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Recently, there has been significant interest regarding the regularization of a D → 4 limit of
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (EGB) gravity. This regularization involves re-scaling the Gauss-Bonnet (GB)
coupling constant as α/(D − 4), which bypasses Lovelock’s theorem and avoids Ostrogradsky in-
stability. A noteworthy observation is that the maximally or spherically symmetric solutions for all
the regularized gravities coincide in the 4D scenario. Considering this, we investigate the wormhole
solutions in the galactic halos based on three different choices of dark matter (DM) profiles, such as
Universal Rotation Curve, Navarro-Frenk-White, and Scalar Field Dark Matter with the framework
of 4D EGB gravity. Also, the Karmarkar condition was used to find the exact solutions for the shape
functions under different non-constant redshift functions. We discussed the energy conditions for
each DM profile and noticed the influence of GB coefficient α in violating energy conditions, espe-
cially null energy conditions. Further, some physical features of wormholes, viz. complexity factor,
active gravitational mass, total gravitational energy, and embedding diagrams, have been explored.

Keywords: Galactic halos, dark matter, wormhole so-
lutions, 4D EGB gravity, energy conditions.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 1915, Albert Einstein published his seminal work,
which revolutionized our understanding of the funda-
mental nature of gravity by linking it to the geometry of
space-time. Over the subsequent years, extensive exper-
imental and observational validation [1] has solidified
the significance of this theory, making it an indispens-
able tool for researchers worldwide in their pursuit of
a deeper comprehension of the cosmos. This ground-
breaking theory has given rise to many extraordinary
phenomena, including gravitational lensing, the forma-
tion of black holes, the detection of gravitational waves,
and the concept of wormholes. One of the particular in-
terests among these phenomena is the theoretical exis-
tence of wormholes, an alternative solution within Ein-
stein’s Field Equations (EFE) that conceivably bridges
the gap between distinct regions of space-time.

Interest in wormhole space-times traces its origins
back to 1916 when Flamm [2] initially postulated the ex-
istence of a tunnel structure within the Schwarzschild so-
lution, suggesting it to be a potential wormhole. Later,
Einstein and Rosen [3] introduced the concept of a
“bridge structure” that links two exterior regions of
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a Schwarzschild black hole space-time, thereby giving
rise to an inter-universe connection. Wheeler [4, 5]
coined the term “wormhole” to describe microscopic
charge-carrying wormholes. They demonstrated that
if a wormhole somehow attempted to open, it would
close so rapidly that even a single photon might travel
through it, thereby sustaining Einsteinian causality. A
detailed discussion of the possibility of a wormhole was
presented in [6]. The potential existence of wormholes
in the galactic halo region was discussed in [7], and
gravitational lensing by wormholes was explored in [8–
13]. For further interesting works on wormhole geome-
try, one may check some Refs. [14–18].

In General Relativity (GR), a key element in under-
standing wormholes involves violating energy condi-
tions [19], and the matter associated with violating en-
ergy conditions is termed as exotic matter. Since min-
imizing the use of exotic matter poses a primary chal-
lenge in wormhole theory, various approaches have
been explored in the literature. These include the
cut-and-paste method [20, 21] and the investigation
of wormholes with variable equations of state (EoS)
[22, 23]. Simultaneously, exploring modified theories
of gravity has provided a fresh perspective on worm-
hole studies. Numerous modified gravity theories have
been employed to delve into wormhole theory, where
the additional terms in the modified field equations fa-
cilitate solutions aligning with the satisfaction of energy
conditions by ordinary matter. Readers can check some
works on wormhole geometry in different modified the-
ories include f (R) gravity [24–27], f (R, T) gravity [28–
30], braneworld scenarios [31–33], Rastall theory [34–
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36], f (Q) gravity [37–40], and f (Q, T) gravity [41–43].
In string theories, particularly in their low-energy lim-

its, effective field theories of gravity emerge. In these
theories, the Lagrangian incorporates terms of quadratic
and higher orders in the curvature alongside the con-
ventional scalar curvature term [44–46]. Notably, the
gravitational action can undergo modification to encom-
pass quadratic curvature correction terms while main-
taining the equations of motion in the second order.
This modification is permissible as long as the quadratic
terms manifest in specific combinations corresponding
to the GB invariants denoted by [47]

G = R2 − 4Rαν Rαν + Rανδη Rανδη . (1)

Such a gravitational theory is designated as D ≥ 5 di-
mensional EGB gravity theory, with (D − 4) extra di-
mensions playing a pivotal role. The EGB gravity consti-
tutes a specific instance within the broader framework
of the Lovelock theory of gravitation [48]. Significantly,
the equations of motion associated with EGB gravity ex-
hibit no more than two metric derivatives, ensuring the
absence of ghost-related issues [49]. However, it is cru-
cial to note that the GB term (1) behaves as a topological
invariant in four dimensions, contributing proportion-
ally to (D− 4) in all components of Einstein’s equations.
Consequently, this term does not contribute to the equa-
tions of motion, necessitating D ≥ 5 to manifest non-
trivial gravitational dynamics.

Nevertheless, Glavan and Lin [50] demonstrated a
significant impact on gravitational dynamics in D = 4
could be achieved by re-scaling the GB coupling con-
stant in the EGB gravity action, expressed as

α → α

D − 4
. (2)

A consistent theory of D → 4 EGB gravity, maintaining
invariance under spatial diffeomorphism while break-
ing the time diffeomorphism, has been discussed in
[51, 52]. The 4D EGB gravity has garnered substantial
attention and is undergoing extensive examination [53–
56]. A cloud of strings in 4D EGB was also explored
in [57]. The exploration of non-static Vaidya-like spher-
ical radiating black hole solutions in 4D EGB gravity
has been reported [58], and further black hole solutions
can be found in [59–63]. Furthermore, in Ref. [64], the
authors discussed the photon geodesics and the influ-
ence of the GB coupling parameter on the shadow of
the 4D EGB black hole. A detailed review of this topic
has been discussed in [65]. Wormhole solutions were
also investigated using the same formalism in 4D EGB
gravity. Jusufi et al. [66] discussed wormhole solutions
in 4D EGB gravity for isotropic and anisotropic matter

sources. Moreover, the stability of thin-shell wormholes
[67] and Yukawa-Casimir wormholes [68] have been in-
vestigated. However, wormholes in the region of galac-
tic dark matter halos have yet to be explored, which mo-
tivates us to study this particular gap.

Recent revelations about the composition of the Uni-
verse have brought to light the fact that a mere 5% of
the total matter and energy consists of the visible plan-
ets, stars, and ordinary matter, with the remainder being
dominated by dark matter and dark energy of which
27% is attributed to dark matter. Unlike regular bary-
onic matter, this dark matter does not interact with pho-
tons but exerts its influence solely through gravitational
forces. In 1933, astronomer Zwicky was the first to ascer-
tain the presence of dark matter within a distant galaxy
cluster [69, 70]. Oort [71, 72] initially proposed the exis-
tence of dark matter in the Milky Way galaxy and sub-
sequently confirmed through observational evidence by
Diemand and Springel [73, 74]. Dark matter plays a cru-
cial role in the hypothetical construction of wormholes,
with the density profile of dark matter proposed by re-
searchers playing a pivotal role in the theoretical devel-
opment of a fully stable and traversable wormhole. In
Ref. [75], the authors have provided evidence indicat-
ing the role of DM in sustaining the wormhole geome-
try within the outer reaches of the galactic halo. Sarkar
et al. [76] have demonstrated the presence of worm-
holes within the isothermal galactic halo, supported by
the presence of DM. Additionally, Kuhfitting [77] has ex-
amined the gravitational lensing phenomena associated
with wormholes within the galactic halo region.

In recent years, there has been a remarkable surge in
the number of exact solutions describing compact ob-
jects within classical GR and modified gravity theories.
This surge has pushed the search for solutions to the
field equations into the forefront of mainstream astro-
physics, particularly evidenced in the expansion of re-
alistic stellar models over the last decade. Utilization
of the Karmarkar condition has played a pivotal role
in generating compact objects, enabling the differenti-
ation between the radial and transverse stresses at vari-
ous points within the stellar fluid [78, 79]. In the context
of classical GR, the Karmarkar condition is readily inte-
grated to establish a relationship between the two metric
potentials, effectively simplifying the task of finding ex-
act solutions to the field equations into a single generat-
ing function [80, 81]. The authors of Ref. [82] presented
a convincing discussion regarding the nonexistence of
conformally flat-charged isotropic fluid spheres falling
under the category of embedding Class One. Also, the
Karmarkar condition has been extended to encompass
time-dependent systems, enabling its utilization in sce-
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narios involving the modeling of shear-free, dissipative
collapse [83–85]. Moreover, in [86], anisotropic stars
have been studied via Karmarkar condition in Brans-
Dicke gravity and confirm that their solutions describe
compact objects such as PSR J1903+327; Cen X-3; EXO
1785-248 and LMC X-4 to an excellent approximation.
Furthermore, the Karmarkar condition has been estab-
lished to be a valuable tool in exploring other compact
objects, including wormholes.

Motivated by the above discussions, we have inves-
tigated wormhole solutions under different DM halo
models by employing the Karmarkar condition in the
context of 4D Gauss-Bonet gravity. The structure of this
paper is outlined as follows: In section II, we have pro-
vided the basic formalism of 4D EGB gravity and cor-
responding wormhole field equations under this grav-
ity. The Karmarkar condition and the DM halo profiles
have been extensively discussed in section III and IV,
respectively. Moreover, section V discusses wormhole
solutions for different redshift functions under each DM
profile. Further, some physical features of wormholes
have been studied in section VI. Finally, we conclude
our finding in section VII.

II. BASIC FORMALISMS OF 4D EGB GRAVITY AND
WORMHOLE FIELD EQUATIONS

A. Basic formalisms of 4D EGB gravity

In the D dimensions, the EGB gravity action incorpo-
rating a rescaled GB coupling α/(D − 4) to restore di-
mensional regularization results in the expression [50]

I =
1

16π

∫
dD x

√
−g
(

R +
α

D − 4
G
)
+ Smatter, (3)

where R represents the Ricci scalar, and α is the GB co-
efficient with dimension [Length]2. The GB invariant is
described by G, and its expression is given in Eq. (1).
The 4D EGB theory is defined by considering the limit
D → 4 at the level of equations of motion rather than
in the action. Consequently, in this framework, the GB
term plays a non-trivial role in gravitational dynamics
[50].
Now, by varying the action (3) w.r.t the metric tensor,
one can find the field equations

Gµν +
α

D − 4
Hµν = 8πTµν, (4)

where Gαν, Tαν and Hαν are the Einstein tensor, energy-
momentum tensor and the GB tensor, respectively

which are defined by

Gµν = Rµν −
1
2

Rgµν, (5)

Tµν = − 2√−g
δ
(√−g Sm

)
δgµν , (6)

and

Hµν = −1
2
Ggµν + 2

[
R Rµν − 2RµσRσ

ν − 2Rµρνσ Rρσ

−2Rµσbc Rσbc
ν

]
, (7)

where Rµν represents the Ricci tensor and Rµρνσ is the
Riemann tensor. The GB terms are generally character-
ized as total derivatives in 4D space-time, thereby not
contributing to the field equations. Nevertheless, when
the coupling constant α/(D − 4) undergoes re-scaling
and maximally symmetric space-times with a curvature
scale K, we obtain

gµσ√−g
∂G

∂gνσ
=

α(D − 2)(D − 3)
2(D − 1)

K2δν
µ. (8)

Evidently, the GB action variation does not vanish in
D = 4 due to the influence of the re-scaled coupling
constant [50].
To generate wormhole solutions within the framework
of 4D EGB, we employ the regularization process out-
lined in [50]. Notably, the 4D spherical solutions de-
rived in [50] align with those obtained in various other
regularized theories [87–89].

B. Wormhole field equations

In this analysis, we focus on a D-dimensional space-
time where the two-sphere [19] is substituted with an
(D − 2) sphere, as described by the following line ele-
ment

ds2 = −e2ϕ(r)dt2 +

(
1 − b(r)

r

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2
D−2, (9)

where

dΩ2
D−2 = dθ2

1 +
D−2

∑
i=2

i−2

∏
j=1

sin2 θjdθ2
i .

ϕ(r) represents the redshift function, and to bypass the
event horizon issue, the redshift function must be finite
everywhere. b(r) is the shape function; it determines the
shape of the wormholes. It is crucial to note that b(r)
must adhere to the boundary condition b(r = r0) = r0
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at the throat, where r0 is such that r0 ≤ r ≤ ∞. To assure
the traversability of a wormhole, b(r) should meet the
flaring-out condition, which is deduced from the em-
bedding calculation and expressed as (b − b′r)/b2 > 0
[19]. Alternatively, this condition can be compactly
stated as b(r0) < 1 at the throat, where r = r0. Besides,
the condition 1 − b(r)

r > 0 is enforced.
Further, we consider the diagonal energy-momentum
tensor for an anisotropic fluid, which can be read as

T ν
µ = diag[−ρ(r), pr(r), pt(r), pt(r)], (10)

where ρ(r) is the energy density. pr(r) and pt(r) repre-
sent the radial pressure and tangential pressure, respec-
tively.
Thus, the gravitational field equation (4) for the metric
(9) in the limit D → 4 provides the following relations
[66]

8πρ(r) =
αb(r)

r6

(
2rb′(r)− 3b(r)

)
+

b′(r)
r2 , (11)

8πpr(r) =
αb(r)

r6

[
4rϕ′(r)

(
r − b(r)

)
+ b(r)

]
+

2ϕ′(r)
(
r − b(r)

)
r2 − b(r)

r3 , (12)

8πpt(r) =

(
1 − b(r)

r

)[(
ϕ′′(r) + (ϕ′(r))2

)
×
(

1 +
4αb(r)

r3

)
+

1
r

(
ϕ′(r)− rb′(r)− b(r)

2r(r − b(r)

)

×
(

1 − 2αb(r)
r3

)
−
((

rb′(r)− b(r)
)

ϕ′(r)
2r(r − b(r)

)

×
(

1 − 8α

r2 +
12αb(r)

r3

)− 2αb2(r)
r6 , (13)

where the prime signifies a derivative w.r.t. radial coor-
dinate r.
Let me briefly elaborate on classical energy conditions
derived from the Raychaudhuri equations. Given our
focus on anisotropic fluid matter distribution, the en-
ergy conditions derived from standard General Relativ-
ity take the form
• Null energy condition (NEC) if ρ + Pr ≥ 0, ρ + Pt ≥
0.
• Weak energy conditions (WEC) if ρ ≥ 0, ρ + Pr ≥ 0,
ρ + Pt ≥ 0.
• Dominant energy conditions (DEC) if ρ −

∣∣pr
∣∣ ≥ 0,

ρ −
∣∣pt
∣∣ ≥ 0.

• Strong energy conditions (SEC) if ρ + Pr + 2Pt ≥ 0.

Considering these, we will examine these energy condi-
tions by defining
NEC1 = ρ + Pr, NEC2 = ρ + Pt, DEC1 = ρ− | Pr |,
DEC2 = ρ− | Pt |, SEC = ρ + Pr + 2Pt
for this investigation.

III. EMBEDDING CLASS-1 SPACE-TIME

In the present work, our main focus is to develop a
wormhole shape function using the Karmarkar condi-
tions that describe wormhole geometry. For this pur-
pose, we assume static spherically symmetric space-
time defined as:

ds2 = −eξ(r)dt2 + eλ(r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2), (14)

where ξ and λ are function of radial coordinate r only.
According to the above line element, the non-vanishing
covariant Riemannian curvature components are

R1212 = R2121, R1221 = R2112, R1313 = R3131,

R1331 = R3113, R2323 = R3232, R2332 = R3223,

R1414 = R4141, R4114 = R1441, R4242 = R2424,

R4224 = R2442, R4343 = R3434, R4334 = R3443. (15)

The concept of embedding n-dimensional space Vn
within a pseudo-Euclidean space En has been a subject
of significant interest, as highlighted in the works of Eis-
land [90] and Eisenhart [91]. When an n-dimensional
space Vn can be isometrically immersed in an (n + m)-
dimensional space, where m represents the minimum
number of additional dimensions, Vn is considered to
possess m-Class embedding, in that context, metric de-
scribed in (14) typically yields a four-dimensional spher-
ically symmetric space-time, placing it within Class two,
denoting m = 2 and its embedding in a six-dimensional
pseudo-Euclidean space. On a different note, it’s worth
mentioning that it is possible to devise a parametriza-
tion that allows the space-time outlined in equation
(14) to be incorporated into a five-dimensional pseudo-
Euclidean space, corresponding to Class m = 1, com-
monly referred to as embedding Class one [90–92]. In
order for a spherically symmetric space-time, whether
static or non-static, to be classified as Class-one, the sys-
tem must adhere to the following requisite and appro-
priate conditions:

• the Gauss equation:

Rmnpq = 2 ϵ bm [pbq]n , (16)

• the Codazzi equation:

bm[n;p] − Γq
[n p]

bmq + Γq
m [n bp]q = 0. (17)
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Here, we consider the case where ϵ = ±1 and square
brackets denote antisymmetrization. The coefficients
of the second differential form are represented by bmn.
By utilizing Eqs. (16) and (17) and applying the pre-
scribed mathematical procedure, we can calculate the
Karmarkar condition as follows:

R1414 =
R1224R1334 + R1212R3434

R2323
, (18)

with R2323 ̸= 0 [93]. The form of space-time satisfying
the Karmarkar condition is known as embedding class-
I. By substituting the non-zero components of Riemann
curvature (15) in the Karmarkar relation (18), we get the
following differential equation:

ξ ′(r)λ′(r)
1 − eλ(r)

= ξ ′(r)λ′(r)− ξ ′2(r)− 2ξ
′′
, (19)

where eλ(r) ̸= 1. On solving the above differential equa-
tion, one can find

eλ(r) = 1 + c1eξ(r)ξ
′2(r), (20)

where c1 is the constant of integration. Using the above
expression (20), we shall obtain wormhole shape func-
tions for different redshift functions in section-V.

IV. DARK MATTER HALOS

Several inquiries are highlighted herein in the DM ha-
los context, particularly those involving galactic worm-
holes, primarily deduced from rotation curves [94, 95].
It is essential to acknowledge that the postulation of
“dark matter” arose from the review of Oort constants
[96] and investigations into the masses of galaxy clus-
ters [69, 70], aiming to explain the observed flat rota-
tion curves. To address this phenomenon, the Navarro-
Frenk-White density profile function [97, 98] and, al-
ternatively, the Einasto profile was suggested, with the
latter demonstrating improved alignment with specific
dark matter halo simulations [99, 100]. Readers inter-
ested in galactic wormholes are encouraged to refer to
some of the recent relevant literature [101–103]. Gen-
erally, the wormhole throat is surrounded by varying
types of DM halos. The observed deviation from ex-
pected energy conditions substantiates the presence of
these dark halos. This study explores the representa-
tions associated with different kinds of dark matter ha-
los, incorporating wormhole solutions within various
DM halo profiles in this section.

A. Universal Rotation Curve (URC) dark matter profile

For the first case, we consider the URC DM halo pro-
file, which is defined by [104]

ρ(r) =
ρs r3

s
(r + rs)(r2 + r2

s )
, (21)

where rs and ρs denote the core radius and central den-
sity, respectively. The subsequent aspect under consid-
eration is the rotation curve, a parameter for which the
analysis is widely regarded as a significant pillar sup-
porting the presence of dark matter in galaxies. Persic et
al. [105], in their investigation utilizing Hα data and in-
corporating certain radio rotation curves, have observed
an extensive array of rotation curves. Their findings
suggest that rotation curves can be effectively accommo-
dated for various luminosities and across various galaxy
types, encompassing spirals, low-surface-brightness el-
lipticals, and dwarf-irregular galaxies. Consequently,
they introduced the term “universal rotation curve” to
replace the conventional term “rotation curves,” reflect-
ing the broad applicability of the phenomenon.

B. Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) dark matter profile

An approximate analytical formulation of the NFW
density profile is established by drawing upon the Cold
Dark Matter (ΛCDM) theory and numerical simulations
[97, 98, 106]. In the context of galaxies and clusters, the
dark matter halo can be characterized through the NFW
density profile, expressed as

ρ(r) =
ρs

(r/rs)(1 + r/rs)2 , (22)

where ρs denotes the dark matter density during the
collapse of the dark matter halo, and rs represents the
scale radius. It is widely recognized that the NFW den-
sity profile encompasses a diverse range of dark mat-
ter models characterized by minimal collision effects be-
tween dark matter particles.

C. Scalar Field Dark Matter (SFDM) profile

The SFDM model contains two distinct density pro-
files, namely the Bose-Einstein Condensate (BEC) pro-
file and the finite BEC profile [107, 108]. For the sake
of simplicity, we concentrate on the BEC profile. This
particular profile aligns with the static solution of the
Klein-Gordon equation and involves a quadratic poten-
tial governing the scalar field. The corresponding SFDM
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profile [109, 110] of DM halo is given by

ρ(r) =
ρs sin(πr/rs)

πr/rs
, (23)

where rs denotes the radius at which the pressure and
density are zero, and ρs is the central density.

V. WORMHOLE SOLUTIONS FOR DIFFERENT
REDSHIFT FUNCTIONS

In this section, we will explore wormhole solutions
with non-zero tidal force solutions, where ϕ(r) ̸= 0. A
non-constant redshift function can improve the stabil-
ity of a wormhole and enhance its traversability. By ap-
propriately choosing the redshift function, one can con-
trol the gravitational tidal forces experienced by travel-
ers. For instance, a well-chosen redshift function can en-
sure that these tidal forces remain weak enough for safe
passage through the wormhole, which is essential for
the traversability condition. However, many researchers
have focused on the zero tidal force (ZTF) model, where
ϕ(r) is kept constant, to simplify the calculations of
the energy conditions. Maintaining a constant redshift
may not be realistic from a physics perspective. There-
fore, removing this assumption and allowing for a non-
constant redshift function is crucial. In [111], the au-
thors confirm that the ZTF condition does not enable
wormholes to exist with isotropic pressure. The physical
properties of traversable wormholes under a phantom
energy state were investigated in [112], and it was dis-
cussed that a non-constant redshift function could help
minimize the amount of exotic matter needed to sustain
the wormhole. Additionally, the impact of redshift func-
tions on the WEC within the framework of f (R) gravity
has been discussed in [113]. Thus, a non-constant red-
shift function offers numerous theoretical advantages in
wormhole geometry, thereby improving their feasibility
and versatility as solutions within GR and beyond.
Motivated by the above lines, we shall consider two
different non-constant redshift functions to study the
properties of wormhole solutions. Now, to compute the
shape functions, we compare the coefficients of the met-
rics (14) and (9), and we obtain

ξ(r) = 2ϕ(r) and eλ(r) =

(
1 − b(r)

r

)−1

. (24)

Now, with the above relations, we could able to obtain
the shape function from Eq. (20) under different redshift
functions.

A. ϕ(r) = − k
r

For the first case, we consider the redshift function de-
fined by

ϕ(r) = − k
r

, (25)

where k is any positive constant. Note that this form
of redshift function satisfies the asymptotic flatness con-
dition, i.e., ϕ(r) → 0 as r → ∞. Kar and Sahdev
[114] proposed this specific redshift function and inves-
tigated the nature of matter (WEC) and the embedding
of the space-like slices. They also discussed the human
traversability of these space times under this redshift
function. Later, L. A. Anchordoqui et al. [115] discussed
evolving wormholes with this specific redshift function.
They studied some issues related to the WEC violation
and human traversability in these time-dependent ge-
ometries. Additionally, with this specific redshift func-
tion, wormhole solutions have been investigated in dif-
ferent modified theories of gravity, including f (R) grav-
ity [116], f (R, Φ) gravity [117], and f (Q) gravity [37].
Using Eqs. (20), (24) and (25), one can obtain the shape
function

b(r) = r − r5

r4 + 4c1k2e−2k/r . (26)

Note that when we impose the throat condition, i.e.,
b(r0) = r0, we get the trivial solution r0 = 0. Thus, to
avoid this issue, we add a free parameter δ, and hence
the shape function (26) becomes

b(r) = r − r5

r4 + 4c1k2e−2k/r + δ. (27)

Now, to find the integrating constant c1, we use the
throat condition and obtain

c1 =
r4

0(r0 − δ)

4δk2e−2k/r0
. (28)

Substituting the value of c1 in Eq. (27), one can find the
final version of the shape function

b(r) = r − δr5

δr4 + r4
0(r0 − δ)e−2k( 1

r −
1
r0
)
+ δ, (29)

where 0 < δ < r0. Hence, in this case, the Morris-
Throne wormhole metric (9) can be read as

ds2 = −e−
2k
r dt2 +

 δr4

δr4 + r4
0(r0 − δ)e−2k( 1

r −
1
r0
)
− δ

r

−1

× dr2 + r2dΩ2
D−2. (30)
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Clearly, in the limit r → ∞, we obtain

lim
r→∞

b(r)
r

→ 0,

which confirms that the asymptotically flatness condi-
tion is satisfied. Moreover, the flare-out condition is also
satisfied at the throat for 0 < δ < r0 as well as for
the appropriate choice of the other free parameters. The
graphical behavior of the shape functions can be found
in Figs. 1 and 2.
For the redshift function (25), the radial and tangential

δ=0.2

δ=0.4

δ=0.6

δ=0.8

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0
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8

r

b (r)

r

Asymptotic condition

FIG. 1. Asymptotically flatness condition of the wormhole
against the radial distance r for the redshift ϕ(r) = − k

r . We
use k = 0.2 and r0 = 1.
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Flare-out condition
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0

0.25
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FIG. 2. Flare-out condition of the wormhole against the radial
distance r for the redshift ϕ(r) = − k

r . We use k = 0.2 and
r0 = 1.

pressures can be read as

pr =
1

8π

[
1
r7

(
−δrL2 + αδ2(r − 4k) + αr3 − r5

)
+αδ2r3(r − 4k)L2

1 +
δL1

r2

(
2k
(

4αδ + r3 + 2αr
)

+r
(
−2αδ + r3 − 2αr

))]
, (31)

pt =
1

8π

 δ

2r8

−8αδk2 + L2
1

(
2δr9

(
k2
(

12αδ + r3

+12αr)− kr
(

26αδ + r3 + 26αr
)
− 2r2

(
−2αδ + r3

−4αr)
))

+ L1

(
−8αδk2r5 − 6αδr7 − 8αr8 + 4r10

)
−2k2r3 − 8αk2r + 24αkr2 −L3

1

(
4αδ2r14(r − 6k)(2r − k)

)
+3kr4 + 32αδkr − 2αδr2 − 2αr3 + r5

)
−L3

]
, (32)

where, L1 = 1

r4
0(r0−δ)e

2k
(

1
r0

− 1
r

)
+δr4

,

L2 =

(
2k
(

2α + r2
)
+ r3 − 2αr

)
,

and L3 =
2α(δ−L1δr5+r)

2

r6 .
Now, for the URC model, the NEC can be read at the
throat

NEC1

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

=
1

8πr4
0

α −
r2

0

(
r3

s

(
1 − 8πρsr2

0

)
+ L4

)
(rs + r0)

(
r2

s + r2
0

)
 ,

(33)

NEC2

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

=
ρsr3

s

(rs + r0)
(

r2
s + r2

0

) +
1

16πr8
0

[
2δ2

×(k − 2r0)

(
k
(

4α + r2
0

)
+ r3

0 − 2αr0

)
+ δr0(5r0 − 2k)(

k
(

4α + r2
0

)
+ r3

0 − 2αr0

)
− 4αr4

0

]
, (34)

where L4 = r2
s r0 + rsr2

0 + r3
0.

Again, for the NFW model, the expression for NEC can
read as

NEC1 =
ρsr3

s
r(rs + r)2 +

1
8π

[
1
r7

(
−δrL2 + αδ2(r − 4k)

+αr3 − r5
)
+ L2

1αδ2r3(r − 4k) +
δL1

r2

(
2k
(

4αδ + r3

+2αr) + r
(
−2αδ + r3 − 2αr

))]
. (35)

At wormhole throat r = r0, the above expression re-
duces to

NEC1

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

=
1

8πr2
0

[
α

r2
0
− 1

(rs + r0)2

(
−8πρsr3

s r0 + r2
s

+2rsr0 + r2
0

)]
. (36)
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Similarly, we could obtain the NEC at the throat for the
SFDM model as

NEC1

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

=
α + 8ρsrsr3

0 sin
(

πr0
rs

)
− r2

0

8πr4
0

. (37)

Now, we will discuss the energy conditions for URC,
NFW, and SFDM DM halo profiles. We consider some
particular choice of free parameters ρs = 0.004 kpc−2,
rs = 2 kpc [118], throat radius r0 = 1, δ = 0.9 (as
0 < δ < r0) and k = 0.2. Mathematically, one can check
the RHS of Eqs. (33), (36), and (37) by simply putting
the values of the parameters and taking the GB coeffi-
cient α > 0 provides a negative quantity. This confirms
the violation of NEC at the wormhole throat. Graphi-
cally, we have presented the behavior of NEC for each
DM profile in Fig. 3. Moreover, we have studied other
energy conditions, such as SEC and DEC in Figs. 4 and
5. SEC is violated near the throat; however, far from the
throat, SEC will be satisfied. Moreover, radial DEC is
satisfied at the throat. But for α >> 0, DEC will disre-
spect the energy conditions.

B. ϕ(r) = 1
2 log(1 + η2

r2 )

In this case, we consider the redshift function of the
form

ϕ(r) =
1
2

log(1 +
η2

r2 ), (38)

where η is any positive parameter. Note that this
non-constant redshift function respects the asymptotic
condition of a traversable wormhole. With the above
choice of redshift function, Jusufi et al. [119] studied
traversable wormholes supported by Casimir energy in
general relativity. Also, in [40], GUP-Corrected Casimir
wormholes have been discussed in modified f (Q) grav-
ity with this logarithmic redshift function. Motivated
by the above articles, we consider this specific choice of
redshift function to check the stability of wormhole so-
lutions in 4D EGB gravity.
Similar to the previous subsection, we could obtain the
shape function by using Eqs. (20), (24) and (38),

b(r) = r −
r5
(

r2 + η2
)

r4
(
r2 + η2

)
+ 4η2c1

. (39)

It is clear that when we impose the throat condition on
the above equation, we get the trivial solution r0 = 0.
Thus, we introduced a free parameter λ to the above

shape function, and hence it becomes

b(r) = r −
r5
(

r2 + η2
)

r4
(
r2 + η2

)
+ 4η2c1

+ λ. (40)

Now, we impose b(r0) = r0 to the above expression (40)
to obtain c1

c1 =
K1

4η2λ
, (41)

where K1 = r4
0

(
r2

0 + η2
)
(r0 − λ). Substituting the

value of c1 in Eq. (40), we can obtain the shape function

b(r) = r −
r5
(

r2 + η2
)

λ

λr4
(
r2 + η2

)
+K1

+ λ. (42)

where 0 < λ < r0. Hence, the Morris-Throne wormhole
metric (9) reduces to

ds2 = −
(

1 +
η2

r2

)−1

dt2+

 r4
(

r2 + η2
)

λ

λr4
(
r2 + η2

)
+K1

− λ

r


−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2
D−2, (43)

which is asymptotically flat space-time. In fact, one can
smoothly verify that the case 0 < λ < r0 gives the
asymptotically flat solution. Also, we investigate the
important criteria of a traversable wormhole is the flare-
out condition, which is also satisfied within 0 < λ < r0.
In this case, we consider the throat radius r0 = 1 and
η = 2. The graphical behavior of shape functions can be
found in Figs. 6 and 7.

For the given redshift function (38) and shape func-
tion (42), we can compute the components of the energy-
momentum tensor. In fact, the radial pressure can be
read as follows

pr =
1

8πr6

α

λ − 4λ3 (K2 − 1)

r2
(

λ2

r2 + 1
) − λK2 + r

 (λ − λK2

+r)− 2λ3r (K2 − 1)
λ2

r2 + 1
−
(

r3 (λ − λK2 + r)
) , (44)

where K2 =
r5(η2+r2)

λr4(η2+r2)+r4
0(η2+r2

0)(r0−λ)
.

On the other hand, tangential pressure in this case can
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FIG. 3. The variation of ρ + pr against the radial distance r for the redshift ϕ(r) = − k
r . we use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2, rs = 2 kpc,

δ = 0.9, k = 0.2 and r0 = 1.
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FIG. 4. The variation of ρ + pr + 2pt against the radial distance r for the redshift ϕ(r) = − k
r . we use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2, rs = 2 kpc,

δ = 0.9, k = 0.2 and r0 = 1.

be read as

pt =
1

8π

1
r

λ (K2 − 1)

 λ2 (K3 + 1)

2r4
(

λ2

r2 + 1
)
(1 −K2)

×
(

12αλ

r3 +
4α

r2 − 12αλK2

r3 + 1
)
+

(
2λ4 + 3λ2r2

)
r2
(
λ2 + r2

)2

×
(

4α (λ − λK2 + r)
r3 + 1

)
+

1
r

(− λ2

r3 + λ2r

+
K3 + 1

2r (K2 − 1)

)(
1 − 2α (λ − λK2 + r)

r3

)



−2α (λ − λK2 + r)2

r6

]
, (45)

where K3 =
2r5r4

0(2η2+3r2)(η2+r2
0)(r0−λ)(

λr4(η2+r2)−η2λr4
0+η2r5

0−λr6
0+r7

0

)2 .

Now, with the above pressure components, we can ex-
amine the energy conditions for the URC, NFW, and
SFDM dark matter halo profiles and try to generate plots
to evaluate the validity of the energy conditions.
The NEC at wormhole throat (r = r0) for each DM halo
profile has been obtained and shown in Eq. (46).
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FIG. 5. The variation of ρ −
∣∣pr
∣∣ against the radial distance r for the redshift ϕ(r) = − k

r . we use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2, rs = 2 kpc,
δ = 0.9, k = 0.2 and r0 = 1.
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FIG. 6. Asymptotically flatness condition of the wormhole
against the radial distance r for the redshift ϕ(r) = 1

2 log(1 +
η2

r2 ). We use η = 2 and r0 = 1.

NEC1

∣∣∣∣∣
r=r0

=



1
8πr4

0

[
α −

r2
0

(
r3

s (1−8πρsr2
0)+r2

s r0+rsr2
0+r3

0

)
(rs+r0)(r2

s+r2
0)

]
, (URC profiles)

α(rs+r0)
2−r2

0(−8πρsr3
s r0+r2

s+2rsr0+r2
0)

8πr4
0(rs+r0)2 , (NFW profiles)

α+8ρsrsr3
0 sin

(
πr0
rs

)
−r2

0

8πr4
0

, (SFDM profiles)

(46)

Note that the above expression (46) is independent of
the free parameters η and λ, which confirms no influ-
ence of those parameters at the throat. However, out-
side the throat, we can see their influences. Also, in
this case, we consider the appropriate choice of free pa-
rameters λ = 0.3, η = 2, r0 = 1 along with the same
values of ρs and rs, which we choose in the previous
subsection. Numerically, one can check by putting the
above values along with α > 0, which gives a negative

quantity of NEC. Graphically, we have presented the be-
havior of NEC in Fig. 8. Moreover, we studied SEC in
Fig. 9 and found that SEC is violated near the throat for
α > 0. We also noticed that as we increase the values of
α, the contribution of violation becomes more. Further,
we checked DEC and observed that DEC is satisfied in
the vicinity of the throat (see Fig. 10).
A detailed summary of the energy conditions for URC,
NFW, and SFDM galactic DM profiles against both red-
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FIG. 7. Flare-out condition of the wormhole against the radial

distance r for the redshift ϕ(r) = 1
2 log(1 +

η2

r2 ). We use η = 2
and r0 = 1.

shift functions have been calculated and shown in Table-
I.

VI. SOME PHYSICAL FEATURES OF WORMHOLE
SOLUTIONS

In this particular section, we study some analysis of
the obtained wormhole solutions such as the complex-
ity factor, active gravitational mass, total gravitational
energy, and the embedding diagrams of the wormholes.

A. Complexity factor

A recent contribution in Ref. [120] proposed a novel
complexity definition for self-gravitating fluid distribu-
tions. This definition centers on the intuitive concept
that the gravitational system’s least complexity should
be represented by a homogeneous energy density distri-
bution accompanied by isotropic pressure. The work in
[120] reveals that in static spherically symmetric space-
times, an associated scalar emerges from the orthogonal
splitting of the Riemann tensor [121, 122]. This scalar,
denoted as ΥTF, summarizes the core aspects of com-
plexity, and its expression can be read as

ΥTF = 8π∆ − 4π

r3

∫ r

0
r̃3ρ′(r)dr̃ , (47)

where ∆ = pr − pt. Moreover, the above expression (47)
allows us to write the Tolman mass as

mT = (mT)Σ

(
r

rΣ

)3
+ r3

∫ rΣ

0

e(ξ+λ)/2

r̃
ΥTFdr̃, (48)

and this serves as a vital justification for defining
the complexity factor using the aforementioned scalar,

as it effectively incorporates all modifications arising
from both energy density inhomogeneity and pressure
anisotropy on the active gravitational mass. Notably, the
condition of vanishing complexity (ΥTF = 0) can be ful-
filled not solely in the simplest scenario of isotropic and
homogeneous systems but also across all cases where

∆ =
1

2r3

∫ r

0
r̃3ρ′(r)dr̃. (49)

In this context, fulfilling the vanishing complexity con-
dition results in a non-local equation of state, providing
an additional condition to close the system of Einstein’s
field equations. This application has been presented in
some recent papers, as seen in Refs. [123–125].
In this paper, we are interested in studying the com-
plexity factor for the wormhole solutions under galac-
tic regions. It is known that wormholes are defined for
r0 ≤ r < ∞, in that case the complexity factor (47)
should be modified and can be redefined as

ΥTF = 8π∆ − 4π

r3

∫ r

r0

r̃3ρ′(r)dr̃. (50)

Note that the standard definition requires r0 = 0, but
we must discard this case to ensure a finite size of the
wormhole throat.

Now, considering the relevant equations, we have
studied the behavior of the complexity factor (using the
above Eq. (50)) for three galactic halos wormholes with
respect to the radial coordinate shown in Figs. 11 and 12.
We noticed that the complexity factor ΥTF tends toward
zero as the radial coordinate approaches infinity r → ∞
or moves away from the wormhole throat. As explained
in [120], a minimal complexity factor, corresponds to
a configuration characterized by homogeneous energy
density and isotropic pressure. Additionally, a com-
plexity factor of zero suggests the presence of inhomo-
geneous energy density and anisotropic pressure, pro-
vided these two effects counterbalance each other in the
overall complexity factor. Consequently, in the vicinity
of the wormhole throat, the complexity factor exhibits a
monotonically increasing direction, and as we increase
the range of the radial coordinate, ΥTF approaches zero.
Moreover, we noticed that the above holds for any val-
ues of α > 0. Therefore, the complexity factor converges
to zero for high radial coordinates and α > 0 in the con-
text of galactic halo wormholes in EGB gravity. Further,
in the dynamics of the complexity factor, the role of pres-
sure isotropy emerges as more crucial compared to the
homogeneity of energy density. Furthermore, one can
read some recent interesting papers on this topic given
in Refs. [126–128].
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FIG. 8. The variation of ρ + pr against the radial distance r for the redshift ϕ(r) = 1
2 log(1 +

η2

r2 ). we use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2,
rs = 2 kpc, λ = 0.3, η = 2 and r0 = 1.
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FIG. 9. The variation of ρ + pr + 2pt against the radial distance r for the redshift ϕ(r) = 1
2 log(1 +

η2

r2 ). we use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2,
rs = 2 kpc, λ = 0.3, η = 2 and r0 = 1.

B. Active gravitational mass

The active mass function for our wormhole within the
region from the wormhole throat r0 up to the radius R
can be read as

MA = 4π
∫ R

r0

ρ(r)r2dr, (51)

where MA is the active gravitational mass. Note that
the positive nature of the active gravitational mass indi-
cates that the models are physically acceptable. Keeping
this in mind, we shall investigate three different types
of DM halo models and try to find some conditions for
which one can find positive mass function.
For the URC profile, the expression for MA can be read
as

MA = 4πρsr3
s

[
1
4

log
(

r2
s + r2

)
+

1
2

log(rs + r)

−1
2

tan−1
(

r
rs

)]R

r0

. (52)

It is observed from the above expression (52) that
the active gravitational mass MA of the wormhole
for URC galactic is positive under the constraint
1
4 log

(
r2

s + r2
)
+ 1

2 log(rs + r) > 1
2 tan−1

(
r
rs

)
.

Again, for the NFW profile, we can obtain the active
gravitational mass

MA = 4πρsr3
s

[
rs

rs + r
+ log(rs + r)

]R

r0

. (53)

Note that the RHS of the Eq. (53) is a positive quantity
for any values of the parameters.
At last, for the SFDM profile, MA can be read as

MA = 4ρsrs

 r2
s sin

(
πr
rs

)
π2 −

rsr cos
(

πr
rs

)
π


R

r0

. (54)

In this case, the active gravitational mass is positive un-

der the constraint
r2

s sin
(

πr
rs

)
π2 >

rsr cos
(

πr
rs

)
π .

Thus, we can conclude that the above DM models are
physically acceptable under some restrictions.
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FIG. 10. The variation of ρ −
∣∣pr
∣∣ against the radial distance r for the redshift ϕ(r) = 1

2 log(1 +
η2

r2 ). we use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2,
rs = 2 kpc, λ = 0.3, η = 2 and r0 = 1.

The behavior of the energy conditions around the throat

Physical expressions ϕ(r) = − k
r with ρs = 0.004 kpc−2, rs = 2 kpc,

δ = 0.9, k = 0.2 and r0 = 1
ϕ(r) = 1

2 log(1 +
η2

r2 ) with ρs = 0.004 kpc−2,
rs = 2 kpc, λ = 0.3, η = 2 and r0 = 1

Energy conditions for URC profile
ρ ρ > 0 ρ > 0
ρ + pr ρ + pr < 0 for α > 0 ρ + pr < 0 for α > 0
ρ + pt ρ + pt < 0 for α > 0 ρ + pt < 0 for α > 0
ρ + pr + 2pt ρ + pr + 2pt < 0 for α > 0 ρ + pr + 2pt < 0 for α > 0
ρ −

∣∣pr
∣∣ ρ −

∣∣pr
∣∣ > 0 for α > 0 ρ −

∣∣pr
∣∣ > 0 for α > 0

ρ −
∣∣pt
∣∣ ρ −

∣∣pt
∣∣ > 0 for α > 0 ρ −

∣∣pt
∣∣ < 0 for α > 0

Energy conditions for NFW profile
ρ ρ > 0 ρ > 0
ρ + pr ρ + pr < 0 for α > 0 ρ + pr < 0 for α > 0
ρ + pt ρ + pt < 0 for α > 0 ρ + pt < 0 for α > 0
ρ + pr + 2pt ρ + pr + 2pt < 0 for α > 0 ρ + pr + 2pt < 0 for α > 0
ρ −

∣∣pr
∣∣ ρ −

∣∣pr
∣∣ > 0 for α > 0 ρ −

∣∣pr
∣∣ > 0 for α > 0

ρ −
∣∣pt
∣∣ ρ −

∣∣pt
∣∣ > 0 for α > 0 ρ −

∣∣pt
∣∣ > 0 for α > 0

Energy conditions for SFDM profile
ρ ρ > 0 ρ > 0
ρ + pr ρ + pr < 0 for α > 0 ρ + pr < 0 for α > 0
ρ + pt ρ + pt < 0 for α > 0 ρ + pt < 0 for α > 0
ρ + pr + 2pt ρ + pr + 2pt < 0 for α > 0 ρ + pr + 2pt < 0 for α > 0
ρ −

∣∣pr
∣∣ ρ −

∣∣pr
∣∣ > 0 for α > 0 ρ −

∣∣pr
∣∣ > 0 for α > 0

ρ −
∣∣pt
∣∣ ρ −

∣∣pt
∣∣ > 0 for α > 0 ρ −

∣∣pt
∣∣ > 0 for α > 0

TABLE I. Outlook of the energy conditions

C. Total gravitational energy

We have already noticed that the material forming the
wormhole violates the NEC and, therefore, must be ex-
otic rather than normal matter. The total gravitational
energy of a structure composed of normal baryonic mat-
ter is negative. Therefore, it is crucial to check the nature
of the gravitational energy in a wormhole background.
Here, we follow the works of Lyndell-Bell et al. [129],

and Nandi et al. [130] and will try to find out the total
gravitational energy of the DM galactic wormholes. The
total gravitational energy Eg can be define as [130]

Eg = Mc2 − EM, (55)

where Mc2 represents the total energy, and it can be ex-
pressed as

Mc2 =
1
2

∫ r

r0

T 0
0 r2dr +

r0

2
,
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FIG. 11. The dynamics of ΥTF against the radial distance r for the redshift ϕ = −k
r . we use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2, rs = 2 kpc, δ = 0.9,

k = 0.2 and r0 = 1.
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FIG. 12. The dynamics of ΥTF against the radial distance r for the redshift ϕ(r) = 1
2 log(1 +

η2

r2 ). we use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2,
rs = 2 kpc, λ = 0.3, η = 2 and r0 = 1.

where the quantity r0
2 is linked to the effective mass

[130]. EM is the sum of other forms of energy like kinetic
energy, rest energy, internal energy, etc., defined by

EM =
1
2

∫ r

r0

T 0
0 (grr)

1
2 r2dr, with grr =

(
1 − b(r)

r

)−1

.

It can be claimed that since (grr)
1
2 > 1 (by definition),

then one can instantly deduce the criteria that Eg < 0
(attractive) if T 0

0 > 0 and Eg > 0 (repulsive) if T 0
0 < 0

[131]. Since it is very complicated to find the exact so-
lutions of the integral (55), we solve it numerically by
setting the integration range from the throat at r0 to the
embedded radial space of the wormhole geometry (re-
fer to Tables (II) and (III)). As depicted in Figs. 13 and
14, the results demonstrate that Eg > 0 signifies the re-
pulsive behavior in the proximity of the throat. Note
that we obtain Eg > 0 here despite T 0

0 > 0. This is be-
cause the matter distribution supporting the wormhole
structure violates the NEC. Similar behavior of Eg can
be found in [132–134]. This repulsive nature of Eg aligns
with expectations for the formation of a physically vi-

The values of Eg for different r.
r URC NFW SFDM
1.5 0.498883 0.498341 0.498766
2.0 0.498456 0.497876 0.498566
2.5 0.498142 0.497577 0.498722
3.0 0.497897 0.49736 0.499071
3.5 0.497701 0.497193 0.499401
4.0 0.497541 0.497058 0.499534
4.5 0.497408 0.496948 0.499406
5.0 0.497296 0.496855 0.499104

TABLE II. Table shows the values of Eg for different DM pro-
files under the shape function (29). We use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2,
rs = 2 kpc, δ = 0.9, k = 0.2 and r0 = 1.

able wormhole.

D. Embedding diagram

This subsection will discuss the embedding diagram
that helps us visualize wormhole space-time. As per the
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The values of Eg for different r.
r URC NFW SFDM
1.5 0.499035 0.498545 0.49892
2.0 0.498829 0.49832 0.498818
2.5 0.498716 0.498212 0.498872
3.0 0.498639 0.498143 0.498982
3.5 0.498579 0.498092 0.499083
4.0 0.498531 0.498052 0.499122
4.5 0.498491 0.498019 0.499084
5.0 0.498457 0.497991 0.498992

TABLE III. Table shows the values of Eg for different DM pro-
files under the shape function (42). We use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2,
rs = 2 kpc, λ = 0.3, η = 2 and r0 = 1.

URC

NFW

SFDM

1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0

0.4970

0.4975

0.4980

0.4985

0.4990

0.4995

r (kpc)

Eg

Total gravitational mass

FIG. 13. The variation of Eg under the shape function (29). We
use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2, rs = 2 kpc, δ = 0.9, k = 0.2 and r0 = 1.

framework outlined by Morris and Thorne [19], the em-
bedding surface of the wormhole is represented by the
function z(r), which satisfies the given differential equa-
tion:

dz
dr

= ± 1√
r

b(r) − 1
. (56)

In this expression, it is observed that dz
dr diverges at the

wormhole’s throat, implying that the embedding sur-
face assumes a vertical orientation at the throat. Note
that the above differential equation (56) provides the fol-
lowing relation

z(r) = ±
∫ r

r0

dr√
r

b(r) − 1
. (57)

Further, the radial distance of the wormhole can be read
as

l(r) = ±
∫ r

r0

dr√
1 − r

b(r)

. (58)

URC

NFW

SFDM

1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0

0.4980
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0.4988

0.4990

r (kpc)

Eg

Total gravitational mass

FIG. 14. The variation of Eg under the shape function (42). We
use ρs = 0.004 kpc−2, rs = 2 kpc, λ = 0.3, η = 2 and r0 = 1.

Note that the above integral is given in Eqs. (57) cannot
be solved analytically. Hence, we will solve it numeri-
cally by fixing some values of the free parameters and by
changing the upper limit r. The numerical plot for em-
bedding diagram z(r) for the shape functions (29) and
(42) is given in Fig. 15. Moreover, one can check Fig. 16
for the full visualization of wormholes.

1 2 3 4 5
-4

-2

0

2

4

r

z(r)

FIG. 15. 2D embedding diagram for the shape functions (29)
(Red) and (42) (Black). We use δ = 0.9, k = 0.2, λ = 0.3, η = 2
and r0 = 1.

VII. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

Indeed, exploring wormhole geometry has recently
sparked considerable enthusiasm among theoretical re-
searchers. Consequently, wormholes have been identi-
fied in the galactic halo region, supported by various
dark matter density profiles. This paper searches for
wormhole existence in the galactic halo supported by
three different DM profiles, such as URC, NFW, and
SFDM models within recently proposed 4D EGB grav-
ity. Also, we employed the Karmarkar condition to find
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FIG. 16. Full visualization of the embedding diagram for the
shape functions (29) (left) and (42) (right). Left panel: we use
r0 = 1, δ = 0.9, k = 0.2. Right panel: we use r0 = 1, λ = 0.3,
η = 2.

the shape function for two different non-constant red-
shift functions. The detailed outcomes of this work are
as follows:

Firstly, we obtained the shape function using an em-
bedding class- I approach under the redshift function
ϕ(r) = − k

r . We noticed that the obtained shape func-
tion follows the flare-out condition under asymptoti-
cally flatness conditions within the range 0 < δ < r0.
Later, we inserted the shape function into the pressure
components of the 4D EGB gravity. Further, we have
investigated the energy conditions in the galactic halo
with DM density profiles. We have observed that NEC
is violated in the neighborhood of the throat. It was no-
ticed the influence of GB coefficient α in the violation
of NEC. Mathematically, one can check the RHS of Eqs.
(33), (36), and (37) by simply putting the values of the
parameters and taking the GB coefficient α > 0 provides
a negative quantity. Also, we checked SEC for each DM
profile and found that SEC was violated. Moreover, as
we increase the value of α, the contribution of violation
becomes more. Additionally, DEC for both pressures
was found satisfying near the throat. Moreover, one can
check the summary of the energy conditions near the
throat of the wormhole in Table-I.

Similar to the previous case, we extracted the shape
function under the redshift function ϕ(r) = 1

2 log(1 +
η2

r2 ). We investigated the necessary criteria for a
traversable wormhole, i.e., the flare-out condition,
which is satisfied in the range 0 < λ < r0. Later, we
checked the NEC, SEC, and DEC for obtained solutions
in the galactic halo regions. NEC is disrespected at the
throat for α > 0. Moreover, one can check numerically
from the expression given in Eq. (46). DEC was inves-
tigated for each DM profile, and it was found that DEC

was satisfied with both pressures in the galactic halos,
except tangential DEC, which is violated in the URC DM
profile. The calculated energy conditions are shown in
Table-I.

Note that the confirming violated behavior of energy
conditions supports the presence of the dark halos. We
checked the behavior of energy conditions for each DM
halo profile and noticed the violations of energy condi-
tions, which means that traversable wormholes may ex-
ist in the galactic regions supported by dark matter in
the context of 4D EGB gravity.

Further, some physical features of wormholes, such as
complexity factor, active gravitational mass, total gravi-
tational mass, and embedding diagrams, have been ex-
plored in this paper. The complexity factor in the con-
text of galactic DM halo wormholes in EGB gravity has
been calculated, and it was noticed that the complexity
factor converges to zero for high radial coordinates and
GB coefficient α > 0. Such a study has been done in
Ref. [128] for Casimir wormholes in higher dimensional
EGB gravity. Moreover, the active gravitational mass for
each DM density profile has been performed, and it has
been observed that these DM models are physically ac-
ceptable under some restrictions. Rahaman et al. [135]
studied the active gravitational mass of the NFW profile;
however, in this paper, we have studied the active grav-
itational mass of URC and SFDM models along with the
NFW model. Further, we have studied and numerically
calculated the total gravitational energy for each DM
profile under obtained shape functions. it was observed
that Eg > 0, which signifies the presence of repulsion
near the throat. This characteristic nature of Eg aligns
with expectations for the formation of a physically vi-
able wormhole.
In [136], wormhole geometry in the galactic halos has
been explored with two embedded wormhole-specific
shape functions in the context of Einsteinian cubic grav-
ity. They used observational data within the signature of
the M87 galaxy and the Milky Way galaxy to check the
effect of the dark matter halos. Further, in [137], the au-
thor discussed wormhole solution with density profile
obtained from modified Newtonian dynamics (MOND)
with or without a scalar field in GR. Recently, wormhole
solutions have been explored in f (Q, T) gravity under
different dark matter profiles such as URC and NFW
profiles [138]. In this paper, we have investigated worm-
hole solutions under URC, NFW, and SFDM profiles in
4D EGB gravity with two different redshift functions.
Our study confirms that the obtained wormhole solu-
tions might exist in the galactic halos within 4D EGB
gravity. Also, traversable wormholes in the galactic ha-
los with observational data sets in higher dimensional



17

gravity would be an interesting problem that is being
actively considered.
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