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Null geodesic structure for the Barriola-Vilenkin spacetime via k-essence
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Based on the work of Chandrasekhar [The Mathematical Theory of Black Holes, Oxford Univ.
Press (1992)], we investigate the null geodesic structure of the emergent Barriola-Vilenkin spacetime
in the context of k-essence theory. For k-essence, the emergent gravity metric is a one-to-one
correspondence with the Barriola-Vilenkin (BV) metric connected to the Schwarzschild background,
where the global monopole charge is replaced by the dark energy density. This equivalence holds
specifically for a certain class of k-essence scalar fields that have been constructed by Gangopadhyay
and Manna [Euro. Phys. Lett., 100, 49001, (2012)]. We have traced out different trajectories for
null geodesic in the presence of dark energy for the k-essence emergent Barriola-Vilenkin spacetime.
It is demonstrated that the outcomes deviate from the typical Schwarzchild spacetime owing to the
fundamental configuration with a constant dark energy density.

I. INTRODUCTION

Chandrasekhar [1] described the null geodesic struc-
ture of the Schwarzschild spacetime in his book on Black
Holes. The author provides a detailed analysis of sev-
eral types of orbits, including radial geodesic orbits, crit-
ical orbits, orbits of the first kind, orbits of the second
kind and orbits with imaginary eccentricities. The ac-
companying pictures enhance the understanding of these
concepts.
The geodesic structure of the Schwarzschild spacetime

has also been addressed by Berti et al. [2]. In the present
context, Majumder and colleagues [3] have provided a
comprehensive analysis of the temporal geodesic con-
figuration pertaining to the emergent Barriola-Vilenkin
spacetime within the framework of k-essence. The ar-
ticle by Cruz et al. [4] gives an extensive review of the
radial and non-radial trajectories associated with time-
like and null geodesics structures in the Schwarzschild
anti-de Sitter spacetime.
The time-like and null geodesic structures with figures

for Bardeen spacetime have been shown in the ref. [5].
The solution of the Einstein equation governing the be-
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haviour of the fields outside the core of a monopole has
been derived by Barriola and Vilenkin in 1989 [6]. The
resulting black hole carries the global monopole charge
where a global monopole falls under a Schwarzschild
black hole.

The following studies [7–13] offer an extensive inves-
tigation of the k-essence theory, which proposes domi-
nance of the kinetic energy over the potential energy. In
the work by the authors [14], it has been demonstrated
that the emergent gravity metric, denoted by Ḡµν , ex-
hibits conformal equivalence to the Barriola-Vilenkin
(BV) metric [6] within the Schwarzschild background.
This equivalence is established for a specific configura-
tion of the k-essence scalar field (φ), which is based on
the Dirac-Born-Infeld (DBI) model [15–17]. Notably, in
this configuration, the global monopole charge replaced
by the constant kinetic energy (φ̇2 = K) of the k-essence
scalar field. They have chosen a form of the Lagrangian
as L = −V (φ)F (X) where X = 1

2
gµν∇µφ∇νφ with non-

canonical kinetic terms. The dynamical solutions of the
k-essence equation of motion, which are not trivial, ex-
hibit a spontaneous breaking of the Lorentz invariance
and generate metric changes as a result of perturbations
surrounding these solutions. This behavior distinguishes
k-essence from the relativistic field theories with canon-
ical kinetic components. The metric employed for these
perturbations in the emergent or analogue curved space-
time differs from the conventional gravitational metric
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[7–11].

In their recent publications, Manna et al. [18–27] have
explored a range of topics, including the thermodynamics
of black holes, gravitational collapse, the relationship be-
tween k-essence and Vaidya geometry, features related to
the Raycahudhuri equation and modified theory of grav-
ity etc. These investigations have utilized the framework
of k-essence geometry, whch has been shown to be con-
sistent with the observational findings [28, 29].

It is important to remember that the conventional
(canonical or standard) theories do not provide a com-
prehensive understanding of every aspect of the physi-
cal scenario. The provided information lacks clarity in
explaining the nature of dark matter, dark energy, the
mechanisms behind the Big Bang, the disparity between
matter and antimatter, the cosmological constant prob-
lem, the dimensions and configuration of the universe,
cosmic inflation, the horizon problem, and other relevant
aspects within the realm of cosmos. The primary unre-
solved issue in the field of basic physics is the reconcilia-
tion of gravity and quantum mechanics within a unified
theoretical framework. So, in this direction, there have
been a lot of works initiated by several scientists, and
still work is to be done.

In this context, we shall discuss the significance of non-
standard theories such as the k-essence theory [30]. The
k-essence model is characterized by the presence of a non-
canonical kinetic energy term in the Lagrangian, which
has the ability to produce cosmic acceleration at late
times without relying on potential energy. An attrac-
tor is defined as a point A that exerts an attractive force
on nearby points, causing them to gravitate towards it.
The categorization of attractor solutions for k-essence is
divided into two distinct categories, as shown in previous
studies [31–33]. The first one is tracker solution, in which
k-essence mimics the equation of state (EOS) of the back-
ground component in the Universe whereas in the second
scenario, k-essence exhibits a preference towards an EOS
that deviates from that of matter or radiation. As a
result of the attractor behavior, the k-essence model is
also insensitive to initial conditions. In contrast to the
quintessence model, the k-essence field exclusively tracks
the radiation background, hence avoiding the need for
fine-tuning that was present in the quintessence model.
In addition, the coincidence problem is resolved by the
presence of an S-attractor that attracts shortly after the
beginning of the matter-dominated phase. However, the
k-essence framework does not explain why vacuum en-
ergy is so small.

Now we are going to explore the significance of the
non-canonical version of the Lagrangian within an alter-
native setting. The Lagrangian can be generally defined
in either canonical or standard form as L = T −V , where
T represents the kinetic energy and V represents the po-
tential energy of the system. However, as indicated by
Goldstein and Rana [34, 35], the general form of the La-
grangian is non-canonical, whereas the canonical form is
derived under specified conditions. The uniqueness of

the functional form of L is not guaranteed, as the Euler-
Lagrange equations of motion can be satisfied by many
Lagrangian choices [34, 35]. In addition, Raychaudhuri
[36] highlights that when moving outside the realm of
mechanics, the conventional notions of kinetic and po-
tential energies become inappropriate. Consequently, the
equation L = T − V loses its applicability. Since we al-
ready have the field equations and need to determine a
Lagrangian density to fix them, it may have started as a
back calculation. Furthermore, it should be noted that
the classical notion of L(= T−V ) is no longer valid within
the framework of special relativistic dynamics. Conse-
quently, it may be asserted that the general form of the
Lagrangian is of a non-canonical nature [25].
In this work, our main motivation is thoroughly to

investigate and trace out the null geodesic structures
for the k-essence emergent Barriola-Vilenkin (BV) type
spacetime in the presence of dark energy based on the
following work [1], however not in the context of Jacobi
metric [37, 38].
The paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we

have briefly reviewed the k-essence geometry where the
metric Ḡµν contains the dark energy field φ (i.e., the k-

essence scalar field) which satisfies the emergent gravity
equations of motion. In Section III, we have discussed
about the null geodesic structure for the k-essence emer-
gent Barriola-Vilenkin (BV) type spacetime in the pres-
ence of dark energy and also traced out the trajectories
by considering dark energy density in unit of critical den-
sity [14, 18, 19] which is approximately 0.7 [39–41]. The
conclusion of our work is in the last Section IV.

II. K-ESSENCE THEORY

The action of the k-essence geometry is given by [7–13]

Sk[φ, gµν ] =

∫

d4x
√
−gL(X,φ), (1)

where X = 1

2
gµν∇µφ∇νφ and the energy-momentum

tensor is

Tµν ≡ 2√−g
δSk

δgµν
= LX∇µφ∇νφ− gµνL, (2)

where LX = dL
dX
, LXX = d2L

dX2 , Lφ = dL
dφ

and ∇µ is the

covariant derivative defined with respect to the gravita-
tional metric gµν .
The scalar field equation of motion (EOM) is [8, 9, 11]

− 1√−g
δSk

δφ
= G̃µν∇µ∇νφ+ 2XLXφ − Lφ = 0, (3)

with

G̃µν ≡ LXg
µν + LXX∇µφ∇νφ, (4)

and 1 + 2XLXX

LX
> 0. Here LX 6= 0 for c2s to be positive

definite.
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Using the conformal transformations Gµν ≡ cs
L2

x
G̃µν

and Ḡµν ≡ cs
LX

Gµν , with c
2
s(X,φ) ≡ (1 + 2X LXX

LX
)−1 we

have [14, 18–22]

Ḡµν = gµν −
LXX

LX + 2XLXX

∇µφ∇νφ. (5)

If L is not an explicit function of φ then the EOM (3)
is reduces to

− 1√−g
δSk

δφ
= Ḡµν∇µ∇νφ = 0. (6)

It should be noted that in the case of non-trivial space-
time configurations of the field φ, the resulting metric
Ḡµν does not generally exhibit conformal equivalence to
the metric gµν . The scalar field φ exhibits distinct fea-
tures compared to canonical scalar fields, and its local
causal structure differs from those described by the met-
ric tensor gµν .
We consider the DBI type Lagrangian as [14–19]

L(X,φ) = 1− V (φ)
√
1− 2X, (7)

for V (φ) = V = constant and kinetic energy of φ >>

V , i.e., (φ̇)2 >> V . The presented Lagrangian form is
commonly seen in the context of k-essence fields, where
the dominance of kinetic energy over potential energy is
prominent. Then c2s(X,φ) = 1 − 2X . For scalar fields
∇µφ = ∂µφ. Thus the effective metric (5) is

Ḡµν = gµν − ∂µφ∂νφ. (8)

The geodesic equation that corresponds to the k-
essence theory, expressed in terms of the new Christof-
fel connections denoted as Γ̄, may be written as follows
[14, 18, 19]:

d2xα

dλ2
+ Γ̄α

µν

dxµ

dλ

dxν

dλ
= 0, (9)

where λ is an affine parameter and

Γ̄α
µν = Γα

µν − 1

2(1− 2X)

[

δαµ∂νX + δαν ∂µX
]

. (10)

In k-essence geometry, it is worth noting that Ein-
stein’s field equation can be expressed as

Ḡµν = R̄µν − 1

2
ḠµνR̄ = κT̄µν , (11)

where κ = 8πG is constant, R̄µν is Ricci tensor, R̄ (=
R̄µνḠ

µν) is the Ricci scalar and T̄µν is the energy-
momentum tensor of this geometry. The emergent
energy-momentum tensor (T̄µν) can be determined to
solve the left-hand side of the emergent Einstein field
equation (11).

III. NULL GEODESICS FOR THE BARRIOLA

VILENKIN TYPE EMERGENT SPACETIME

The authors [14] have demonstrated that the emergent
metric Ḡµν (8) precisely correlated with the Barriola-
Vilenkin (BV) metric, given a certain form of the k-

essence scalar field. This correlation is obtained when
the standard gravitational metric gµν is assumed to be
Schwarzschild. The global monopole charge has been
substituted with the constant kinetic energy of the scalar
field.

The k-essence emergent BV [14] type metric is

ds2 = (1− 2GM

r
−K)dt2 − 1

(1− 2GM
r

−K)
dr2

− r2dθ2 − r2sin2θdΦ2

= (β − 2GM

r
)dt2 − dr2

(β − 2GM
r

)
− r2dθ2

− r2sin2θdΦ2, (12)

where K is the constant kinetic energy (i.e., the dark
energy density in unit of critical density [14, 18, 19]) of
the k-essence scalar field and we define β = (1 − K).
The range for K is 0 < K < 1. The expression for
the k-essence scalar field is φ(r, t) = φ1(r) + φ2(t) =√
K[r + 2GM ln(r − 2GM)] +

√
Kt. The kinetic part

of this field is φ̇2 ≡ φ̇22 = K. If we consider K = 0
then the k-essence theory is meaningless and if K = 1,
then (12) does not have a Newtonian limit [42]. Also
if we consider K > 1 then the signature of the above
metric (12) is ill-defined and also we have the total energy
density (Ωmatter +Ωradiation +Ωdark energy = 1) cannot
exceed unity [14]. It is also worth mentioning that the k-
essence emergent BV metric (12) can be found by solving
the emergent Einstein field equation (11).

The investigation of the geodesics equation in the
emergent spacetime of the Barriola-Vilenkin type may
be accomplished by deriving it from the following La-
grangian (as discussed in [1–4]):

2L = (β − 2GM

r
)ṫ2 − 1

(β − 2GM
r

)
ṙ2

− r2θ̇2 − (r2sin2θ)Φ̇2 (13)

where ṫ = dt
dτ
, ṙ = dr

dτ
, θ̇ = dθ

dτ
, Φ̇ = dΦ

dτ
, τ is the

proper time.

Therefore, momenta are

pt = (β − 2GM

r
)ṫ, pr =

1

(β − 2GM
r

)
ṙ,

pθ = r2θ̇, pΦ = r2sin2θΦ̇ (14)
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and the Hamiltonian is

H = pµẋ
µ − L

= ptṫ− (pr ṙ + pθ θ̇ + pΦΦ̇)− L
= L. (15)

For spherically symmetric nature of the metric, here
the Lagrangian does not depend on t and Φ. So the
equations of motions are ṗt = 0, ṗΦ = 0 which implies
that [3]

(

β − 2GM

r

)

ṫ = constant = E(say), (16)

r2sin2θΦ̇ = constant, (17)

d

dτ

(

r2θ̇
)

= (r2 sin θ cos θ)Φ̇2. (18)

In [3], they also have considered that there is no con-
tribution of potential energy since in the k-essence the-
ory, the contribution of the kinetic energy part dominates
over the potential energy i.e., K.E. >> P.E.. Now to
simplify, we consider the motion in the equatorial plane
θ = π

2
. Using the Eq. (17), we have

pΦ = r2Φ̇ = constant = L (say), (19)

where L is the angular momentum about an axis normal
to the invariant plane. Finally using the Eqs. (16), (19)
and (13) the Lagrangian becomes

2L =
E2

β − 2M
r

− ṙ2

β − 2M
r

− L

r2
. (20)

Now for time-like geodesic we consider 2L = +1 and
for null geodesics 2L = 0 . Here we only concentrate on
the null geodesics.

A. Null Geodesic

Putting L = 0 in Eq. (20), we get

( dr

dτ

)2

+
L2

r2

(

β − 2M

r

)

= E2, (21)

with

(

β − 2M

r

) dt

dτ
= E and

dΦ

dτ
=
L

r2
, (22)

by using Eqs. (16) and (19). Now substituting r = 1

u
in

Eq. (21), we obtain

( du

dΦ

)2

= 2Mu3 − βu2 +
1

D2
= f(u) (say), (23)

and D = L
E

(say) which denotes the impact parameter.
To find different orbits, let us start with the equation

f(u) = 2Mu3 − u2 +
1

D2
= 0. (24)

Let the roots of the above equation are u1, u2 and u3
then we have

u1 + u2 + u3 =
β

2M
, (25)

u1u2 + u2u3 + u1u3 = 0, (26)

u1u2u3 = − 1

2MD2
. (27)

Now using Descartes’ Rule of Sign, the Eq. (24) must
have one negative root, since M > 0 and D2 > 0 and
the other two roots are real or complex. For simplicity
we assume that u1 < 0. In this situation one may note
that there arise three different cases, which are as follows:

Case-A: One root is negative and the others two roots
are positive and equal, i.e., u2 = u3. In this case we have
two types of orbits: one is in the interval 0 < u ≤ u2 and
the other one is in the interval u2 ≤ u < ∞. In the first
case the orbits are arriving from infinity and approach-
ing the circle r = 1

u2

by spiralling around it whereas in
the second case the orbits are starting from the aphelion
distance r = 1

u2

and plunging to the singularity r = 0.
We shall term these two types of orbits as the orbits of
the first and second kind, respectively.
Case-B: One root is negative and the others two roots

are positive and distinct, i.e., u2 < u3. Again in this case
we have two kinds of orbits: the orbit of first kind is in
the interval 0 < u ≤ u2 and the orbit second kind is in
the range u3 ≤ u <∞.
Case-C: One root is negative and the others two roots

are complex. In this case there is no real roots, so the only
possibility of tracing a orbit is in the interval 0 < u <∞.
So these kinds of orbits are arriving from infinity and
plunging to the singularity.

1. Case-A : Critical Orbits

Here, we first consider the critical case that is the first
case where one root is negative and the others two roots
are positive and equal. So for the occurrence of two co-
incident roots, we must have

df(u)

du
= 0 ⇒ u =

1

3M̄

where we define M̄ = M
β

= M
1−K

, so that M̄ > M as

K < 1 and neglecting the solution u = 0.
Therefore, we have

u2 = u3 =
1

3M̄
. (28)

Now u2 and u3 are the roots of the Eq. (24), then we
have

D =
3
√
3M̄√
β

. (29)
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Here we can see that the impact parameter D for null
geodesics in the presence of dark energy density is much
higher than the impact parameter for null geodesics in
the usual Schwarzschild background [1].
Now substituting Eq. (28) in Eq. (25), we get

u1 = − 1

6M̄
, u2 = u3 =

1

3M̄
when D =

3
√
3M̄√
β

(30)

Therefore from Eq. (23)

du

dΦ
= −

√

2M(u+
1

6M̄
)
(

u− 1

3M̄

)

. (31)

Here we take the negative sign in the RHS, so that Φ
may increase. Now solving the above Eq. (31), we get

u = − 1

6M̄
+

1

2M̄
tanh2

√
β

2
(Φ− Φ0), (32)

where Φ0 is a constant of integration. Again, Φ0 can be
considered such a way that

tanh2
Φ0

√
β

2
=

1

3

then

u = 0 when Φ = 0

and u =
1

3M̄
when Φ → ∞. (33)

Thus the orbits of first kind with the impact parame-

ter D = 3
√
3√
β
M̄ arrives from infinity and asymptotically

approaches the circle r = 3M̄ as shown in Fig. 1.
Again, for the orbits of second kind, we substitute

u =
1

3M̄

1

2M̄
tan2

ξ

2
, (34)

in Eq. (31), we get

dξ

dΦ
=

√

β sin
ξ

2
. (35)

In the above equation we consider the positive sign in
the RHS so that we may Φ increase. Now integrating Eq.
(35) we get

Φ = 2
√

β log tan
ξ

4
, (36)

and therefore using the Eqs. (34) and (35)

u =
1

3M̄
+

1

M̄

2e
Φ√
β

(

e
Φ√
β − 1

)2
, (37)

which gives

u→ ∞ when Φ → 0

and u =
1

3M̄
when Φ → ∞. (38)

FIG. 1. The critical orbits of the first and second kind for
the impact parameter D = Dc = 3

√
3M̄√
β

and for both cases

M = 9

140
and β = 0.3.

Therefore starting the aphelion distance r = 3M̄ , these
orbits of second kind plunges to singularity (r = 0) as
shown in Fig. 1 where M = 9

140
and β = 0.3.

At this juncture let us discuss about the cone of avoid-
ance which at any point can be defined by the solution
of Eq. (32) whose generators are null rays which passing
through that point. We will establish in Case-C that the
light rays included in the cone are getting trapped after
crossing the horizon. Let Ψ be the half angle of the cone
then

cotΨ =
1

r

dr
′

dΦ
, (39)

where

dr
′

=
1

√

β − 2M
r

dr, (40)

where dr
′
denotes an element of the proper length along

the generators of the cone.

Using Eqs. (39) and (40), we get

du

dΦ
= −u

√

β cotΨ
√

1− 2M̄u. (41)

Again substituting Eq. (41) in Eq. (31), we get

cotΨ =

(

r
3M̄

− 1
)

√

(

r
6M̄

+ 1
)

√

(

r
2M̄

− 1
)

, (42)
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which gives

Ψ ∼ 3
√
3

r
when r → ∞,

Ψ =
π

2
when r = 3M̄,

and Ψ = 0 when r = 2M̄. (43)

Therefore the cone of avoidance become narrower di-
rected inward when r > 3M̄ and the cone spread out
fully at r = 3M̄ and directed outward when r < 3M̄
and again narrower when r → 2M̄ (see Fig. 2). This
figure is quite different in the presence of dark energy
density K = 0.7 [28, 29, 39, 40] from usual Schwarzschild
Spacetime [1] where the respective three case arise when
r > 3M , r = 3M and r < 3M since M̄ > M as β = 0.3.

FIG. 2. Cone of Avoidance at various distances

2. Case-B : Orbits of the First and Second Kind

Here we consider the second case where the one root
is negative and the others two roots are positive and dis-
tinct. Let us assume that u1 < 0, 0 < u2 < u3.
So, let roots of the Eq. (24) are in the following forms:

u1 =
P − 2M̄ −Q

2M̄P
,

u2 =
1

P
,

u3 =
P − 2M̄ +Q

4M̄P
. (44)

where P is taken as the perihelion distance and Q is a
constant.
Now clearly it satisfies the Eq. (25). To satisfy the

Eqs. (26) and (27), we must have

Q2 =
(

P − 2M̄
)(

P + 6M̄
)

, (45)

D2 =
8M̄P 3

β
[

Q2 − (P − 2M̄)2
] . (46)

To satisfy our assumption that u2 < u3, we must have

P +Q− 6M̄ > 0, (47)

and for u1 < u2,

P −Q− 6M̄ < 0. (48)

Now from the Eqs. (45) and (46), we get

D2 =
P 3

β(P − 2M̄)
, (49)

and from the Eqs. (45) and (47)

(P + 6M̄)(P − 2M̄) > (P − 6M̄)2, (50)

Simplifying, we get

P > 3M̄. (51)

So, from the Eq. (49), we have

D >
3
√
3M̄√
β

= Dc (say). (52)

Therefore, we can say that these kind of orbits are

found when the impact parameter is greater than 3
√
3M̄√
β

.

Again, from Eqs. (24) and (44), we write

f(u) = 2M
(

u− u1

)(

u− u2

)(

u− u3

)

. (53)

Substituting

u =
1

P
− Q− P + 6M̄

8M̄P
(1 + cos ξ) (54)

in Eq. (53) and using Eq. (23), we get

dξ

dΦ
=

√

(Qβ

P

)

√

1− k2 sin2
ξ

2
, (55)

where k2 = Q−P−6M̄
2Q

.

In this above equation we consider the positive sign to
keep Φ increasing. Now integrating the equation (55), we
get

Φ = 2

√

( P

Qβ

)[

K(k)− F

(ξ

2
, k
)]

, (56)

where F

(

ξ
2
, k
)

is the incomplete elliptic integral of the

first kind and K(k) is the complete elliptic integral of the
first kind. Therefore

K(k) =

∫ π
2

0

dz
√

1− k2 sin2 z
,

F

( ξ

2
, k
)

=

∫
ξ
2

0

dz
√

1− k2 sin2 z
, (57)

with ξ
2
= z.
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Thus we have

u =
1

P
and Φ = 0 when ξ = π,

u→ 0 and Φ → Φ∞ when ξ = ξ∞, (58)

where

Φ∞ = 2

√

( P

Qβ

)[

K(k)− F

(ξ∞
2
, k
)]

,

and sin2
ξ∞
2

=
Q− P + 2M̄

Q− P + 6M̄
. (59)

Thus the range of ξ is ξ∞ < ξ < π. So we can conclude
that starting from infinity (when Φ → Φ∞), the orbits of
first kind asymptotically approaches to r = P (when Φ =
0) by spiralling around it. Now again in the presence of
dark energy density K = 0.7, these ranges of Φ and r are
different since M̄ > M and similar in their orientation.
In Fig. 3, we have traced the orbits of first kind by
considering P = 1.5, M = 9

140
with β = 0.3.

To obtain the orbits of the second kind, let us substi-
tute

u =
1

P
+
Q+ P − 6M̄

4M̄P
sec2

χ

2
. (60)

Then from the Eq. (23), we get

dχ

dΦ
=

√

Qβ

P

[

1− k2 sin2
χ

2

]

. (61)

In the above form we consider the positive sign in the
RHS so that Φ may increase. Now integrating (61), one
may get

Φ = 2

√

( P

Qβ

)

F

(χ

2
, k
)

. (62)

Therefore

u =
Q + P − 2M̄

4M̄P
and Φ = 0 when χ = 0,

u→ ∞ and Φ = K(k) when χ = π. (63)

Here we have the range of χ is 0 < χ < φ. Thus

starting from the aphelion distance r = 4M̄P
Q+P−2M̄

when

χ = π, the orbit of second kind plunges to the singularity
(r = 0) see Fig. 3 where we consider M = 9

140
and β =

0.3. Again the orientation of the orbits are similar with
different values in the presence of dark energy density
K = 0.7 as we have seen in [1].

3. Case-C : Orbits of with imaginary eccentricities

and impact parameters less than 3
√

3 M̄√
β

Finally, we are now discuss the nature of the orbits
with imaginary eccentricities (ie) that is the two roots of

FIG. 3. The orbits of the first and second kind for P = 1.5
and for both cases M = 9

140
and β = 0.3.

the Eq. (24) are imaginary and the other one is negative.
To start with let us consider the roots of the Eq. (24) in
the form

u1 =
1

2M̄
− 2

l
, u2 =

1

l
(1 + ie) and u3 =

1

l
(1 − ie).

(64)

Note that here we consider e > 0, then from (23), we
get

f(u) = 2Mu3 − βu2 + 2M
(e2 − 3

l2
+

1

2M̄l

)

u

− 2M
1 + e2

l2

( 1

2M̄
− 2

l

)

. (65)

Now comparing this with the Eq. (23), we have

l − M̄(3− e2) = 0, (66)

1

2MD2
=

(2

l
− 1

2M̄

) 1 + e2

l2
. (67)

Taking

µ =
M

lβ
(68)

and then from Eq. (66), we get

e2 =
3µ− 1

µ
(69)

and from Eq. (67)

D2

M̄2
=

1

µβ(4µ− 1)2
. (70)

Since e2 > 0, we have

µ >
1

3
(71)
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and from the Eq. (70)

D <
3
√
3M̄√
β

. (72)

Thus to obtain these kind of orbits we must have the
impact parameter D must less than 3

√
3M̄√
β

and µ must

greater than 1

3
.

Now if we consider the substitution

u =
1

l

(

1 + e tan
ξ

2

)

(73)

in Eq. (23), then we have

( dξ

dΦ

)2

= 2β
[

(6µ− 1) cos ξ + 2µe sin ξ + (6µ− 1)
]

.

(74)

To simplify things we substitute

sin2 ψ =
1

∆ + 6µ− 1

[

∆− 2µe sin ξ − (6µ− 1) cos ξ
]

(75)

and then differentiating, we get

(dψ

dξ

)2

=
∆

2(∆+ 6µ− 1) cos2 ψ

[

1− k2 sin2 ψ
]

(76)

where

k2 =
∆+ 6µ− 1

2∆
(77)

and

∆2 = (6µ− 1)2 + 4µ2e2. (78)

Combining Eqs. (74) and (76)

(dΦ

dψ

)2

=
1

∆β(1 − k2 sin2 ψ)
. (79)

Integrating (79), we get

Φ =
1√
∆β

[

K(k)− F

(

ψ, k
)]

. (80)

Therefore:

when ξ = π, u→ ∞ and ψ = −π
2
,
π

2

and when ξ → ξ∞, u→ 0 and ψ → sin−1 ∆+ 1

∆+ 6µ− 1

where ξ∞ = 2 tan−1 1

e
.

Therefore these kind of orbits are arriving from infinity
when ξ → ξ∞ and plunging to singularity r = 0 when
ξ = π. In Figs. 4 and 5, we have traced the trajectories
with e = 0.0141i, l = 2.9998 and e = 0.01i, l = 5.9998
respectively with M = 0.3 and β = 0.3.

FIG. 4. The orbits of imaginary eccentricities with the impact

parameter D < Dc = 3
√

3M̄√
β

for e = 0.0141i, l = 2.9998 and

M = 0.3, β = 0.3

FIG. 5. The orbits of imaginary eccentricities with the impact

parameter D < Dc = 3
√

3M̄√
β

for e = 0.01i, l = 5.9998 and

M = 0.3, β = 0.3

B. Radial Geodesic

For radial geodesic the angular momentum is to be
zero, therefore from the Eq. (21), we have

dr

dτ
= ±E (81)

and from the Eq. (22)

(

β − 2M

r

) dt

dτ
= E

⇒ t = ±r∗ + constant±, (82)



9

where

r∗ =
1

β

[

r + 2M̄log
( r

2M̄
− 1

)]

. (83)

Therefore

d

dr∗
=

∆

r2
d

dr
, (84)

where ∆ = βr2
(

1− 2M̄
r

)

is the horizon function.

Again, from Eq. (83)

r → 2M̄ + 0 ⇒ r∗ → −∞ (85)

and → ∞ ⇒ r∗ → r

β
, (86)

and from Eq. (81),

r = ±Eτ + constant±. (87)

This shows that the radial geodesic takes an infinite co-
ordinate time to arrive at the horizon for an observer out-
side the horizon even though the radial geodesic crosses
the horizon in its own proper time. This result is quite
similar as in the Schwarzschild spacetime [1] since β is a
constant.

IV. CONCLUSION

All conceivable paths for null geodesics in the Barriola-
Vilenkin spacetime arising from k-essence have been
systematically determined. According to the scholarly
work authored by Chandrasekhar [1], the presence of
dark energy density significantly alters the ranges seen
in Schwarzschild spacetime, as described in the book.
The determination of critical orbits is possible by iden-

tifying the condition under which the two roots of Eq.
(24) are both positive and equal. In the case of critical
orbits of the first kind, it has been shown that when ini-
tiated from an infinite distance, the orbits gradually ap-
proach the value of r = 3M̄ by spiralling around it. On
the other hand, critical orbits of the second kind com-
mence at r = 3M̄ and converge towards the singularity
located at r = 0. In both cases the radius of the cir-
cle r = 3M̄ are much higher than the than radius the

circle r = 3M which can be seen in usual Schwarzschild
spacetime. In our case the cone of avoidance, we found
that that the cone opens out fully when r = 3M̄ which
is higher than usual Schwarzschild spacetime where it
opens out fully when r = 3M .

By considering the two roots of the Eq. (24) are pos-
itive and distinct, we have traced the orbits of the first
and second kind where we found that the orbits of the
first kind are arriving from infinity and asymptotically
approaches to r = P (perihelion distance) and the orbits

of the second kind are starting from r = 4M̄P
Q+P−2M̄

and

plunge to the singularity. Here also we note that these
kinds of orbits can be found only when the impact pa-

rameter is greater than Dc =
3
√
3M̄√
β

. It should be noted

that the value of Dc for this case is much much greater
than the Dc in the Schwarzschild Spacetime [1].

When the impact parameter is less than Dc = 3
√
3M̄√
β

,

the orbits of imaginary eccentricities can be traced, where
arriving from infinity these kinds of the orbits are ap-
proaching to singularity r = 0.

For the case of radial geodesics, we have evaluated that
these kinds of geodesics take infinite co-ordinate time to
arrive at the horizon for an observer outside the horizon,
although they cross the horizon in their own proper time,
which is similar to Schwarzschild spacetime.

Finally, we conclude that although the orientation of
trajectories are quite similar for both the Schwarzschild
spacetime and the k-essence emergent Barriola-Vilenkin
spacetime but the ranges are much more different and
the value of the Dc is much higher due to the presence
of dark energy density K.
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