Stability of wormholes in DGP gravity
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Spherically symmetric thin–shell wormholes in DGP theory are constructed using the generalized
junction conditions. We concentrate on the mechanical stability of wormholes under radial perturbation preserving the original spherical symmetry. In order to do that, we consider linearized
perturbations around static solutions. We obtain that for certain values of the mass µ and crossover
scale rc stable wormholes exist with very small values of squared speed sound. Unlike the case of
Einstein’s gravity, this type of wormholes fulfil the energy conditions. Besides, we show that the
gravitational field associated to these wormhole configurations is attractive for µ > 0.
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I.

INTRODUCTION

In the last years a new type of gravitational model
was widely studied in the context of cosmology as well
as particle physics, the so called Dvali, Gabadadze and
Porrati (DGP) theory. It predicts deviations from the
standard 4D gravity over large distances. The transition between four and higher-dimensional gravitational
potentials in the DGP model arises because of the presence of both the brane and bulk Hilbert–Einstein(H–E)
terms in the action [1]. Cosmological considerations of
the DGP model were first discussed in [2] where it was
shown that in a Minkowski bulk spacetime we can obtain
self-accelerating solutions.
Besides, a lot of efforts have been devoted to investigate wormhole configurations beyond Einstein framework
because they seem to possess some interesting properties regarding the kind of matter which could support
them [3],[4],[5]. To be more concrete, it was shown
that static thin-shell wormholes could be supported by
ordinary matter fulfilling the energy conditions in the
Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet theory [3], in Brans-Dicke gravity [5], and in DGP gravity [6]. Interestingly, the former configurations turned out to be stable under radial
perturbations[7].
In general, alternative gravity theories provide generalized junction conditions for the thin-shell wormholes
which modify considerably the projected field equations
on the joining surface, adding new types of geometrical objects besides the usual extrinsic curvature tensor.
As we said, the contributions form the curvature tensor, theoretically, seem to allow the existence of wormholes supported by ordinary matter [3],[5],[6]. However,
traversable wormhole geometries result of physical interest mainly as long as they are stable, at least under a simple kind of perturbation. Thus, beyond the mere characterization of static wormhole solutions, their stability
under perturbations should always be explored.
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Within the Einstein framework a straightforward approach for analyzing the stability of thin-shell wormhole
solutions was proposed by Poisson and Visser in Ref. [8].
Hence, starting with a known static thin-shell wormhole
solution of the Lanczos equations [9] the authors consider
linearized spherically symmetric perturbation around the
static solution. This choice leads to a single dynamical
master equation which completely determines the motion of the wormhole throat[8]. Such a procedure has
been subsequently followed to study the stability of more
general spherically symmetric configurations (see, for example, Refs. [10]).
Another consequence of the non-linearity introduced
by the GDP theory is related with the way in which the
stability analysis is carried out for the dynamic case, that
is, in this context it is not completely clear how to undertake the seek of the allowed stability zones.
Our goal is to perform a study of the linear stability
of thin-shell wormholes within the DGP gravity preserving the original symmetry. We focus on configurations
supported by ordinary matter which satisfy the energy
conditions. Moreover, we shall show that there exist stable wormholes with squared speed sound within the range
0 ≤ v 2s ≤ 0.1 indicating that the matter located at the
throat of the wormhole could be non-relativistic.

II.

THE DGP GRAVITY

We start from the action for the DGP theory in a fivedimensional manifold M5 with four-dimensional boundary Σ (cf. [11]),
Z
Z
√
5 √
3
d x −gR(gµν ) +
S = 2M 5
d4 x −γ2M 24 R(γab )
M5
Σ
Z


4 √
3
+
d x −γ − 4M 5 K(γab ) + Lm ,
Σ

where gµν is the five-dimensional metric, γab is the fourdimensional induced metric on the boundary Σ, and K
is the trace of extrinsic curvature. Here, the matter
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fields in Lm are confined to a 4-dimensional boundary.
The extra term in the boundary introduces a mass scale
mc = 2M 35 /M 24 = rc−1 which determines a scale that
separates two different regimes of the theory. For distances much smaller than m−1
one would expect the soc
lutions to be well approximated by General Relativity
and the modifications to appear at larger distances. This
is indeed the case for distributions of matter and radiation which are homogeneous and isotropic at scales >
∼ rc .
Tipically, mc ∼ 10.42GeV, so it sets the distance/time
scale rc = m−1
at which the Newtonian potential signifc
icantly deviates from the conventional one. In the bulk
the DGP equations are the Einstein ones in vacuum :
(5)
Gµν = 0. Then, the Birkhoff’s theorem forces the bulk
metric to be static, and of the Schwarzschild form:
ds2 = −f (r)dt2 +
f (r) = 1 −

1
dr2 + r2 dΩ23 ,
f (r)

µ
r2

(1)

THIN-SHELL CONSTRUCTION IN DGP
THEORY

Employing the metric Eqs.(1-2) we build a spherically
symmetric thin-shell wormhole in DGP theory. We take
two copies of the spacetime amd remove from each manifold the five-dimensional regions described by
M± = {x/r± ≤ a, a > rh } .

(3)

where a is chosen to include possible singularities or horizon within the region M± . The resulting manifolds have
boundaries given by the timelike hypersurfaces
Σ± = {x/r± = a, a > rh } .

Σ : H(r, τ ) = r − a(τ ) = 0.

(4)

Then we identify these two timelike hypersurfaces to obtain a geodesically complete new manifold M = M+ ∪
M− with a matter shell at the surface r = a where
the throat of the wromhole is located. This manifold
is constituted by two regions which are asymptotically
flat. To study this type of wormholes we apply the
Darmoies-Israel formalism generalized [11],[12],[13] to the
case of DGP theory. We can introduce the coordinates
ξ a = (τ, χ, θ, φ) in Σ, with τ the proper time on the
throat. Though we shall first focus in static configurations, in the susbsequent analysis we could allow the
radius of the throat be a function of the proper time for

(5)

Because the Birkhoff theorem holds for the original manifold then the geometry remains static outside the throat,
regardless the radius a(τ ) can vary with time, so no gravitational waves are present.
The field equations projected on the shell Σ are the
generalized junction (or Darmois–Israel) conditions [11,
12]




1
rc Rab − γab R − 2 hKab − Kγab i = Sab ,
(6)
2
where the bracket h.i stands for the jump of a given quantity across the hypersurface Σ and γab is the induced
metric on Σ. The extrinsic curvature Kab is defined as
follows:

(2)

where the parameter µ is related to the five dimensional Arnowitt–Deser–Misner (ADM) mass, MADM =
3π 2 µM 35 . The above spacetime has only one horizon
√
placed at r+ = µ with µ > 0. Besides, when µ < 0 the
manifold only presents a naked singularity at the origin
r = 0.
In the next sections, without loss of generality, we shall
take 8M53 = 1 so the crossover scale reads as rc = 4M 24 .
III.

studying the dynamics evolution of the wormholes, then
in general we have that the boundary hypersurface reads:

±
Kab
= −n±
κ



∂2X κ
∂X µ ∂X ν
+ Γκµν
a
b
∂ξ ∂ξ
∂ξ a ∂ξ b



,

(7)

r=a

κ
where n±
κ are the unit normals (nκ n = 1) to the surface
Σ.
Notice that the first term in (6) is not enclosed within
the brackets because this contribution comes from the
four dimensional E-H term in the DGP action which already lives in the boundary, so it does not need to be
projected on Σ. By taking the limit rc → 0 we recover
the standard Darmois–Israel junction condition found in
[9]. For a review of the junction conditions within the
DGP theory see [13],[14].
After some algebraic manipulation, we obtain that the
energy density (σ = −S ττ ) and the pressure (p = S ii )
can be recast as
 ȧ2
1 6
σ = 3rc 2 + 2 − ℓ,
(8)
a
a
a



 ȧ2
4ℓ
1
2ä
+ 2ä + f ′ ℓ−1 + . (9)
p = −rc 2 + 2 +
a
a
a
a
p
2
where ℓ := f (a) + ȧ , the prime indicates the derivates
with respect to a while the dot stands for a derivative
with respect to τ . The DGP contributions are encoded
in the rc factor of the above equations. If we take rc → 0
in both equations (8) and (9) we recover the expression
for the energy density σ and the pressure p found in [3],
ignoring the Gauss-Bonnet contribution.
It is easy to see from σ and p that the energy conservation equation is fulfilled:

da3
d(a3 σ)
+p
= 0,
dτ
dτ

(10)

The first term in Eq. (10) represents the internal energy
change of the shell and the second the work by internal forces of the shell. The dynamical evolution of the
wormhole throat is governed by the generalized Lanczos
equations and to close the system we must supply an
equation of state p = p(σ) that relates p and σ.
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IV.

THE STABILITY ANALYSIS

In general to obtain the dynamic picture of the wormholes within the DGP gravity is a very complicated task.
As it can be seen from the Eqs. (8-9) the nonlinear character of these expressions makes the idea of obtaining exact solutions very hard to implement. However, we can
follow another route and study the stability of static solutions by linearizing the field equation. A physically interesting wormhole geometry should last enough so that its
traversability makes sense. Thus the stability of a given
wormhole configuration becomes a central aspect of its
study. Here we shall analyze the stability under small
perturbations preserving the spherical symmetry of the
configuration; for this we shall proceed as [8], [15]. As we
said, the dynamical evolution is determined by Eqs. (8)
and (9), or by any of them and Eq. (10), and to complete
the system we must add an equation of state that relates
p with σ.
Our first move to address the stability issue is to recast Eq. (8) in such a way that it allows us to get
ȧ = F (a, σ(a)). Then, by squaring appropriately the
energy density, we obtain a quadratic polynomial in the
variable X = a−2 (1 + ȧ2 ) as it reads below:


r2c X 2 − 2X rc σ̄ + 2 + σ̄ 2 − 4G(a) = 0
(11)
with σ̄ = σ/3, and G(a) = −µ/a4 . From the master
equation (11) we get a single dynamical equation which
completely determines the motion of the wormhole throat
after the energy density is selected:
ȧ2 = −V (a)


2
a2
σ̄ +
1 + ǫY (a)
V (a) = 1 −
rc
rc

 21
Y (a) = 1 + rc2 G + rc σ̄

whereas the second derivate is given by
 4a 

2
2ǫ
2
σ̄ + (1 + ǫY (a) ) −
σ̄ ′ + Y ′ (a)
V ′′ = −
rc
rc
rc
rc
a2  ′′ 2ǫ ′′ 
−
σ̄ + Y (a)
rc
rc
Now, it is useful to rewrite the energy conservation as
aσ̄ ′ (a) = −3(p̄ + σ̄), where p̄ = p/3. Using the latter
identity we can obtain the second derivative of the energy
density
σ̄ ′′ (a) =

η(σ) =

p − p0 = η0 (σ − σ0 )

(14)

(18)

3rc
6p
f (a0 ),
−
2
a0
a0
rc  4f (a0 ) + a0 f ′ (a0 ) 
p
= − 2+
a0
a0 f (a0 )

σ0 =

(19)

p0

(20)

When evaluated the potential at the static solution a =
a0 it is easy to see that V (a0 ) = V ′ (a0 ) = 0, so the
potential is
V (a) =

1 ′′
V (a0 )(a − a0 )2 + O[(a − a0 )3 ]
2

(21)

where the second derivatives has three parts as it can be
seen below
′′
′′
V ′′ (a0 ) = VI′′ (a0 ) + VII
(a0 ) + VIII
(a0 ),

(22)

with

From Eq.(13) we get that the first derivative of V is
i a2 h
i
2
2ǫ
2a h
σ̄ + (1 + ǫY (a) ) −
σ̄ ′ + Y ′ (a)
rc
rc
rc
rc

(17)

where the surface energy density σ0 and the transverse
pressure p0 for a static configuration (a = a0 , ȧ = 0,
ä = 0) are given by

Now, making a Taylor expansion to second order of the
potential V around the static solution yields

V′ =−

∂p
∂σ

which for ordinary matter would represent the squared
speed sound: v 2s = η. Here, however, we simply consider
η as a parameter entering the equations of state.Besides,
we shall be interested in the stability of wormholes supported by ordinary matter like those found in [6]. To
study the stability of the static solutions under perturbations preserving the spherical symmetry we linearize
the equation of state around the static solution as follows

(13)

1
V (a) = V (a0 ) + V ′ (a0 )(a − a0 ) + V ′′ (a0 )(a − a0 )2
2
+ O[(a − a0 )3 ]

(16)

where the parameter η is defined by the relation

(12)

where ǫ denotes either +1 or −1. For µ = 0 Eq.(12) is
similar to the Friedmann one found by Maeda et al in the
context of brane world cosmology with induced gravity
[13]. In order to keep the potential defined on a real
domain the following reality condition must hold


(15)
a4 1 + rc σ̄ − rc2 µ ≥ 0

3
(4 + 3η 2 )(σ̄ + p̄)
a2

′′
VIII


2
2
σ̄0 + (1 + ǫY (a0 ) ) , (23)
VI′′ = −
rc
rc


4a
3
2ǫ
0
′′
VII
=−
− (σ̄0 + p̄0 ) + Y ′ (a0 ) , (24)
rc
a0
rc

2
a
2ǫ
3
= − 0 2 (4 + 3η 20 )(σ̄0 + p̄0 ) + Y ′′ (a0 ) . (25)
rc a 0
rc

4

σ0 > 0,
σ0 + p0 > 0,

σ0 
− rc2 µ ≥ 0.
III a4 1 + rc
3

(26)
(27)
(28)

√
These conditions must be suplemented with IV: a0 > µ
to ensure the existence of the wormholes manifold. Notice that I-II refer to the energy conditions (see [17]) that
is, we are only interested in wormholes supported by ordinary matter, while inequality III is completely neccesary
to keep the potential defined on a real domain. From
Fig.1 we obtain that the space spanned by the above
restrictions is quite representative, in the sense that it
covers a vast region. So the wormholes are physically
relevant and do not correspond to a finely-tunned value
of mass µ or crossover scale rc . Of course, there are others types of solutions but not so interesting like these. To

10

10
Μ=1, rc =10, Ε=-1

8

8

6

S

6

S

Η0

I
II

called DGP is that these wormholes not only seem to be
stable for many different choices of µ, rc , ǫ but also they
fulfil energy conditions(see Fig.3), being these conditions
completely independent of ǫ. Notice that wormholes fulfilling energy conditions are not possible within Einstein’s
gravity [16].
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Before to proceed with the stability issue we must verify that the following constraints hold at the same time
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FIG. 1: We show moduli space where the constrains I-IV are
satify for µ = 1, 100.
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sum up, wormholes are stable if and only if V ′′ (a0 ) > 0,
while for V ′′ (a0 ) < 0 perturbations can grow, at leat until
the nonlinear regime is reached.
From now on, without loss of generality, we consider
the stability zones with µ = 1. Let us investigate how the
regions of stability change with the parameters rc and ǫ.
In the case of ǫ = −1 we get that there are stable wormholes with η0 ≥ 0 for rc = 10 and rc = 100 (see Fig.2);
moreover as it be seen that η0 ≥ 1, which would correspond to superluminal sound velocity in the wormhole
throat. However, for ǫ = +1 and rc = 10 the model exhibits stable wormholes with η0 ≥ 0 only for small radii
close to a0 >
∼ 1, whereas wormholes with large radius
only are possible with η0 < 0. In addition, for rc = 100
we obtain that wormhole stable configurations have considerably large radius and 0 ≤ η0 ≤ 0.1, indicating that
η0 could represent the speed of sound of non-relativistic
matter (see Fig. 2). Interestingly, we get that stable
wormholes are achieved with values of rc parameter far
away from the General Relativity limit (rc → 0). A novel
characteristic introduced by the induced gravity theory
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FIG. 3: We show the energy conditions in terms of a0 for
µ = 1 rc = 10, 100.

As a final comment, let us consider the attractive or repulsive character of the wormhole geometry. The wormholes studied could be both attractive or repulsive. To
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characterize this aspect of the configurations we analyze
the force on a test particle at rest in the geometry described above. For this,we evaluate the radial acceleration given by
Ar = −Γrtt

 dt 2
dτ

(29)

The sign of the acceleration of a particle initially at rest
is then given by minus the sign of the component Γrtt of
the connection, which for the metric considered is equal
to f ′ f /2. Thus we have an attractive gravitational field
for f ′ > 0 and a repulsive field for f ′ < 0 (of course
we consider only the posibility f > 0). In our case, we
find that f ′ (r) = 2µ/r3 so the gravitational field turns to
be attractive, indicating that the wormholes are always
attractive as long as µ > 0. However, when the original
manifold has a naked singularity (µ < 0), the situation
is reversed and we obatin that the field associated to the
wormhole configurations is repulsive.
V.

SUMMARY

We have built spherically symmetric wormholes
within the induced gravity theory proposed by Dvali–
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