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We consider modified symmetric teleparallel gravity (STG), in which gravitational Lagrangian is
given by the arbitrary function of non-metricity scalar Q to study static and spherically symmetric
charged traversable wormhole solutions with non-commutative background geometry. The matter
source at the wormhole throat is acknowledged to be anisotropic, and the redshift function has a
constant value (thus, our wormhole solution is non-tidal). We study the obtained field equations
with the two functional forms of f (Q) STG models, such as linear f (Q) = αQ + β and non-linear
f (Q) = Q + mQn models under Gaussian and Lorentzian distributions. Our analysis found the ex-
act wormhole solutions for the linear STG model only. Also, for the non-linear model, we derived
numerically suitable forms of wormhole shape functions directly from the modified Einstein Field
Equations (EFEs). Besides, we probed these models via Null, Dominant, and Strong energy condi-
tions with respect to free Modified gravity (MOG) parameters α, β, m, and n. We also used Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Vokloff (TOV) equation to investigate the stability of wormhole anisotropic matter in
considered MOG. Finally, we plot the equation of state.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that wormholes (WHs) are generally the tunnels connecting two widely separated regions in the
universe or even two separated universes. Flamm [1] first realized this hypothetical connection in 1916. After that,
Einstein and Rosen [2] used his concept and constructed a bridge so-called Einstein-Rosen bridge. Later, in 1957, the
term wormhole was introduced by Wheeler, and Misner [3].
This field of study has been very popular for the last few decades. On the wormholes, there was written a large
number of papers, like [4–12]. Among this and other numerous works, one is of special interest - work written
by Morris & Thorne in 1988, which presents humanly traversable spherically symmetric wormholes (in relation to
the Einstein-Rosen bridge, which is non-traversable). But, as it turned out, in the conjecture of the Morris-Thorne
wormhole, if we consider classical GR gravity, given by the Einstein-Hilbert action below:

S =
∫
M

d4x
√
−gR (1)

where R is the Ricci scalar, the so-called Null Energy Condition (NEC) Tµνkµkν ≥ 0 will be violated (here, Tµν is
the energy-momentum tensor and kµ is a null vector). In GR, Morris-Thorne (MT) wormhole solutions could not be
obtained if we consider the non-exotic matter as the matter source. To overcome this issue, researchers used various
methods, such as considering the MT wormhole systems where the quantum effect competes with the classical ones
[13–16]. Also, we could use additional fields to solve the exotic matter problem [17–19]. Finally, to overpass the
problem of NEC violation, one could assume the modified Einstein-Hilbert action (i.e., modified gravity) because
if we modify the EH action, then Einstein Field Equations will differ; thus, the stress-energy tensor will change.
Consequently, it could be possible that in one of the viable modified gravity theories, NEC will be satisfied.
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A. Modified gravity and wormholes

General relativity gravity is a good choice at the large scale in our universe because it could sufficiently describe
universe evolution. But, as it was noticed during the analysis of recent cosmological observations, GR classical
gravity could not describe essential processes, such as cosmological inflation (which occurs at the very early times)
or late-time accelerated expansion without additional matter fields such as inflaton. Then, it is beneficial to assume
proper EH action modification to describe these processes. For example, one of the most popular choices of the
MOG form is f (R) gravity, in which we replace the Ricci scalar with the arbitrary function of the Ricci scalar f (R).
Viable f (R) cosmologies coincide very well with the data obtained from the space telescopes, such as Planck. For
example, Starobinsky model could describe cosmological inflation [20–22] due to presence of squared Ricci scalar
in the f (R). Also, with the exponential form of the MOG, we could create the universe with both inflationary and
late-time acceleration phases. Finally, even the dark energy problem could be solved [23, 24].
In the area of traversable wormholes in modified theories of gravity, many different interesting works have also been
studied. In [25], Mazharimousavi and Halilsoy have constructed traversable wormholes in f (R) gravity which is
supported by a fluid source and at least satisfies the weak energy conditions. A study on a new class of f (R) gravity
model with wormhole solutions and cosmological properties has been presented in [26]. Also, in the same gravity,
a note on thin-shell wormholes with charge has been made in [27]. On the extension of f (R) gravity, an interesting
work done by Moraes and Sahoo [28] on the modeling of wormholes in f (R, T) gravity by considering different re-
lations for their pressure components and different equations of state. Also, the authors of [29] discussed wormhole
solutions with the quadratic f (R, T) model and studied energy conditions without exotic matter. Further, Sharif
and Rani [30] investigated wormhole solutions in f (T) gravity with noncommutative geometry. They observed that
the effective energy-momentum tensor is responsible for violating energy conditions to support the nonstandard
wormhole. Also, an investigation on traversable wormholes with conformal killing vectors in f (T) gravity have
been studied in [31]. For furthermore studies on wormhole geometry, one may check the Refs. [32–39].
The concept of non-commutative geometry is an intrinsic characteristic of the manifold itself, as stated in [40], and
it can be introduced in GR by modifying the matter source. It is believed that by using non-commutative geometry,
some viewpoints of quantum gravity can be studied mathematically more effectively. An exciting result of the
string theory is that the space-time coordinates evolve noncommuting operators on a D-brane [41, 42]. Such non-
commutative operator are used to encrypted in the commutator [xµ, xν] = iθµν, where θµν is the the anti-symmetric
matrix of dimension (length)2 and it is used to defines the discretization of spacetime [43–45].
In recent years, non-commutative geometry has become the considerable interest among researchers. It is consid-
ered the crucial property of space-time geometry and shows a vital role in different areas. In [46], Nozaria and
Mehdipoura studied ‘Parikh–Wilczek Tunneling from Noncommutative Higher Dimensional Black Holes’ under
Lorentzian distribution. Sushkov discussed wormholes supported by phantom energy by employing Gaussian
distribution in [47]. Rahaman et al. [48] examined wormhole solutions by taking Gaussian distribution in the back-
ground and found those wormhole solutions exist in the four as well as in five dimensions only. Moreover, the
stability of a particular class of thin-shell wormholes in GR under non-commutative geometry has been studied in
[49]. Also, the BTZ blackhole under non-commutative background has been investigated in [50].
Our study is focused on recently proposed modified symmetric teleparallel gravity, or so-called f (Q) gravity [51]. In
this kind of MOG, gravitational Lagrangian is described by an arbitrary non-metricity scalar Q function. We focused
on this theory because, in recent years, f (Q) MOG gained interest in the community of cosmologists. A large num-
ber of works have been studied on this gravity in theoretical and observational directions. We quote, for instance, in
[52–54] some cosmological features of f (Q) gravity were investigated, Energy conditions in [55] and also wormhole
solutions have been studied in f (Q) gravity in Refs. [56–58]. One may check [59–61] for more applications of f (Q)
gravity.
It is worth noting that in the current paper, we investigate the traversable wormhole with noncommutative geometry
(both Gaussian and Lorentzian distributions) in the presence of an additional electrostatic field (metric tensor is very
similar to the one which describes Reissner-Nordström charged black hole).
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B. Article organization

This article is organized as follows: in the section (I), we provide an introduction to the topic of traversable worm-
holes and, different modified gravity theories, the viability of MOG. In the Section (II) we present the formalism of
the symmetric teleparallel f (Q) gravity. In the section (III), we specify the metric tensor line element of the charged
spherically symmetric wormholes and derive modified Einstein Field Equations for such choice of gµν. Furthermore,
we also present noncommutative geometry (with both Gaussian and Lorentzian distributions) in this section. In the
Section (IV) we probe the energy conditions of f (Q) charged wormholes with different kinds of noncommutative
geometries and different forms of f (Q) function. Additionally, in the section (V), we show how the equation of state
parameter ω changes with the change of radial coordinate r, in the section (VI), we derive the fair values of MOG
parameters, for which wormhole is stable. Finally, in the last section (VII), we provide the concluding remarks about
the key topics of our investigation.

II. FORMALISM OF THE f (Q) GRAVITY

In the f (Q) gravity, the total Einstein Hilbert action is given:

S [gµν, Γ, Ψ] = Sg + Sm =
1

2κ

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
f (Q) + 2κLm[gµν, Ψi]

]
(2)

where f (Q) is arbitrary function of non-metricity scalar Q, κ is gravitational constant, further we will assume that
κ = 1, and finally Lm[gµν, Ψi] is the Lagrangian density of all perfect fluid (or spinor, gauge boson) matter fields
Ψi coupled to gravity gµν. Finally, in the action integral above Γ is the well-known affine connection, but in the
case of modified STG this connection is not metric compatible, torsion free. Firstly, we obviously want to define
non-metricity tensor [51]

Qαµν = ∇αgµν (3)

where∇α is covariant derivative and gµν is charged wormhole metric tensor, which we will define in the next section.
Fundamental quantity for MOG of our consideration is non-metricity scalar

Q = −QαµνPαµν (4)

The non-metricity conjugate is [62]

Pα
µν =

1
4

[
−Qα

µν + 2Q(µ
α

ν) + Qαgµν − Q̃αgµν − δα
(µQν)

]
, (5)

where Qα = Qα
µ

µ and Q̃α = Qµ
αµ are traces of non-metricity tensor.

Then, while we already defined all of the necessary, we could proceed to the derivation of the Einstein Field Equa-
tions by varying the EH action integral w.r.t. metric tensor gµν:

2√−g
∇γ

(√
−g fQ Pγ

µν

)
+

1
2

gµν f + fQ

(
Pµγi Qν

γi − 2 Qγiµ Pγi
ν

)
= −Tµν, (6)

where fQ ≡ d f
dQ . Also, by varying the action w.r.t. the affine connection Γα

µν we obtain:

∇µ∇ν

(√
−g fQ Pγ

µν

)
= 0. (7)

Therefore, we could go ahead and present the traversable wormhole spacetime in the next section.
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III. TRAVERSABLE WORMHOLES IN f (Q) GRAVITY WITH NON-COMMUTATIVE GEOMETRY

Firstly, as usual we want to present the spherically symmetric, static traversable wormhole spacetime (in the
spherical coordinates) preserving a charge Q [6, 63]:

ds2 = −
(

1 +
Q2

r2

)
dt2 +

(
1− b

r
+
Q2

r2

)−1

dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdφ2, (8)

where b(r) is the shape function that determines the shape of the wormhole. Shape function defines the geometry
of the traversable wormhole, and must obey following (in)equalities: i) b − r = 0 at the WH throat (r = r0), ii)
b−rb′

b2 > 0, iii) b′ < 1, iiii) limr→∞
b
r = 0 (because of the asymptotically flat background). Also, because we want to

obtain only horizonless and non-singular solutions, e2Ω(r) (here Ω(r) is the redshift function) must always be finite,
and also, from the [6], tidal forces of the wormholes must be bearably small. Because of that conditions, we could
consider the Zero Tidal Forces (ZTF) kind of traversable wormhole. It is worth noticing that the line element (8)
connects Morris-Thorne SS spacetime and Reissner-Nordström spacetime, so if Q = 0, we will have Morris-Thorne
wormhole without charge, and if b = 0, we will have Reissner-Nordström black hole (because of the fact that r > 0,
we don’t have the singularity in the charged WH spacetime).
The stress tensor for an anisotropic fluid compatible with spherical symmetry is

Tν
µ = (ρ + Pt)uµuν + Ptδ

ν
µ + (Pr − Pt)vµvν, (9)

where, ρ denotes the energy density. uµ and vµ are the four velocity vector and unitary space-like vectors, respec-
tively. Also both are satisfy the conditions −uµuν = vµvν = 1. Pr and Pt denotes the radial and tangential pressures
and both are functions of radial coordinate r.
For the metric (8), the non-metricity scalar Q can be written as

Q =
(Q2 − rb)

r3

(
r
(
b′ − 2

)
+ b

r(r− b) +Q2 −
2Q2

Q2 + r2 +
2
r

)
. (10)

Now, by using Eqs. (8),(9) and (10) in Eq. (6), we get non zero components of the field equations are

ρ =
Q2 + r2 − r b

2 r4

 f r4

Q2 + r2 − r b
+ 2 r fQQQ

′
(

r2

Q2 + r2 − r b
− 1

)
+

fQ

(2− 2Q2 r
Q2 + r2

)(
r2

Q2 + r2 − r b
− 1

)
+

(Q2 + r2 − r b)(2Q2 − r b + r2 b
′
)

(Q2 + r2 − r b)2


 , (11)

Pr = −
Q2 + r2 − r b

2 r4

 f r4

Q2 + r2 − r b
+ 2 r fQQQ

′
(

r2

Q2 + r2 − r b
− 1

)
+

fQ

 4Q2 r
Q2 + r2 +

(
r2

Q2 + r2 − r b
− 1

)(
2− 2Q2 r
Q2 + r2 +

2Q2 − r b + r2 b
′

Q2 + r2 − r b

)
 , (12)

Pt = −
Q2 + r2 − r b

4 r3

[
2 f r3

Q2 + r2 − r b
− 2 r fQQQ

′
+

fQ

−4Q2 r (Q2 + 2 r)
(Q2 + r2)2 − 4Q2 (2 r b− r2 − 2Q2)

(Q2 + r2)(Q2 + r2 − r b)
+

2Q2 − r b + r2 b
′

r(Q2 + r2 − r b)

(
2 r2

Q2 + r2 − r b
− 2Q2 r
Q2 + r2

)
 . (13)

One can verify the above field equations will reduce to Einstein’s GR when f (Q) = Q and charge Q = 0.
Finally, we will proceed to the charged wormhole non-commutative geometry behavior.
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A. Non-commutative geometry

In the current article, to simplify the calculations, we will be using the so-called non-commutative geometry ansatz.
Usually, non-commutative geometry is used in GR for the replacement of point-like structures as the smeared ob-
ject (which allows us to eliminate the divergencies). This smearing effect could be achieved by the replacement of
the Gaussian distributions of minimal length

√
θ with the Dirac delta function. In [64], Schneide and DeBenedictis

deeply examined the background of both non-commutative distributions. In the next sections, we shall discuss the
physical analysis of wormhole solutions under non-commutative Gaussian and Lorentzian distributions. For this
purpose, we consider the Gaussian and Lorentzian distributions of the energy densities for the point-like gravita-
tional source are given below [65, 66]:

ρ(r) =
Me−

r2
4θ

8π3/2θ3/2 (14)

ρ(r) =
√

θM
π2(θ + r2)2 (15)

where θ is the non-commutativity parameter. M is the smearing mass distribution, and it could be a diffused cen-
tralized an object such as a wormhole [67].

IV. CONSTRAINING CHARGED WH’S FROM ENERGY CONDITIONS

A. Energy Conditions

We will probe the following energy conditions in the current paper:

• Null Energy Condition (NEC): ρ + pr ≥ 0∧ ρ + pt ≥ 0

• Weak Energy Condition (WEC): ρ ≥ 0 and ρ + pr ≥ 0∧ ρ + pt ≥ 0

• Strong Energy Condition (SEC): ρ + pr + 2pt ≥ 0

• Dominant Energy Condition (DEC): ρ ≥ |pr| ∧ ρ ≥ |pt|

As we know, in the GR, if traversable wormholes exist, there always must present so-called exotic matter at the throat,
which violates Null Energy Condition (minimal requirement of WEC and SEC). In this paper, we will investigate the
energy conditions of the wormhole in the viable f (Q) cosmologies in the presence of non-commutative geometry.

B. Gaussian distribution

In this section, we are going to probe the different energy conditions for our charged traversable wormhole with
various f (Q) models and with Gaussian distribution energy density.

1. Linear model f (Q) = αQ + β

As for the first model of STG, we consider following simplest linear form of f (Q) function [68]:

f (Q) = αQ + β, (16)

where α and β are free parameters. It is known that the linear functional form of f (Q) retrieves the symmetric
teleparallel equivalent to general relativity, which enables us to compare our solutions to their fundamental level.
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Under this specific f (Q) model, we compare Eqs. (11) and (14) and able to get the differential equation for the shape
function b(r) given by

b
′
(r) =

M r2 e−
r2
4θ

α (4πθ)
3
2
−
(Q

r

)2
− β r2

2 α
, (17)

and it’s solution is given by

b(r) =
1

12αr

(
3Mr Erf

(
r

2
√

θ

)
π

− 3Mr2e−
r2
4θ

π3/2
√

θ
+ 12αQ2 − 2βr4

)
+ c1, (18)

where c1 is the integrating constant.
To extract c1, we impose the throat condition b(r0) = r0 in Eq. (18) and obtain

c1 = r0 −
(

3M r0 Erf
(

r0
2
√

θ

)
π

− 3Mr2
0e−

r2
0

4θ

π3/2
√

θ
+ 12αQ2 − 2βr4

0

)
(12αr0)

−1. (19)

Inserting Eq. (19) into Eq. (18), we get the final version of b(r) under Gaussian distribution given below

b(r) = Q2
(

1
r
− 1

r0

)
+

M
(

Erf
(

r
2
√

θ

)
− Erf

(
r0

2
√

θ

))
4πα

+

3Mr2e−
r2
0

4θ

π3/2
√

θ
− 3Mrr0e−

r2
4θ

π3/2
√

θ
− 2βr3r0 + 12αr2

0 + 2β r4
0

12αr0
. (20)

We plotted the graphs for shape function and flaring out condition on the Figure (1) with varying α,Q and vanishing
β, M = 12 and θ = 0.5. As one could notice, our solution for the Gaussian distribution is physically viable since the
flaring out condition is satisfied everywhere within our Lorentzian manifold.
Inserting Eq. (20) into Eqs. (11)-(13), we get the following components

2 4 6 8 10

r

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

b(
r)

r 0

M = 12, θ = 0.5, β = 0

α = 1

α = 2

α = 3

2 4 6 8 10

r

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

(b
(r

)
−
rb
′ (
r)

)/
b(
r)

2 r 0

M = 12, θ = 0.5, β = 0

α = 1

α = 2

α = 3

FIG. 1. Charged wormhole shape function and flaring-out condition for the linear f (Q) gravity (Gaussian distribution) with
varying α and vanishing β. In order to obtain the solutions, we assumed that M = 12, θ = 0.5, moreover on the plots solid line
represents the solution with Q = 0.1 and dashed with Q = 0.5

ρ =
Me−

r2
4θ

8π3/2ϑ3/2 , (21)

pr =

(
− 4

(
3αc1

(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

)
+Q2r2(6α + βr(r + 1)) + βr5

)
−

3M
(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

)
Erf
(

r
2
√

θ

)
π

+
3Mr

(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

)
e−

r2
4θ

π3/2
√

θ

)/(
12r3

(
Q2 + r2

))
, (22)
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pt =

(
8

(
3αc1

(
Q4
(
−2r2 + r + 1

)
+Q2(2− 3r)r2 + r4

)
+Q4r2(6α(r− 1) + βr((r− 2)r− 2))

+ 2Q2r4(3α− 2βr)− 2βr7

)
+ 6M

(
Q4
(
−2r2 + r + 1

)
+Q2(2− 3r)r2 + r4

)
Erf

(
r

2
√

θ

)
π−1 − 3Mre−

r2
4θ

×
(
−Q4(r− 1)

(
2θ + r2 + 4θr

)
−Q2r2(r(6θ + (r− 2)r)− 4θ) + r6 + 2θr4

)
π−3/2θ−3/2

)/(
48r3

(
Q2 + r2

)2
)

,

(23)

where c1 is defined in Eq. (19).
In addition, we probed the Null, Dominant, and Strong energy conditions in the Figure (2). Unfortunately, because
of the non-commutative geometry, NEC is violated for radial pressure but validated for the tangential one. DEC is
violated at each point of spacetime for radial pressure as well as the SEC. However, tangential DEC could be obeyed
for relatively small and positive values of α.

2 4 6 8 10

r

−0.5

−0.4

−0.3

−0.2

−0.1

0.0

ρ
+
p r

M = 12, θ = 0.5, β = 0

α = 1

α = 2

α = 3

2 4 6 8 10

r
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10−2

10−1
ρ

+
p t

M = 12, θ = 0.5, β = 0

α = 1

α = 2

α = 3

2 4 6 8 10

r

−0.5

−0.4

−0.3

−0.2

−0.1

0.0

ρ
−
|p r
|

M = 12, θ = 0.5, β = 0

α = 1

α = 2

α = 3

2 4 6 8 10

r

−0.8

−0.6

−0.4

−0.2

0.0

0.2

ρ
−
|p t
|

M = 12, θ = 0.5, β = 0

α = 1

α = 2

α = 3

2 4 6 8 10

r

−0.4

−0.3

−0.2

−0.1

0.0

ρ
+
p r

+
2p

t

M = 12, θ = 0.5, β = 0

α = 1

α = 2

α = 3

FIG. 2. Linear f (Q) gravity Null, Dominant, and Strong energy conditions for the charged traversable wormhole spacetime. For
simplicity, we assumed that M = 12 and θ = 0.5, and also we took β = 0
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2. Non-linear model f (Q) = Q + mQn

Throughout this subsection, we have used non-linear form of the MOG function f (Q) [69]:

f (Q) = Q + mQn, (24)

where m and n are free parameters. A particular form of this model has been used in different studies. Lin and Zhai
[70] have studied stellar structure with polytropic Equation of state (EoS) by considering n = 2 and found that m < 0
provides support to more stellar masses while positive m reduces the amount of matter of the star. Also, Banerjee
et al. investigated wormhole solutions in [71] with this non-linear model and concluded that wormhole solutions
could not exist for this specific functional form. They also fixed n = 2. Motivated by the above, we continue our
study with the non-linear quadratic form of the f (Q) model.
Due to the high complexity of the field equations, we could not find the exact charged wormhole solutions analyti-
cally with this specific model. Hence, we are bounded to fix some initial conditions to study the CWH solutions. We
consider the initial conditions so that these conditions satisfy all the necessary conditions of shape functions. The
considered initial conditions are given by

b(r0) = r0 and b′(r0) = 1/2, (25)

where r0 is the throat radius.
We numerically solved the equations (11) and (14) with initial conditions (25) and studied the behavior of shape
functions and energy conditions. We illustrated shape function and flaring-out condition solutions with constant
WH charge Q = 0.1 on the Figure (3). As we have noticed during the numerical analysis, the flaring-out condition
for the shape function in the non-linear f (Q) gravity is satisfied at the CWH throat, and for small values of charge,
Q is also satisfied at the asymptotically flat CWH region. As well, we have solved the various energy conditions and

1 2 3 4 5

r

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

b(
r)

M = 12, θ = 0.5 ,Q = 0.1

m = −10−5

m = −5× 10−5

m = −10−4

1 2 3 4 5

r

0.4

0.6

0.8

(b
(r

)
−
rb
′ (
r)

)/
b(
r)

2

M = 12, θ = 0.5 ,Q = 0.1

m = −10−5

m = −5× 10−5

m = −10−4

FIG. 3. Shape function and flaring-out conditions for non-linear f (Q) model with Gaussian smeared mass distribution and
M = 12, θ = 0.5, Q = 0.1 and r0 = 1

plotted numerical solutions in the Figure (4) respectively. As it turned out, unfortunately, for every positive value of
WH charge Q, NEC is violated for the radial pressure and validated for the tangential one. The DEC situation was
the same, and SEC was violated near the WH throat.

C. Lorentzian distribution

This subsection will probe the different energy conditions for our charged traversable wormhole with various
f (Q) models and with Lorentzian distribution energy density.



9

2 3 4 5

r

−0.20

−0.15

−0.10

−0.05

ρ
+
p r

M = 12, θ = 0.5 ,Q = 0.1

m = −10−5

m = −5× 10−5

m = −10−4

2 3 4 5

r

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

ρ
+
p t

M = 12, θ = 0.5 ,Q = 0.1

m = −10−5

m = −5× 10−5

m = −10−4

2 3 4 5

r

−0.20

−0.15

−0.10

−0.05

ρ
−
|p r
|

M = 12, θ = 0.5 ,Q = 0.1

m = −10−5

m = −5× 10−5

m = −10−4

1 2 3 4 5

r

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

ρ
−
|p t
|

M = 12, θ = 0.5 ,Q = 0.1

m = −10−5

m = −5× 10−5

m = −10−4

2 3 4 5

r

−0.00125

−0.00100

−0.00075

−0.00050

−0.00025

0.00000

ρ
+
p r

+
2p

t

M = 12, θ = 0.5 ,Q = 0.1

m = −10−5

m = −5× 10−5

m = −10−4

FIG. 4. Non-linear f (Q) gravity Null, Dominant, and Strong energy conditions for the charged traversable wormhole spacetime
(with the Gaussian distribution of energy density). For simplicity, we assumed that M = 12 and θ = 0.5, and also we tookQ = 0.1

1. Linear model f (Q) = αQ + β

In this case, we equate the Eq. (11) and (15), and obtain the differential equation for b(r) as follows

b
′
(r) =

M r2
√

θ

α π2 (θ + r2)2 −
(Q

r

)2
− β r2

2 α
, (26)

after solving, we are able to find the equation for shape function b(r) given by

b(r) = c2 −
√

θMr
2π2α

(
θ + r2

) − M tan−1
(√

θ
r

)
2π2α

+
Q2

r
− βr3

6α
, (27)

where c2 is the integrating constant. As usual, we could derive it with the help of throat condition b(r0) = r0 in Eq.
(27)

c2 =

√
θMr0

2π2α
(

θ + r2
0

) +
M tan−1

(√
θ

r0

)
2π2α

− Q
2

r0
+

βr3
0

6α
+ r0. (28)
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Substituting Eq. (28) into Eq. (27), we obtain b(r) given by

b(r) =
1
6

6Q2
(

1
r
− 1

r0

)
+
− 3

√
θMr

π2(θ+r2)
+ 3

√
θMr0

π2(θ+r2
0)
− βr3 + βr13 + 6αr0

α
+

3M
(

cot−1
(

r0√
θ

)
− cot−1

(
r√
θ

))
π2α

. (29)

In Fig. 5, we have depicted the behavior of shape functions and flaring out conditions under asymptotic background.
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α = 3

FIG. 5. Charged wormhole shape function and flaring-out condition for the linear f (Q) gravity (Lorentzian distribution) with
varying α and vanishing β. In order to obtain the numerical solutions, we assumed that M = 12, θ = 0.5, moreover on the plots
solid line represents the solution with Q = 0.1 and dashed with Q = 0.2

One can find that shape function showing positively increasing behavior and flaring out condition is also satisfied
as b

′
(r0) < 1 at r = r0. Here we fix some parameters M = 12, θ = 0.5, β = 0 and r0 = 1 with varying α and Q.

Again, substituting Eq. (29) into the Eqs. (11)-(13), we obtain the components of energy-momentum tensor are

ρ =

√
θM

π2
(
θ + r2

)2 , (30)

pr =

(
− 6π2αc2

(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

) (
θ + r2

)
+ 3M

(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

) (
θ + r2

)
cot−1

(
r√
θ

)

+ r
(

3
√

θM
(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

)
− 2π2r

(
θ + r2

) (
Q2(6α + βr(r + 1)) + βr3

)))/(
6π2r3

(
Q2 + r2

) (
θ + r2

))
,

(31)

pt = −
(

6π2αc2

(
Q4(r− 1)(2r + 1) +Q2r2(3r− 2)− r4

) (
θ + r2

)2
− 3M

(
Q4(r− 1)(2r + 1) +Q2r2(3r− 2)

−r4
) (

θ + r2
)2

cot−1

(
r√
θ

)
+ r

(
3
√

θM
(
Q4(−(r− 1))(θ + r(2θ + r(2r + 3))) +Q2r2(2θ + r((6− 5r)r− 3θ))

+r4
(

θ + 3r2
))

+ 2π2r
(

θ + r2
)2 (
Q4(βr(2− (r− 2)r)− 6α(r− 1)) + 2Q2r2(2βr− 3α) + 2βr5

)))
/(

12π2r3
(
Q2 + r2

)2 (
θ + r2

)2
)

, (32)

where c2 is defined in Eq. (28). Furthermore, we analytically constrained CWH spacetime by the Null, Dominant,
and Strong energy conditions in the Figure (6). As it was revealed, in relation to the Gaussian distribution, in the
Lorentzian one with the linear f (Q) model NEC was violated for the radial and validated for tangential pressure
with any Q ≥ 0. Dominant Energy Condition, in turn, was violated for both pressure kinds if α � 0. Finally, SEC
was also violated even further from the charged wormhole throat (because of the smeared WH mass).
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FIG. 6. Linear f (Q) gravity Null, Dominant, and Strong energy conditions for the charged traversable wormhole spacetime (with
the Lorentzian distribution of energy density). For simplicity, we assumed that M = 12 and θ = 0.5, and also we took β = 0

2. Non-linear model f (Q) = Q + mQn

Our final model is the non-linear f (Q) = Q + mQn MOG with the Lorentzian distribution. Here, we also adopted
the same initial conditions used in the Gaussian distribution. Consequently, in the Figure (7), we present the charged
traversable wormhole shape function and its flaring-out condition. It is necessary to notice that the flaring-out
condition for the CWH spacetime with the Lorentzian non-commutative geometry is validated both near the throat
and at the aymptotically flat region for any value of Q ≥ 0. As it was unveiled, for the non-linear f (Q) charged
wormhole with the Lorentzian distribution energy density, all energy conditions except tangential NEC (NEC for
radial, DEC for both radial and tangential pressures, and SEC) were violated for any Q ≥ 0 (for more details and
numerical representation, see Figure (8)).

V. EQUATION OF STATE

In this section, we shall discuss the behavior of EoS parameter ω with different charges Q. For this, we have
considered the relation between energy density ρ and radial, tangential pressures pr, pt as follows

pr = ωrρ, pt = ωtρ, (33)
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FIG. 7. Shape function and flaring-out conditions for non-linear f (Q) model with Lorentzian smeared mass distribution and
M = 12, θ = 0.5, Q = 0.1 and r0 = 1
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FIG. 8. Non-linear f (Q) gravity Null, Dominant, and Strong energy conditions for the charged traversable wormhole spacetime
(with the Lorentzian distribution of energy density). For simplicity, we assumed that M = 12 and θ = 0.5, and also we took
Q = 0.1

where ωr(r) and ωt(r) are the radial and tangential EoS parameters, respectively.
For linear model, ωr(r) and ωt(r) can be obtained under Gaussian distribution from Eqs. (21-23) along with the
relation (33) define by
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ωr(r) =
1

3Mr3
(
Q2 + r2

) (−8π3/2θ3/2e
r2
4θ

(
3αc1

(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

)
+Q2r2(6α + βr(r + 1)) + βr5

)

−6
√

πθ3/2M
(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

)
e

r2
4θ Erf

(
r

2
√

θ

)
+ 6θMr

(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

) , (34)

ωt(r) =
1

6Mr3
(
Q2 + r2

)2

8π3/2θ3/2e
r2
4θ

(
3α c1

(
Q4
(
−2r2 + r + 1

)
+Q2r2(2− 3r) + r4

)
+ 2Q2r4(3α− 2βr)

+Q4r2(6α(r− 1) + βr((r− 2)r− 2))− 2βr7
)
+ 6
√

πθ3/2M
(
Q4
(
−2r2 + r + 1

)
+Q2r2(2− 3r) + r4

)
e

r2
4θ

Erf

(
r

2
√

θ

)
− 3Mr

(
−Q2r2(r(6θ + (r− 2)r)− 4θ)−Q4(r− 1)

(
2θ + r2 + 4θr

)
+ 2θr4 + r6

) , (35)

respectively.
Similarly under Lorentzian distribution, ωr(r) and ωt(r) can be obtained from Eqs. (30-32) with the relation (33)
given by

ωr(t) = −
1

6
√

θMr3
(
Q2 + r2

)
(θ + r2

)(
6π2αc2

(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

) (
θ + r2

)
+ r

(
2π2r

(
θ + r2

)
(
Q2(6α + βr(r + 1)) + βr3

)
− 3
√

θM
(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

))
− 3M

(
Q2(1− 2r) + r2

) (
θ + r2

)
cot−1

(
r√
θ

)
 ,

(36)

ωt(r) =
1

12
√

θMr3
(
Q2 + r2

)2

(
−6π2αc2

(
Q2r2(3r− 2) +Q4(r− 1)(2r + 1)− r4

) (
θ + r2

)2

+r

(
3
√

θM
(
Q2r2

(
(5r− 6)r2 + θ(3r− 2)

)
+Q4(r− 1)(θ + r(2θ + r(2r + 3)))− r4

(
θ + 3r2

))
−2π2r

(
θ + r2

)2 (
2Q2r2(2βr− 3α) +Q4(βr(2− (r− 2)r)− 6α(r− 1)) + 2βr5

))
+ 3M

(
Q2r2(3r− 2)+

Q4(r− 1)(2r + 1)− r4
) (

θ + r2
)2

cot−1

(
r√
θ

) , (37)

respectively. The behaviour of EoS parameters ωr(r) and ωt(r) for the linear model under both distributions has
been shown in Figure (9). It is observed that the radial EoS parameter decreases with α and radial distance increases,
whereas the tangential EoS parameter increases with both radial distance and α increases under both Gaussian and
Lorentzian distribution in this STG. Further, we study the behavior of EoS parameters for both pressures for the
non-linear model under both distributions. One may check the Figure (10), where we have shown the behavior of
radial and tangential EoS parameters explicitly.

VI. STABILITY FROM TOV

In order to discuss the equilibrium configuration for the wormhole geometry under noncommutative distribu-
tions, we shall use the generalized Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equation of the form [72, 73]

− dpr

dr
− Ω

′
(r)
2

(ρ + pr) +
2
r
(pt − pr) = 0, (38)
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FIG. 9. Linear f (Q) gravity equation of state parameter for the charged traversable wormhole spacetime with both Gaussian and
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we took Q = 0.1
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The forces namely, hydrostatic (FH), the gravitational (FG) and anisotropic force (FA) are represented by following
expressions

FH = −dpr

dr
, FA =

2
r
(pt − pr), FG = −Ω

′

2
(ρ + pr), (39)

As we are working with the constant redshift function. So, in this case the gravitational force will be vanish, i.e.,
FG = 0.
Thus Eq. (38) takes the form given by

FA + FH = 0. (40)

In Figure 11, we have depicted the behavior of the wormhole solutions for both models. For the linear model
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FIG. 11. Behavior of TOV forces FH and FA for linear and nonlinear models under Gaussian (le f t) and Lorentzian (right) distri-
butions with M = 12, θ = 0.5, n = 2, β = 0 and Q = 0.1 for non-linear case, Q = 0.1 (solid line), Q = 0.5 (dashed line) for linear
case

under both distributions, we found that the anisotropic force FA shows positive behavior, whereas the hydrostatic
force FH shows negative behavior, i.e., both forces are identical but opposite, resulting in the equilibrium of the
solutions. For non-linear cases, it is observed that both forces show the same behavior but are opposite to each other
under both Gaussian and Lorentzian distributions. Hence, both models satisfy the Eq. (40) to hold the system in
equilibrium. Therefore, we could conclude that our obtained wormhole solutions for both models are stable under
the non-commutative framework. Readers may visit the Refs. [74, 75] where the authors have studied deeply on this
topic.

VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

A wormhole describes a shortcut distance to link different parts of the universe. To examine these solutions, the
violation of NEC plays an essential role associated with the exotic matter. The usage of exotic matter would be
minimized to obtain a realistic model in favor of the wormhole. This work studied the spherically symmetric static
wormhole solutions in symmetric teleparallel gravity under two well-known non-commutative distributions: Gaus-
sian and Lorentzian distributions. We have developed the field equations for the spherically symmetric wormhole
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spacetime metric preserving charged in f (Q) gravity. Also, in this work, we have considered two WH models such
as linear ( f (Q) = αQ + β) and non-linear ( f (Q) = Q + mQn) models and studied the WH solutions under non-
commutative backgrounds. It is known that the field equations of modified gravity are more complex than the field
equations of GR. Although, we tried to find the exact solutions for both models. It is observed that for the linear
model, we are able to find the exact solution of shape function for both distributions. But for the non-linear model,
we failed to find the exact solution of shape function. For this case, we study the wormhole solutions numerically
by setting some initial conditions. The graphical behaviors of our obtained solutions have been discussed below.
For the linear model under Gaussian distribution, we have presented the behaviors of shape functions in Figure
(1). One may observe that the shape function b(r) is showing increasing behavior, and the flaring out condition
(b
′
(r0) < 1) is also satisfied everywhere within our Lorentzian manifold. But it could be possible that for a very

large value of Q, flaring out conditions will not be satisfied on the CWH throat. Moreover, in Figure (2), we have
illustrated the behavior of energy conditions (NEC, DEC, and SEC). We noticed that NEC is violated for radial pres-
sure but satisfied for tangential pressure. It happened because of non-commutative geometry. Also, DEC is violated
at each point of spacetime for radial pressure, whereas tangential DEC could be satisfied for relatively small and
positive values of α under the Gaussian framework. Again for the non-linear model under Gaussian distribution,
in Figures (3) and (4), we have depicted the behavior of shape functions and energy conditions. We have noticed
during the numerical analysis that the flaring out condition is satisfied at the CWH throat for small values of charge
Q on the asymptotically flat CWH region. Also, for any positive values of charge Q, NEC is violated for the radial
pressure and satisfied for the tangential one. SEC was also violated in the vicinity of WH’s throat. Violation of NEC
confirms the presence of exotic matter at the WH throat, which is necessary for the traversability of WH.
Moving forward, for the linear model under the Lorentzian source, we have plotted the graphs for the shape func-
tions and energy conditions presented in Figures (5) and (6). It is obvious that the flaring out condition is satisfied
throughout the spacetime. But for large α and Q, flaring out the condition will not be validated anymore. Also, we
noticed that NEC is violated for radial pressure and obeyed for tangential pressure for any charge Q ≥ 0 as well as
for any positive α. DEC is violated for radial pressure in the entire spacetime but validated for tangential pressure
only for α ≤ 1. SEC is also violated even further from the charged WH throat because of the smeared mass. Fur-
thermore, for the non-linear model under Lorentzian distribution, we found that the flaring out condition is violated
near the WH troat but validated at the throat for any Q ≥ 0. Moreover, we observed that for the non-linear f (Q)
model, all the energy conditions were violated for anyQ ≥ 0. One may check the Figures (7) and (8) for more details.
Further, we have studied the behavior of EoS parameters ω for radial and tangential pressures with different charges
Q for both models. The graphical overview of the behavior of the EoS parameter for both pressures under both dis-
tributions have been shown in Figures (9) and (10). Lastly, we have used a tool called the TOV equation to check
the stability of our obtained WH solutions for both models. From our obtained graph (see Figure 11), we found that
both models are stable under both distributions.
In addition, it will be interesting to compare the results of charged wormholes with non-charged case within the
same choices of f (Q) form. Morris-Thorne (MT) wormholes within the linear f (Q) = αQ model were successfully
probed in the paper [56]. In relation to the charged wormhole solutions, presented in the current work, tangential
NEC were validated, as well as DEC, which greatly coincides with our data (however, in our case tangential DEC
is validated only for relatively small and positive values of α assuming vanishing β). In the aforementioned paper,
quadratic gravity were also investigated in details. For non-linear case with special form of shape function b(r),
radial NEC were violated everywhere and tangential NEC were validated for some forms of shape function b(r),
which could be also related to our case. But, as it was revealed, DEC for non-linear gravity Morris-Thorne wormhole
does deviate from our data (for MT WH radial DEC was validated instead of tangential one).
Thus, it would be interesting to mention that our obtained results are consistent with the non-commutative frame-
work in the symmetric teleparallel gravity. Also, It would be more interesting to explore wormhole solutions in this
modified f (Q) gravity by taking other matter sources into account.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

There are no new data associated with this article.



17

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

PKS acknowledges National Board for Higher Mathematics (NBHM) under Department of Atomic Energy (DAE),
Govt. of India for financial support to carry out the Research project No.: 02011/3/2022 NBHM(R.P.)/R&D II/2152
Dt.14.02.2022. We are very much grateful to the honorable referee and to the editor for the illuminating suggestions
that have significantly improved our work in terms of research quality, and presentation.

[1] L. Flamm, Beitrage zur einsteinschen gravitationstheorie, Phys. Z 17, 448 (1916).
[2] A. Einstein and N. Rosen, The particle problem in the general theory of relativity, Phys. Rev. 48, 73 (1935).
[3] C. W. Misner and J. A. Wheeler, Classical physics as geometry, Annals of Physics 2, 525 (1957).
[4] H. Ellis, Ether flow through a drainhole: A particle model in general relativity, Journal of Mathematical Physics 14, 104 (1973).
[5] K. A. Bronnikov, Scalar-tensor theory and scalar charge, Acta Phys. Polon. B 4, 251 (1973).
[6] M. S. Morris and K. S. Thorne, Wormholes in spacetime and their use for interstellar travel: A tool for teaching general

relativity, American Journal of Physics 56, 395 (1988).
[7] D. Hochberg and T. W. Kephart, Wormhole cosmology and the horizon problem, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 2665 (1993).
[8] M. Visser, Traversable wormholes: Some simple examples, Phys. Rev. D 39, 3182 (1989).
[9] M. Visser, Traversable wormholes: The roman ring, Phys. Rev. D 55, 5212 (1997).

[10] S.-W. Kim and H. Lee, Exact solutions of a charged wormhole, Phys. Rev. D 63, 064014 (2001).
[11] N. Dadhich, S. Kar, S. Mukherjee, and M. Visser, r = 0 spacetimes and self-dual lorentzian wormholes, Phys. Rev. D 65,

064004 (2002).
[12] P. K. F. Kuhfittig, Axially symmetric rotating traversable wormholes, Phys. Rev. D 67, 064015 (2003), arXiv:gr-qc/0401028.
[13] M. Visser, Lorentzian Wormholes: From Einstein to Hawking (American Inst. of Physics, 1995).
[14] P. Gao, D. L. Jafferis, and A. C. Wall, Traversable wormholes via a double trace deformation, Journal of High Energy Physics

2017, 1 (2016).
[15] J. Maldacena and X.-L. Qi, Eternal traversable wormhole, (2018), arXiv:1804.00491.
[16] E. Caceres, A. Kundu, A. K. Patra, and S. Shashi, A Killing Vector Treatment of Multiboundary Wormholes, JHEP 02, 149,

arXiv:1912.08793 [hep-th].
[17] K. A. Bronnikov and S. Grinyok, Instability of wormholes with a nonminimally coupled scalar field, Grav. Cosmol. 7, 297

(2001), arXiv:gr-qc/0201083.
[18] C. Armendáriz-Picón, On a class of stable, traversable lorentzian wormholes in classical general relativity, Phys. Rev. D 65,

104010 (2002).
[19] A. Nicolis, R. Rattazzi, and E. Trincherini, Energy’s and amplitudes’ positivity, Journal of High Energy Physics 2010, 1 (2010).
[20] D. Brooker, S. Odintsov, and R. Woodard, Precision predictions for the primordial power spectra from f (R) models of infla-

tion, Nuclear Physics B 911, 318 (2016).
[21] Q.-G. Huang, A polynomial f (R) inflation model, Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics 02, 035.
[22] A. Starobinsky, A new type of isotropic cosmological models without singularity, Physics Letters B 91, 99 (1980).
[23] S. Capozziello and M. De Laurentis, Extended theories of gravity, Physics Reports 509, 167 (2011).
[24] S. Nojiri, S. Odintsov, and V. Oikonomou, Modified gravity theories on a nutshell: Inflation, bounce and late-time evolution,

Physics Reports 692, 1 (2017), modified Gravity Theories on a Nutshell: Inflation, Bounce and Late-time Evolution.
[25] S. H. Mazharimousavi and M. Halilsoy, Wormhole solutions in f (R) gravity satisfying energy conditions, Modern Physics

Letters A 31, 1650192 (2016).
[26] A. Restuccia and F. Tello-Ortiz, A new class of f (R)-gravity model with wormhole solutions and cosmological properties,

The European Physical Journal C 80, 580 (2020).
[27] S. H. Mazharimousavi, A note on thin-shell wormholes with charge in f (R)-gravity, The European Physical Journal C 78,

612 (2018).
[28] P. H. R. S. Moraes and P. K. Sahoo, Modelling wormholes in f (R, T) gravity, Phys. Rev. D 96, 044038 (2017), arXiv:1707.06968

[gr-qc].
[29] A. Mishra and U. K. Sharma, Wormhole models in r2-gravity for f (R, T) theory with a hybrid shape function, Canadian

Journal of Physics 99, 481– (2021).
[30] M. Sharif and S. Rani, Wormhole solutions in f (T) gravity with noncommutative geometry, Physical Review D 88, 123501

(2013).
[31] K. N. Singh, A. Banerjee, F. Rahaman, and M. K. Jasim, Conformally symmetric traversable wormholes in modified telepar-

allel gravity, Physical Review D 101, 084012 (2020).

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.48.73
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1957AnPhy...2..525M
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1666161
https://doi.org/10.1119/1.15620
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.2665
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.3182
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.5212
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.064014
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.064004
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.064004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.064015
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0401028
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)151
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)151
https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1804.00491
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)149
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.08793
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0201083
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.104010
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.104010
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2010)095
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2016.08.010
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/02/035
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/037026938090670X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370157311002432
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370157317301527
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732316501923
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732316501923
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8159-4
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6095-3
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6095-3
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.044038
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.06968
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.06968
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjp-2020-0485
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjp-2020-0485
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.123501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.123501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.084012


18

[32] R. Korolev, F. S. N. Lobo, and S. V. Sushkov, General constraints on horndeski wormhole throats, Physical Review D 101,
124057 (2020).

[33] M. R. Mehdizadeh and F. S. N. Lobo, Novel third-order lovelock wormhole solutions, Physical Review D 93, 124014 (2016).
[34] P. K. Sahoo, P. H. R. S. Moraes, and P. Sahoo, Wormholes in R2-gravity within the f (R, T) formalism, The European Physical

Journal C 78, 46 (2018), arXiv:1709.07774 [gr-qc].
[35] E. Elizalde and M. Khurshudyan, Wormhole models in f (R, T) gravity, International Journal of Modern Physics D 28, 1950172

(2019).
[36] R. C. Tefo, P. H. Logbo, M. J. S. Houndjo, and J. Tossa, New traversable wormhole solutions in f (T) gravity, International

Journal of Modern Physics D 28, 1950065 (2019).
[37] F. Rahaman, S. Islam, P. K. F. Kuhfittig, and S. Ray, Searching for higher-dimensional wormholes with noncommutative

geometry, Physical Review D 86, 106010 (2012).
[38] G. Mustafa, M. Ahmad, A. Övgün, M. Farasat Shamir, and I. Hussain, Traversable wormholes in the extended teleparallel

theory of gravity with matter coupling, Fortschritte der Physik 69, 2100048 (2021).
[39] U. K. Sharma and A. M. Kumar, Wormholes Within the Framework of f (R, T) = R + αR2 + λT Gravity, Foundations of

Physics 51, 50 (2021).
[40] P. Nicolini, A. Smailagic, and E. Spallucci, Noncommutative geometry inspired schwarzschild black hole, Physics Letters B

632, 547 (2006).
[41] E. Witten, String theory dynamics in various dimensions, Nuclear Physics B 443, 85 (1995).
[42] N. Seiberg and E. Witten, String theory and noncommutative geometry, Journal of High Energy Physics 1999, 032 (1999).
[43] S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen, and J. E. Roberts, Spacetime quantization induced by classical gravity, Physics Letters B 331,

39 (1994).
[44] A. Smailagic and E. Spallucci, Lorentz invariance, unitarity and UV-finiteness of QFT on noncommutative spacetime, Journal

of Physics A: Mathematical and General 37, 7169 (2004).
[45] P. Nicolimi, Noncommutative black holes, the final appeal to quantum gravity: a review, International Journal of Modern

Physics A 24, 1229 (2009).
[46] K. Nozari and S. H. Mehdipour, Parikh-wilczek tunneling from noncommutative higher dimensional black holes, Journal of

High Energy Physics 2009, 061 (2009).
[47] S. Sushkov, Wormholes supported by a phantom energy, Phys. Rev. D 71, 043520 (2005).
[48] F. Rahaman, S. Islam, P. K. F. Kuhfittig, and S. Ray, Searching for higher-dimensional wormholes with noncommutative

geometry, Phys. Rev. D 86, 106010 (2012).
[49] P. K. F. Kuhfittig, On the stability of thin-shell wormholes in noncommutative geometry, Advances in High Energy Physics

2012, 462493 (2012).
[50] F. Rahaman, P. K. F. Kuhfittig, B. C. Bhui, M. Rahaman, S. Ray, and U. F. Mondal, Btz black holes inspired by noncommutative

geometry, Phys. Rev. D 87, 084014 (2013).
[51] J. B. Jiménez, L. Heisenberg, and T. Koivisto, Coincident general relativity, Phys. Rev. D 98, 044048 (2018).
[52] N. Frusciante, Signatures of f (Q) gravity in cosmology, Phys. Rev. D 103, 044021 (2021).
[53] J. B. Jiménez, L. Heisenberg, T. Koivisto, and S. Pekar, Cosmology in f (Q) geometry, Phys. Rev. D 101, 103507 (2020).
[54] F. Bajardi, D. Vernieri, and S. Capozziello, Bouncing cosmology in f (Q) symmetric teleparallel gravity, The European Physi-

cal Journal Plus 135, 918 (2020).
[55] S. Mandal, P. K. Sahoo, and J. R. L. Santos, Energy conditions in f (Q) gravity, Phys. Rev. D 102, 024057 (2020).
[56] Z. Hassan, S. Mandal, and P. K. Sahoo, Traversable wormhole geometries in f (Q) gravity, Fortschritte der Physik 69, 2100023

(2021).
[57] G. Mustafa, Z. Hassan, P. H. R. S. Moraes, and P. K. Sahoo, Wormhole solutions in symmetric teleparallel gravity, Physics

Letters B 821, 136612 (2021).
[58] U. K. Sharma, Shweta, and A. K. Mishra, Traversable wormhole solutions with non-exotic fluid in framework of f (Q)

gravity, International Journal of Geometric Methods in Modern Physics 19, 2250019 (2021).
[59] R. Lazkoz, F. S. N. Lobo, M. Ortiz-Baños, and V. Salzano, Observational constraints of f (Q) gravity, Phys. Rev. D 100, 104027

(2019).
[60] B. J. Barros, T. Barreiro, T. Koivisto, and N. J. Nunes, Testing f (Q) gravity with redshift space distortions, Physics of the Dark

Universe 30, 100616 (2020).
[61] S. Mandal, G. Mustafa, Z. Hassan, and P. K. Sahoo, A study of anisotropic spheres in f (Q) gravity with quintessence field,

Physics of the Dark Universe 35, 100934 (2022).
[62] W. Khyllep, A. Paliathanasis, and J. Dutta, Cosmological solutions and growth index of matter perturbations in f (Q) gravity,

Physical Review D 103, 103521 (2021).
[63] S. W. Kim and H. Lee, Exact solutions of a charged wormhole, Physical Review D 63, 064014 (2001).
[64] M. Schneider and A. DeBenedictis, Noncommutative black holes of various genera in the connection formalism, Phys. Rev.

D 102, 024030 (2020).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.124057
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.124057
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.124014
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5538-1
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5538-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.07774
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271819501724
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271819501724
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271819500652
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271819500652
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.106010
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/prop.202100048
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10701-021-00457-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10701-021-00457-6
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269305016126
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269305016126
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/055032139500158O
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1999/09/032
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0370269394909407
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0370269394909407
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/37/28/008
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/37/28/008
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X09043353
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X09043353
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/03/061
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/03/061
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.043520
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.106010
https://doi.org/10.1155/2012/462493
https://doi.org/10.1155/2012/462493
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.084014
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.044048
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.044021
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.103507
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjp/s13360-020-00918-3
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjp/s13360-020-00918-3
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.024057
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/prop.202100023
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/prop.202100023
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269321005529
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269321005529
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219887822500190
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.104027
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.104027
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2212686420302387
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2212686420302387
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2021.100934
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.103521
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.064014
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.024030
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.024030


19

[65] B. J. Barros, T. Barreiro, T. Koivisto, and N. J. Nunes, Testing F(Q) gravity with redshift space distortions, Phys. Dark Univ.
30, 100616 (2020), arXiv:2004.07867 [gr-qc].

[66] P. Nicolini, A. Smailagic, and E. Spallucci, Noncommutative geometry inspired schwarzschild black hole, Physics Letters B
632, 547 (2006).

[67] J. P. de Leon, Mass and charge in brane-world and non-compact kaluza-klein theories in 5 dim, General Relativity and
Gravitation 35, 1365 (2003).

[68] G. Mustafa, Z. Hassan, and P. K. Sahoo, Traversable wormhole inspired by non-commutative geometries in f (Q) gravity
with conformal symmetry, Annals of Physics 437, 168751 (2022).

[69] S. H. Shekh, Models of holographic dark energy in f (Q) gravity, Phys. Dark Univ. 33, 100850 (2021).
[70] R.-H. Lin and X.-H. Zhai, Spherically symmetric configuration in f (Q) gravity, Phys. Rev. D 103, 124001 (2021),

arXiv:2105.01484 [gr-qc].
[71] A. Banerjee, A. Pradhan, T. Tangphati, and F. Rahaman, Wormhole geometries in f (Q) gravity and the energy conditions,

The European Physical Journal C 81, 1031 (2021).
[72] F. Rahaman, P. K. F. Kuhfittig and N. Islam, Possible existence of wormholes in the galactic halo region, The European

Physical Journal C 74, 2750 (2014).
[73] P. K. F. Kuhfittig, A note on the stability of Morris-Thorne wormholes, Fund. J. Mod. Phys. 14, 23 (2020), arXiv:2009.11179

[gr-qc].
[74] S. Rani and A. Jawad, Noncommutative wormhole solutions in einstein gauss-bonnet gravity, Advances in High Energy

Physics 2016, 7815242 (2016).
[75] F. Rahaman, S. Karmakar, I. Karar, and S. Ray, Wormhole inspired by non-commutative geometry, Physics Letters B 746, 73

(2015).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2020.100616
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2020.100616
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.07867
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269305016126
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269305016126
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1024526400349
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1024526400349
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0003491621003419
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2021.100850
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.124001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.01484
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09854-7
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-2750-5
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-2750-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11179
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11179
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/7815242
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/7815242
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269315003020
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269315003020

	Traversable wormholes with charge and non-commutative geometry in the f(Q) gravity
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	A Modified gravity and wormholes
	B Article organization

	II Formalism of the  Gravity
	III Traversable wormholes in  gravity with non-commutative geometry
	A Non-commutative geometry

	IV Constraining charged WH's from energy conditions
	A Energy Conditions
	B Gaussian distribution
	1 Linear model 
	2 Non-linear model 

	C Lorentzian distribution
	1 Linear model 
	2 Non-linear model 


	V Equation of State
	VI Stability from TOV
	VII Concluding remarks
	 Data Availability Statement
	 Acknowledgments
	 References


