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It is known that the formation of a wormhole typically involves a violation of the Weak Energy
Condition (WEC), but the reverse is not necessarily true. In the context of Brans-Dicke gravity, the
generalized Campanelli-Lousto solution, which we shall unveil in this paper, demonstrates a WEC
violation that coincides with the appearance of unbounded sheets of spacetime within the “interior”
section. The emergence of a wormhole in the “exterior” section is thus only an indirect consequence
of the WEC violation. Additionally, we use the generalized Campanelli-Lousto solution to construct
a Kruskal-Szekeres diagram, which exhibits a “gulf” sandwiched between the four quadrants in the
diagram, a novel feature in Brans-Dicke gravity. Overall, our findings shed new light onto a complex
interplay between the WEC and wormholes in the Brans-Dicke theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

Wormholes are hypothetical spacetime structures that
may interact with ordinary matter and thus can be ob-
served and even distinguished from black holes [1–15].

To maintain a wormhole, it is necessary to violate the
Weak Energy Condition (WEC) [16–20]. In its geometric
form, the WEC requires that

Gµν tµtν ≥ 0 (1)

for every future-pointing timelike vector tµ. Specifically,
for the vector tµ = (1, 0, 0, 0), the WEC yields G00 ≥ 0,
meaning positive energy density everywhere in any frame
of reference. In general relativity (GR), exotic matter
that is equivalent to a negative energy density is needed
in order to violate the WEC. Nevertheless, in generalized
or modified theories of GR, the WEC may be violated via
the introduction of extra terms or corrections to the grav-
itation sector, which can play the role of exotic matter
without truly being exotic matter.

An example of a theory that supports a wormhole is the
Brans-Dicke (BD) action. In [21] Agnese and La Cam-
era used the Campanelli-Lousto vacuum solution [22] to
show that the BD theory produces a wormhole when the
post-Newtonian parameter γ > 1 and a naked singular-
ity when γ < 1. They also found that the combination
(1−γ)(1+2γ)/(1+γ) determines the sign of G00. While
the WEC is indeed violated when a wormhole is formed
(γ > 1), the reverse is not necessarily true, as a violation
can also occur when −1 < γ < −1/2, in which case no
wormhole is formed.

In this paper, we revisit the analysis of Agnese-La
Camera and delve further into the WEC in the BD the-
ory, aiming to answer the question of what happens to
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spacetime in the absence of a wormhole when the WEC is
violated. Our findings for BD gravity may have broader
implications for modified gravity theories at large [23–
29].

The paper is structured as follows. Section II reviews
and generalizes the existing Campanelli-Lousto (CL) so-
lution so that it is also valid for the interior region. Sec-
tion III analyzes the generalized CL solution, including
the wormhole it produces. Section IV explores the viola-
tion of the WEC. Section V relates the special Buchdahl-
inspired metric uncovered and examined in Refs. [30–33]
with the generalized CL metric. Section VI constructs
a Kruskal-Szekeres diagram for the latter metric. Ap-
pendix A gives a brief overview of the Brans solutions,
while Appendix B validates the generalized CL solution
via direct inspection.

II. EXTENSION OF THE
CAMPANELLI-LOUSTO SOLUTION

We shall consider the original Brans-Dicke (BD) action
[34] ∫

d4x
√

−g

[
ϕ R − ω

ϕ
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ

]
(2)

Its field equations are given by

Rµν − 1
2gµνR = 1

ϕ
(∇µ∇νϕ − gµν□ϕ)

+ ω

ϕ2

(
∇µϕ∇νϕ − 1

2gµν(∇ϕ)2
)

(3)

(2ω + 3)□ϕ = 0 (4)

and the Ricci scalar is

R = ω

ϕ2 (∇ϕ)2 (5)

In his PhD thesis on the BD field equations, Brans
discovered four solutions, which he reported in Ref. [35].
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These solutions are expressed in isotropic coordinates
and named type I, II, III, and IV, respectively. Among
these four solutions, the Brans type I solution has been
the most explored one, with the other three solutions be-
ing “derivable” from it via duality or by taking a proper
limit, as we shall discuss in Appendix A. In what follows,
we adopt the notation in Agnese and La Camera [21], who
were the first researchers to correctly expose the worm-
hole and naked singularity from the Campanelli-Lousto
solution 1, which is in essence the Brans type I solution
expressed in a different coordinate system [22, 36].

The Brans type I solution comprises of a metric 2

ds2
Brans-I = −

∣∣∣∣1 − rs
4r̄

1 + rs
4r̄

∣∣∣∣2A

dt2

+
(

1 − r2
s

16r̄2

)2 ∣∣∣∣1 − rs
4r̄

1 + rs
4r̄

∣∣∣∣2B (
dr̄2 + r̄2dΩ2)

(6)

and a scalar field

ϕBrans-I = ϕ0

∣∣∣∣1 − rs
4r̄

1 + rs
4r̄

∣∣∣∣−(A+B)
(7)

with r̄ being the isotropic radial coordinate, and dΩ2 =
dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2 the line element on the unit 2-sphere. In
terms of A and B, the Brans-Dicke coupling parameter
is

ω = −2 A2 + AB + B2 − 1
(A + B)2 (8)

Since ω is a parameter of the action, the Brans type I
solution effectively involves three parameters, rs, ϕ0 and
either A or B (related to each other via ω). The Ricci
scalar curvature

R = −(A2 + AB + B2 − 1) 128 r−2
s(

4r̄
rs

− rs
4r̄

)4

∣∣∣∣1 − rs
4r̄

1 + rs
4r̄

∣∣∣∣−2B

(9)

Note that the point {A = 1, B = −1} is the
Schwarzschild metric.

A slightly more illuminating expression can be ob-
tained by “diagonalizing” A and B, namely

A± := 1
2(A ± B) (10)

In this notation, the metric is

1 N.B.: Ref. [21] contains several typos. We have identified three
sets of misprint. Therein, Eq. (8) should be 2B+2 in place of 2B;
in Eq. (22) all −B terms should be +B; in Eq.(24) the exponent
should be 2

(√
(1 + γ)/2 − 1

)
instead of 2

(√
2/(1 + γ) − 1

)
.

2 The Brans type I solution exhibits symmetry upon 4r̄
rs

⇆ rs
4r̄

pro-
ducing two symmetric sheets of spacetime across the reflection
point rs/4.

ds2
Brans-I =

∣∣∣∣1 − rs
4r̄

1 + rs
4r̄

∣∣∣∣2A+

×

{
−

∣∣∣∣1 − rs
4r̄

1 + rs
4r̄

∣∣∣∣2A−

dt2

+
(

1 − r2
s

16r̄2

)2 ∣∣∣∣1 − rs
4r̄

1 + rs
4r̄

∣∣∣∣−2A− (
dr̄2 + r̄2dΩ2)}

(11)

and a scalar field is

ϕBrans-I = ϕ0

∣∣∣∣1 − rs
4r̄

1 + rs
4r̄

∣∣∣∣−2A+

(12)

The conformal factor in the metric is a reciprocal of
the scalar field. The proper part of the metric is non-
Schwarzschild if A− ̸= 1. The Ricci scalar is

R =
256 ωA2

+r−2
s(

4r̄
rs

− rs
4r̄

)4

∣∣∣∣1 − rs
4r̄

1 + rs
4r̄

∣∣∣∣−2A++2A−

(13)

The relation between parameters is simplified to 3

(2ω + 3)A2
+ + A2

− = 1 (14)

The generalized Campanelli-Lousto solution

From the Brans type I solution, one can obtain the
Campanelli-Lousto solution [22]. To see this, let us make
the following coordinate transformation

r = r̄
(

1 + rs

4r̄

)2
⩾ rs (15)

or, equivalently (1 − rs
4r̄

1 + rs
4r̄

)2
= 1 − rs

r
(16)

For each value of r > rs there exist two distinct values r̄1
and r̄2 such that 4r̄1

rs
= rs

4r̄2
, corresponding two symmetric

exterior sheets of spacetime. In the radial coordinate r,
the Brans type I solution becomes the metric [22]

ds2 = −
(

1 − rs

r

)A

dt2 +
(

1 − rs

r

)B

dr2 +
(

1 − rs

r

)B+1
r2dΩ2

(17)

and the scalar field

ϕ(r) = ϕ0

(
1 − rs

r

)− 1
2 (A+B)

(18)

which together comprise the Campanelli-Lousto (CL) so-
lution. It is important to note that the above expressions,

3 Note that when the dilation field is a constant, viz. A+ = 0, by
virtue of (14), A− = ±1 except for ω → +∞.
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as originally reported in [22], are only applicable for the
“exterior”, viz. r > rs. They are not valid if A or B
takes on a non-integer value.

However, it is a straightforward exercise to verify by
direct inspection that the following generalized CL metric

ds2 = −
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A−1 (
1 − rs

r

)
dt2

+
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣B+1
[

dr2

1 − rs
r

+ r2dΩ2
]

(19)

and its associated scalar field

ϕ(r) = ϕ0

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣− 1
2 (A+B)

(20)

form a solution to the vacuo field equations (3)–(4) for
all values of r ∈ R\{0, rs}. The verification is carried out
in Appendix B in details 4. Obviously, the generalized
CL solution (19)–(20) reproduces the CL solution (17)–
(18) for the “exterior”, r > rs, but it is also applicable
for the “interior” 0 < r < rs as well. It also recovers the
Schwarzschild metric when {A = 1, B = −1}.

In the generalized CL metric, gtt and grr flip their sign
across r = rs as desired, and the Ricci scalar is

R = −(A2 +AB +B2 −1) r2
s

2r4

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−B−2
sgn

(
1 − rs

r

)
(21)

It should be noted that although along the line A+B = 0,
ϕ is a constant, the value of ω is infinite (except at the
Schwarzschild point {A = 1, B = −1}); this explains
why the metric can deviate from the Schwarzschild met-
ric.

In terms of A± := 1
2 (A ± B), the metric and the scalar

field are

ds2 =
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A+
{

−
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A−−1 (
1 − rs

r

)
dt2

+
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−A−+1
[

dr2

1 − rs
r

+ r2dΩ2
]}

, (22)

and

ϕ(r) = ϕ0

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−A+
. (23)

The conformal factor of the metric is a reciprocal of the
scalar field, whereas the proper part of the metric is spec-
ified by A− but not A+.

4 This exercise can also be done with the aid of any standard
symbolic-software package, such as Mathematica or Maxima On-
line.

III. PROPERTIES OF THE GENERALIZED
CAMPANELLI-LOUSTO SOLUTION

A. Casting in the Morris-Thorne ansatz

In this section, we shall bring metric (19) to the Morris-
Thorne ansatz [17]

ds2 = −e2Φ(R)dt2 + dR2

1 − b(R)
R

+ R2dΩ2 (24)

As a function of r, the areal radius is

R(r) = r
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣ 1
2 (B+1)

(25)

leading to

dR

dr
= sgn

(
1 − rs

r

) ∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣ B−1
2

[
1 + B − 1

2
rs

r

]
(26)

The redshift function Φ(R) is defined via

e2Φ(R) = sgn
(

1 − rs

r

) ∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A

(27)

and the shape function b(R) via

1 − b(R)
R

= 1
1 − rs

r

[
1 + B − 1

2
rs

r

]2
(28)

with r being implicit function of R via Eq. (25). The
behavior of R(r) is shown in Fig. 1. In the exterior,
R(r) exhibits a minimum for B < −1 (represented by
Panel D in Fig. 1).

In addition, the asymptotic behaviors of the areal ra-
dius are

R ≃


r as r → ∞
|r − rs|

1
2 (1+B) as r → rs

r
1
2 (1−B) as r → 0

(29)

We must note in advance that the graphs shown in
Fig. 1 are only “half” of the story. There is a maxi-
mal analytic extension of the generalized CL metric via
the Kruskal-Szekeres (KS) diagram, to be constructed in
Section VI. The KS diagram “doubles” the coverage of
the generalized CL solution, in addition to uncovering a
“gulf” sandwiched between the four quadrants.

B. The four Morris-Thorne constraints

Let us restrict our consideration to the range B < −1,
of which Panel (D) in Fig. 1 is a representative.

• The areal radius R diverges at r = rs when B < −1.
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Figure 1. Behavior of the areal radius, R/rs, for the generalized Campanelli-Lousto metric versus r/rs. Panel D, representative
of B < −1, yields a minimum for R(r) and corresponds to a wormhole “throat”. Note that the horizon at r = rs is non-singular
only if {B ≤ −2} or {B = −1 and A ∈ {0, 1}}. Some of the plots have been extended to r < rs even when the horizon is
singular, shown as crosses, with the extension shown in dotted segments. For benchmarking, the dashed lines R = r are the
Schwarzschild metric, {B = −1 and A = 1}.

• The equation dR
dr = 0 in (26) has a single root

r∗ = 1 − B

2 rs > rs when B < −1 (30)

with R attaining a miminum value

R∗ = rs

2
√

1 − B2
(

1 + B

1 − B

) B
2

(31)

It is straightforward to verify that when B < −1 the four
constraints for the metric to possess a wormhole are met
[16, 17], as can be seen in Panel D of Fig. 1:

Constraint #1.—The redshift function Φ(R) (defined
in (27)) be finite everywhere (hence no horizon).

Constraint #2.—Minimum value of the R-coordinate,
i.e. at the throat of the wormhole, R∗ being the minimum
value of R per Eq. (31).

Constraint #3.—Finiteness of the proper radial dis-
tance, i.e. b(R)/R ≤ 1 for R ≥ R∗. The equality sign
holds only at the throat, viz. R = R∗. Note that the
condition b(R)/R ≤ 1 assures that the metric compo-
nent gRR does not change its sign for any R ≥ R∗.

Constraint #4.—Asymptotic flatness condition, i.e.
lim

R→+∞

b(R)
R

= 0.

C. Singularities

The Ricci scalar: It is given in Eq. (21). It is iden-
tically zero on the loci of an ellipse A2 + AB + B2 = 1.
See Fig. 2.

Figure 2. Parameter space of the generalized CL metric, Eq.
(19). Black dot is Schwarzschild metric {A = 1, B = −1}.
The ellipse is the loci A2 + AB + B2 = 1 along which the
Ricci scalar R vanishes for all r ∈ R. The vertical line
B = −1 separates the formation of a wormhole (the shaded
area) from the naked singularity (the white area). The solid
curve segment on the ellipse corresponds to the asymptoti-
cally flat Buchdahl-inspired metric, discussed in Sec. V, with
the two end points of the segment being (1/

√
3, 1/

√
3) and

(−1/
√

3, −1/
√

3).
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Kretschmann invariant: For all r ∈ R, the
Kretschmann invariant is given by [37]
K := RµνρσRµνρσ (32)

= 4
(
R01

01
)2 + 8

(
R02

02
)2 + 8

(
R12

12
)2 + 4

(
R23

23
)2 (33)

=
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−2(B+2) r2
s

r6

(
6A − 2B rs

r
+ C

4
r2

s

r2

)
(34)

in which
A = A2 + B2 (35)
B = A2(A − 2B + 3) − B(B − 1)(B − 2) (36)
C = (A + 1)A2(A − 2B + 3)

+ (3A2 + B2 − 2B + 3)(B − 1)2 (37)

The curvature singularity at r = rs exists for B > −2
and {A, B} /∈ {1, −1} ∪ {0, −1}.

The asymptotic behaviors of the Ricci scalar and the
Kretschmann scalar, respectively, are

R ≃


r−4 as r → ∞

|r − rs|−(B+2) as r → rs

rB−2 as r → 0
(38)

and

K ≃


r−6 as r → ∞

|r − rs|−2(B+2) as r → rs

r2(B−2) as r → 0
(39)

While both quantities vanish at r → +∞, they project
singularities at r → 0 or r → rs. In these limits, the
Ricci scalar and the Kretschmann scalar show similar
behaviors, that is K ≃ R2. We thus only focus on the
Kretschmann invariant in the rest of the paper. There
are five cases to consider:

• The Kretschmann scalar diverges at r = 0 if B < 2.

• The Kretschmann scalar diverges at r = rs if B >
−2.

• The areal radius diverges at r = 0 if B > 1.

• The areal radius diverges at r = rs if B < −1, in
which case, R(r) also possesses a minimum in the
exterior, hence forming a wormhole.

• The areal radius vanishes at r = rs if B > −1,
in which case, R(r) is a monotonically increasing
function in the exterior. The singularity at r = rs
is naked.

The results are summarized in Table I for five cases. Note
that in the Table, R is the areal radius, given in Eq.
(25), not the Ricci scalar R. As we stated earlier, the
generalized CL metric has a maximal analytic extension
which “doubles” the number of spacetime sheets. The
Table also shows the Weak Energy Condition which will
be discussed in Section IV.

IV. VIOLATION OF THE WEAK ENERGY
CONDITION

In its formal geometric form [23], the Weak Energy
Condition requires that Gµνtµtν ≥ 0 for every future-
pointing timelike vector tµ. In particular, with tµ =
(1, 0, 0, 0), the WEC leads to G00 ≥ 0. That is to say,
effectively, energy density is positive everywhere on the
manifold. The WEC is violated if the energy density is
negative in some region.

The generalized CL metric given in (19) has the
00−component of the Einstein tensor

G00 = 1 − B2

4 r4 r2
s

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A−B−2
(40)

Regardless of the value of A, G00 < 0 when a “throat”
is formed, viz. when B < −1; see Panel D in Fig. 1.
The inequality G00 < 0 is interpreted as a signature of
negative energy density, resulted from the BD scalar field.

Effects of violation of the WEC.—The appearance of
a wormhole is associated with a violation of the WEC.
However, not all violations of the WEC lead to a worm-
hole. For example, when B > 1, the WEC is violated
(G00 < 0 ∀r as shown in Eq. (40)), but a wormhole does
not appear. This raises the question of what other effects
a violation of the WEC can have.

Figure 1 offers an answer to this question. Panels A
and D both violate the WEC, but only Panel D exhibits
a wormhole, while Panel A does not. However, both
panels have something in common: they both feature
an unbounded sheet of spacetime in the interior region
that could exist independently of the exterior region. In
contrast, Panel C has a confined interior consisting of
two finite-size “bubbles” glued together 5. Therefore, a
violation of the WEC can alter the topology of spacetime,
including that of the interior.

For the generalized CL metric, a violation of the WEC
leads to a divergence in the cross-section area of the
spacetime configuration. This observation might have
a broader range of applicability in wormhole physics, be-
yond Brans-Dicke gravity.

The existence of a wormhole is not a direct consequence
of a violation of the WEC, but rather a by-product of a
divergence in the areal radius R(r) at a finite value of r
(whether at r = 0 or r = rs). Thus, a violation of the
WEC may or may not result in a wormhole, and only
when the divergence of R(r) occurs at rs does a wormhole
form.

The interior sheet.—The Kretschmann invariant of the

5 Note that the interior region has a mirror image in the Kruskal-
Szekeres diagram; see Section VI.



6

Case Range for B r → 0 r → rs
Wormhole or

naked singularity ?
Interior region
consists of ...

WEC
violation ?

[I] B < −2 R vanishes
K diverges

R diverges
K vanishes

Wormhole 2 unbounded sheets Yes

[II] −2 < B < −1 R vanishes
K diverges

R diverges
K diverges

Wormhole 2 unbounded sheets Yes

[III] −1 < B < 1 R vanishes
K diverges

R vanishes
K diverges

Naked singularity 4 bounded sheets No

[IV] 1 < B < 2 R diverges
K diverges

R vanishes
K diverges

Naked singularity 2 unbounded sheets Yes

[V] 2 < B
R diverges
K vanishes

R vanishes
K diverges

Naked singularity 2 unbounded sheets Yes

Table I. Behavior of the areal radius R and the Kretschmann scalar K as r approaches 0 or rs. A wormhole is formed when R
exhibits a minimum in the exterior region. The Weak Energy Condition (WEC) is violated if G00 < 0, see Section IV on the
previous page.

generalized Campanelli-Lousto metric (34) behaves as

K ∝

{
r2(B−2) as r → 0
|r − rs|−2(B+2) as r → rs

(41)

Thus K diverges at r = 0 if B < 2, and diverges at
r = rs if B > −2. Hence, for either B < −2 or B > 2,
the interior sheet straddles between a singularity and a
singularity-free end point. Note: there is another sym-
metric copy of the interior region that is obtained in the
Kruskal-Szekeres diagram (see Section VI) by changing
(T, X) into (−T, −X).

V. MAPPING THE ASYMPTOTICALLY FLAT
BUCHDAHL-INSPIRED METRIC INTO THE

GENERALIZED CAMPANELLI-LOUSTO
METRIC

A particularly interesting case is the loci A2 + AB +
B2 = 1 in Fig. 2, where ω = 0 throughout except at
A = +1, B = −1. This loci corresponds to a Brans-Dicke
theory with ω = 0.

In this section, we aim to establish a connection be-
tween the generalized CL solution and a vacuum solution
that is asymptotically flat at spatial infinity, discovered
for pure R2 gravity [30]. In [31] we completed a pro-
gram that was initiated by Buchdahl in [32], and discov-
ered a class of vacuo solutions for pure R2gravity. The
Buchdahl-inspired solutions are expressible in the form

ds2 = e
k
∫

dr
r q(r)

{
p(r)

[
−q(r)

r
dt2 + r

q(r)dr2
]

+ r2dΩ2
}
(42)

in which the pair of functions {p(r), q(r)} obey the “evo-
lution” rules

dp

dr
= 3k2

4 r

p

q2 ; dq

dr
=

(
1 − Λ r2

)
p (43)

and the Ricci scalar equals to

R(r) = 4Λ e−k
∫

dr
r q(r) (44)

These metrics possess non-constant scalar curvature and
are specified by two higher-derivative parameters, Λ and
k. Remarkably, we further found that the evolution rules
(43) is fully soluble for Λ = 0. In [30] we solved the
evolution rules and derived the following metric in closed
analytical form 6

ds2 =
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣k̃

×{
−

(
1 − rs

r

)
dt2 + dr2

1 − rs
r

ρ4(r)
r4 + ρ2(r)dΩ2

}
(45)

with

ρ(r) = ζrs

∣∣1 − rs
r

∣∣ ζ−1
2

1 − sgn
(
1 − rs

r

) ∣∣1 − rs
r

∣∣ζ
(46)

ζ :=
√

1 + 3k̃2 and k̃ := k

rs
(47)

which we named the special Buchdahl-inspired metric to
reflect its distinctiveness among the class of Buchdahl-
inspired metrics. By virtue of Λ = 0 and Eq. (44), the
special metric has a vanishing Ricci scalar everywhere,
viz. R ≡ 0 ∀r, and is asymptotically flat.

To connect the special Buchdahl-inspired metric with
the generalized CL metric, we introduce a new radial
coordinate r′ such that

1 − ζrs

r′ := sgn
(

1 − rs

r

) ∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣ζ

(48)

6 We used a slightly different notation in Ref. [30].
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The metric presented in (42)–(47) can be transformed
into 7

ds2 = −
∣∣∣∣1 − ζrs

r′

∣∣∣∣
k̃+1

ζ −1 (
1 − ζrs

r′

)
dt2

+
∣∣∣∣1 − ζrs

r′

∣∣∣∣
k̃−1

ζ +1
[

dr′2

1 − ζrs
r′

+ r′2dΩ2

]
(49)

which is precisely with the generalized CL metric given
by Eq. (19), with an “effective” Schwarzschild radius ζ rs,
and the identification

A = k̃ + 1
ζ

; B = k̃ − 1
ζ

(50)

It is straightforward to check that the parameters defined
in (50) obey the equality (given Eq. 47)

A2 + AB + B2 = 1 (51)

Therefore, the special Buchdahl-inspired metric is
identical with the generalized CL metric with ω = 0.
However, it is important to note that the general
Buchdahl-inspired metric presented in (42)–(44) is dis-
tinct from the generalized CL metric. The former is a
vacuum solution to the pure R2 action, whereas the lat-
ter is a vacuum solution to the Brans-Dicke action. Al-
though the pure R2 action is equivalent a scalar-tensor
action, viz.∫

d4x
√

−g R2 −→
∫

d4x
√

−g

[
ϕ R − ϕ2

2

]
(52)

this action is not identical to the Brans-Dicke action (2),
even when ω = 0, due to the presence of the quadratic
potential ϕ2/2.

The special Buchdahl-inspired metric simultaneously
belongs to the general Buchdahl-inspired metric family
when Λ = 0 and to the generalized CL solution family
when ω = 0, representing the intersection of the two
families. As such, it is a vacuum solution to two theories
at the same time:

• The ω = 0 Brans-Dicke theory, viz.
∫

d4x
√

−g ϕ R.
That is to say, coupled with ϕ = ϕ0

∣∣1 − rs
r

∣∣− A+B
2

(subject to the constraint A2 + AB + B2 = 1), the
special Buchdahl-inspired metric obeys the ω = 0
Brans-Dicke field equations, (3)–(4), in the limit of
ϕ0 → 0

Rµν − 1
2gµνR = 1

ϕ
(∇µ∇νϕ − gµν□ϕ) (53)

□ϕ = 0 (54)

7 By virtue of dr′

r′2 =
∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣ζ−1 dr
r2 and ρ2(r) = r′2

∣∣1 − ζrs
r′

∣∣ ζ−1
ζ .

• The pure R2 theory, which is equivalent to∫
d4x

√
−g

[
ϕ R − 1

2 ϕ2]
. That is to say, the spe-

cial Buchdahl-inspired metric satisfies the following
field equations, in the limit of ϕ → 0

Rµν − 1
2gµνR = 1

ϕ
(∇µ∇νϕ − gµν□ϕ) − 1

4gµνϕ (55)

ϕ = R (56)

With A and B identified as in (50), the special Buchdahl-
inspired metric is represented by a solid curve segment
in Fig. 1, which corresponds to a portion of the ellipse
defined by A2 + AB + B2 = 1.

VI. CONSTRUCTING KRUSKAL-SZEKERES
DIAGRAM FOR THE GENERALIZED

CAMPANELLI-LOUSTO METRIC

In our previous work [30], we constructed the Kruskal-
Szekeres diagram for the special Buchdahl-inspired vac-
uum solution in pure R2 gravity. As demonstrated in the
preceding section, this solution has an intimate relation-
ship with the generalized CL metric. Therefore, we can
adapt the construction method from Ref. [30] to create a
Kruskal-Szekeres diagram for the generalized CL metric,
with suitable adjustments. Figure 3 shows the resulting
diagram, which we present in this section.

A. The Kruskal-Szekeres coordinates

The tortoise coordinate r∗(r) for the generalized CL
metric is defined to satisfy

dr∗ =
sgn

(
1 − rs

r

)∣∣1 − rs
r

∣∣A−
dr (57)

The tortoise coordinate (modulo an additive constant)
involves a Gaussian hypergeometric function:

r∗ = rs

1 − A−

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣1−A−
2F1

(
2, 1 − A−; 2 − A−; 1 − rs

r

)
(58)

Furthermore, by integrating Eq. (57), the difference (if
A− ∈ (−1, 1))

r∗|r=0 − r∗|r=rs =
∫ rs

0

dr(
rs
r − 1

)A−
= πA−rs

sin πA−
(59)

We shall choose the additive constant such that the tor-
toise coordinate vanishes at r = 0. 8

8 See Appendices B and C of Ref. [30] for more information on the
hypergeometric function at play.
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The advanced and retarded Eddington-Finkelstein co-
ordinates are defined as [38, 39]

v := t + r∗ (60)
u := t − r∗ (61)

which, together with (57), give

du dv = dt2 − dr∗2 = dt2 − dr2∣∣1 − rs
r

∣∣2A−
(62)

Metric (22) then becomes

ds2 =
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A+
{

−sgn
(

1 − rs

r

) ∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A−
du dv

+ r2
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−A−+1
dΩ2

}
(63)

For the Kruskal-Szekeres (KS) coordinates [40, 41], we
shall consider the exterior and interior regions separately.

The exterior: For r > rs, let us define

X := 1
2

(
e

v
2rs + e− u

2rs

)
(64)

T := 1
2

(
e

v
2rs − e− u

2rs

)
(65)

then

X = e
r∗
2rs cosh t

2rs
(66)

T = e
r∗
2rs sinh t

2rs
(67)

giving

T 2 − X2 = −e
r∗
rs (68)

T

X
= tanh t

2rs
(69)

and

dX = e
r∗
2rs

2rs

[
cosh t

2rs

dr∣∣1 − rs
r

∣∣A−
+ sinh t

2rs
dt

]
(70)

dT = e
r∗
2rs

2rs

[
sinh t

2rs

dr∣∣1 − rs
r

∣∣A−
+ cosh t

2rs
dt

]
(71)

hence

dT 2 − dX2 = e
r∗
rs

4r2
s

[
dt2 − dr2∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣2A−

]
= e

r∗
rs

4r2
s

du dv (72)

Metric (63) becomes

ds2 =
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A+
×

{
−4r2

s e
− r∗

rs

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A− (
dT 2 − dX2)

+ r2
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−A−+1
dΩ2

}
(73)

The interior: For r < rs, let us define

X := 1
2

(
e

v
2rs − e− u

2rs

)
(74)

T := 1
2

(
e

v
2rs + e− u

2rs

)
(75)

then

X = e
r∗
2rs sinh t

2rs
(76)

T = e
r∗
2rs cosh t

2rs
(77)

giving

T 2 − X2 = +e
r∗
rs (78)

T

X
=

(
tanh t

2rs

)−1
(79)

and

dX = e
r∗
2rs

2rs

[
− sinh t

2rs

dr∣∣1 − rs
r

∣∣A−
+ cosh t

2rs
dt

]
(80)

dT = e
r∗
2rs

2rs

[
− cosh t

2rs

dr∣∣1 − rs
r

∣∣A−
+ sinh t

2rs
dt

]
(81)

hence

dT 2 − dX2 = −e
r∗
rs

4r2
s

[
dt2 − dr2∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣2A−

]
= −e

r∗
rs

4r2
s

du dv

(82)
Metric (63) becomes

ds2 =
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A+
×

{
−4r2

s e
− r∗

rs

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A− (
dT 2 − dX2)

+ r2
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−A−+1
dΩ2

}
(83)

In combination: The generalized CL metric in the
Kruskal-Szekeres (KS) coordinates is thus

ds2 =
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A+
×

{
−4r2

s e
− r∗

rs

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A− (
dT 2 − dX2)

+ r2
∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−A−+1
dΩ2

}
(84)

and

T 2 − X2 = −sgn
(

1 − rs

r

)
e

r∗
rs (85)

T

X
=

(
tanh t

2rs

)sgn
(

1 − rs
r

)
(86)
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Figure 3. Kruskal-Szekeres diagram for the generalized CL metric when A− ̸= 1. The “gulf” shown as Region (VI) generally
involves curvature singularity on the interior-exterior boundary.

B. Key aspects of the Kruskal-Szekeres diagram of
the generalized Campanelli-Lousto metric

Along the radial direction, viz. dθ = dϕ = 0, metric
(84) is

ds2 = −4r2
s e− r∗

rs

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A++A− (
dT 2 − dX2)

(87)

The Kruskal-Szekeres (KS) plane for metric (87) (to be
called the CL–KS diagram hereafter) is illustrated in Fig.
3, which exhibits several significant characteristics, in-
cluding:

• Similar to the KS diagram of the Schwarzschild
metric, the CL–KS diagram is conformally
Minkowski. The null geodesics are dX = ±dT .
Therefore, light cones align along the 45◦ lines in
the CL–KS plane.

• The CL–KS diagram essentially preserves the
causal structure of the standard KS diagram, albeit
with some quantitative modifications. A constant–
r contour corresponds to a hyperbola, while a
constant–t contour corresponds to a straight line
running through the origin of the (T, X) plane. The
coordinate origin r = 0 amounts to T 2 − X2 = 1,
since r∗(r = 0) = 0.

• The interior-exterior boundary r = rs is repre-
sented by two distinct hyperbolae, one for the inte-
rior and the other for the exterior, per

T 2 − X2 =

−e
−

πA−
sin πA− for exterior

+e
−

πA−
sin πA− for interior

(88)

It is worth noting that each hyperbola has two sep-
arate branches on its own. For A− = 1, the hy-
perbolae (88) degenerate into two straight lines,
T = ±X, as is expected for Schwarzschild black
holes. In this limit, Region (VI) disappears.

• Region (I) refers to the exterior, extending up to
the right branch of the hyperbola T 2 − X2 =
−e

−
πA−

sin πA− . Region (II) refers to the interior, ex-
tending up to the upper branch of the hyperbola
T 2 − X2 = +e

−
πA−

sin πA− .

• Regions (III) and (IV) are mirror images of Regions
(I) and (II), upon flipping the sign of the KS co-
ordinates, viz. (T, X) ↔ (−T, −X). Regions (Va)
and (Vb) are unphysical, viz. r < 0.

• Region (VI) generally contains the curvature sin-
gularity (encoded in the Kretschmann invariant
per Eq. (34)) on the interior-exterior boundary,
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r = rs. The region sandwiches between the four
hyperbola branches given by (88) and disappears
when A− = 1.

Further discussions about the causal structure of the
ζ−KS diagram (for the special Buchdahl-inspired metric)
have been made in Ref. [30], and we shall not reiterate
them here. These discussions are equally applicable for
the present case, e.g. the CL–KS diagram, with Region
(VI) being a new feature compared with the KS diagram
of the Schwarzschild metric.

In summary, the CL–KS diagram represents the max-
imal analytic extension of the generalized CL metric.
The emergence of the “gulf” in the CL–KS diagram in-
dicates fundamental changes in the topology of space-
time around a mass source when the metric parame-
ters deviate from their Schwarzschild value, that is when
(A+, A−) ̸= (0, 1).

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Our paper took a crucial step forward by generaliz-
ing the Campanelli-Lousto (CL) solution presented in
Ref. [22], which was only valid for the exterior region.
Our new generalized CL solution holds for all values of
the radial coordinate r ∈ R, making it applicable to both
the interior and exterior regions. Equipped with this gen-
eralization, we were able to revisit and expand upon the
analysis previously produced by Agnese and La Camera
[21], gaining new insights.

The generalized CL metric depends on four parame-
ters: the Schwarzschild radius rs, the asymptotic value
of the scalar field at spatial infinity ϕ0, and the expo-
nents A and B of the metric components gtt and grr,
respectively. The values of A and B are related by the
Brans-Dicke parameter ω. By examining the metric on a
two-dimensional plane (A, B), we found that for B in the
range (−∞, −1), the metric supports a Morris-Thorne
wormhole, while for B in the range (−1, +∞), a naked
singularity results. The value of A has no effect on this
behavior.

We further discovered that violating the Weak Energy
Condition (WEC) does not necessarily lead to the forma-
tion of a wormhole. However, it does result in a diver-
gence of the areal radius in the interior region, occurring
at either r = 0 or r = rs. This means that WEC violation
causes a change in the topology of spacetime, including
in the interior region. A wormhole is formed only if the
divergence takes place at r = rs. Therefore, a wormhole
is only an indirect consequence of WEC violation and a
by-product of this topology change.

Finally, we established a connection between the spe-
cial Buchdahl-inspired metric, that is known to be
asymptotically flat for pure R2 gravity [30], and the gen-
eralized CL metric. This connection guided us to con-
struct the maximal analytic extension of the generalized

CL metric. Figure 3 depicts the Kruskal-Szekeres dia-
gram for this metric, with Region (VI) that sandwiches
between the four quadrants representing a new feature
for Brans-Dicke gravity.

Overall, our findings indicate a complex interplay be-
tween the WEC violation and wormhole formation in
Brans-Dicke gravity. The novel features observed in our
study provide new insights into the behavior of gravity
in this theory, and may have implications for modified
theories of gravitation at large.
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Appendix A: ON BRANS SOLUTIONS OF TYPE
II, III AND IV

Although the relations among the four types of
the Brans solutions have been covered in [42–45], we
shall reveal one more relation which has been obscure.

The Brans type IV solution can be obtained from the
Brans type I solution by sending A and B to infinity and
rs to zero while keeping the products A rs and B rs fixed.
This can be seen as follows. When rs → 0, the terms
1 ± rs

4r̄ are approximately e± rs
4r̄ ; thus the Brans type I

metric (6) and scalar field (7) respectively become

ds2 ≈ −e− Ars
r̄ dt2 + e− Brs

r̄

(
dr̄2 + r̄2dΩ2)

(A1)

ϕ ≈ ϕ0 e
(A+B)rs

2r̄ (A2)

Denote B = −(C +1) A and r′
s = A rs. These expressions

yield

ds2
Brans-IV = −e− r′

s
r̄ dt2 + e

(C+1)r′
s

r̄

(
dr̄2 + r̄2dΩ2)

(A3)

ϕBrans-IV = ϕ0 e− Cr′
s

2r̄ (A4)

which form the Brans type IV solution. For a given value
of ω ∈ R, the relation in (8) reads

A2 − (C + 1)A2 + (C + 1)2A2 − 1 = −ω

2 C2A2 (A5)

With A being sent to infinity, this relation yields

(ω + 2)C2 + 2C + 2 = 0 (A6)

hence

C± = −1 ±
√

−(2ω + 3)
ω + 2 (A7)
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The Brans type III solution is trivially the “mirror”
image of Type IV by a reflection, r̄

r′
s
⇆ r′

s
r̄ . That is

ds2
Brans-III = −e

− r̄
r′

s dt2 + r4
s

r̄4 e
(C+1)r̄

r′s
(
dr̄2 + r̄2dΩ2)

(A8)

ϕBrans-III = ϕ0 e− Cr̄
2rs (A9)

As was noticed in [42], the Brans type II solution is
a curious case. It is a “continuation into the complex
plane” by making a formal replacement in the Brans type
I solution (6)–(7), per

rs → i rs; A → i A; B → i B (A10)

That is

ds2
Brans-II = −e4A arctan rs

4r̄ dt2

+
(

1 + r2
s

16r̄2

)2

e4B arctan rs
4r̄

(
dr̄2 + r̄2dΩ2)

(A11)
ϕBrans-II = ϕ0 e−2(A+B) arctan rs

4r̄ (A12)

The relation in (8) becomes

ωBrans-II = −2 A2 + AB + B2 + 1
(A + B)2 ∈ R− (A13)

Appendix B: DIRECT VERIFICATION OF THE
GENERALIZED CAMPANELLI-LOUSTO

SOLUTION

In this Appendix, we shall directly check that the gen-
eralized CL metric and scalar field, given in Eqs. (19) and
(20), constitute a vacuo solution to the Brans-Dicke (BD)
field equations. (In addition, this exercise can also be car-
ried out with the aid of any standard symbolic-software
package, such as Mathematica or Maxima Online.)

The BD field equations in vacuo can be cast as (for
ω ̸= −3/2)

Gµν = 1
ϕ

∇µ∇νϕ − 1
ϕ
□ϕ + ω

ϕ2 Xµν (B1)

□ϕ = 0 (B2)

with

Gµν := Rµν − 1
2gµνR (B3)

Xµν := ∇µϕ∇νϕ − 1
2gµν∇λϕ∇λϕ (B4)

With Eqs. (19) and (20), the Einstein tensor Gµν :=
Rµν − 1

2 gµνR is

G00 = 1 − B2

4r4 r2
s

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣A−B−2
(B5)

G11 = rs

4r4
(B2 + 2AB − 2(A + B) + 1)rs + 4(A + B)r(

1 − rs
r

)2

(B6)

G22 = rs

4r2
(A2 + A + B − 1)rs − 2(A + B)r

1 − rs
r

(B7)

G33 = G22 sin2 θ (B8)

The d’Alembertian acting on a scalar field is

□ϕ = 1√
−g

∂µ(
√

−ggµν∂νϕ) (B9)

Next, we have

√
−g =

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣ A
2 + 3B

2 +1
r2 sin θ (B10)

√
−gg11 =

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣ A
2 + B

2
(

1 − rs

r

)
r2 sin θ (B11)

√
−g □ϕ = ∂r

(√
−gg11∂rϕ

)
(B12)

= sin θ ∂r

(∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣ A
2 + B

2
(

1 − rs

r

)
r2×

∂r

(
ϕ0

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣− A+B
2

))
(B13)

= −A + B

2 sin θ ϕ0×

∂r

(∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−1 (
1 − rs

r

)
sgn

(
1 − rs

r

))
(B14)

= 0 ∀r (B15)

in which we have used ∂x |x| = sgn(x). For a scalar field:

∇µ∇νϕ = ∂µ∂νϕ − Γλ
µν∂λϕ (B16)

we then have

∇0∇0ϕ = −Γ1
00ϕ′ (B17)

= ϕ0r2
s

4r4

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣ A
2 − 3B

2 −2
A(A + B) (B18)

∇1∇1ϕ = ϕ′′ − Γ1
11ϕ′ (B19)

= ϕ0rs

4r4

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣− A
2 − B

2 −2
× (B20)[

(2B2 + 3AB − 2(A + B) + A2)rs + 4(A + B)r
]

(B21)
∇2∇2ϕ = −Γ1

22ϕ′ (B22)

= −ϕ0rs

4r2

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣− A
2 − B

2
(

1 − rs

r

)−1
× (B23)[

(B2 + AB − (A + B))rs + 2(A + B)r
]

(B24)
∇3∇3ϕ = ∇2∇2ϕ sin2 θ (B25)
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and

X00 = −1
2g00

(
g11(ϕ′)2)

(B26)

= ϕ2
0r2

s
(A + B)2

8r4

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−2B−2
(B27)

X11 = (ϕ′)2 − 1
2g11

(
g11(ϕ′)2)

(B28)

= ϕ2
0r2

s
(A + B)2

8r4

∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−A−B−2
(B29)

X22 = −1
2g22

(
g11(ϕ′)2)

(B30)

= −ϕ2
0r2

s
(A + B)2

8r2
(
1 − rs

r

) ∣∣∣1 − rs

r

∣∣∣−A−B

(B31)

X33 = X22 sin2 θ (B32)

From this stage, it is straightforward to verify, compo-
nents by components, that the generalized CL metric and
scalar field in Eqs. (19) and (20) satisfy the Brans-Dicke
field equations, viz. Eq. (B1) and □ϕ = 0, for all r ̸= rs.
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