tivity for the whole spacetime, and then we combine the
results into a unified set of constraints. In the following,
we will make use of a convenient redefinition of the radial
coordinate as

z=" (18)
which is confined in the range = € |0, 1], where z = 1
corresponds to the throat » = ry, and x — 0 corresponds
to the spacial infinity » — oco. The advantage of such a
redefinition stands not only in the simplicity of the nota-
tion but also because it allows us to perform an analysis
of the spacetime up to spacial infinity while keeping the
value of the radial coordinate finite.

1. Constraints from p+ pr >0

Let us start by analyzing the combination p+ p,.. The
condition p+p;, > 0 subjected to the restriction A < —8,
taking into account the forms of the matter quantities
that can be extracted from Egs. (12) to (14), and the
redefinition of the radial coordinate in Eq.(18), can be
written in the form

ar®Co 4+ 2P 1 4+ B — az“G] > 0, (19)

This equation can be recast in the form of a constraint
for the parameter (p, given a combination of a;, 8 and 7q
in the form
B—a+1

Co > 1+8 max <;B+1_1) = Cuin- (20)
If (o > Cumin, the combination p + p, does not have any
zeroes, i.e., it does not change sign, for the whole range
of the radial coordinate r. Combined with the fact that if
Co > (. from Eq.(17), which states that the combination
p + pr is positive at the throat, if ¢y > max (¢, Cmin)s
then p + p, > 0 for the whole spacetime. For different
combinations of o and (3, it can happen that either (. or
Cmin 18 the most restrictive bound on ¢y (e.g., for (o, 3) =
(8,6) one has (. > (min, but for (a, 8) = (6,8) one has
Cmin > (), and thus it is always necessary to verify both
values independently.

2. Constraints from p+p > 0

Let us now look into the combination p+ p;. The con-
dition p + p; > 0 subjected to the restriction A < —8m,

taking into account the forms of the matter variables ex-
tracted from Eqgs. (12) to (14) and the redefinition of the
radial coordinate in Eq.(18), can be written as
P21 -B) —a(l+2a+p)2a%—  (21)
—a?** G+ PG (2+ 2%¢o) > 0
Similarly to Eq.(19), this equation can be recast in the
form of a bound for {,. However, since in this case
Eq.(21) is quadratic in (p, this equation effectively im-
poses a double constraint on the value of (5. The param-
eter (p is then constrained to be in the range

(— <o < (4, (22)

where the parameters (4 are defined as

(- =max[g- (2)],  (23)

where the functions g4 (z) are given by

¢+ = min [g4 (z)],

| B(a)£/B@)?+A@)C @)
az® A (2) ’

g+ (v) = (24)

and the functions A, B and C for a given combination of
«a and 8 can be written in the forms

A(x)=2(1-2'7), (25)
B(z) = (1+2a+8)z'™F - 2q, (26)
C(z)=4(1-p)z'*P. (27)

Similarly to the previous analysis, if (y is restricted to
the range (— < (y < (4, then the combination p + p;
does not have any zeroes, i.e., it does not change sign.
Furthermore, if {4 > (., which guarantees that p+p; > 0
at the throat, then the combination p + p; is positive for
the whole spacetime. Interestingly, the function g_ (z)
increases monotonically in the interval z € 0, 1], which
implies that max[g_ (z)] = g— (1) = (., and thus one
effectively has (_ = (..

An interesting consequence of this analysis is that if
B?+4+ AC = 0 for some x, then there is a crossing (, = (_,
Eq.(22) becomes impossible to satisfy, and there is no
value of (y for which p + p; does not change sign. Since
B? >0 and A > 0 in the range of parameters of interest,
ie, ¢ € ]0,1] and «a,8 > 0, these crossings can only
occur if C' < 0 or B2 = AC = 0. Let us now analyze
these possibilities.

(i) Assume that the crossing occurs at = 1. In this
case one has A = 0 and the condition B? = 0 imposes
a constraint on § of the form § = —1. Since S is con-
strained to be positive to preserve the asymptotic flatness
of the solutions considered, this crossing is excluded from
the analysis;

(ii) Assume that the crossing occurs in the limit  — 0.
In this case one has C' = 0 and the condition B? = 0 im-
poses a constraint on « of the form o = 0. Since « is



also constrained to be positive to preserve the asymp-
totic flatness of the solutions considered, this crossing is
excluded from the analysis;

(i4i) Assume that the crossing occurs for some z €
]0,1[. In this case one has B2 > 0 and A > 0, and
the crossing can only occur if C' < 0, ie., if § < 1.
Indeed, if 3 = 1 one has C' = 0 and the condition B? = 0
shows that the crossing occurs for x = /a/ (« +1). To
perform a general analysis of the crossing, let us consider
a coordinate transformation u = 25, Since f > 1, the
range of the coordinate u is preserved to be u € ]0,1]. In
terms of the coordinate u, the equation B?+ AC = 0 can
be written in the form

20— (14+2a+B)u)’ =8u—1)(B—1u  (28)

This is a quadratic equation for u which features two
roots ux. In the range of parameters considered, i.e.,
0 < 8 <1 and a > 0, one verifies that these roots are
real and uy € ]0,1], the two roots degenerating into a
single root in the particular case 8 = 1 mentioned before.
Consequently, one must restrict their analysis to 8 > 1
to avoid these crossings and guarantee that there exists
a range of values for (y for which the combination p + p;
does not change sign. Furthermore, since (_ = (., the
condition that the combination p + p; is positive at the
throat is automatically satisfied, and thus p + p; > 0 for
the entire spacetime.

8. Full set of constraints and solutions

In the previous sections we have determined the nec-
essary conditions to preserve the positivity of the combi-
nations p + p, and p + p; for the whole spacetime. Let
us now combine the results into a simplified set of con-
straints on the parameters «, 8 and (y that allow one to
find wormbhole solutions satisfying the NEC for the whole
spacetime. Note that throughout the analysis we have
assumed that A < —8m, a condition previously proven
necessary to guarantee the validity of the NEC at the
throat.

In Sec.IIT A 1 we have verified that a necessary condi-
tion for p + p, > 01is ¢y > max ({c, {min), Whereas in
Sec.IIT A 2 we have obtained that a necessary condition
for p+p; > 01is (. < (o < (4. A necessary condition
for these two constraints to be solvable simultaneously is
that (4 > (min. From Eqgs.(20) and (24), one verifies that
Cmin = ¢+ = 0 in the parameter region o < 4 1. Since
(e < 01in this parameter region, the only possible value of
(o allowing for solutions satisfying the NEC for the whole
spacetime is (y = 0, resulting in a trivial redshift function
¢ (r) = 0. Although these are mathematically acceptable
solutions, their physical relevance is limited, and thus we
shall restrict our analysis to solutions with non-trivial
redshift functions, i.e., we focus on the parameter region
a > B+ 1. In this parameter region, one verifies that
the condition (. > (unin is always verified. Under these
considerations, the set of constraints on the parameters

«, 8 and (y that allows for wormhole solutions satisfying
the NEC for the whole spacetime becomes
8 >1, A< —8m.
(29)
The analysis conducted above can also be extended
to include the verification of the WEC and SEC for the
whole spacetime. Since these conditions also imply the
NEC, an analysis of the full parameter space is not nec-
essary and we can restrict the analysis to the parameter
region already defined by Eq. (29). In the following sec-
tions, we perform this analysis.

CC<CO<C+7 a2ﬁ+17

B. Solutions satisfying the WEC everywhere

Let us start by analyzing the WEC. For the WEC to
be satisfied, the matter quantities must satisfy the con-
ditions given in Eq.(11) along with the extra restriction
p > 0. At the throat, the following boundary condition
applies

~ Aago + AB(16 + ago) + 9673

24r3(X + 4m) (X + 8) (30)

p(ro) =

Under the constraints previously obtained for the NEC
in Eq. (29), one verifies that p is always positive at the
throat and no extra restriction is required for this pur-
pose. One must now verify that the function p also does
not feature any zeroes to guarantee that the positiveness
of p remains for the entire spacetime.

The condition p > 0, in combination with the previ-
ously imposed parameter bounds in Eq.(29), and upon
the redefinition of the radial coordinate in Eq.(18), may
be written explicitly as

2P [a (1= 2a — B) 2¥\o — 48 (247 + 4)) —
—anza/\C(ﬂ +2a (o — 1) 2%N\o + ®2%* A2 > 0.

(31)

Similarly to the analysis of the NEC, one verifies that this
equation is again quadratic in (o and therefore imposes
a double constraint on (y of the form

<< (s, (32)

where the parameters (4 are defined as

(- =max[g_ ()],  (33)

where the functions g4 (x) are given by

G4 = min [gy (z)],

B(x)++\/B((x)*+A(x)C (x
iy 1B v i&xf @Cw

and the functions A, B and C for a given combination of
«, B and A are given by

A(z) = —2aX (1 —2'1F), (35)



B(z)=a\[2(a—1)— (2a+8-1)z"F],  (36)

C (z) = —32aBxP (6m + \). (37)

Similarly to the previous NEC case, if (p is restricted
to the range (_ < (o < (4, then the function p does
not have any zeroes. Given that we have previously
proven that p is positive at the origin in the parameter
region of Eq.(29), then one concludes that p is positive
for the whole spacetime, and the WEC is satisfied. Fur-
thermore, one verifies that the function g_ (z) increases
monotonically in the interval « € |0, 1], and thus one has
max [§_ (z)] = g_ (1) = (., where (. is given by
- 168 (67 + \)

e .

Interestingly, one verifies that in the range of parameters
of interest, see Eq.(29), one has (. > (. and ¢, < (4,
which implies that the bounds on (y arising from p > 0
are weaker than the ones arising from the verification of
the NEC. Thus, one concludes that if the parameters of
the solution are chosen in a way as to satisfy the NEC for
the whole spacetime, then p will be positive everywhere
and the WEC will also be satisfied for the whole space-
time. Note however that this is a one-directional impli-
cation and that the positivity of p does not imply the
verification of the NEC, e.g., one can find solutions with
p positive outside of the parameter region constrained by
Eq. (29). This compatibility between the NEC and the
condition p > 0 also guarantees that no crossings of the
form ¢, = (_ occur.

C. Solutions satisfying the SEC everywhere

Let us turn now to the SEC. For the SEC to be sat-
isfied, the matter quantities must satisfy the conditions
given in Eq.(11), with the extra restriction p+p, +2p; >
0. This condition computed at the throat gives rise to
the following boundary condition

p (ro) + pr (o) + 2p¢ (r0) =
8B+ a(l+48)o (247 +5) (39)
12r3 (A +8m) (A +47m)

Unlike for the WEC, the conditions previously obtained
in Eq.(29) are not sufficient to guarantee that Eq.(39) is
positive at the throat. Indeed, one verifies that if 3 > 5
then A must satisfy one extra constraint given by

a(l+8)¢
S5aly (1 + B) + 88

which depends on the value of (y. In particular, taking
the lowest bound (y = (., this constraint takes the form

1—
YR . (41)

B—5

A > —247

= )\mina (40)

which guarantees that Eq.(39) is positive independently
of the value of (3. In combination with the first of
Eq.(17), this constraint can be rewritten as a bound on
A of the form Ay < A < —8m, which is a more restrictive
bound than the previously found A\ < —8xw. Note also
that )¢ increases monotonically with 5 for 8 > 5, achiev-
ing a maximum value of A\g (8 — c0) = —24w, which
implies that independently of the value of § it is al-
ways possible to find a suitable value of A in the range
Ao < A < —8m. On the other hand, if 8 < 5, no extra re-
quirements are necessary. If these requirements are met,
the function p + p,. + 2p; is positive at the throat. One
must now verify which conditions are necessary for this
function to not have any zeroes, to extrapolate that the
condition holds for the entire spacetime.

The condition p + p, +2p, > 0, along with the param-
eter bounds obtained in Eq.(29) and upon a redefinition
of the radial coordinate as in Eq.(18), takes the form

—az® [2+ (B — 1) z"F] (247 4+ 5X) (o — 8arx' TP+

+ a?z” (1 — xHﬁ) (2+2%Co) (247 + 5X) (o > 0.
(42)

Analogously to the previous cases analyzed, this is a
quadratic equation and imposes a double constraint on
(o of the form,

(<< (s, (43)
where the parameters in are defined as

(- =max[j-(z)],  (44)

where the functions g4 (z) are given by

5+ = min [g4 (z)],

| B@)£\/B@)?+A@)C (@)
az° i)

9+ (z) = , (49)

and the functions fl, B and C for a certain combination
of a, B and A are now written as

A(x) = —2a (1 - 2'FP) (247 + 5)), (46)

Br)=al2(a—1) - (2a+8—1)2"P] (247 +5)),
(47)

C (z) = —16aB z'+7P, (48)

Similarly to the previous analyses, if (y is restricted to
the range é, < (< é+, then the function p + p, + 2p;
does not have any zeroes, which in combination with the
restrictions in Eq.(29) and, if 5 > 5, also Eq.(39), which
guarantee the positivity at the throat, imply that the
SEC is satisfied for the whole spacetime. Also, since the
function §_ (z) increases monotonically in the interval
x € ]0,1], then again one verifies that max [§_ (z)] =

g_ (1) = (., where (. is defined as

o 8B
T a(l+B) (247 +5))

(49)



For B8 < 5, one verifies that in the range of parameters
of interest, see Eq.(29), one has (. > fc, and thus the
lower bound on (y arising from p+ p, + 2p; > 0 is weaker
than the one arising from the NEC. If 8 = 5, one verifies
that in the limit A — —oo the bounds become equal,
ie, (. = éc, and if § > 5 there is a value A7 for which
if A < A, then one has (. < (., thus implying that
the lower bound on (y arising from p + p. + 2p; > 0 is
stronger than the one arising from the NEC. The value
of A, depends solely on  in the form
1—

A, = 24WT—€ = Ap. (50)
Thus, for the cases where 8 > 5, one concludes that if
A satisfies the condition Ay < A < Ag, then the lower
bound on (j arising from p + p,. + 2p; > 0 is stronger
than the one arising from the NEC, whereas if A satisfies
the condition Ay < A < —8 it is the bound arising from
the NEC that is stronger. Since from Eq.(41) we have
already concluded that the condition p + p,. 4+ 2p; > 0
is only satisfied at the origin independently of the value
of (o if A > g, then by restricting the analysis to this
range we guarantee that the lower bound on (y arising
from the NEC is always stronger.

A similar situation arises for the upper bound é+. For
the same range of parameters of interest, if 5 < 5 one
verifies that (4 < é+ and thus the upper bound on (y
arising from the NEC is stronger than the one arising
from p+p,+2p; > 0. However, if 8 > 5, one finds that for
a given combination of a and ( there is another critical
value AT for which if A < AT one has {; < (4, implying
that the upper bound on (y arising from p + p, +2p; > 0
is stronger than the one arising from the NEC. The value
of A} is given by

+ - (O‘_l)(ﬁ_l)
A =T ) —a(B_5)

Note that not all combinations of parameters with g > 5
will give rise to a AT < —8m, i.e., the critical value A}
might fall outside of the range of parameters of interest.
Indeed, from Eq.(51), one verifies that in order to obtain
a A\ in the range AT < —8 for a fixed 8 > 5, one needs
« > ., where a, is given in terms of 8 as

_gf-1
c—5m

(51)

«

(52)
Now, let us analyze the consequences of these results.
For a fixed 8 > 5 and a > «., which guarantees that
Af < —8m, one verifies that A\ from Eq. (51) is a
monotonically increasing function of «, achieving a max-
imum A} (o — 00) = Ag. Let us define an interval I as
I = [Amin, AT[. Depending on the values of o, 3, and
Co, the interval I might be either empty or finite. If I
is finite for a given combination of parameters «, 3, and

Co, then for A € I the upper bound on (y arising from
p~+pr+2p; > 0 is stronger than the one arising from the

NEC. If the interval I is empty, then for any A > Apin
the upper bound on (y arising from the NEC will be
stronger. Again, by restricting our analysis to the region
Ao < A < —8m, then one guarantees that independently
of the values of § > 5 and o > a, it is impossible to find
a value of X that satisfies A > X\g and A < A} simultane-
ously. Consequently, in this region there are no possible
combinations of parameters « and 8 within the range of
parameters of interest for which the upper bound on (j
arising from p + p, + 2p; > 0 is stronger than the one
arising from the NEC. This conclusion, combined with
the one obtained in the previous paragraph for the lower
bound on (j, implies that if the parameters of the solution
are chosen in a way as to satisfy the NEC for the whole
spacetime and A is chosen in the region \g < A < 8,
then p + p,. + 2p; will be positive everywhere indepen-
dently of the values of (y, a and 3, and the SEC will also
be satisfied for the whole spacetime. Again, note that
this is a one-directional implication, and thus finding a
solution for which p 4+ p, + 2p, > 0 does not guarantee
that the NEC is satisfied. This compatibility between the
NEC and the condition p + p, + 2p; > 0 also guarantees
that no crossings QA'+ = QA'_ occur.

D. Solutions satisfying the DEC everywhere

Let us finally consider the DEC. For the DEC to be
satisfied, the matter quantities must satisfy the condition
in Eq.(11), as well as the extra restrictions p > |p,| and
p > |pt|. Note that these two conditions also imply that
p > 0, and thus the DEC not only implies the NEC but
also the WEC. Now, due to the complicated dependence
of p, and p; on the parameters of the model, the signs
of p, and p; are difficult to determine without explicitly
inputting the values of the parameters. Thus, solving p >
|p-| and p > |p; in general can prove to be a difficult task.
However, note that if any of the pressures p; is negative
at a given point, then p+p; > 0 immediately implies that
p > |pi| at that point. On the other hand, if any of the
pressures p; is positive at some point, then proving that
p—p; > 0 would be sufficient to state that p > |p;| at that
point. Indeed, the DEC states that there is a dominance
of the energy density p over the pressures p, and p; and
thus proving separately that p+p; > 0 and p —p; > 0
for the whole spacetime automatically proves that p >
|p;| for the whole spacetime. In the previous sections,
we have already determined the necessary conditions for
p+p, > 0and p+p; > 0, and thus in this section we can
restrict our analysis to the study of the two conditions
p—pr>0and p—ps > 0.

Following the same method as before, let us first ana-
lyze the positivity at the throat. At the throat, we thus
obtain the following boundary conditions

P (T0> — Dr (TO) =
BT (B-D+A[ab(1+p)+46-12]  (53)
a 1277 (A + 8m) (A + 47) ’




p(ro) —pi (ro) =
_ 6mlado (1 +5) —68 =2 + AaGo (1 +5) =55 —3]

672 (A + 8m) (A + 4m)

(54)

In the range of parameters of interest, see Eq.(29), one
verifies that the condition in Eq.(54) is always positive.
Indeed, one would need A > —87 in order to obtain p —
pr < 0 at the throat. Thus, this boundary condition does
not impose any extra restrictions on the parameter space.
On the other hand, the same is not true for Eq.(53). For
this condition to be positive, {y is required to satisfy the
constraint

487 (1 — B) +4A(3 - B)

aX(1+B) = e (55)

Co >

which depends explicitly on the value of A. If this con-
straint is satisfied, along with the constraints given in
Eq.(29), one guarantees that the DEC is satisfied at the
throat. Similarly to the previous cases, one must now
verify what are the constraints on the parameters «, 8, A
and (p that guarantee that the combinations p — p, and
p — p¢ do not have any zeroes and, consequently, remain
positive for the whole spacetime.

1. Constraints from p > |pr|

Let us start by analyzing the condition p — p, > 0,
which associated with the previously studied p + p, > 0
implies that p > |p.|. The condition p — p, > 0, along
with the parameter bounds obtained in Eq.(29) and upon
a redefinition of the radial coordinate as in Eq.(18), takes
the form

az®(o {[487 + aX (2 + 2¢o)] (1 — 2'1F) + A [10—

— (114 B)z'*7]}
(56)

Again, this equation is quadratic in (o and thus imposes
a double constraint on (y of the form

5* < CO < §+a (57)
where the parameters Qti are defined as

ax[g- (z)],  (58)

where the functions g4 (x) are given by

¢ = min [y ()], (=

)+ B + Az

ax® )

and the functions A, B and C for a certain combination
of a, f and A\ are now written as

A(x)= -2\ (1-2'P), (60)

— 4P (12 + N) (B —1) —2)\] > 0.

B (z) = 487+ 2X ( + 5) — 2P [487 + A (11 + 2 + fB)]
(61

C(z) = -8z P12 + \) (B — 1) — 2)]. (62

Again, if (o is restricted to the range (_ < (o < @r, then
the function p — p, does not have any zeroes, which in
combination with the conditions in Eq.(29) and ¢ > (.
that guarantee the positivity at the throat implies that
p > |py| for the whole spacetime. The function §_ also
increases monotonically in the interval z € ]0,1] in the
range of parameters of interest, and thus max [§_ (z)] =
G— (1) = C., where ¢, was previously defined in Eq.(55).

Similarly to what happened in Sec.III A 2, in this case
it_is necessary to verify if at any point = one obtains
(B 3)2+AC = 0, as these correspond to the crossings ¢4 =
¢_ and prevent one from finding a suitable value of (o.
The dependence of the functions A, B and C on \ imply
that the signs of these functions are not determined in the
range of parameters of interest, and thus it is necessary
to perform this analysis in general. Taking a coordinate
transformation of the form v = z'+5, the equation (B)?+
AC = 0 can be rewritten in the form

487 (1 — 1) — 2A (5 + ) + uA (11 + 2a + B)]* =
=16ur(u—1)[127 (B —1) — A (B —3)].
This is a quadratic equation for u that features two roots

t+. One verifies that for any 8 < 3, the two roots @4 are
real and @y € ]0, 1], independently of the values of « and

(63)

A, thus implying that there will be crossings §+ =,
and consequently the function p — p, will change sign at
some finite radius r. To avoid these crossings, one must
thus restrict the analysis to the region 5 > 3. However,
this restriction is not enough. Even if one chooses some
combination of o and 8 such 8 > 3 and o > S + 1,
the crossings the roots @+ might still be real and in the
interval 4y € ]0,1]. One then verifies that in order to
avoid these roots, one must impose a constraint on A\ of
the form

A< 127T1 b
6—3
If this condition is_satisfied, then one guarantees that
no crossings (4 = (_ occur and it is always possible to
choose an appropriate value of {y such that the condi-
tion p — p, does not have any zeroes. Furthermore, since
(- = (., one guarantees that p — p, > 0 at the throat,
and thus p > |p,| for the whole spacetime. Under these
considerations, the set of constraints on the parameters
a, B, (o and X necessary for p > |p,| and the NEC to be
satisfied for the whole spacetime are

(e<C<C4  B>3,  a>B+1,

= Xo. (64)

A< 5\0.

(65)
Note that by definition the DEC implies the WEC and
the NEC, but it does not imply the SEC, meaning that
if one is looking for a solution satisfying all four energy
conditions, it is necessary to combine these results with
the ones from Sec.ITIC.



2. Constraints from p > |ps|

Let us repeat the analysis for the condition p — p; >
0, which in combination with the condition p 4+ p; > 0
analyzed before implies that p > |p;|. This condition,
within the parameter bounds obtained in Eq.(29) and
upon a redefinition of the radial coordinate as in Eq.(18),
takes the form

az®Go {a' TP (67 + X) (1 +B) — [N+ & (2 + ) (67 + N)]

x (1—a™2)} — 2P [(12m + A) (1 +38) + 2A (1 + )] > 0.

(66)

Similarly to the previous sections, this equation is
quadratic in (y and could be used to impose bounds on
the value of this parameter, following the same procedure
as before. However, such an analysis is not necessary, as
one verifies that, in the range of parameters of interest,
ie. o> (e B >3, a>p+1, and A < A, Eq.(66)
does not feature any zeroes in the interval z € ]0,1].
Indeed, the second term in the equation is always posi-
tive and relatively large due to its proportionality to —A
and (3, whereas the first term, even though it can be ei-
ther positive or negative, is bounded to smaller absolute
values due to the proportionality in a(y. Consequently,
if the matter quantities satisfy the NEC and the condi-
tion p > |p,| for the whole spacetime, then the condition
p > |p¢| is automatically satisfied for the whole space-
time. Omne may indeed analytically find conditions for
the existence of zeroes (or lack thereof) in Eq.(66). This
produces a set of constraints on the parameters (g, 8 (or
a), and A, which we do not show explicitly due to their
size.

E. Explicit examples of solutions

In the previous sections we have derived the necessary
conditions for a wormhole solution to satisfy the NEC,
WEC, SEC, and DEC for the whole spacetime. Surpris-
ingly, we have verified that by restricting our analysis
to the range of A given by \g < A < —8m, then the
satisfaction of the NEC for the whole spacetime auto-
matically guarantees that both the WEC and the SEC
are also satisfied. Furthermore, one verifies that CA+ < (4
and that é, > (_ in the range of parameters of inter-
est, see Eq.(29), which implies that the bounds on (o
arising from the SEC are stronger than the ones arising
from the WEC. The same is not true for the DEC, as we
have verified that the latter requires a stronger bound on
the parameters 3, (g, and X\. A general recipe to obtain
solutions satisfying the desired energy conditions is the
following:

Solution satisfying NEC and WEC:

1. Choose g > 1 and A < —8;

2. Choose o > 3+ 1;

3. Choose (. < (o < (4.

Solution satisfying NEC, WEC, and SEC:
1. Choose 8 > 1;

2. Choose a > B+ 1;

3. If 8 <5, choose A < —8;

4. If B > 5, choose \g < A < —8mr;

5. Choose (. < (o < (4.

Solution satisfying NEC, WEC, SEC, and DEC:
1. Choose 8 > 3;

2. Choose a > B+ 1;

3. If B <5, choose A < —Ag:

4. If 8 > 5, choose A\g < A < ;\0;

5. Choose EC < (o < 5+.

In the following, we will provide two examples of solu-
tions: one satisfying the NEC with 8 = 3, which con-
sequently satisfies the WEC and the SEC, but not the
DEC; and another solution also satisfying the DEC.
Solution 1: According to the restrictions obtained in
Eq.(29) for «, 8, and A, let us consider a = 3, 8 = 2, and
A = —97. Furthermore, let us take ro = 2M, for some
constant M with units of mass. For this combination of
parameters, we obtain (., ~ —0.22 and (4 ~ 0.11. Thus,
the wormhole will satisfy the NEC if —0.22 < (p < 0.11.
Regarding the WEC, one verifies that (_ ~ —1.19 and
(4 ~ 0.88. These two bounds are weaker than the bounds
imposed by the NEC, as expected from the results of
Sec.III B. For the SEC one verifies that {_ ~ —0.76 and

§+ ~ 0.39. Again, these bounds are weaker than the
ones arising from the NEC, as expected according to the
results of Sec. IIIC. One can thus choose (4 = 0.1 to
complete the solution. The solutions for the matter vari-
ables p, p, and p;, as well as the combinations p + p,,
p+pe, and p+ p, + 2p; necessary for the NEC, WEC and
SEC, are plotted in Fig.1. One can verify that the NEC,
WEC, and SEC are satisfied for the entire range of the
radial coordinate without the necessity of performing a
matching with an exterior vacuum spacetime, but that
the DEC is violated since p < p;..

Solution 2: Let us now consider the restrictions ob-
tained in Eq.(65). Under these restrictions, the simplest
possible choice is f = 4 and a = 5. Again, let us also take
ro = 2M for some constant with units of mass. From
Eq.(64), one verifies that for this choice of parameters
the constant A must satisfy the restriction A < —367.
We can thus choose e.g. A = —1007 to satisfy this con-
straint. For this combination of parameters, we obtain
Ce ~ —0.240 and ¢4 ~ 0.095. It is not necessary to verify
what constraints arise from ¢4 and fi as we have already
proven that these constraints are weaker than the ones



arising from (.. Finally, one verifies that (. ~ —0.102
and C~C ~ —0.026, showing that the bounds arising from
the DEC are stronger than the ones arising from the
NEC, as anticipated. One can thus choose (5 = —0.1
to complete the solution. The solutions for the matter
variables p, p, and p¢, as well as the combinations p+ p,.,
p+pt, p+pr+2pe, p— [pr| and p — |p;|, necessary for
the NEC, WEC, SEC, and DEC, are plotted in Fig.2.
One can verify that all four energy conditions considered
are satisfied for the entire range of the radial coordinate
without the necessity of performing a matching with an
exterior vacuum spacetime.

IV. WORMHOLE SOLUTIONS REQUIRING AN
EXTERIOR MATCHING

Let us now consider a situation for which a given worm-
hole solution satisfies the requirements in Eq.(17), but
violates one of the requirements in Eq.(29). In this case,
the solution will satisfy the NEC (and possibly also the
WEC and SEC) at the throat and up to some critical
radius 7., but they will be violated in some subset of the
region r > r.. When such a situation arises, a physi-
cally relevant wormhole solution can still be constructed
via the matching of the interior wormhole solution to an
exterior vacuum solution in the region where the energy
conditions are still satisfied. For this purpose, one must
first determine the junction conditions of the particular
case of f(R,T) gravity considered here, which will then
be used to perform the matching.

A. Notation and assumptions

Let us start by introducing the notation to be used in
the following sections. Consider a spacetime {2 which can
be decomposed into two distinct regions QF separated by
a hypersurface 3 of constant radius ry < r., where r. is
the critical radius above which the energy conditions are
violated by the interior wormhole solution. Each of the
spacetime regions Q7 is described by a metric gfu written
in two coordinate systems 'y . At the hypersurface ¥ one
defines a set of coordinates y®, where the Latin indices
exclude the direction perpendicular to ¥. The projection
vectors from QF to ¥ are given by e# = dx*/dy?, and
we define the normal vector to X as n*, pointing in the
direction from Q~ to Q*. Since the normal vector is a
spacelike vector, it satisfies the normalization condition
nyn* = 1 and the orthogonality condition e£n, = 0. One
can now define the induced metric hy, and the extrinsic
curvature K, of the hypersurface ¥ as

hub = guuegebya (67)

hay = eleyVun,. (68)

The affine parameter along the geodesic congruence or-
thogonal to ¥ is denoted as [ and adequately set to be
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I < 0 in the region 27, [ > 0 in the region QF, and [ = 0
at 2.

The most appropriate mathematical framework for
analysing the junction conditions is the distribution for-
malism. In this formalism, any regular quantity X can
be written in terms of distribution functions as X =
XTO (I) + X~O (1), where the superscripts + indicate
the restriction of the quantity X to the regions QF and
O (1) is the Heaviside distribution function, which takes
the values © (1 <0) =0, © (I >0) =1, and ©(0) = 1.
Taking a derivative of such a quantity X, one obtains
X = 0,XT0(l) + 9,X 0 (=) +n, [X]d(l), where
[X] = XT|g — X |g is the jump of X across ¥, and
5 (1) = 910 (1) is the Dirac delta distribution. Note that,
by construction, one has [n*] = [e#] = 0.

B. Junction conditions of f(R,T) =R+ \T

Let us now proceed to the derivation of the first junc-
tion condition. The junction conditions for a general
f(R,T) gravity were previously obtained in Ref.[46].
However, the junction conditions for the particular case
studied in this work, i.e. f(R,T) = R+ AT, cannot
be obtained simply as a limiting case of the general set,
and thus we will briefly derive the adequate set in this
section. We start by writing the metric g,,,, in the distri-
bution formalism as

Guw = G O(1) + 9,0,0(=1). (69)

One must now construct all the necessary geometrical
quantities, i.e., the Christoffel symbols, the Riemann ten-
sor, the Ricci tensor, and the Ricci scalar, from the met-
ric above. Taking the derivative of Eq.(69), one obtains
Dy Gy = 879;—;/@(1) + avg;u@(_l) + [guv]n0(1).  This
result implies that the Christoffel symbols will feature
a term proportional to J () in the distribution formal-
ism. Although this term is not problematic by itself,
the presence of a § () term in the Christoffel symbols
will give rise to terms proportional to 62 () in the Rie-
mann tensor, which are singular in the distribution for-
malism. To avoid these problematic terms, one must im-
pose a restriction on the continuity of the metric g,
i.e. [gu] = 0. This latter condition can be restated into
a covariant coordinate-independent form by taking the
projection onto ¥ and using [e#] = 0, from which one
obtains the first junction condition as

[hab] =0. (70)

Following the junction condition obtained in Eq.(70),
the Riemann tensor and its contractions become regular
in the distribution formalism. The Ricci tensor R, and
the Ricci scalar R can then be written as

Ry =R;,0(0) + R, 0(-1)~
— (eaeb [Kab) + nuny [K]) 6(1),

ntv

(71)
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FIG. 1. Matter components p, p, and p; (left panel) and combinations p+ p,, p+ pt, and p+ p, + 2p: (right panel) as functions
of the normalized radial coordinate r/M with a = 3, 8 =2, A = —9m, ro = 2M, and (o = 0.1. Since p+p, > 0 and p+ p: > 0,

one verifies that the NEC is satisfied. Furthermore, since p > 0 and p + p» + 2p: > 0, the WEC and SEC are also satisfied for
the whole spacetime.
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FIG. 2. Matter components p, p, and p; (left panel), combinations p+p;, p+p:, and p+p- +2p; (right panel) and combinations
p — |pr| and p — |pr| (middle panel) as functions of the normalized radial coordinate r/M with a« = 5, § = 4, A = —100,

ro = 2M, and (o = —0.1. Since p+ p, > 0 and p + p: > 0, one verifies that the NEC is satisfied for the whole spacetime.

Furthermore, since p > 0 and p+ p, + 2p: > 0, the WEC and SEC are also satisfied. Finally, since p— |p-| > 0 and p— |p-| > 0,
the DEC is also satisfied.



R=R"O() + R-0(-1) — 2[K]s(1), (72)

where K, is the extrinsic curvature of the hypersurface
3 and K is the corresponding trace. The terms propor-
tional to ¢ (1) in Eqgs.(71) and (72) can then be associated
with the presence of a thin-shell of matter at ¥. This im-
plies that the stress-energy tensor 7}, must also feature
a term proportional to § (1) in the distribution formalism,
i.e. we write

T = THO() + T O(=1) + S,u6(l),  (73)

nv

T =TTO() + T-0(-1) + S6(1), (74)

where S, = abezef’,, Sap 1s the stress-energy tensor
of the thin-shell, and S = g""S,, = htS, ;. For the
perfect-fluid case, one has 5%, = diag (—o, p, p), where o
is the surface energy density and p is the surface pressure
of the thin-shell.

Replacing Eqgs.(73), (71), (72) and (74) into the field
equations in Eq. (5) and projecting the result onto ¥ us-
ing efey, the terms not proportional to § (1) cancel iden-
tically and one obtains the second junction condition as

(87 + \) Sap + %5% = [Klhao — [Kw].  (75)

With this all remaining problematic terms are eliminated
and thus Egs. (75) and (70) constitute the full set of junc-
tion conditions of this particular case of f(R,T) gravity.

C. Solutions supported by thin-shells

We now have all the necessary tools to perform the
matching and find wormhole solutions supported by thin-
shells that satisfy the NEC for the whole spacetime. The
interior region, i.e. 27, is described by the metric given
in Eq.(6), whereas for the exterior region, i.e. QF, we

consider a Schwarzschild solution described by the line
element

-1
ds® = — (1 - 2M> eedt® + (1 - 2M) dr® + r?dQ?,
r r
(76)

where (. is a constant to be determined in what follows
and M represents the mass of the Schwarzschild space-
time. Note that since the Schwarzschild solution is a vac-
uum solution, one has 7},, = ©,, = 0 and the field equa-
tions in Eq.(3) reduce to Einstein’s vacuum field equa-
tions, which admit the metric in Eq.(76) as a solution.
Using Eqs.(6) and (76) for g, and g}, respectively, the
first junction condition in Eq.(70) becomes

2M
(1 —~ ) ebe = f(=), (77)
s

Once the free parameters of both the interior and the
exterior solutions are set, as well as the matching radius
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rs, Eq.(77) can then be used to determine the value of
Cor

Let us now turn to the second junction condition in
Eq.(75). To evaluate this condition explicitly, we must
determine the extrinsic curvature K, of the hypersurface
Y. The extrinsic curvature as seen from the interior (K;)
and from the exterior (K,) spacetimes takes the forms

_C/(TE) 0 0
b(r 2
K, =4|1— blrs) 0 ry O . (78)

> 0 0 rysin?é
M
0 0
oM [ re?(1-2)
+
Ko =y\1= "o RS E(E)
0 0 7rxsin®0
and the corresponding traces are
4 ! b
K_ _ + TEC (TE) 1 _ (7‘2)’ (80)
27"2 ry
2ry —3M
Kt =% (81)

oM
re?y =25

Given the spherical symmetry of the system, Eq.(75) will
feature only two linearly independent equations, one for
the time component and another for the angular com-
ponents. These equations can be solved for the surface
energy density o and surface pressure p of the thin-shell,
which take the forms

C | (A+16m)rs — (A +32m)M

o =— — _
r? /1 — 2M
" (82)
— e [2A 4+ 327 + Arg’(rs)] (/1 — L(:Z) ,
s
_ C J(BA+16m)rs — (5A +16m)M
P Cry? 1—2M
A b
—ry {3/\ + 167 — (2 + 87T> TEC/(TX]):| 1-— @
bl
(83)

where we have defined a constant C =
[(A —16m)(A + 87)] " to simplify the notation.

Unlike in the previous section, an analytical study of
the energy conditions is impractical due to the complex-
ity of the shell matter quantities given by Egs.(82) and
(83). Instead, and as the purpose of this section is to



show that physically relevant solutions can still be con-
structed when the bounds of the previous section are vi-
olated, we will simply provide an explicit example. Con-
sider a combination of parameters with (, = a =8 =1,
ro = 6M and A = —9x. This combination satisfies the re-
strictions in Eq.(17), but violates some of the restrictions
in Eq.(29), namely § > 1 and « > 8 4 1, implying that
the interior wormhole solution satisfies the NEC only in a
finite region of space around the throat rg < r < r.. One
must thus perform a matching with the exterior vacuum
spacetime at some ry; in the same range. In Fig.3 we plot
the matter quantities p, p,, pt, o, and p, as well as the
combinations p+ p,, p+pt, p+0r +2p: 0+ p and o+ 2p,
for the solution considered. Indeed, one verifies that the
NEC is violated in the region r > r. ~ 8M. Choosing
as an example a matching radius of ry = 6.4M, which
consequently sets (. ~ 1.31 from Eq.(77), one effectively
removes the region where the NEC is violated from the
solution. For this matching radius, one further verifies
that the NEC, WEC, and SEC are all satisfied both in
the interior spacetime and at the thin-shell, thus provid-
ing a strongly physically relevant wormhole solution.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have performed a fully analytical pa-
rameter space study for a family of wormhole solutions
in the linear f (R,T) = R+ AT theory of gravity and ob-
tained the necessary restrictions one must impose on the
free parameters of the model in order to guarantee that
the wormhole solutions are traversable and non-exotic,
i.e., they satisfy all the energy conditions for the entire
spacetime. Furthermore, even if some of the parame-
ter bounds are violated and the wormhole becomes ex-
otic outside the throat at some finite radius r., we have
shown that the exoticity can be effectively removed by
performing a spacetime matching to an exterior vacuum
solution. The wide parameter bounds derived and the
flexibility available for a matching with an exterior vac-
uum indicate that non-exotic wormholes solutions in the
f(R,T) theory are plentiful and that no fine-tuning is
required in the search for physically relevant solutions.

For the family of wormholes considered with red-
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shift and shape functions given by the expressions in
Eq.(8) and (9), respectively, and for a linear version of
f(R,T) = R+ AT, we have shown that forcing the so-
lution to satisfy the NEC for the whole spacetime auto-
matically implies that the solution will also satisfy the
WEC and SEC, as the parameter bounds arising from
p >0 and p+ p,. + 2p; > 0 are always weaker than the
ones arising from p + p; > 0. Note however that these
are one-directional implications, and thus a solution that
satisfies p > 0 or p + p. + 2p; > 0 does not necessar-
ily satisfy the NEC for the whole spacetime. The sit-
uation changes for the DEC, where the bounds arising
from p > |p;| are effectively stronger than the ones aris-
ing from p + p; > 0. Consequently, a solution satisfying
the NEC will not necessarily satisfy the DEC. Neverthe-
less, we have proven that strong solutions satisfying the
four energy conditions, namely the NEC, WEC, SEC and
DEC, can still be obtained for a wide variety of parame-
ter combinations.

The linear form R + AT chosen allows one to perform
the study of the parameter space analytically and to
prove that even the simplest possible extension of GR in
the framework of f (R,T) allows one to successfully and
easily solve the problem of exotic matter in wormhole
spacetimes. Despite the simplicity of this model, the fact
that a plethora of non-exotic solutions were found serves
as an indication that in more complicated forms of the
theory obtained e.g. via the addition of crossed terms
RT, even more physically interesting solutions could be
lurking. Note that the same is not true for solutions re-
quiring an exterior matching, as the junction conditions
of the theory become more restrictive as the complexity
of the function f (R,T) increases. A possible drawback
could be the necessity to recur to numerical methods to
derive these solutions, but it is undeniable that these so-
lutions exist as these more complicated models still fea-
ture the linear model as a limit.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

JLR was supported by the European Regional De-
velopment Fund and the programme Mobilitas Pluss
(MOBJD647).

[1] M. S. Morris, and K. S. Thorne, “Wormholes in space-
time and their use for interstellar travel: A tool for teach-
ing general relativity”, Am. J. Phys. 56, 395 (1988).

[2] M. Visser, Lorentzian wormholes: From Einstein to
Hawking (Springer-Verlag, New York, 1996).

[3] M. Visser, " Traversable wormholes: Some simple exam-
ples”, Phys. Rev. D 39, 3182 (1989).

[4] M. Visser, ” Traversable wormholes from surgically mod-
ified Schwarzschild spacetimes”, Nucl. Phys. B 328, 203
(1989).

[5] J. P. S. Lemos, F. S. N. Lobo, and S. Q. Oliveira, “Mor-

risThorne wormholes with a cosmological constant”,
Phys. Rev. D 68, 064004 (2003); arXiv:gr-qc/0302049.

[6] A. G. Agnese and M. La Camera, “Wormholes in the
Brans-Dicke theory of gravitation”, Phys. Rev. D 51,
2011 (1995).

[7] K. K. Nandi, B. Bhattacharjee, S. M. K. Alam,
and J. Evans, “Brans-Dicke wormholes in the Jordan
and Einstein frames”, Phys. Rev. D 57, 823 (1998);
arXiv:0906.0181 [gr-qc].

[8] K. A. Bronnikov and S. W. Kim, “Possible wormholes
in a brane world”, Phys. Rev. D 67, 064027 (2003);



M2 (p, pyy PO

Mo, p)

0.012f
0.010f
0.008f
0.006f
0.004f
0.002f
0.000

—-0.002E

0.015p

0.010f

0.005p

0.000

— Mo |

—0.005L

6.0

6.2

6.4

r/M

6.6

6.8 7.0

— M? (p+py)
2 0.015 5
T ---- M= (p+p)
] & )
Sootob e o NL | M? (p+p,+2p)) |]
] 5
+
QU
£ 0.005
] & SNo T
= e LT
0.000 e
6 8 9 10
r/M
0.05F z
' | —— M (o+p)

6.0

6.2

6.4

6.6 6.8 7.0

r/M

14

FIG. 3. Matter components p, pr and p; (upper left panel), combinations p + pr, p + p+ and p + pr + 2p: (upper right panel)
of the interior (wormhole) spacetime, matter components o and p of the thin-shell at ¥ (lower left panel) and combinations
o+ p and o + 2p (lower right panel) as functions of the normalized radial coordinate r/M with (o = a = =1, 7o = 6M and
A = —97. Performing the matching at rs = 6.4M, one verifies that the NEC, WEC and SEC are all satisfied for both the
interior and the exterior spacetimes, as well as at the separation hypersurface 3.



arXiv:gr-qc/0212112.

[9] M. La Camera, “Wormhole solutions in the Randall-
Sundrum scenario”, Phys. Lett. B 573, 27 (2003);
arXiv:grqc/0306017.

[10] M. La Camera, “Wormbhole solutions in the RandallSun-
drum scenario”, Phys. Lett. B 573, 27 (2003); arXiv:gr-
qc/0306017 [gr-qc].

[11] F. S. N. Lobo, “Exotic solutions in general relativity:
Traversable wormholes and ‘warp drive’ spacetimes”, in
Classical and Quantum Gravity Research, editors M. N.
Christiansen and T. K. Rasmussen (Nova Science Pub-
lishers, 2008), p. 1; arXiv:0710.4474 [gr-qc].

[12] R. Garattini and F. S. N. Lobo, “Self sustained phantom
wormholes in semi-classical gravity”, Classical Quantum
Gravity 24, 2401 (2007); arXiv:gr-qc/0701020.

[13] F. S. N. Lobo, “General class of wormhole geometries in
conformal Weyl gravity”, Classical Quantum Gravity 25,
175006 (2008); arXiv:0801.4401 [gr-qc].

[14] R. Garattini and F. S. N. Lobo, “Self-sustained
traversable wormholes in noncommutative geometry”,
Phys. Lett. B 671, 146 (2009); arXiv:0811.0919 [gr-qc].

[15] F. S. N. Lobo and M. A. Oliveira, “General class of vac-
uum Brans-Dicke wormholes”, Phys. Rev. D 81, 067501
(2010); arXiv:1001.0995 [gr-qc]

[16] R. Garattini and F. S. N. Lobo, “Self-sustained worm-
holes in modified dispersion relations”, Phys. Rev. D 85,
024043 (2012); arXiv:1111.5729 [gr-qc].

[17] R. Myrzakulov, L. Sebastiani, S. Vagnozzi, S. Zerbini,
”Static spherically symmetric solutions in mimetic grav-
ity: rotation curves & wormholes”, Class. Quant. Grav.
33 (2016) 125005.

[18] F. S. N. Lobo (editor), Wormholes, Warp Drives and En-
ergy Conditions, Fundam. Theor. Phys. 189, (Springer
International Publishing, 2017).

[19] F. S. N. Lobo and M. A. Oliveira, “Wormhole geometries
in f(R) modified theories of gravity”, Phys. Rev. D 80,
104012 (2009); arXiv:0909.5539 [gr-qc].

[20] N. M. Garcia and F. S. N. Lobo, “Wormhole geometries
supported by a nonminimal curvature-matter coupling”,
Phys. Rev. D 82, 104018 (2010); arXiv:1007.3040 [gr-qc].

[21] N. Montelongo Garcia and F. S. N. Lobo, “Nonminimal
curvature-matter coupled wormholes with matter satis-
fying the null energy condition”, Class. Quant. Grav. 28,
085018 (2011); arXiv:1012.2443 [gr-qc|.

[22] T. Harko, F. S. N. Lobo, M. K. Mak, and S. V. Sushkov,
“Modified-gravity wormholes without exotic matter”,
Phys. Rev. D 87, 067504 (2013); arXiv:1301.6878 [gr-qc].

[23] B. Bhawal and S. Kar, “Lorentzian wormholes in
Einstein—Gauss-Bonnet theory”, Phys. Rev. D 46, 2464
(1992).

[24] G. Dotti, J. Oliva, and R. Troncoso, “Exact solutions
for the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory in five dimensions:
Black holes, wormholes and spacetime horns”, Phys. Rev.
D 75, 024002 (2007); arXiv:0706.1830 [hep-th].

[25] M. R. Mehdizadeh, M. Kord Zangeneh, and F. S.
N. Lobo, “Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet traversable wormholes
satisfying the weak energy condition”, Phys. Rev. D 91,
no. 8, 084004 (2015); arXiv:1501.04773 [gr-qc].

[26] L. A. Anchordoqui, S. E. Perez Bergliaffa, and D. F. Tor-
res, “Brans-Dicke wormholes in nonvacuum spacetime”,
Phys. Rev. D 55, 5226 (1997); arXiv:gr-qc/9610070.

[27) F. S. N. Lobo, “A general class of braneworld
wormholes”, Phys. Rev. D 75, 064027 (2007);
arXiv:grqc/0701133.

15

[28] S. Capozziello, T. Harko, T. S. Koivisto, F. S. N.
Lobo, and G. J. Olmo, “Wormholes supported by hy-
brid metric-Palatini gravity”, Phys. Rev. D 86, 127504
(2012) [arXiv:1209.5862 [gr-qc]].

[29] J. L. Rosa, J. P. S. Lemos and F. S. N. Lobo, “Wormholes
in generalized hybrid metric-Palatini gravity obeying the
matter null energy condition everywhere,” Phys. Rev. D
98 (2018) no.6, 064054 [arXiv:1808.08975 [gr-qc]].

[30] J. L. Rosa, “Double gravitational layer traversable worm-
holes in hybrid metric-Palatini gravity,” Phys. Rev. D
104 (2021) no.6, 064002 [arXiv:2107.14225 [gr-qc]|.

[31] J. L. Rosa and J. P. S. Lemos, “Junction conditions
for generalized hybrid metric-Palatini gravity with ap-
plications,” Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) no.12, 124076
[arXiv:2111.12109 [gr-qc]].

[32] T. Harko, F. S. N. Lobo, S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov,
" f(R,T) gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011), 024020
[arXiv:1104.2669 [gr-qc]].

[33] R. Zaregonbadi, M. Farhoudi and N. Riazi. “Dark matter
from f(R,T) gravity”, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 084052.

[34] S. Dey, A. Chanda and B. C. Paul. “Compact objects
in f(R,T) gravity with Finch-Skea geometry”, EPJPlus
136 (2021) 2 228.

[35] G. A. Carvalho, R. V. Lobato, P. H. R. S. Moraes, J.
D. V. Arba™nil, E. Otoniel, R. M. Marinho Jr, M. Mal-
heiro, ”Stellar equilibrium configurations of white dwarfs
in the f(R,T) gravity”, The European Physical Journal
C volume 77, 871 (2017)

[36] D. Deb, F. Rahaman, S. Ray, B.K. Guha, ”Strange stars
in f(R,T) gravity”, JCAPO3 044 (2018).

[37] S.K. Maurya, A. Errehymy, D. Deb, F. Tello-Ortiz, M.
Daoud, ”Study of anisotropic strange stars in f (R, T)
gravity: An embedding approach under the simplest lin-
ear functional of the matter-geometry coupling”, Phys.
Rev. D 100, 044014 (2019).

[38] M. Z. Bhatti, Z. Yousaf, M. Yousaf, ”Stability of self-
gravitating anisotropic fluids in f(R,T") gravity”, Physics
of the Dark Universe 28 100501 (2020).

[39] H. Velten and T. R. P. Caram”es. “Cosmological inviabil-
ity of f(R,T) gravity”, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 123536.

[40] B. Mirza and F. Oboudiat, “A Dynamical System Anal-
ysis of f(R,T) Gravity,” Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys.
13 (2016) no.9, 1650108 [arXiv:1412.6640 [gr-qc]].

[41] M. J. S. Houndjo, “ Reconstruction of f(R,T') gravity de-
scribing matter dominated and accelerated phases”, Int.
J. Mod. Phys. D. 21, 1250003 (2012).

[42] M. J. S. Houndjo and O. F. Piattella, “Reconstructing
f(R,T) gravity from holographic dark energy”, Int. J.
Mod. Phys. D. 21, 1250024 (2012).

[43] M. Jamil, D. Momeni, M. Reza and R. Myrzakulov, ”Re-
construction of some cosmological models in f(R,T) cos-
mology”, Euro. Phys. J. C 72, 1999 (2012)

[44] F. G. Alvarenga, M. J. S. Houndjo, A. V. Monwanou, J.
B. C. Orou, "Testing some f(R,T) gravity models from
energy conditions”, Journal of Modern Physics 4, 130-
139 (2013).

[45] J. Wu, G. Li, T. Harko, S. D. Liang, ”Palatini formula-
tion of f(R,T) gravity theory, and its cosmological im-
plications”, Euro. Phys. J. C 78, 430 (2018).

[46] J. L. Rosa, “Junction conditions and thin shells in
perfect-fluid f(R,T) gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021)
n0.10, 104069 [arXiv:2103.11698 [gr-qc]].

[47] J. L. Rosa and D. Rubiera-Garcia,

[48] A. Dixit, C. Chawla and A. Pradhan, ” Traversable worm-



[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

holes with logarithmic shape function in f(R,T) grav-
ity”, International Journal of Geometric Methods in
Modern Physics 18 (2021) no. 04, 2150064.

A. Banerjee, M.K. Jasim and S. G. Ghosh. “Wormholes
in f(R,T) gravity satisfying the null energy condition
with isotropic pressure”, Annals of Physics 433 (2021)
168575.

A. K. Mishra, U. K. Sharma, V. C. Dubey, and A. Prad-
han, ” Traversable wormholes in f(R,T) gravity”, Astro-
phys. Space Sci. 365 (2020), 34.

P. Sahoo, P.H.R.S. Moraes, M. M. Lapola, P.K. Sahoo,
"Traversable wormholes in the traceless f(R,T) grav-
ity”, Int. Journ. Mod. Phys. D 30 (2021) no.13, 2150100,
arXiv:2012.00258 [gr-qc].

P. H. R. S. Moraes, P. K. Sahoo, ”Modeling wormholes
in f(R,T) gravity”, Phys. Rev. D 96, 044038 (2017).

T. B. Gongalves, J. L. Rosa and F. S. N. Lobo, “Cosmol-
ogy in scalar-tensor f(R,T) gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 105
(2022) 1n0.6, 064019 [arXiv:2112.02541 [gr-qc]].

T. B. Gongalves, J. L. Rosa and F. S. N. Lobo, “Cos-
mological sudden singularities in f(R,T) gravity,” Eur.
Phys. J. C 82 (2022) no.5, 418 [arXiv:2203.11124 [gr-qc]].
M. A. S. Pinto, T. Harko, F. S. N. Lobo, ”Gravitation-

[56]

[57]

(58]

[59]

[60]

16

ally induced particle production in scalar-tensor f(R,T)
gravity”, Phys. Rev. D 106, 044043 (2022)

D. Bazeia, A. S. Lobdo and J. L. Rosa, “Multi-kink
braneworld configurations in the scalar-tensor represen-
tation of f(R, T) gravity,” Eur. Phys. J. Plus 137 (2022)
1n0.9, 999 [arXiv:2209.01928 [gr-qc]].

J. L. Rosa, A. S. Lobao and D. Bazeia, “Impact of com-
pactlike and asymmetric configurations of thick branes
on the scalar—tensor representation of f (R,T) gravity,”
Eur. Phys. J. C 82 (2022) no.3, 191 [arXiv:2202.10713
)

J. L. Rosa, D. Bazeia and A. S. Lobao, “Effects of
Cuscuton dynamics on braneworld configurations in the
scalar—tensor representation of f(R,T) gravity,” Eur.
Phys. J. C 82 (2022) no.3, [arXiv:2111.08089 [gr-qc]].

J. L. Rosa, M. A. Marques, D. Bazeia and F. S. N. Lobo,
“Thick branes in the scalar-tensor representation of
f(R, T) gravity,” Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (2021) no.11, 981
[arXiv:2105.06101 [gr-qc]].

P. M. Kull, ”Radially anisotropic wormholes in f(R,T)
gravity”, (2022) BSc thesis, University of Tartu.
http://hdl.handle.net/10062/83883.



	Non-exotic traversable wormhole solutions in linear f(R,T) gravity
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Theory and framework
	A Action and equations of the f(R,T) gravity
	B Traversable wormhole spacetimes

	III Smooth wormhole solutions
	A Solutions satisfying the NEC everywhere
	1 Constraints from +pr>0
	2 Constraints from +pt>0
	3 Full set of constraints and solutions

	B Solutions satisfying the WEC everywhere
	C Solutions satisfying the SEC everywhere
	D Solutions satisfying the DEC everywhere
	1 Constraints from >|pr|
	2 Constraints from >|pt|

	E Explicit examples of solutions

	IV Wormhole solutions requiring an exterior matching
	A Notation and assumptions
	B Junction conditions of f(R,T)=R+T
	C Solutions supported by thin-shells

	V Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments
	 References


