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This paper presents a systematic exploration of exact solutions for electrically charged worm-
holes, black holes, and black bounces within the hybrid metric-Palatini gravity (HMPG) frame-
work. HMPG combines features of the metric and Palatini formulations of modified gravity, offering
a powerful approach to address challenges in General Relativity, particularly those related to cosmic
acceleration and dark matter. We examine configurations characterized by a zero scalar potential
under spherical symmetry, and present solutions in both the Jordan and Einstein conformal frames.
A diverse set of solutions emerges, including traversable wormholes, black holes with extremal hori-
zons, and “black universe” models in which spacetime beyond the horizon leads to an expanding
cosmological solution rather than a singularity. Each configuration is categorized according to the
properties of the scalar field, with an in-depth analysis of the horizon and throat structures, asymp-
totic behaviour, and singularities. These findings underscore the versatility of HMPG in capturing
complex gravitational phenomena and broadens the scope of the theory, offering a robust framework
for modelling gravitational phenomena across a range of astrophysical contexts. Future work will
benefit from extending these solutions to include scalar potentials, addressing both early-universe
inflation and late-time acceleration, and applying observational data, such as gravitational lensing
and gravitational wave measurements.

I. INTRODUCTION

The pursuit of a comprehensive theory of gravity has
become one of the most significant challenges in modern
theoretical physics. While General Relativity (GR) [1, 2]
remains an extraordinarily successful theory, accurately
describing a wide range of gravitational phenomena, it
faces significant challenges when confronted with certain
observations. For instance, the late-time cosmic accelera-
tion, initially observed through distant supernovae [3, 4],
suggests that the universe is expanding at an accelerat-
ing rate, an effect that GR cannot fully explain with-
out invoking a mysterious form of energy known as dark
energy [5]. Additionally, the presence of dark matter,
inferred from the rotational curves of galaxies and large-
scale structure formation [6–9], presents yet another chal-
lenge that GR faces within its framework. The early uni-
verse, dominated by high-energy conditions and rapid ex-
pansion, further complicates the issue [10]. The standard
cosmological model, based on GR, requires an inflation-
ary period to resolve several initial condition problems
[11–14]. However, the nature of this inflationary period
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and its underlying mechanisms remain speculative, point-
ing to potential limitations in GR’s applicability to ex-
treme conditions. In light of the limitations of GR, alter-
native theories of gravity have been widely investigated
in the scientific literature. These theories seek to extend
or modify the foundational principles of GR, offering a
more comprehensive framework capable of addressing ob-
servations that GR alone has difficulty explaining.

One of the primary approaches involves modifying the
Einstein-Hilbert action, the fundamental action under-
lying GR, such as f(R) gravity, where the Ricci scalar
is replaced by a more general function of the scalar cur-
vature [15–22]. This modification allows for additional
degrees of freedom, which can potentially explain cosmic
acceleration without the need for dark energy. Another
significant direction in alternative theories of gravity is
exploring different geometrical formulations of spacetime.
While GR is based on Riemannian geometry, other ap-
proaches consider different geometric structures, where
the spacetime curvature is replaced by torsion [23, 24]
and non-metricity [25, 26]. Furthermore, there are theo-
ries that introduce additional fields to the existing frame-
work of GR. These include scalar-tensor theories [27–
29], where a scalar field is coupled to the metric tensor,
leading to varying gravitational ‘constants’ over time or
space, and Horndeski theories [30–32], which represent
the most general scalar-tensor theories with second-order
field equations. These theories can accommodate a wide
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range of cosmological behaviours, including those that
could explain the late-time cosmic acceleration. Overall,
these alternative theories of gravity are motivated by the
need to reconcile GR with observational data that sug-
gest the presence of phenomena beyond the scope of the
standard model of cosmology. By modifying the funda-
mental principles of GR or exploring entirely new geo-
metrical structures, these theories aim to provide a more
comprehensive understanding of the universe, addressing
both the successes and challenges of GR while offering
novel predictions that can be tested through future ob-
servations and experiments.

Indeed, research in extended theories of gravity reveal
a key difference between the metric [17, 19, 20] and Pala-
tini (or metric-affine) [18] formulations of gravity. In the
metric approach, the metric tensor is treated as the sole
dynamical variable in the action. Conversely, the Pala-
tini approach considers the connection as an indepen-
dent variable, separate from the metric tensor. Conse-
quently, in the Palatini formulation, the field equations
are derived by varying the action with respect to both
the metric and the connection. While the metric ap-
proach often leads to higher-order derivative equations,
the Palatini approach consistently results in second-order
equations. However, this simplicity in the Palatini formu-
lation comes with algebraic relations between the matter
fields and the affine connection, coupling the connection
with both matter and the metric. In f(R) theories, this
distinction is particularly clear. In the metric formula-
tion, ϕ ≡ df/dR acts as a dynamical scalar field governed
by a second-order equation, with its impact on large-scale
phenomena depending on the field’s mass and interaction
range. Light scalar fields are tightly constrained by lab-
oratory and Solar System tests unless screening mech-
anisms are taken into account [33, 34]. Conversely, in
the Palatini approach, the scalar field satisfies an alge-
braic equation, making ϕ a function of the trace of the
stress-energy tensor, ϕ = ϕ(T ).

To address and potentially overcome specific limita-
tions present in both Palatini and metric formulations of
f(R) gravity, the hybrid metric-Palatini gravity (HMPG)
theories were introduced. This approach was first pro-
posed in [35] and has since evolved significantly through
extensive research across a variety of contexts. Key de-
velopments in HMPG have been made within cosmology,
such as those presented in Refs. [36–44]. These stud-
ies explore HMPG’s potential to model the universe’s
large-scale behaviour and its implications for the cosmo-
logical expansion history. Beyond cosmology, HMPG has
also been explored under observational constraints, and
notable contributions in this domain include the analy-
sis in Refs. [45–48], where the compatibility of HMPG
with observed phenomena has been analysed to estab-
lish feasible parameter spaces for the theory. Further-
more, HMPG has been applied to inflationary models, as
demonstrated in studies like those presented in Refs. [49–
52], which investigate its ability to describe the universe’s
accelerated expansion during the inflationary epoch. The

scope of HMPG extends into alternative fields of gravita-
tional phenomena, such as in dark matter models [53–55]
and compact objects [56–62]. Within these frameworks,
HMPG has been examined as a viable mechanism for
describing the gravitational interactions of astrophysical
bodies under extreme conditions. Additionally, stability
considerations within HMPG, as discussed in Refs. [63–
65], have been pivotal in evaluating the theoretical con-
sistency and physical feasibility of solutions within this
theory.

The theoretical framework of HMPG has been fur-
ther expanded through generalized formulations and ad-
ditional applications, as explored in [66–71], providing
an enriched structural foundation for the theory. Explo-
rations of Noether symmetries in HMPG [72] have pro-
vided insights into conserved quantities and symmetry
properties of the model, adding depth to its mathemat-
ical formulation. Furthermore, the versatility of HMPG
has been demonstrated across a range of contexts, in-
cluding braneworld scenarios [73, 74], where it provides
a framework for addressing extra-dimensional effects, and
screening mechanisms [75], which allow it to recover GR
in local settings. Additionally, HMPG has shown promise
in gravitational wave predictions [76], offering insights
that align with current observations, as well as in cos-
mic string models [77, 78], which connect to topological
defects and early-universe phenomena. These applica-
tions significantly broaden HMPG’s relevance across a
diverse spectrum of gravitational phenomena. A notable
strength of the HMPG framework lies in its scalar-tensor
representation, which incorporates long-range scalar in-
teractions while remaining consistent with Solar System
observational tests [35]. This intrinsic alignment with es-
tablished observational constraints enhances the viability
of HMPG as a compelling alternative to traditional mod-
ified theories of gravity. Indeed, by offering a coherent
description of gravitational interactions across multiple
scales, HMPG emerges as a robust candidate for address-
ing a wide array of challenges in gravitational physics.

An intriguing application of HMPG theories lies in the
study of spherically symmetric compact objects. No-
tably, the HMPG framework has enabled detailed explo-
rations of vacuum static spherically symmetric solutions
within its scalar-tensor representation, as carried out nu-
merically in [59]. In this analysis, black hole formation
is indicated by singularities emerging in the components
of the metric tensor. This study also provides a compre-
hensive investigation of the thermodynamic properties
of these black holes, examining key aspects such as the
horizon temperature, specific heat, entropy, and the char-
acteristic time scale for black hole evaporation. Further
examination of vacuum geometries in the scalar-tensor
representation of HMPG was undertaken in [79, 80]. In
[79], solutions were analysed under the assumption of
a zero scalar field potential, where the theory aligns
closely with GR but with the addition of a phantom con-
formally coupled scalar field acting as the gravitational
source. In this configuration, the solutions reveal a di-
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versity of behaviours, such as, generic asymptotically flat
solutions tend to manifest either as naked central singu-
larities or as traversable wormholes. In fact, a particu-
lar two-parameter family of solutions results in globally
regular black holes with extremal horizons. Addition-
ally, a unique one-parameter family of solutions presents
an intriguing structure featuring an infinite sequence of
extremal horizons interspersed between static regions,
where the spherical radius varies monotonically across
these regions.

The study was extended further in [80], where ana-
lytical solutions incorporating non-zero scalar potentials
were considered. In these cases, black hole solutions fea-
turing conventional horizons typically need negative po-
tential values when canonical scalars are involved. For
phantom scalars, however, a different class of solutions,
termed “black universe” solutions, emerges. In these con-
figurations, instead of leading to a central singularity, the
geometry beyond the horizon transitions into an expand-
ing universe. Stability analysis reveals that, while most
solutions tend to be unstable under scalar monopole per-
turbations, certain specialized black hole configurations
remain stable. The study was further explored in the
generalized HMPG theory [66], where specific solutions
were first derived in the Einstein-frame and then inter-
preted in the Jordan-frame [81]. Under the assumption
of a zero potential, the general solutions frequently ex-
hibit naked singularities or traversable wormholes, with
special cases giving rise to black holes characterized by
extremal horizons. When a non-zero potential is intro-
duced, the analytical solutions typically lead to configu-
rations with naked singularities. Even when the Einstein-
frame metric gEµν can be obtained analytically, solving
the scalar field equations often requires numerical meth-
ods. Additionally, any horizon observed in gEµν trans-
forms into a singularity in the Jordan-frame as a result
of the conformal factor, underscoring the complexity in-
troduced by the scalar field dynamics in HMPG theories.
In this work, we build and extend on these earlier studies
to explore novel configurations under certain conditions.
More specifically, we focus on electrically charged scenar-
ios with spherical symmetry where the scalar potential is
identically zero, presenting these within both the Jordan
and Einstein frames, and analysing them in the former.
Such a setup allows for significant simplifications while
still encompassing a rich variety of physical phenomena.

This paper is organized in the following manner: In
Sec. II, we present the framework of the HMPG the-
ories, detailing the formulation of the action and the
scalar-tensor representation used to derive the field equa-
tions. The transition between the Jordan and Einstein
frames is outlined to simplify the analysis and solution
derivation. In Sec. III, we restrict the analysis to con-
figurations with a zero scalar potential, focusing on so-
lutions in the Jordan-frame. A transformation to the
Einstein-frame is performed, and specific line elements
are constructed to explore static, spherically symmetric
solutions with electric charge. In Secs. IV and V, we

systematically examine different classes of solutions, and
extensively discuss the influence of the parameters on the
horizon structure and potential singularities, distinguish-
ing between naked singularities, traversable wormholes,
black holes, and unique “black universe” models. Fi-
nally, in Sec. VI, we summarize our results, emphasizing
the versatility of HMPG in yielding diverse gravitational
configurations, and briefly explore potential directions for
future research.
Throughout this paper, we consider the metric signa-

ture (+−−−).

II. THE HMPG THEORY

The action of the HMPG theory is given by [35]:

S =

∫
d4x

√−g[R+ f(R)] + Sm , (1)

where g = det(gµν), gµν is the Riemannian metric, R
is the metric Ricci scalar, associated with gµν . Sm is
the matter action defined as Sm =

∫
d4x

√−gLm, where
Lm is the matter Lagrangean. In particular, the Palatini
scalar curvature R is defined as R ≡ gµνRµν ,where Rµν

is the Palatini Ricci tensor defined through an indepen-
dent connection Γ̂

R ≡ gµνRµν ≡ gµν
(
Γ̂αµν,α − Γ̂αµα,ν + Γ̂ααλΓ̂

λ
µν − Γ̂αµλΓ̂

λ
αν

)
.

(2)
It is extremely useful to represent the HMPG theory in

the scalar-tensor representation, and rather than outline
all the details here, we refer the reader to [59] for more
details. More specifically, by introducing a new auxil-
iary field E, the hybrid metric-Palatini action (1) can
be reformulated in the equivalent form of a scalar-tensor
theory, given by

S =

∫
d4x

√−g[R+ f(E) + f ′(E)(R− E)] + Sm, (3)

where for E = R, the action (3) reduces to action (1).
By introducing the following definitions:

ϕ ≡ f ′(E) , V (ϕ) = Ef ′(E)− f(E) , (4)

it is possible to reformulate Eq. (1) into a scalar-tensor
theory with the following action [35]:

S =

∫
d4x

√−g[R+ ϕR− V (ϕ)] + Sm . (5)

Thus, by varying the action (5) with respect to the
metric, ϕ and the independent connection, and using the
respective field equations, it is possible to relate Rµν and
Rµν given by

Rµν = Rµν +
3

2ϕ2
∂µϕ∂νϕ− 1

ϕ

(
∇µ∇νϕ+

1

2
gµν□ϕ

)
,

(6)
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and finally rewrite the action as (we refer the reader to
[35] for more details):

S =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
(1 + ϕ)R+

3

2ϕ
(∂ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)

]
+ Sm .

(7)
It is interesting to note that this action is, in fact, a

special case of the Bergmann-Wagoner-Nordtvedt scalar-
tensor theories [82–84] , given by [80]:

S =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
f(ϕ)R+ g(ϕ)(∂ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)

]
+Sm , (8)

where f(ϕ), g(ϕ) and V (ϕ) are arbitrary functions of ϕ,
which, in the case of the HMPG theory, by comparison
with action (7), are given by

f(ϕ) = 1 + ϕ , g(ϕ) =
3

2ϕ
, (9)

and V (ϕ) is the scalar field potential, as defined before.
Associating our theory with the Bergmann-Wagoner-
Nordtvedt action is, indeed, of great importance, as in
these theories it is possible to apply a transformation
from the Jordan conformal frame, corresponding to Eq.
(7), to the Einstein conformal frame, which greatly sim-
plifies solving the field equations.

In general, and in the particular case of our theory,
given the expressions in Eq. (9), this transformation is
given, respectively, by [80, 83]:

ḡµν = f(ϕ)gµν ,

dϕ

dϕ̄
= f(ϕ)

∣∣∣∣∣f(ϕ)g(ϕ)− 3

2

(
df

dϕ

)2
∣∣∣∣∣
−1/2

,

which provides the following relations

ḡµν = (1 + ϕ)gµν ,

ϕ = − tanh2
ϕ̄√
6
, if − 1 < ϕ < 0 ,

ϕ = tan2
ϕ̄√
6
, if ϕ > 0 .

With this, we obtain the general form of the HMPG
action in the Einstein-frame, in which bars are related to
the transformed quantities [80, 85]:

SE =

∫
d4x

√−ḡ
[
R̄− nḡµν ϕ̄,µϕ̄,ν

− V (ϕ)

(1 + ϕ)2
+

L̄m
(1 + ϕ)2

]
, (10)

where n is related to the sign of the scalar field kinetic
term in action (7), which depends on the sign of the field
itself. Specifically, n = −sign ( 3

2ϕ ) = −sign ϕ. Further-

more, if n = +1, ϕ is a canonical scalar field, whereas if
n = −1, ϕ is a phantom scalar field. Apart from this, by

transforming the matter action, Sm, that last term is ob-
tained, in which L̄m represents the transformed matter
Lagrangean, that depends on its yet unknown expression.
Note that V (ϕ) remains without any bars, as its expres-
sion is still unknown and is irrelevant when obtaining the
field equations from the action, as is its transformation,
unlike the matter Lagrangean.

III. ACTION AND GENERAL SOLUTION FOR
V (ϕ) ≡ 0

Now, for our analysis, we are interested in studying
electrically charged solutions to the HMPG theory, rep-
resented, in general, by action (7). Note that if we were
to consider a magnetic charge, or both simultaneously,
the results would be analogous, as explained in [85]. Fur-
thermore, we focus on the case in which V (ϕ) ≡ 0. For
this study, in the Jordan conformal frame, we consider
the following action:

S =

∫
d4x

√−g
[
(1 + ϕ)R+

3

2ϕ
(∂ϕ)2 + FµνF

µν

]
.

(11)
Here, Lm = FµνF

µν , which is a pure Maxwell term,
where Fµν ≡ ∇µAν −∇νAµ is the electromagnetic field
tensor or Maxwell tensor, and Aµ is the electromagnetic
4-potential. Applying the transformation to the Einstein
conformal frame, using Eq. (10), we obtain the following
action [85, 86]:

SE =

∫
d4x

√−ḡ
[
R̄− nḡµν ϕ̄,µϕ̄,ν + FµνF

µν
]
. (12)

As we can see, this transformation yields no changes
in the form of the matter action, since L̄m = (1 +
ϕ)2FµνF

µν .

Now, in order to find static, spherically symmetric so-
lutions to the field equations derived from this action, we
define the line element in the following manner:

ds2 = e2γ(u)dt2 − e2α(u)du2 − e2β(u)dΩ2 , (13)

where γ, α and β are arbitrary functions of u, an arbitrar-
ily chosen radial coordinate, and dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2.
Apart from this, using the harmonic coordinate condi-
tion, which will allow the solutions for the canonical and
phantom scalar fields to be written in a unified form [80],
we also define the function α(u) as:

α(u) = 2β(u) + γ(u) . (14)

Taking into account these conditions, we obtain a gen-
eral solution to the field equations that emerge from the
action in Eq. (12). A specific solution, given in the
Einstein-frame and for a source that is solely electrically
charged, which is the focus of our study, was derived in
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[85–87] and is expressed as:

ds2E =
dt2

q2s2(h, u+ u1)
− q2s2(h, u+ u1)

s2(k, u)
×

×
[

du2

s2(k, u)
+ dΩ2

]
, (15)

Fµν = (δµ0δν1 − δν0δµ1)
1

q2s2(h, u+ u1)
, (16)

ϕ̄(u) = C̄u+ ϕ̄0 , (17)

where the integration constants q and C̄ are the electric
and scalar charges, respectively, u1 will be defined below,
and the functions s2(k, u) and s2(h, u + u1) are defined
as:

s2(k, u) =


k−2 sinh2 ku , k > 0 ,

u2 , k = 0 ,

k−2 sin2 ku , k < 0 ,

(18)

and

s2(h, u+ u1) =


h−2 sinh2[h(u+ u1)] , h > 0 ,

(u+ u1)
2 , h = 0 ,

h−2 sin2[h(u+ u1)] , h < 0 ,

(19)

respectively, where the integration constants C̄, k and h
follow the relation:

2k2sign k = nC̄2 + 2h2sign h . (20)

These constants may be positive, negative or zero, ex-
cept for C̄, which we must consider to be different than
0, since in that case the scalar field would be constant, as
can be seen from Eq. (17), which bears no interest for our
study. Apart from these, ϕ̄0 := ϕ̄(0) is also an integration
constant. Note that the solution for the scalar field, in
Eq. (17), was obtained in [85, 87], without loss of gener-
ality, considering that constant to be zero. However, in
our case, we consider ϕ̄0 ̸≡ 0, since this leads to different
and more interesting results, as explained further below.

Concerning the coordinate u, we will, as in [85, 86],
define it in the interval 0 < u < umax ≤ ∞, unless stated
otherwise, where u = 0 is spatial infinity, i.e., it is a
regular point and r(u) ≡ √−g22, which is the spheri-
cal radius, approaches infinity. umax, as the name sug-
gests, corresponds to the maximum value of u, allowed by
the metric behaviour, and may correspond to a singular
point, where spacetime ends, a second spatial infinity, or
a regular centre, depending on the metric functions and
on its regularity. Defining u to be positive is just a choice,
as this coordinate could be defined in the range u < 0
instead. However, when u = 0 is spatial infinity, that
would lead to the same results, since we are dealing with
hyperbolic and trigonometric functions, thus, by choos-
ing adequate values for the constants, we obtain the same

results for both ranges. In certain classes this choice is
also discussed. When u = 0 is not spatial infinity, u is
no longer defined in the interval 0 < u < umax ≤ ∞,
and it is also no longer restricted to being either positive
or negative. Regarding the integration constant u1, its
definition (see [85, 86]) is imposed, without loss of gen-
erality, by ḡ00(0) = 1, which occurs if the Einstein-frame
metric is asymptotically flat, in particular Minkowskian,
at u = 0, for which we obtain:

s2(h, u1) = 1/q2 . (21)

From this definition, we see that this constant can never
be null, but may have both signs. Furthermore, taking
into account the possible combinations of integration con-
stants, and also the results obtained later in the analysis,
we obtain the following classification for the solutions of
the family (15)-(17) [85, 86]:

[1+] n = +1, k > h > 0;

[2+] n = +1, k > h = 0;

[3+] n = +1, h < 0;

(22)

and

[1−] n = −1, h > k ≥ 0;

[2−] n = −1, h ≥ 0, k < 0;

[3−] n = −1, 0 > h > k.

(23)

Before we start analysing these classes, we first need to
obtain the metric back in the Jordan-frame, since those
are the solutions we are interested in. Inverting the met-
ric transformation equation and using the transformation
of ϕ, for both types of scalar field, from Eq. (10), we ob-
tain:

gµν = cosh2(ϕ̄/
√
6)ḡµν , if − 1 < ϕ < 0 , n = +1 ,

(24)

gµν = cos2(ϕ̄/
√
6)ḡµν , if ϕ > 0 , n = −1 . (25)

Defining ψ(u) := ϕ̄(u)/
√
6 = Cu+ ψ0, where C = C̄/

√
6

and ψ0 = ϕ̄0/
√
6, for notational simplicity, we obtain the

following relations between line elements:

ds2J = cosh2 ψ ds2E , if − 1 < ϕ < 0 , n = +1 , (26)

ds2J = cos2 ψ ds2E , if ϕ > 0 , n = −1 , (27)

where the subscripts J and E are relative to the Jor-
dan and Einstein frames, respectively. Using C, we have
the following relation between constants, which will be
of extreme importance, instead of Eq. (20):

k2sign k = n 3C2 + h2sign h . (28)

From Eqs. (26) and (27), we see why the choice ϕ̄0 ≡ 0
should not be considered in Eq. (17). In both canonical
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and phantom cases, the choice of ϕ̄0 ̸= 0, hence ψ0 ̸= 0,
affects the behaviour, in particular as u→ 0, of the con-
formal factors cosh2 ψ and cos2 ψ, affecting the asymp-
totic behaviour of the metrics. Apart from this, in the
case of a phantom field, the conformal factor cos2 ψ may
go to zero at different values of u according to the value
of ψ0, which may lead to different possibilities for those
spacetimes. Conversely, in the case of a canonical field,
adding ψ0 ̸= 0 in the conformal factor has no effects
in that sense, however, it may affect its relations with
other functions in the metric. These behaviours will be
explored in greater detail when analysing the solutions.

IV. SYSTEMATIC STRATEGY FOR
ANALYSING SOLUTIONS

We now examine each of the aforementioned classes
of solutions, following a systematic approach for each.
To begin, we analyse the asymptotic behaviour of the
metric as u→ 0+, which generally corresponds to spatial
infinity, as previously discussed.

In fact, if there are other points with these features,
we may consider the spatial infinity to be located at any
one of them. However, in our analysis, whenever u = 0
presents those features, which happens in the vast major-
ity of the cases, we consider spatial infinity to be located
at that point, even if there are other possible points.
Even though alternative points may exist, selecting any
of them would yield the same results. On the other hand,
if u = 0 does not have those features, we must search for
a point that does and define it as spatial infinity. In this
particular case, both ranges u > 0 and u < 0 may be
considered simultaneously, as the coordinate is no longer
restricted to one of them, as mentioned before. Thus, for
simplicity, in the following explanations we are always
considering spatial infinity to be located at u = 0.
In order to simplify the analysis of spatial infinity, we

transform the coordinate u, using the “quasiglobal” co-
ordinate condition:

α(u) + γ(u) = 0 , (29)

where these functions are present in Eq. (13). In general,
by doing this, we transform u into a “quasiglobal” coor-
dinate x, obtained by the integral x =

∫
eα+γdu, which

leads to g00 = −g11. The ideal approach would be to
apply this condition directly to the metric in the Jordan-
frame. However, integrating with the conformal factor
included in the metric functions proves to be impossi-
ble, at least when considering only real solutions. Thus,
for this transformation only (the Jordan-frame metric is
still the one of interest to analyse), we are considering
the Einstein-frame’s metric functions. This way, unlike
what usually happens when we define a “quasiglobal”
coordinate, in this case, in the Jordan-frame, we do not
get g00 = −g11 because the conformal factor is not in-
cluded in the definition of the coordinate transformation.
Thus, we are going to transform u into what we call the

Einstein-frame’s “quasiglobal” coordinate x, which is ob-
tained by using the given condition and solving the cor-
responding integral for the Einstein-frame’s metric.
Taking into account the line element (15) and the func-

tion inside the integral x =
∫
eα+γdu, we find that the

transformation to the coordinate x only depends on the
sign of k, which may vary for different classes of solu-
tions. This way, we get three different transformations,
which read [85]:

e−2ku = 1− 2k

x
⇒ u = − log(1− 2k

x )

2k
, if k > 0 , (30)

u =
1

x
, if k = 0 , (31)

x = |k| cot (|k|u) ⇒ u =
arccot( x|k| ) + c1π

|k| ,

c1 ∈ Z , if k < 0 . (32)

In this last expression, we have to consider the term c1π,
because the cot function is periodic and arccot is only
defined over a single interval of length π. As discussed
before, when u = 0 is spatial infinity, we define it to be
restricted to the range u > 0, in which case the variable
c1 must be a positive integer (c1 ∈ Z+

0 ). Nevertheless,
when that point is not spatial infinity, c1 may have any
integer value, being different values of it associated with
different intervals, with a length of π, of the coordinate
u. In particular, for the case c1 = 0, the arccot function
must cover the range 0 < x < π of the cot function,
instead of −π

2 < x < π
2 , as defined in some softwares.

In all transformations, we find that the point u = 0, in
particular, u → 0+, corresponds to x → ∞, with c1 = 0
in the case k < 0, which means that this limit of the co-
ordinate x corresponds to a spatial infinity. Accordingly,
we find that this transformation reverses the direction in
which the spherical radius decreases. Thus, in the same
way that we have defined umax for the coordinate u, we
can define xmin for the coordinate x, so that this coor-
dinate ranges from that point to infinity. Using the pre-
vious transformations, we are able to restrict it for each
case. Taking into account that umax ≤ ∞, using Eqs.
(30)–(32), we have, respectively: xmin ≥ 2k, xmin ≥ 0
and xmin ≥ −∞ (in this case the value of c1 must also
be mentioned).
The choice between this new coordinate and u is ar-

bitrary, depending on which is more convenient for the
analysis being performed. In particular, using the co-
ordinate x is very useful when studying the asymptotic
behaviour, as mentioned before, because if we analyse
the metric at a spatial infinity, in this case located at
x → ∞, and we get that both g00 and g11 are constant
and finite non-zero, then we have an asymptotically flat
spacetime. A particular case, that is also flat, happens
when g00 = −g11 = 1, and it corresponds to an asymp-
totically Minkowskian spacetime. On the other hand, if
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g00 = 0 at spatial infinity, then there are several possibil-
ities, for which we need to analyse curvature invariants,
in particular the Kretschmann scalar. In general, at in-
finity, if it diverges, there is a singularity there; if it is
non-zero finite, then we have an asymptotically non-flat
spacetime; if it is null, as is the case when g00 and g11 are
finite non-zero, we have an asymptotically flat spacetime
(a discussion about this scalar will be addressed shortly).

For asymptotically flat spacetimes, we are able to de-
termine the mass of the configuration. In order to do
this, we compare the asymptotic behaviour of the met-
ric, at spatial infinity, with the Schwarzschild solution
[88], through a series expansion of g00. By doing this, we
are able to determine what is called the Schwarzschild
mass. However, to obtain it, we are, in fact, going to use
a general expression, used in [80], given by

m = lim
x→∞

eβγ′/β′ , (33)

where the limit as x → ∞ is going to be used in our
analysis, but can be adapted to other coordinates and
other possibilities of spatial infinity. For example, if we
consider the coordinate u, this expression can also be
used in the limit u → 0+ (or u → 0−, according to the
range of u being analysed). Note that, in the case of
this coordinate, the direction of the limit is crucial, as
we verify in our analysis that the mass expressions above
and below a given point of spatial infinity are symmetric,
as they correspond to the limits x → ∞ and x → −∞,
respectively. In our analysis, we impose a positive mass,
m > 0, whenever it is determined relatively to the first
spatial infinity.

After performing this analysis, we test the regularity
of the metric. To do this, we analyse the Kretschmann
scalar, K, which can be written in the form:

K = 4K2
1 + 8K2

2 + 8K2
3 + 4K2

4 , (34)

where each of its components is given by

K1 = g11R0
101 , K2 = g22R0

202 ,

K3 = g22R1
212 , K4 = g33R2

323 . (35)

This way, in order to analyse K, we consider each of
these separately. A singularity corresponds to a point
of x, or u, where K diverges, which happens if any of
the four components diverges. Accordingly, if at a given
point of x, or u, none of the four components diverges,
then spacetime is regular at that point. Let us repre-
sent a singular point by xs, or us. We have that if K
diverges at several points, then the singularity is located
at the first one from spatial infinity, since spacetime ends
there, and at the considered point we define xmin = xs, or
umax = us. In fact, this happens unless r → 0, without
being a minimum (or maximum), or r → ∞ at a regu-
lar point before that. In these cases, there is a regular
centre and a second spatial infinity, respectively, and no
singularity, since spacetime does not even reach the point
x = xs, or u = us, being always regular. In this case,

we define there xmin, or umax. In general, their locations
vary with the metric, as we will see in the analysis of each
class of solutions, being possible to coincide with the end
of the validity interval opposite to the first spatial infin-
ity, or any other point before that. Thus, their actual
locations are only determined after a thorough analysis
of the metric.

In the case there is a singularity, we may even ver-
ify if it is attractive or repulsive. This classification is
based on the fact that in an asymptotically flat space-
time, at r(x) → ∞, we have that g00 = 1 + U(x), where
U(x) is the Newtonian gravitational potential (weak-field
limit). For r(x) ≥ 0, we may instead consider a general-
ized Newtonian potential, according to which g00 serves
as an analogue of the gravitational potential. Accord-
ingly, its derivative with respect to x is symmetric to the
gravitational force, and so, we may classify the singu-
larity in the following way: if g′00 > 0, as x approaches
xs from above, or if g′00 < 0, as x approaches xs from
below, it is attractive, because the gravitational force in
its vicinity is attractive. Conversely, if g′00 < 0, as x ap-
proaches xs from above, or if g′00 > 0, as x approaches
xs from below, it is repulsive, due to the forces being
repulsive. To better visualize these relations, think of
a minimum as attractive and a maximum as repulsive.
The same classification can, and will, be used for the co-
ordinate u (accordingly, in that case the potential and
the spherical radius are functions of u). Note that in our
case, in which x→ ∞ corresponds to the spatial infinity,
x always approaches xs from above. However, if spatial
infinity is located at x → −∞, for example, or in the
case of the coordinate u (u > 0 and infinity at u = 0),
x and u approach xs and us, respectively, from below.
Another way of analysing the singularity, based on the
previous explanation, instead of analysing the g00 deriva-
tive function directly, is: if g00 → 0+(0−) at xs or us, it
is attractive (repulsive); if g00 → ∞ (−∞) at that point,
it is repulsive (attractive). Although this only applies to
those specific values, it works better due to the absence
of numerical errors.

Apart from this classification, there are also time-like
and space-like singularities (apart from light-like ones,
which will be discussed shortly), similar to the ones
present in the Reissner-Nordström and Schwarzschild so-
lutions [88], respectively. The former occurs if at its
vicinity the metric signature is (+ − −−), whereas the
latter occurs if at its vicinity the time and radial coordi-
nates have their roles interchanged, by which the metric
signature is (−+−−).

After this, we may then analyse the existence of hori-
zons in the metric. These occur at regular points of x, or
u, always preceding a singularity, at which g00 = 0. If this
equation has a double root, making it degenerate, which
is always the case in our analysis whenever a horizon ex-
ists, it is referred to as a double or extremal horizon. We
will represent them by xH , or uH . Note that the metric
signature remains unchanged beyond this type of hori-
zon. Relating the existence (or absence) of horizons with
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the existence of a singularity, we have that if there is at
least one horizon, then it is a black hole solution, whereas
if there is none, then it is a naked singularity solution.
For instance, consider the Reissner-Nordström solution
as an example of one that may present 0, 1 (extremal)
or even 2 horizons, according to the relation between the
electric charge, q, and the mass, m [88]. Besides all of
this, if g00 = 0 at a singular point, then it is a light-like,
or null, singularity, also called a singular horizon [89].

Now, regarding the spherical radius function, r(x) ≡√−g22, or r(u), if it approaches infinity at a given point
of x, or u, it corresponds to a surface located at infinity,
with infinite area; if it is non-zero finite we have a sphere
with non-zero finite area; if r → 0 at a singular point or
a regular one which is not a minimum (or a maximum)
of r, as aforementioned, then it is a centre.

Finally, we are also interested in identifying throats
within the metric. To do this, we need to analyse the
radius function, particularly its derivative, in greater de-
tail. A throat occurs at a regular minimum point of this
function (a zero of its derivative), once again, always be-
fore a singular point, and under the assumption g00 ≥ 0.
In the particular case of g00 = 0 it is referred to as an
extremal null throat [90]. However, if g00 < 0 at a reg-
ular minimum of the function, a bounce occurs at that
point instead [90]. Apart from these structures, when
analysing the radius function, if at a given point it has
a regular local maximum (also a zero of the derivative)
and g00 > 0, then it is denoted an anti-throat [91]. For
the other signs of g00 we use the same type of terminol-
ogy (“anti-”) applied to those cases. In our analysis, the
existence of these structures always require the existence
of their “normal” counterpart.

The existence of a throat (with no anti-throat) is, in
general, associated with a wormhole solution. In this
type of geometry, the spacetime is entirely regular and
presents a throat and a second spatial infinity past that
structure. These geometries may be classified in two
different ways: if g00 ̸= 0 at any point, then it corre-
sponds to a two-way traversable wormhole; if g00 = 0
at the throat, then the geometry corresponds to a one-
way traversable wormhole [90]. Nonetheless, there are
cases where a throat is not associated with a wormhole
geometry, such as when an anti-throat is present, as this
precludes the existence of a second spatial infinity.

Another interesting example, in which the geometry is
not a wormhole, is if g00 = 0 at a point (or points), cor-
responding to a horizon (or horizons), before a throat,
an extremal null throat or a bounce, in which case this
geometry is denoted as a “black bounce”. More specif-
ically, it corresponds to a type of regular black hole in
which the singularity has been replaced by one of these
structures (a particular case of a “black universe”) [90].

A throat (or a bounce), in the context of a wormhole
or black bounce, is a region of spacetime that connects
two distinct, separate regions. These regions could both
belong to our own universe, or different universes. Note
that the metric can be asymmetric or symmetric relative

to the location of the throat (or bounce). To verify this,
we have to see if all metric functions are invariant to the
transformation x → −x, in the case that the structure
is located at x = 0. If it is located at any other point,
we may apply a translation coordinate transformation, so
that it is located at zero, to verify that. If all functions
exhibit the considered symmetry, then the metric, and
thus the spacetime, do as well. We can begin by analysing
the spherical radius function (since we already use it to
identify these structures) to determine if it is asymmetric
with respect to the throat (or bounce). If this is the case,
we might observe, for instance, horizons on one side of it
but none on the other, or different evolutions of r on each
side. Regardless, in addition to the well-known scenar-
ios discussed thus far, specific cases like those mentioned
above may arise in the subsequent analyses, where they
will be carefully examined and discussed.

Considering all of this analysis, it is also possible to
construct the Penrose diagrams for each of the spacetime
geometries under study. The key structures that require
more attention in constructing these diagrams are spatial
infinities, horizons, throats, bounces, and singularities.

V. SOLUTIONS ANALYSIS

Now, taking into account the previous section, we fi-
nally have the necessary conditions to analyse each of
the classes of solutions shown in (22) and (23). Let us
start by analysing the classes of (22), that correspond to
a canonical scalar field. In these cases, the conformal fac-
tor, showed before in Eq. (26), is a cosh, which diverges
as its argument goes to infinity. Accordingly, at that
point of x or u, a singularity is expected. However, this
is only the case unless spacetime ends (another point of
divergence), r goes to infinity, or a regular centre exists,
at some other point before that, or even if the remaining
metric “cancels” that divergence and it corresponds to
a regular point instead. This way, a detailed analysis is
necessary in each and every case.

A. Class [1+]

That being said, let us start by analysing class [1+].
In this case, according to Eq. (28), we have the relation

k =
√
3C2 + h2. From Eq. (21), in this class we have

u1 = ± arcsinh(hq )/h. Given the signs of n, k and h and

according to Eqs. (15), (19) and (26), in this case, the
line element is given by

ds2J = cosh2(Cu+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sinh2[h(u+ u1)]

−k
2q2 sinh2[h(u+ u1)]

h2 sinh2(ku)

[
k2du2

sinh2(ku)
+ dΩ2

]}
.(36)
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Now, applying the transformation present in Eq. (30),
we obtain the line element with the coordinate x:

ds2J = cosh2 (Cū+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sinh2 [h (ū+ u1)]

−q
2 sinh2[h(ū+ u1)]

h2
[
dx2 + x2x̄ dΩ2

] }
,(37)

where we have defined ū = log(x̄)
−2k , being equivalent to u,

with x̄ = 1− 2k
x , for notational simplicity.

Taking into account the discussion carried out after
Eq. (30), we have that x ranges from xmin ≥ 2k to
∞. Analysing the latter line element, as x → ∞, which
corresponds to spatial infinity, and using the expression
aforementioned for u1, we find g00 = −g11 = cosh2 ψ0.
Thus, this is an asymptotically flat spacetime, in par-
ticular, Minkowskian for ψ0 = 0, according to our pre-
vious discussion. For the Schwarzschild mass of this
configuration, we have obtained, using Eq. (33), m =
h coth(hu1) coshψ0 − C sinhψ0. By imposing m > 0, we
obtain the constraint C < h coth(hu1) cothψ0 (assum-
ing that this constant may be positive or negative, but
never zero, as explained before), if ψ0 > 0, whereas if
ψ0 < 0, C has to be strictly greater than this expression.
However, as one can see, this expression is only valid for
ψ0 ̸= 0. In this case, m > 0 allows both positive and
negative values of u1. If u1 < 0, from that constraint,
we find that the signs of C and ψ0 have to be opposite.
On the other hand, in the particular case of ψ0 = 0, we
have m = h coth(hu1), which, by imposing m > 0, im-
poses u1 > 0. Nevertheless, as we are not imposing ψ0

to be null, as already explained, we analyse both signs
of u1, which may, in fact, lead to different results. In
the following analysis we always assume combinations of
constants that ensure m > 0.

Now, we analyse the Kretschmann scalar, K, in order
to test the regularity of the metric. To compute this
scalar, we use the latter line element (more convenient
in this case) and begin with the analysis of K1, which is
given by the expression:

K1 =
1

q2x2(x− 2k)2
h2sech2 (Cū+ ψ0)×

×csch2 (h [ū+ u1]) {−2h coth (h [ū+ u1])

× [C tanh (Cū+ ψ0)− k + x]

+C sech2 (Cū+ ψ0)×
× [(−k + x) sinh (2Cū+ 2ψ0) + C]

+2h2 coth2 (h [ū+ u1])

+h2csch2 (h [ū+ u1])
}
. (38)

First of all, as x → ∞, or ū → 0+, by analysing Eq.
(38), we find that this term of the Kretschmann scalar
never diverges, being actually null. By analysing the
remaining terms of K, we find the same results, sup-
porting our previous description of the spatial infinity.
Apart from that, in the above equation, there is the term

1
(x−2k)2 , which diverges as x → 2k. Additionally, it con-

tains hyperbolic trigonometric functions, with sinh di-
verging as ū → ∞, thus, as x → 2k, and tanh being
finite in all its domain. It also contains the reciprocals,
which approach 0 at that limit, except for coth. Accord-
ingly, if we exclude the first quotient, we actually find
that all terms in K1 involving these functions are finite
at that point. This way, the behaviour of this term of the
Kretschmann scalar, as x approaches that point, will de-
pend on which terms dominate: if it is the term 1

(x−2k)2 ,

then K1 diverges, but if the terms involving the hyper-
bolic functions (and reciprocals) dominate, then K1 is
non-zero finite.

We split the analysis according to the sign of u1, be-
cause if it is positive, then sinh (h [ū+ u1]) has no zeros
in the domain ū > 0 (which is the domain we are con-
sidering), and so, in that case, apart from x = 2k, there
are no other possibilities of K1 going to infinity. How-
ever, if it is negative then there is a zero at ū = −u1,
at which the reciprocal functions coth and csch diverge,
which cause K1 to also diverge. Note that, as mentioned
before, due to the freedom of choice of the constants, if
we were to consider u < 0 — here the mass is symmetric
to m— and u1 > 0, or u1 < 0, we would obtain the same
results as in the case u > 0 and u1 < 0, or u1 > 0, and
that is why we only consider this last range of u.

This way, considering first u1 > 0, we actually find
two different behaviours related to the constants C and
h: if |C| = h, K1 is non-zero finite in the entire do-
main, including the point x = 2k; if |C| ≠ h, K1 only
diverges at that point. Analysing the remaining terms of
the Kretschmann scalar, we actually find the same be-
haviours, so it is only interesting to show K1. In both
cases, r is always non-zero finite before that point (there
is neither a second spatial infinity, nor a regular centre).
In the case |C| = h, we find that K is finite throughout
the entire domain, thus, there is no singularity in this
case and we define xmin = 2k. Conversely, when |C| ̸= h
there is a singularity at xmin = xs = 2k. Proceeding
with the analysis of the metric, we find that g00 ̸= 0 is
always verified at any x > xmin, meaning that there are
no horizons in any case, implying that the metric signa-
ture never changes and all singularities are naked. At
x = xmin, we actually find g00 = 0 if |C| < h, meaning
that, in this case, there is a light-like and attractive sin-
gularity, whereas if |C| > h, g00 approaches infinity, and
so, there is a time-like and repulsive singularity. When
|C| = h, g00 has a non-zero finite value.

Before proceeding further with the analysis, in the case
|C| = h, apart from g00 being non-zero finite, we find that
at x = 2k there is a regular sphere with a non-zero finite
radius. This way, we need, if possible, to analyse the
metric in values of x smaller than that. The apparent
problem is that this value of x corresponds to u → ∞,
which means that values of the former that are smaller
than 2k would essentially correspond to values of u higher
than ∞, which is not possible. However, by transforming
the coordinate u into a coordinate like x, in which ∞
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is transformed into a finite value, we might be able to
extend the solution beyond that point [92]. This is known
as analytical continuation. To do this, after transforming
the coordinate u, we need to obtain a new line element,
using the new coordinate, as already obtained for x in
Eq. (37). Now, using this, the coordinate x is, in fact, no
longer restricted to the range imposed by the definition in
Eq. (30), being now restricted to the range of values that
result in a real-valued metric. Analysing the line element
is more straightforward if we use the exponential form of
the hyperbolic trigonometric functions, which yields:

ds2J =
1

4
e−2ψ0

(
e2ψ0 + x̄

C
k

)2

x̄−
C
k

 4h2e2hu1 x̄
h
k

q2
(
e2hu1 − x̄

h
k

)2

−
q2

(
e2hu1 − x̄

h
k

)2

4h2e2hu1 x̄
h
k

(
dx2 + x2x̄ dΩ2

) , (39)

where we have defined x̄ = 1− 2k
x for notational simplic-

ity, once again. We find that x still ranges from 2k to
∞, because the exponents C/k and h/k are always equal
to 1

2 , since |C| = h in this case, and so, k = 2C = 2h,
which leads to complex values if x is below 2k. This way,
it is, in fact, not possible to extend the solution beyond
the regular sphere mentioned above. Thus, this scenario
is non-physical, as there is a non-analytical region where
particles are forbidden. As a result, we are not going to
analyse this case any further.

Now, in the cases in which |C| ≠ h, we must continue
the analysis. Accordingly, if |C| < h we find that r → ∞
as x → xs and if |C| > h, in that limit of x, r → 0.
Apart from this, in the former case, there is always a
throat at some point xT > xs, which is closer (in terms
of x) to xs than to spatial infinity, which is important
when constructing the Penrose diagram. Conversely, in
the latter case, the results depend on the relation between
the constants q, h, C and ψ0. For a given combination
of h, C, that satisfies |C| > h, and ψ0, with the same
sign of C, there is a critical value of q, named qc. In
fact, there are two symmetric critical values, as the sign
of q has no effects in the metric, and so, we will represent
them just as one, |qc|. We have that when q < |qc|,
the derivative of r has no zeros; when q = |qc|, it has
one zero, corresponding to an inflection point in r, which
has no significant physical meaning; when q > |qc| it
has two zeros, corresponding to a throat and an anti-
throat, located at xT and xaT , respectively, being that
xT > xaT > xs. We find that both of these structures
are closer to xs than to spatial infinity (not relevant for
the Penrose diagram in this case). When C and ψ0 have
opposite signs, which always includes the particular case
ψ0 = 0, this critical behaviour does not apply, thus, the
existence of both structures is forbidden.

About the critical values, note that they are not
unique, being always dependent on the values of the other
constants. Moreover, these constants also present criti-

cal behaviour, which means we could analyse any of them
instead. Regardless, to determine |qc|, we started by re-
quiring that the derivative of r and its second derivative
are null simultaneously. However, we were not able to
solve that analytically, not being able to obtain a gen-
eral analytic expression for it, but we were able to ob-
tain numerical solutions, by fixing the other constants
in advance. This means that we always need to follow
this method in order to obtain different critical values.
For example, following this approach, by fixing the val-
ues h = 2, C = 2.1 and ψ0 = 2, which were arbitrarily
chosen, but within the requirements aforementioned, we
obtain |qc| = 3.1871, being the inflection point located at
x = 8.3509.

In short, for u1 > 0, we have: if |C| = h it is a non-
physical scenario; if |C| < h there is a light-like, naked,
attractive singularity at infinity situated beyond a throat,
also known as “space pocket” [93]; if |C| > h there is
a time-like, naked, repulsive central singularity situated
beyond a throat and anti-throat in some cases, or there
may be no throats at all.

Now, considering u1 < 0, we verify that, apart from
x = 2k, K1 also diverges at the point ū = −u1, as
explained before, which occurs before the former point.
When analysing the remaining terms of K, we do not
find any other divergence between ū = 0 (spatial infin-
ity) and ū = −u1, and also r remains non-zero finite in
this open range, which means the latter point is a sin-
gularity. This way, in terms of u, instead of x, we have
umax = us = −u1. Furthermore, by analysing g00, we
verify that there are no horizons, and so, the metric sig-
nature remains unchanged. At u = us, this function goes
to infinity. By analysing the radius function, we find that
r → 0 as u → us and that it has no regular minima. In
short, in this case, at u = umax, there is a time-like,
naked, repulsive central singularity.

At last, we are also interested, as mentioned before,
in obtaining the Penrose diagrams of all of these space-
time geometries. Given the detailed analysis performed
so far, we are able to construct them. Let us start with
the cases relative to u1 > 0. When |C| < h, we ob-
tain a diagram similar to one of an asymmetric two-way
traversable wormhole, with the throat (long-dashed line)
closer to the second spatial infinity, however, with a light-
like singularity located at that infinity. This diagram can
be seen in the left plot of Fig. 1. When |C| > h, in the
case there are no throats, we have the same diagram of
the Reissner-Nordström solution with q2 > m2 [88], as
can be seen in the middle plot of Fig. 1. In the case
there is a throat and an anti-throat (short-dashed line),
we obtain a similar one, but with those structures, as can
be seen in the right plot of Fig. 1. Note that, in that
diagram, after the throat and anti-throat it is a Paral-
lel Universe, as in the left plot of Fig. 1. In the case
u1 < 0, we obtain the diagram of middle plot of Fig. 1
as well, however, according to our analysis, where there
is “x = xs” should be “u = us”.
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B. Class [2+]

In this class, according to Eq. (28), we always have the

relation k =
√
3|C|. From Eq. (21), in this class we have

u1 = ±1/q. Given the signs of n, k and h and according
to the equations (15), (19) and (26), in this case, the line
element is given by

ds2J = cosh2(Cu+ ψ0)

{
dt2

q2(u+ u1)2

−k
2q2(u+ u1)

2

sinh2(ku)

[
k2du2

sinh2(ku)
+ dΩ2

]}
. (40)

Using the transformation from Eq. (30), we obtain the
following line element with the coordinate x:

ds2J = cosh2 (Cū+ ψ0)

{
dt2

q2 (ū+ u1)
2

−q2 (ū+ u1)
2 [
dx2 + x2x̄ dΩ2

]}
, (41)

where we have used the definition ū = log(x̄)
−2k , with x̄ =

1− 2k
x , for notational simplicity. Analysing this metric as

x→ ∞, which is spatial infinity, in the same way we did
for the previous class, we also find g00 = −g11 = cosh2 ψ0.
This way, this is an asymptotically flat spacetime, which
is Minkowskian if ψ0 = 0. The Schwarzschild mass is
now given by m = cosh(ψ0)/u1−C sinhψ0. By imposing
m > 0, we obtain the constraint C < coth(ψ0)/u1, if
ψ0 > 0, and if ψ0 < 0, C has to be strictly greater than
that. Once again, this imposition on C is only allowed
if ψ0 ̸= 0, in which case both signs of u1 are allowed. If
u1 < 0 we know beforehand that, in order to have m > 0,
the signs of C and ψ0 have to be opposite. In the case of
ψ0 = 0 we obtain m = 1/u1, which, by imposing m > 0,
imposes u1 > 0. Using the expression for u1 showed
before, we have m = |q|. In the following analysis both
signs of u1 are going to be analysed, being that we always
assume combinations of constants that guarantee m > 0.
Moving on to the analysis of the regularity of the

metric, we may start by analysing the term K1 of the
Kretschmann scalar associated with the latter line ele-
ment (more convenient in this case), which is given by

K1 =
−4k2(sech2(Cū+ ψ0))

q2x2(x− 2k)2 [−2k(ū+ u1)]
4

×{4k2 [(2u1x− 2ku1 − 3) + 2(x− k)ū]

+2Ck(ū+ u1)[−2Ck(ū+ u1)

×sech2(Cū+ ψ0)

+4k[(1 + ku1 − u1x) + (−x+ k)ū]

× tanh(Cū+ ψ0)]} . (42)

By analysing this expression, we find that at x → ∞,
or ū→ 0+, it does not diverge, being null, as well as the

remaining terms of K, which supports our description of
the spatial infinity. Apart from that, in this term ofK we
find similar behaviours relative to the previous class. In
fact, the first quotient also goes to infinity as ū→ ∞, and
so, when x → 2k, while the remaining terms approach 0
in that limit. The main difference in this case is that the
quotient term is always dominant at that point, due to
the relations between constants, which means K1 always
diverge there. Furthermore, there is neither a second
spatial infinity, nor a regular centre before that point.
Nevertheless, that point may not be a singularity if K1,
or other terms of K diverge before it. Once again, that
is what happens when u1 < 0, since only in that case
the function ū + u1, that appears in the metric and in
K1, has a positive zero at ū = −u1, which causes K1 to
diverge. By analysing the remaining terms of K, we end
up with the same conclusions. Thus, we are going to split
the analysis according to the sign of u1.
Considering first u1 > 0, we, in fact, find similar be-

haviour to that in class [1+] with u1 > 0 and |C| > h,
but now bearing in mind that h = 0. In particular, at
xs = xmin = 2k, there is a time-like, naked, repulsive
central singularity situated beyond a throat and an anti-
throat in some cases, or there may be no throats at all.
Considering u1 < 0, we also find similar behaviour to
that in class [1+] with u1 < 0, which means there is a
time-like, naked, repulsive central singularity (with no
throats), at u = umax = −u1.
Regarding the Penrose diagrams of the spacetimes

analysed in this class, they have already been obtained.
In the cases in which there are no throats, which occur
when u1 < 0 and in some cases of u1 > 0, the diagram
is the middle plot of Fig. 1, with “u = us” instead of
“x = xs” in the former case, according to our analysis;
in the case there is a throat and an anti-throat, when
u1 > 0, the diagram is the right plot of Fig. 1.

C. Class [3+]

Regarding this class, we have that it actually encom-
passes three different signs of k. However, by analysing
the respective metrics we find that their qualitative be-
haviour is the same, so we define a unique class to de-
scribe all of them. In fact, this class of solutions corre-
sponds to the same spacetime geometry as the previous
class, however the analysis of K1 reveals to be unique,
and so, it must be done separately.

In the case in which k > 0, according to Eq. (28), we

have k =
√
3C2 − h2, which, in turn, leads to the relation

|h| <
√
3|C|. Furthermore, using Eq. (21), we have u1 =

±[arcsin(hq ) + c2π]/h. Here c2 is an arbitrary integer,

however, we will always assume c2 = 0, for simplicity,
as its value does not have any effect in the metric. This
expression is associated with the sign of h and so it holds
for any sign of k. In order for this expression to be real-
valued, it is required that |q| ≥ |h|. Once again, given
the signs of n, k and h and according to the equations
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FIG. 1: Left plot: Penrose diagram of a naked, light-like singularity (g00 = 0 at xs; diagonal double line), located
beyond a throat (long-dashed line), tilted to the left as xT is closer to xs than to x→ ∞. In this type of diagram,
null geodesics can be represented as lines at a 45-degree angle. To the right of the throat lies our universe, with
future and past flat spatial infinities (top and bottom diagonal lines, respectively). To the left, there is a parallel
universe, with future and past light-like singularities situated at infinity. Middle plot: Penrose diagram of a naked,
central, time-like singularity (vertical double line) solution. In this case, the singularity lies in our own universe.
Right plot: Penrose diagram of a naked, central, time-like singularity, located beyond a throat and an anti-throat

(short-dashed line). To the left of these structures lies a parallel universe.

(15), (19) and (26), we have the following line element:

ds2J = cosh2(Cu+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sin2[h(u+ u1)]

−k
2q2 sin2[h(u+ u1)]

h2 sinh2(ku)

[
k2du2

sinh2(ku)
+ dΩ2

]}
.(43)

Transforming the coordinate u into x, using Eq. (30),
yields the following line element:

ds2J = cosh2 (Cū+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sin2 [h (ū+ u1)]

−q
2 sin2 [h (ū+ u1)]

h2
[
dx2 + x2x̄ dΩ2

]}
,(44)

where, once again, we have defined ū = log(x̄)
−2k , with x̄ =

1− 2k
x , for notational simplicity.

Now, in the case in which k = 0, using the same equa-
tions as before, we obtain the relation |h| =

√
3|C| and

the line element is given by

ds2J = cosh2(Cu+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sin2[h(u+ u1)]

−q
2 sin2[h(u+ u1)]

h2u2

(
du2

u2
+ dΩ2

)}
. (45)

As explained before, in this case, we have to use Eq.
(31) to transform the coordinate u into x, with which we

obtain the following line element:

ds2J = cosh2 (C/x+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sin2
[
h
(
1
x + u1

)]
−q

2 sin2
[
h
(
1
x + u1

)]
h2

(
dx2 + x2dΩ2

)}
.(46)

Finally, for the case k < 0, we get the relation k =
−
√
h2 − 3C2, which yields |h| >

√
3|C|, and the line ele-

ment is given by

ds2J = cosh2(Cu+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sin2[h(u+ u1)]

−k
2q2 sin2[h(u+ u1)]

h2 sin2(ku)

[
k2du2

sin2(ku)
+ dΩ2

]}
.(47)

Now, to transform the coordinate u, in this case, we
use Eq. (32), which yields the line element:

ds2J = cosh2 (Cũ+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sin2[h(ũ+ u1)]

−q
2 sin2[h(ũ+ u1)]

h2
[
dx2 + (x2 + k2)dΩ2

]}
,(48)

where we have defined ũ =
arccot( x

|k| )+c1π

|k| , for simplicity.

The analysis of these solutions, as aforementioned, is
going to be performed together. Analysing the metrics
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with the coordinate x, and using the expression afore-
mentioned for u1, we find, as x → ∞ — considering
c1 = 0 in the case k < 0, so that it corresponds to the
limit u → 0+, hence ũ → 0+—, that g00 = −g11 =
cosh2 ψ0, as in the previous classes. Accordingly, these
correspond to asymptotically flat spacetimes, in particu-
lar Minkowskian if ψ0 = 0. For the Schwarzschild mass
we obtain m = h cot(hu1) coshψ0 − C sinhψ0, which, by
imposing it to be positive and considering ψ0 ̸= 0, leads
to the constraint C < h cot(hu1) cothψ0, if ψ0 > 0, but if
ψ0 < 0, C has to be strictly greater than that. Note that
the relations mentioned before, for h and C, still need to
be considered. Both of these cases allow both signs of u1,
being that if it is negative, we know beforehand that C

and ψ0 must have opposite signs. On the other hand, if
ψ0 = 0, then m = h cot(hu1), which, by requiring m > 0,
imposes u1 > 0 and also |q| > |h| (the equality leads to
m = 0). As in the previous classes, in the following anal-
ysis both signs of u1 are analysed and we always assume
combinations of constants that guarantee m > 0.
Now, to test the regularity of these solutions, we may

analyse the Kretschmann scalar. Unlike the analyses car-
ried out before, for this class, and the remaining ones, we
are going to compute that scalar using the line elements
with the coordinate u, since now there are trigonometric
functions, whose zeros may correspond to a singularity,
for example, and are simpler to analyse with that coor-
dinate. We are going to start by analysing K1, which is
given, in each case, respectively, by:

K1 =
1

k4q2
h2sech2(Cu+ ψ0) sinh

4(ku) csc2 (h[u+ u1])
{
C2sech2(Cu+ ψ0) + 2k coth(ku)[C tanh(Cu+ ψ0)

−h cot(h[u+ u1])] + h
[
−2C tanh(Cu+ ψ0) cot(h[u+ u1]) + 3h csc2(h[u+ u1])− 2h

]}
, if k > 0 , (49)

K1 =
1

q2
h2u3sech2(Cu+ ψ0) csc

2(h[u+ u1])
{
C2u sech2(Cu+ ψ0)− 2C tanh(Cu+ ψ0)[hu cot(h[u+ u1])− 1]

+h
[
3hu csc2(h[u+ u1])− 2[cot(h[u+ u1]) + hu]

]}
, if k = 0 , (50)

K1 =
1

k4q2
h2sech2(Cu+ ψ0) sin

4(ku) csc2(h[u+ u1])
{
C2sech2(Cu+ ψ0) + 2C tanh(Cu+ ψ0)[k cot(ku)

−h cot(h[u+ u1])] + h
[
3h csc2(h[u+ u1])− 2[k cot(ku) cot(h[u+ u1]) + h]

]}
, if k < 0 . (51)

First of all, analysing these expressions in the limit
u → 0+, we find that all of them are null. Furthermore,
when analysing the remaining terms of K, we obtain the
same results, which sustain our previous description of
the spatial infinity. Apart from that, in the above ex-
pressions we have hyperbolic trigonometric functions and
also reciprocals, whose behaviours as u → ∞ have al-
ready been analysed. However, in this case, we do not
need to analyse neither K nor the metrics in that limit,
since now there are trigonometric functions whose zeros
are very important in our analysis, as aforementioned,
and evidently occur before u→ ∞. In particular, at the
zeros of the sin(h[u + u1]) function, both csc(h[u + u1])
and cot(h[u + u1]) go to infinity, which, in turn, cause
K1 to diverge. Accordingly, the first positive one among
them has the potential to be a singularity. However, if
K1 or other terms of K diverge before it, then it is not a
singularity, but that does not happen in any case (we ac-
tually draw the same conclusions by analysing any term
of K).

Another way for that point not to be a singularity,
as already mentioned before, would be if, at a smaller
value of u, there was a second spatial infinity or a reg-
ular centre, but neither is a possibility. The former sce-
nario would be possible in the case of k < 0, in which

each zero of the sin(ku) function is regular and causes
r to approach infinity, if the relations between constants
would allow it. However, in particular due to the re-
lation |h| > |k|, which is verified in this case, the first
positive zero of sin(h[u + u1]) always occurs first, which
means it is, indeed, a singularity. Accordingly, in every
case, we define umax = us = π

|h| − u1, if u1 > 0, and

umax = us = −u1, if u1 < 0. In this class, unlike the
previous ones, the latter sign of u1 does not cause differ-
ent functions to diverge, however, the difference in the
values of umax is actually leading to different results in
the remaining analysis.

Considering u1 > 0 and regarding the remaining anal-
ysis of the metrics, we actually find similar behaviour to
that in class [2+] with u1 > 0. In fact, at u = umax

there is a time-like, naked, repulsive central singularity
situated beyond a throat, at u = uT , and an anti-throat,
at u = uaT , with uT < uaT < us, or, alternatively, there
may be no throats at all. Now, if we consider u1 < 0, we
find similar behaviour as in classes [1+] and [2+] with
u1 < 0, thus, at u = umax, there is a time-like, naked,
repulsive central singularity (with no throats).

Relatively to the Penrose diagrams of the spacetimes
analysed in this class, we have the same as in the previous
one. Thus, when there are no throats, which occur when
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u1 < 0 and in some cases of u1 > 0, the diagram is
the middle plot of Fig. 1, with “u = us” instead of
“x = xs”. When a throat and an anti-throat are present,
for u1 > 0, the diagram is the right plot of Fig. 1, but also
considering “u” instead of “x”, according to our analysis.

D. Class [1-]

Now that all the classes of solutions with n = +1 have
been analysed, for which we only obtained spacetimes
with naked singularities, with the possibility of existing
a throat or a throat and an anti-throat in some cases,
we may start analysing the classes with n = −1, which
correspond to phantom scalar fields.

In the upcoming classes, the conformal factor is the
main difference relative to the previous ones. While the
cosh function has no zeros, but diverges as its argument
goes to infinity, the cos function never diverges but has
uncountably many zeros, each of which may lead to a
divergence in the metric. In fact, we may obtain a sin-
gularity at the first positive zero, similarly to what was
obtained in class [3+], with the sin(h[u + u1]) function.
Nonetheless, this is not the case if spacetime ends (an-
other point of divergence), r goes to infinity, or a regular
centre exists, at some other point before that, or even
if the remaining functions in the metric “cancel” that
divergence, as has already happened in class [1+], and
it corresponds to a regular point instead. This way, a
detailed analysis is necessary in each and every case.

That being said, let us start by analysing this class.
Similarly to the previous one, this class actually encom-
passes two different signs of k, since the qualitative be-
haviours of their respective metrics are the same. To
clarify this, we will present both line elements, as well as
both K1, but they will be analysed together.

In the case of k > 0, from Eq. (28), we get the relation

k =
√
h2 − 3C2, which leads to |h| >

√
3|C|. By using

Eq. (21), we obtain u1 = ± arcsinh(hq )/h, which holds

for both signs of k. Given the signs of n, k and h and
according to the equations (15), (19) and (27), we have
the following line element in this case:

ds2J = cos2(Cu+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sinh2(h[u+ u1])

−k
2q2 sinh2(h[u+ u1])

h2 sinh2(ku)

[
k2du2

sinh2(ku)
+ dΩ2

]}
.(52)

Using Eq. (30), we are able to transform u into x and
obtain the line element:

ds2J = cos2 (ū+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sinh2 (h [ū+ u1])

−q
2 sinh2 (h [ū+ u1])

h2
[
dx2 + x2x̄ dΩ2

]}
, (53)

where we have used the definition ū = log(x̄)
−2k , with x̄ =

1− 2k
x , for notational simplicity.

Now, in the case of k = 0, using the same equations
as before, we get the relation |h| =

√
3|C| and the line

element:

ds2J = cos2(Cu+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sinh2(h[u+ u1])

−q
2 sinh2(h[u+ u1])

h2u2

(
du2

u2
+ dΩ2

)}
. (54)

Using Eq. (31) to transform u into x, we obtain the line
element:

ds2J = cos2 (C/x+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sinh2(h[ 1x + u1])

−q
2 sinh2(h[ 1x + u1])

h2
(
dx2 + x2dΩ2

)}
. (55)

The analysis of these solutions, as aforementioned, will
be performed together. Analysing the metrics with the
coordinate x, as it approaches infinity, in the same man-
ner as in the previous classes, we find g00 = −g11 =
cos2 ψ0, which is different than what has been obtained
until now. In this case, not all values of ψ0 are physi-
cally allowed. In particular, if we have ψ0 = π

2 + c1π,
where c1 is an integer, then both g00 and g11 are null and
x → ∞ is not even a spacial infinity, because r is finite
at that limit (in particular equal to |C|). This alone is
not sufficient to discard those values of ψ0, since at some
x below infinity, corresponding to some u > 0, or even
at some u < 0 (we may consider both ranges simultane-
ously, in this case, as explained before), there could be
a regular point where r → ∞, at which we would define
the spatial infinity instead. The limits u → ±∞ would
be the only alternatives to u→ 0 for representing spatial
infinity, since sinh(h[u+ u1]) diverges there and h > k is
satisfied, when k > 0. However, as u approaches those
values, the limit of the conformal factor does not exist.
Thus, there is no spatial infinity for these values of ψ0.
Given our astrophysical knowledge, this is not physically
plausible, and so, those cases are going to be discarded
and not analysed further.
Apart from those values of ψ0, x → ∞ is, indeed, a

spatial infinity and the metrics are asymptotically flat,
being Minkowskian if ψ0 = c1π. The Schwarzschild mass
is given by m = |cosψ0|[h coth(hu1) + C tanψ0]. By
imposing it to be positive and considering ψ0 ̸= c1π,
we obtain the constraints C > −h cot(ψ0) coth(hu1), if
ψ0 ∈]c1π, π2 + c1π[ (interval 1), whereas if ψ0 ∈]π2 +
c1π, (c1 + 1)π[ (interval 2), C has to be strictly lower.
As in the previous classes, both constraints allow both
signs of u1. When ψ0 = c1π the mass is given by
m = h coth(hu1), which imposes u1 > 0.
The full range of allowed values of ψ0 changes accord-

ing to the combination of constants, however, thanks to
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the previous constraints and the relations mentioned be-
fore the line elements, involving h and C, we are able to
find: for any combination of constants with u1 > 0 and
C > 0, the range ψ0 ∈]π2 + c1π+0.5236, π2 +(c1 +1)π[ is
always allowed (m > 0); if u1 > 0 and C < 0, that range
is given by ψ0 ∈]π2 + c1π,

π
2 + (c1 + 1)π − 0.5236[; for

any combination of constants with u1 < 0 and C > 0 or
C < 0, we verify that those same ranges exchange their
respective sign of C and are now never allowed (m ≤ 0),
being a much more restrictive case. In fact, in this case,

we know beforehand that if ψ0 is in interval 1, then C
must be positive, whereas if ψ0 is in interval 2, C must
be negative. As before, in the following analysis we will
consider both signs of u1 and we always assume combi-
nations of constants that guarantee m > 0.
Now, to test the regularity of the metric, we may anal-

yse the Kretschmann scalars associated with the line
elements with u. As usual, we are going to start by
analysing the term K1, which is given, in each case, re-
spectively, by:

K1 =
1

k4q2
h2 sec2(Cu+ ψ0) sinh

4(ku)csch2(h[u+ u1])
{
−C2 sec2(Cu+ ψ0)− 2k coth(ku)[C tan(Cu+ ψ0) (56)

+h coth(h[u+ u1])] + h
[
2(C tan(Cu+ ψ0) coth(h[u+ u1]) + h) + 3h csch2(h[u+ u1])

]}
, if k > 0 ,

K1 =
1

q2
h2u3 sec2(Cu+ ψ0)csch

2(h[u+ u1]){2h2u coth2(h[u+ u1]) + h2u csch2(h[u+ u1])− C[Cu sec2(Cu+ ψ0)

+2 tan(Cu+ ψ0)] + 2h coth(h[u+ u1])[Cu tan(Cu+ ψ0)− 1]} , if k = 0 . (57)

By analysing these terms in the limit u→ 0, consider-
ing ψ0 ̸= π

2 + c1π, which is spatial infinity, we find that
both of them are null, as well as the remaining terms of
K, which sustains our previous description of the spatial
infinity. Apart from this, and similarly to the previous
class, in these equations there are hyperbolic functions
that diverge as u → ∞, however, that limit does not
need to be considered now, since there are trigonometric
functions, whose zeros reveal to be of great importance
in our analysis. In fact, the zeros of the conformal factor,

cos2(Cu + ψ0), that occur at u = π/2−ψ0+c2π
C (c2 is an

integer), cause the sec(Cu+ψ0) and tan(Cu+ψ0) func-
tions to diverge, in any case (we have already excluded
ψ0 = π

2 + c1π), which, in turn, cause K1 to diverge.
Furthermore, there is neither a second spatial infinity, as
aforementioned, nor a regular centre, before the first pos-
itive zero of that function. Accordingly, it is a singularity,
unless spacetime ends before it.

Considering the range u > 0, as we have done so far,
that could only occur when considering u1 < 0, since, in
this case, the sinh(h[u+ u1]) function has a real positive
zero at u = −u1, at which K1 also diverges. Neverthe-
less, the first positive zero of cos(Cu+ ψ0), whose value
depends on C and ψ0 — the higher is the former and the
closer is the latter to π

2 + c1π, the smaller it is —, always
occurs before that point. This is due to the requirement
m > 0, since only certain values of ψ0 are allowed, as
analysed before. For instance, higher values of q and h
lead to a smaller value of −u1, however, those higher val-
ues also cause the allowed values of ψ0 to be closer to
π
2 + c1π. If we analyse the remaining terms of K, we end
up with the same conclusions. Note that if we were to
consider the range u < 0, instead of u > 0, there would
also be another possibility of singularity when consider-
ing u1 > 0, located at the zero of sinh(h[u+ u1]) as well.
However, we find the exact same results as when consid-

ering u > 0 and u1 < 0, since now the expression for the
mass is symmetric to m, presented before. This way, by
requiring that new mass to be positive, we obtain that
the first negative zero is always the one of the conformal
factor. This is the reason why we may, and will, only
consider the range u > 0.

Accordingly, we find that for both signs of u1 there is
a singularity at the first positive zero of cos(Cu + ψ0),
and so, there we define umax = us. We may define that

zero to be located at u = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C , where f is a given

integer that causes this to be the first positive zero. Its
value is always directly linked to the sign of C and the
value of ψ0: considering ψ0 ∈]π2 + c1π,

π
2 + (c1 + 1)π[, if

C > 0, then f = c1 + 1, whereas if C < 0, then f = c1.
For example, for ψ0 ∈]− π

2 ,
π
2 [ and C > 0, we have f = 0

and the first positive zero is located at u = π/2−ψ0

C .

For the remaining analysis of the metric, we are go-
ing to consider both signs of u1 separately. Considering
first u1 > 0, we find that g00 is null whenever the con-
formal factor is null, and only there, thus, g00 ̸= 0 at
any u < umax, which means there are no horizons and
the metric signature remains unchanged throughout the
entire spacetime. However, at the point of singularity,
u = umax = us, we have g00 = 0. Furthermore, analysing
the radius function, we have that r → 0 as u → umax.
Apart from that, regarding the existence of throats, there
is the possibility of a throat, at uT , and an anti-throat,
at uaT , with uT < uaT < us, or no throats. This depends
on the combination of the constants q, h, C and ψ0, be-
ing that there are distinct behaviours according to the
values of the latter. In fact, we find that when C > 0,
if ψ0 ∈ [c1π,

π
2 + c1π[, then the derivative of r has no

zeros in any case (no throats). For the same sign of C,
we may split the range ψ0 ∈]π2 + c1π, (c1 + 1)π[ in two.
Accordingly, when ψ0 ∈]π2 + c1π,

π
2 + c1π + 1.2284[ the
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derivative of r has always two zeros, corresponding to a
throat and an anti-throat, respectively from lower values
of u, and when ψ0 ∈ [π2 + c1π+1.2284, (c1 +1)π[ we ver-
ify similar behaviour to that found in previous classes.
Thus, for a given combination of h, C and ψ0, there is
a critical value of q, qc, above which there is a throat
and an anti-throat and otherwise there are none, as ex-
plained in class [1+] with u1 > 0. Conversely, when
C < 0 those ranges exchange their behaviours, as now
if ψ0 ∈]π2 + c1π, (c1 + 1)π] there are no throats and the
range ψ0 ∈]c1π, π2 + c1π[ is the one that may be split in
two, being that when ψ0 ∈]c1π, π2 + c1π−1.2284[ there is
a critical value of q, in the same way as described before,
and when ψ0 ∈ [π2 +c1π−1.2284, π2 +c1π[ there is always
a throat and an anti-throat. In any case, we find that the
former is always closer to u = 0 (spatial infinity), than to
u = umax, while it is possible for the latter to be closer
to each of them, or even in the middle, depending on the
combination of constants.

In short, considering u1 > 0, at u = umax there is a
light-like, naked, attractive central singularity situated
beyond a throat and an anti-throat in some cases, or,
alternatively, there may be no throats.

Now, considering u1 < 0, we also find that g00 is only
null at the point of singularity (first positive zero of the
conformal factor, as already discussed). Regarding the
radius function, it also approaches 0 as u→ umax. Simi-
larly to the previous cases with u1 < 0, that function has
no regular minima. This was already expected from the
analysis of u1 > 0, as the range of ψ0 that is now allowed
does not allow any throat in that case. Thus, in this case,
at u = umax there is a light-like, naked, attractive central
singularity (with no throats).

At last, relatively to the Penrose diagrams of the space-
times analysed in this class, we have that they are similar
to the left plot of Fig. 1, since now the naked singularity
is light-like as well, however, we need to add an anti-
throat and consider the possibility of no throats. Ac-
cordingly, for the former case, which may occur when
u1 > 0, we obtain the diagram of the left plot of Fig.
2. For this case, we only present one of the possibilities
regarding the position of the anti-throat, in the middle,
relatively to spatial infinity and the singularity, as the
other diagrams are obtained by drawing the anti-throat
to the left (closer to u = us) or to the right (closer to
u = 0, but to the left of uT ). Now, when u1 < 0 and in
some cases of u1 > 0, in which there are no throats, the
diagram is depicted as the right plot of Fig. 2.

E. Class [2-]

Similarly to the two previous classes, this one now en-
compasses two different signs of h. However, unlike what
was seen in those classes regarding k, now a different
sign of h actually leads to a different expression for the
mass. Nonetheless, the remaining analysis is not affected
by this, being the qualitative behaviours of the metrics

respective to each sign essentially the same, apart from
a particular case that is discussed at the end. Thus, we
may, and will, analyse them together. Regardless, we
present the line elements and corresponding K1 expres-
sions for each case below.
Starting with the case h > 0, by using the same

equations as in the previous class, we obtain k =
−
√
3C2 − h2, which, in turn, yields the relation |h| <√

3|C|. Additionally, we obtain u1 = ± arcsinh(hq )/h and

given the signs of n, k and h we have the following line
element:

ds2J = cos2(Cu+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sinh2(h[u+ u1])

−k
2q2 sinh2(h[u+ u1])

h2 sin2(ku)

[
k2du2

sin2(ku)
+ dΩ2

]}
.(58)

Using the transformation shown in Eq. (32), since in
this case k < 0, we are able to obtain the line element
with the coordinate x:

ds2J = cos2 (Cũ+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sinh2[h(ũ+ u1)]

−q
2 sinh2[h(ũ+ u1)]

h2
[
dx2 + (x2 + k2)dΩ2

]}
,(59)

where we have defined ũ =
arccot( x

|k| )+c1π

|k| , for notational

simplicity.
Now, in the case h = 0, we have k = −

√
3|C| and

u1 = ±1/q. In the coordinate u, the line element is:

ds2J = cos2(Cu+ ψ0)

{
dt2

q2(u+ u1)2

−k
2q2(u+ u1)

2

sin2(ku)

[
k2du2

sin2(ku)
+ dΩ2

]}
. (60)

Using the same transformation as before, we obtain
the line element with the coordinate x:

ds2J = cos2 (Cũ+ ψ0)

{
dt2

q2(ũ+ u1)2

−q2(ũ+ u1)
2
[
dx2 + (x2 + k2)dΩ2

] }
, (61)

where we have used the definition of ũ given above.
Analysing the metrics with the coordinate x as in the

previous classes, as x → ∞ and now considering also
c1 = 0, which corresponds to u → 0+, hence to ũ → 0+,
we find, that g00 = −g11 = cos2 ψ0. Similarly to the
previous class, when ψ0 = π

2 +c2π, where c2 is an integer,
that limit of x does not correspond to a spatial infinity.
However, in this class we are not discarding those values,
since, unlike before, there are different possibilities of a
spatial infinity located at other points of x, or u, and
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FIG. 2: Left plot: Penrose diagram of a naked light-like singularity (g00 = 0 at us), located beyond a throat, tilted
to the right as uT is closer to u = 0 than to us, and an anti-throat, which is in the middle, but could also be tilted
to the left or to the right (always to the left of uT ). To the right of these structures lies our universe, with future

and past flat spatial infinities. To the left, there is a parallel Universe, with future and past central light-like
singularities. Right plot: Penrose diagram of a naked, central, light-like singularity solution. In this case, it lies in

our own universe.

we have the freedom to choose any of them. For these
cases, the analysis of the asymptotic behaviour, as well
as the mass, will be carried out when the point of spatial
infinity is known.

If ψ0 ̸= π
2 + c2π, then the limit x→ ∞ with c1 = 0 is,

indeed, a spatial infinity and both metrics are asymp-
totically flat, in particular Minkowskian if ψ0 = c2π.
For these cases we are already able to determine the
Schwarzschild mass relative to that limit. If h > 0 it
is given by m = |cosψ0|[h coth(hu1) + C tanψ0] and if
h = 0 it is given by m = |cosψ0|(1/u1 + C tanψ0).
In the particular case of ψ0 = c2π, when h > 0, the
mass is m = h cot(hu1), whereas, when h = 0, it is
m = 1/u1, and, by imposing m > 0, both impose u1 > 0.
Using the expression for u1 showed before, the latter
simplifies to m = |q|. By considering ψ0 ̸= c2π and
imposing m > 0, when h > 0, we get the condition
C > −h cot(ψ0) coth(hu1), if ψ0 ∈]c2π, π2 + c2π[ (inter-
val 1), otherwise, if ψ0 ∈]π2 + c2π, (c2 + 1)π[ (interval

2), C has to be strictly lower; when h = 0, we obtain
C > − cot(ψ0)/u1, if ψ0 is in interval 1, whereas C has
to be strictly lower than that if ψ0 is in interval 2.

Analysing these constraints, we find that both signs
of u1 are allowed. Moreover, analysing also all of the
relations involving C, we find behaviours similar to the
previous class, regarding ψ0, but now the ranges to be
considered are ψ0 ∈]c2π, π2 +c2π[ and ψ0 ∈]π2 +c2π, (c2+
1)π[, instead of ψ0 ∈]π2 + c2π+0.5236, π2 +(c2+1)π[ and
ψ0 ∈]π2 + c2π,

π
2 + (c2 + 1)π − 0.5236[, respectively (see

the analysis carried out in the previous class). In the
following analysis, we are going to consider both signs
of u1, always assuming combinations of constants that
guarantee m > 0.
As before, we are now interested in analysing the

Kretschmann scalars relative to both line elements with
u. Accordingly, we may start with the term K1, which is
given, in each case, respectively, by:

K1 =
1

k4q2
h2 sec2(Cu+ ψ0) sin

4(ku)csch2(h[u+ u1]) {2h coth(h[u+ u1])[C tan(Cu+ ψ0)− k cot(ku)]

−C
[
2k tan(Cu+ ψ0) cot(ku) + C sec2(Cu+ ψ0)

]
+ 2h2 coth2(h[u+ u1]) + h2csch2(h[u+ u1])

}
, if h > 0 , (62)

K1 =
1

k4q2(u+ u1)4
sec2(Cu+ ψ0) sin

4(ku)
{
(u+ u1)

(
C
[
2 tan(Cu+ ψ0)− C(u+ u1) sec

2(Cu+ ψ0)
]

−2k cot(ku)[C(u+ u1) tan(Cu+ ψ0) + 1]) + 3} , if h = 0 . (63)

When analysing these expressions, we find some results similar to those from the analysis of the previous class.
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In fact, by considering ψ0 ̸= π
2 + c2π, in the limit u→ 0,

which is spatial infinity, we find that both are null, as
well as the remaining terms of K. Thus, our previous
description of that limit, considering those values of ψ0,
is supported. Apart from this, the zeros of the conformal

factor, cos2(Cu + ψ0), which occur at u = π/2−ψ0+c3π
C

(c3 is an integer), also cause K1 to diverge (and r → 0),
but now only under a certain condition. This is because,
now there is the sin(ku) function, whose zeros, that occur
at u = c4π

k (c4 is an integer), never cause K1, and the
remaining terms of K, to diverge and may even cause
them to be null and also r to approach infinity, under
that same condition (this is why u = 0 is a spatial infinity,
when ψ0 ̸= π

2 + c2π). In both cases, that condition refers
to the respective function being null on its own, being
that if both are null simultaneously, at a given point, then
K1, K and r are non-zero finite there (this is why u = 0
is not a spatial infinity when ψ0 = π

2 + c2π; this type of
point may be an extremal horizon), except in a particular
case discussed further below, in which r is zero. Apart
from the zeros of the conformal factor, we also find that
K diverges at u = −u1, which is the zero of the functions
sinh(h[u + u1]) (h > 0) and u + u1 (h = 0). In general,
as explained in the previous class, this divergence does
not correspond to a singularity, not being relevant, as
the divergence due to the conformal factor occurs first,
except in a particular case discussed at the end. Apart
from these, there are no other divergences in K.

According to which zero occurs first, always relative to
spatial infinity, we have that all the possibilities (except
for that particular one) are encompassed by three cases:
cos(Cu+ψ0) = 0 occurs first, being a central singularity
(case 1); sin(ku) = 0 occurs first, being a second spa-
tial infinity (case 2); both functions coincide at their first
zero, corresponding to a regular surface with non-zero fi-
nite radius, from which the analysis must be continued
(case 3). This phenomenon, in which the Jordan-frame
metric continues beyond an endpoint of the Einstein-
frame metric, is known as conformal continuation [94].
In Figure 3, examples of the interaction between these
two functions, each corresponding to one of the three
cases, are shown.

Furthermore, we find that the only finite points where
the metric function g00 vanishes are the zeros of the con-
formal factor, the other possibility being at u → ∞.
This means there are no horizons in case 2 and there
is a light-like, naked, attractive singularity in case 1 and
an extremal event horizon in case 3, both located at the
respective first zero. Accordingly, the metric signature
remains unchanged in all cases, even after that horizon.

Taking into account what was previously discussed,
from this point onward we will split the analysis, regard-
ing the value of ψ0, into ψ0 ̸= π

2 + c2π and ψ0 = π
2 + c2π.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

FIG. 3: Representation of the three cases of class [2−],
in the particular case when u = 0 is spatial infinity. The
curves labelled as Case 1, 2 and 3 correspond to the
sin(ku) function, in different conditions, and their
interaction with the curve relative to cos(Cu+ ψ0)

represent each case. In all curves, we have C = 3.8; in
the one of the cosine function we consider ψ0 to be

given by Eq. (64), with h = 4 and f = 0. To distinguish
between cases, we have h = 5 for the curve of Case 1,
h = 2.5 for Case 2 and h = 4 for Case 3. This plot, with
appropriate adaptations, may also be used to illustrate

the main cases and each subcase of class [3−].

1. ψ0 ̸= π
2
+ c2π

As u = 0 is spatial infinity, we have that all cases are
associated with the respective first positive zero, being

case 1 associated with the zero u = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C < π

|k|
(where f is a given integer that guarantees this expression
corresponds to the first positive zero, as explained in class

[1−]), case 2 with the zero u = π
|k| <

π/2−ψ0+fπ
C , and in

case 3 we have π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = π

|k| . This latter scenario is

only achieved if:

ψ0 = −π(2C − |k| − 2f |k|)
2|k| . (64)

However, this equality, and hence that correspondence,
may not be allowed, since a given combination of con-
stants may lead to m ≤ 0. Nevertheless, even discarding
those combinations, it is not always possible, since it de-
pends on f , which, in turn, depends on the range that ψ0

is in, as discussed before, thus, its value changes accord-
ingly. In fact, if we choose a sign for C and a range for
ψ0, the value of f gets determined (if we fix a value for f
instead, it is the range of ψ0 that gets determined). Thus,
by using it on the right-hand side of the above equation,
we might obtain a value that lies outside its respective
range of ψ0. This means that, in such case, requiring ψ0

to be equal to it, causes f to change accordingly, thus
altering the value of the expression, making the equality
unachievable, as ψ0 is always greater. In fact, it is only
achievable for certain combinations of C and h. For other
combinations, however, it may happen, for example, that
the possible correspondence involves the second zero of
the cosine function instead of its first one, in which case,
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that equality would be true if there was a (f+1) instead.
We also find that, for C > 0, case 1 occurs when ψ0

is strictly greater than the expression of Eq. (64) and
case 2 when it is strictly lower, whereas for C < 0 it is
the opposite, with only one of the cases being possible in
certain combinations of C and h, as shown in the previous
example. Note that these comparisons have to be carried
out inside the ranges ψ0 ∈]π2+(f−1)π, π2+fπ[, for C > 0,
and ψ0 ∈]π2 + fπ, π2 + (f + 1)π[, for C < 0, with f being
the same as in Eq. (64).

From now on, we will analyse both signs of u1 sep-
arately, as they lead to significantly different results.
Starting with u1 > 0, we have that all three cases afore-
mentioned are possible, depending on the combination of
constants.

Regarding case 1, we find similar results as in the pre-
vious class. The analysis of the zeros of the deriva-
tive of r is as described there, however, in this case, we
must always consider just the values of ψ0 that lead to
the conformal factor being zero first, which may not al-
low all the ranges, associated with different possibilities,
as before, depending on the combination of constants.
Apart from this, now the imposition m > 0 may also not
allow that, since for certain combinations the only al-
lowed ranges are ψ0 ∈ [c2π,

π
2 + c2π[, as aforementioned,

which are exactly the values for which no throats ex-
ist. Nevertheless, for other combinations, the existence
of a throat and an anti-throat is allowed. Accordingly, at

umax = us =
π/2−ψ0+fπ

C , there is a light-like, naked, at-
tractive central singularity situated beyond a throat and
an anti-throat in some cases, which are located at uT and
uaT , with uT < uaT < us, being also possible that there
are no throats. Regarding the location of those struc-
tures, relative to u = 0 and u = us, we also find the same
as in the previous class. The Penrose diagrams, relative
to the spacetimes analysed in this case, are the same as
those obtained in that class, in Figure 2, considering also
the discussion carried out before them.

Now, in case 2, we find that umax = π
|k| corresponds

to a second spatial infinity, as mentioned before. Using
the line elements (59) and (61), at the limit x → −∞
with c1 = 0 (same as u, hence ũ, approaching umax

from below), we find that both g00 and g11 are constant,
thus, regarding this infinity, spacetime is asymptotically
flat as well, however, without the possibility of being
Minkowskian. Apart from that, the case g00 = −g11 = 0,
which, in the analysis of the limit x → ∞ and c1 = 0, is
a problem, now corresponds exactly to case 3, analysed
below. The Schwarzschild mass relative to this second
spatial infinity is similar to the one of the first spatial in-
finity for the range u < 0 — symmetric to the one shown
before —, but now with additional terms proportional
to umax = π

|k| (see Eq. (65), further below, for a simi-

lar expression to this case, with h > 0, but considering
the limit x → ∞ with c1 = 2, which corresponds to u
approaching u = 2π

|k| from above).

Proceeding with the analysis of the metrics with u, we
find there are no horizons, as aforementioned, and by

analysing the radius function and its derivative, we find
there is always a throat, located at uT . Relative to u = 0
and u = umax, we find it may be closer, in terms of u,
to one or the other or even in the middle of them, de-
pending on the combination of constants. Nevertheless,
even in this last scenario, in which the radius function is
symmetric with relation to uT , spacetime is asymmetric,
since g00 does not present that symmetry. In short, this
is an asymmetric two-way traversable wormhole solution.
At last, for the Penrose diagram of this spacetime we

have three possibilities, regarding the position of the
throat relative to both infinities, similarly to what we
have discussed for the anti-throat in the left plot of Fig.
2. Nevertheless, we only present the possibility in which
the throat is located in the middle, represented in Fig. 4,
which is similar to the diagram of the well known Morris-
Thorne wormhole [95].
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FIG. 4: Penrose diagram of a two-way traversable
wormhole solution. The throat is in the middle of u = 0
and umax, but there is also the possibility of it being
tilted to either side. To its right lies our universe, with
future and past flat spatial infinities, and a parallel

universe, with similar infinities, lies to its left.

Finally, in case 3 we find, as aforementioned, that at

u = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = π

|k| there is an extremal event horizon

and there we define u = uH . Apart from this, analysing
in more detail the radius function and its derivative, we
find there is always a minimum, hence a throat, at a point
uT between u = 0 and u = uH . Due to the imposition
m > 0 it is not possible to have uT = uH in any case,
thus, we always have 0 < uT < uH . Now, given the fact
that spacetime does not end at uH , we need to carry the
analysis further (conformal continuation), to higher val-
ues of u, and we may start by verifying to which function
corresponds the second zero of all. Taking into account
that the first positive zero is the intersection of both func-
tions and also that we are still considering ψ0 ̸= π

2 + c2π,
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FIG. 5: Left plot: Penrose diagram of space-time composed of an extremal event horizon (diagonal lines at u = uH)
inside a throat, which is in the middle of u = 0 and uH , but could also be tilted to either side. To the left of this

throat, there is a parallel universe with future and past extremal event horizons, containing, in their interior, future
and past horizons (to the right) and flat spatial infinities (to the left). There are also copies of both Universes and of
the horizon interior, reached by traversing certain horizons. Right plot: Penrose diagram of a black bounce solution,
composed of a throat, which is in the middle of uH and umax, but could also be tilted to either side, inside of an

extremal event horizon. Outside of it lies our universe. To the right of the throat there are future and past horizons
and to its left lies a parallel horizon interior. There are also copies, similarly to the left plot.

we find that the second positive zero is always the second
zero of sin(ku), on its own, located at u = 2π

|k| . Thus, at

that second positive zero, there is a second spatial infin-
ity, and so, we define umax = 2π

|k| . Analysing this spatial

infinity, considering the limit x→ −∞ with c1 = 1 when
analysing the line elements (59) and (61), we find results
similar to those obtained in the previous case, but now
considering a different value for umax. Thus, considering
this spatial infinity, spacetime is also asymptotically flat,
and the mass, when h > 0, is symmetric to Eq. (65),
shown further below.

As discussed before, uT is always closer to u = 0,
whereas uH is in the middle relatively to both infinities.
In short, this solution describes an asymmetric space-
time that presents a second spatial infinity located past
a throat and an extremal event horizon, respectively from
the first spatial infinity. Up until now, whenever it was
possible for u = 0 to be the first spatial infinity, we always
considered it as such, nevertheless, since both infinities
are flat, and the metric signature is always the same, we,
in fact, may have the freedom to consider any of them as
the first or the second one. However, by doing that, we
have to be careful about the mass. Accordingly, consider-
ing u = 2π

|k| to be the first spatial infinity and u = 0 to be

the second one, maintaining the relation 0 < uT < uH ,
we obtain a negative mass, when determined relatively to
the new first spatial infinity. Despite that, that solution

describes a black bounce, since now the throat is located
past the (extremal) event horizon.

At last, for the allowed solution, in which there is a
throat and then an extremal event horizon, we obtain
the Penrose diagram depicted in the left plot of Fig. 5,
whereas for the black bounce solution, which is interest-
ing to show as well, we obtain the diagram in the right
plot of Fig. 5. Once again, as discussed for Fig. 4,
there are three possibilities for the position of the throat,
but we only show the diagram with it in the middle. Fur-
thermore, bear in mind that the metric signature remains
unchanged even after the horizon (this is why there is a
throat and not a bounce in the right plot of Fig. 5).

Considering u1 < 0, using the value of ψ0 obtained
from Eq. (64) always leads to m < 0. Thus, by imposing
m > 0, we always have that ψ0 has to be greater, for C >
0, and lower, for C < 0, than that expression. This way,
now, only case 1 is possible. Regarding the remaining
analysis, we find similar behaviour to that in the previous
class, when considering u1 < 0. Accordingly, in this case,

we have umax = us = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C and, at that point,

there is a light-like, naked, attractive central singularity
(no throats). Note that if we were to consider ψ ≡ 0, we
would obtain this same result, when considering u1 > 0.
At last, for this case the Penrose diagram is the same as
the one shown in the right plot of Fig. 2.
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2. ψ0 = π
2
+ c2π

Now, as aforementioned, we must find a point of spa-
tial infinity, since u = 0 is not a possibility (r is finite,
in particular equal to |C|). As was already shown in the
previous discussion, any isolated zero of the sin(ku) func-
tion may be assumed as a spatial infinity. We will, in the
following analysis, consider h > 0 and h = 0 separately,
as each require a different approach and lead to slightly
different results.

Taking into account h > 0 first, we will consider that
spatial infinity is located at the second positive zero of
that function, u = 2π

|k| , in order to simplify the analysis.

This choice allows all possible cases to occur, whereas
if we consider, for example, the first zero instead, case
2 is not possible, due to the combination of constants,
thus, we would need to choose another point of spatial
infinity to account for it. Nevertheless, any zero could
have been selected. With respect to the spatial infinity
that has been chosen, there are two possible ranges of u:
u > 2π

|k| , similar to the previous u > 0, as we will see,

and u < 2π
|k| , which is similar to the previous u < 0. By

analogy with what we have done so far, we could only
analyse the former range, as the latter would lead to the
same results. However, that was due to the expression
for the mass being symmetric, which we need to verify
in this case for the new ranges, and also because of the
freedom in the choice of the constants values — even if
always under certain requirements —, which we do not
have in this case, as any value of ψ0 in π

2 + c2π leads
to the same results. Thus, in this case, we must analyse
both new ranges of u. Despite that, note that considering
spatial infinity to be located at some u < 0, such as
u = − 2π

|k| (symmetric to the one we will consider), may

require certain adjustments in the analysis, however, we
verify it always leads to the same final results as the
respective u > 0, even if there is a spacetime located at
u > 0 and u < 0 simultaneously. This being said, in
the following analysis we are considering all the possible
spacetime solutions.

Regarding the analysis of the spacetime asymptotic be-
haviour and its mass, it was already addressed, in part,
in case 3 above with respect to its second spatial infinity,
located at the same point of u. Accordingly, in this case,
when analysing the line elements (59) and (61), we have
to consider the limit x→ ∞ with c1 = 2, when analysing
the range u > 2π

|k| , and x → −∞ with c1 = 1, when

analysing the range u < 2π
|k| . In both cases, we obtain

spacetime is also asymptotically flat. The mass, which
is computed considering those same limits, is similar to
the one obtained before, for u = 0, but with additional
terms due to the new position of the infinity, as afore-
mentioned. Considering the former limit first, it is given

by

m =

√√√√q2 cos2
(

2πC
|k| + ψ0

)
sinh2

(
h
[
2π
|k| + u1

])
h2

×

×
[
h coth

(
h

[
2π

|k| + u1

])
+ C tan

(
2πC

|k| + ψ0

)]
.(65)

Considering the requirement m > 0, we were able to ob-
tain the following relations, now for ψ0 instead of C, due
to the complexity of the above expression: when C > 0,
we have ψ0 > − arctan (h coth [h (2π/|k|+ u1)] /C) −
2πC/|k| + 2πc2, and ψ0 strictly lower than that, when
C < 0. Both relations must only be used inside a given
periodic range of ψ0 — which must include the consid-
ered value of ψ0 = π

2 + c2π —, with a length equal to π,
that is dependent on the combination of constants (de-
termined numerically), otherwise they may not be valid.
Now, considering the other limit of x, we obtain the mass
is symmetric to the one above, as well as the relations ob-
tained.
Proceeding with the analysis of the metric, considering

first u > 2π
|k| and u1 > − 2π

|k| , so that the zero of sinh(h[u+

u1]) (h > 0) or u + u1 (h = 0) is not in the range of u,
we find that all cases — 1, 2 and 3 — are possible, and
we obtain the same final results as before (the Penrose
diagrams are also the same). Now, case 3 corresponds to
when the second positive zero of the conformal factor and
the third one of sin(ku) coincide, since these correspond
to the first zeros relative to spatial infinity, and it occurs
when h =

√
3|C|/2. Cases 1 and 2 now occur when

h >
√
3|C|/2 and h <

√
3|C|/2. The second spatial

infinities of cases 2 and 3 are now located at the third
and fourth zeros of sin(ku) and may be analysed as the
remaining ones.
Now, regarding u1 < − 2π

|k| , we, in fact, find that the

imposition m > 0 does not allow any of those values in
any scenario, given the value of ψ0. This is why we need
to analyse the range u < 2π

|k| , with u1 > − 2π
|k| . Accord-

ingly, in this range, we find that, due to the imposition
on the mass, any value of u1 that is allowed leads to the
zero of the conformal factor being always the first to oc-
cur (case 1). Thus, in fact, we find similar behaviour to
that in the case u1 < 0 analysed before, for ψ0 ̸= π

2 +c2π.
Accordingly, the Penrose diagram is the same.
Apart from all of these cases, when ψ0 = π

2 + c2π,
there is another interesting possibility. A similar result
was obtained in [79, 80]. This is the case in which the
conformal factor and the sin2(ku) function are exactly
the same, being that all of their zeros coincide. This
happens whenever h =

√
2|C|, hence, when k = −|C|.

As discussed before, the intersection of both zeros cor-
responds to an extremal horizon, which means, in this
case, there is an infinite number of them, each located at
u = c3π

|C| .

We find that even at the limit u→ −∞ (or ∞), which
corresponds to r → ∞, there is a horizon, as g00 and K
are both null, which also means this is an asymptotically
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flat spacetime. Furthermore, in our case, differently from
[79, 80] there is a singularity at u = −u1, whether this
point is positive or negative and whenever this zero does
not coincide with the others. Thus, considering infinity
to be at u → −∞, we may define umax = us = −u1
(or even umin = us = −u1, if we considered infinity
to be at u → ∞). Apart from that, g00 → ∞ when
u → us, the metric signature remains unchanged in the
entire domain and r is null at this point, with no extrema
points. This way, this is a time-like, repulsive, central
singularity. On the other hand, in the case the three ze-
ros coincide, which occurs when q = ±

√
2|C| csch(

√
2π),

the point umax = −u1 is regular. Furthermore, r is null
there, but not a minimum, as its derivative does not van-
ish. In addition, at the limit u → umax, we have that

g00 ∼ −C2

2 sinh2(hu1)(u − umax)
2, and so, it remains

non-zero finite there. This way, this point corresponds
to a de Sitter-like (due to the asymptotic behaviour of
g00) regular centre. At last, the Penrose diagrams for
these solutions, shown in the left and right plots of Fig.
6, respectively, are similar to the one in Figure 3 of [80],
but now considering the singularity, which is drawn as
we have seen in the middle plot of Fig. 1, for example,
and the regular centre, which is similar to that singular-
ity but with a single line, instead of a double one. In our
diagrams, we only represent three of the infinite horizons,
being the horizon uH(1) associated with the first value of
u = c3π

|C| to the left of umax (singularity or regular centre),

uH(2) is associated with the second one, and so on for the
remaining horizons until infinity.

Considering now h = 0, we are not able to obtain all
the results taking into consideration a unique point of
spatial infinity, thus, we will consider one for each case.
Accordingly, for any combination of constants, to account
for case 1, for both equivalents of u1 > 0 and u1 < 0,
as before, it may be located at the first positive zero,
u = π

|k| ; to account for case 2, it may be located at the

second positive zero, u = 2π
|k| , being the second spatial in-

finity at umax = 3π
|k| ; at last, regarding case 3, it may be

located at u = − π
|k| (the first negative zero), with the in-

tersection of both zeros, thus, the event horizon, located
at u = 0 and the second spatial infinity at u = π

|k| . In

all three cases, spacetime is in values of u higher than
those mentioned for (first) spatial infinity and, regard-
ing the coordinate x, all of them correspond to x → ∞,
but with c1 = 1, c1 = 2 and c1 = −1, respectively. All
of these spacetimes are asymptotically flat, with the ex-
pression for the mass being similar to the one obtained
for u = 0, but with additional terms due to the different
locations of the infinity, as seen before. Any other zero of
sin(ku) could have been considered, but all the possible
results are being taken into account here. Regarding case
1, we have that now both signs of u1 present a similar
behaviour, being similar to the cases u1 < 0 analysed
before, as no throats are possible in any of them, due to
the restricted value of ψ0 and also because h is now null.
The remaining cases lead to similar behaviour as before.

The Penrose diagrams for all of them have already been
obtained and discussed.

F. Class [3-]

In this last class, using the same equations as before,
we obtain the relation k = −

√
3C2 + h2, which, as in

class [1+], does not lead to any imposition on either C or
h, allowing for a plethora of different possible solutions.
We also obtain u1 = ± arcsin(hq )/h, as in class [3+], and

in order for it to be real-valued, it is required that |q| ≥
|h|. Given the signs of n, k and h, we have the line
element:

ds2J = cos2(Cu+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sin2(h[u+ u1])

−k
2q2 sin2(h[u+ u1])

h2 sin2(ku)

[
k2du2

sin2(ku)
+ dΩ2

]}
.(66)

Using the transformation of Eq. (32), we obtain the
line element with the coordinate x:

ds2J = cos2 (Cũ+ ψ0)

{
h2dt2

q2 sin2[h(ũ+ u1)]

−q
2 sin2[h(ũ+ u1)]

h2
[
dx2 + (x2 + k2)dΩ2

]}
,(67)

where we have defined, once again, ũ =
arccot( x

|k| )+c1π

|k| ,

for notational simplicity.
Analysing this metric as x→ ∞, when c1 = 0, so that

it corresponds to the limit u→ 0+, hence to ũ→ 0+, we
find g00 = −g11 = cos2 ψ0. As in the previous class, we
will consider the cases ψ0 ̸= π

2 +c2π and ψ0 = π
2 +c2π (c2

is an integer) separately, since in the former the previous
limit of x, hence the point u = 0, corresponds to spatial
infinity, being spacetime asymptotically flat, in particu-
lar Minkowskian if ψ0 = c2π, whereas in the latter that
limit does not correspond to a spatial infinity (r is finite,
in particular equal to |C|). Despite that, it is possible
to find other points of u, or points of x→ ∞ with other
values of c1, that may be considered as such, as analysed
before, and so we must also not discard this case. In the
former case, the Schwarzschild mass, considering that
limit, is given by m = |cosψ0|(h cot(hu1) + C tanψ0).
In the particular case of ψ0 = c2π, it is given by m =
h cot(hu1), which, by imposing m > 0, imposes u1 > 0.
If ψ0 ̸= c2π, by imposing m > 0, we obtain the condition
C > −h cot(ψ0) cot(hu1) if ψ0 ∈]c2π, π2 +c2π[, otherwise,
if ψ0 ∈]π2 + c2π, (c2 + 1)π[, C has to be strictly lower.
Analysing these expressions, we find that both signs of
u1 are allowed. Furthermore, we find similar behaviour
to that in the previous classes, being that the allowed or
forbidden ranges of ψ0, depending on the sign of u1, are
the same as in the previous class. Nevertheless, their ex-
pressions are different, which means we must always take
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FIG. 6: Left plot: Penrose diagram of a space-time composed of infinite extremal horizons (only three are drawn)
with a time-like singularity. Inside the horizon H(1), located at uH(1), lies a central singularity (to the left) and
future and past horizons H(1) (to the right), while inside a given horizon H(i) (i ∈ N \ {1}) lie future and past
horizons located at uH(i−1) (to the left) and uH(i) (to the right). Once inside these horizons, it is also possible to
reach copies of their interiors, which emerge in copies of our universe. Right plot: Penrose diagram of a space-time

composed of infinite horizons with a regular centre (vertical line).

them into account. As always, in the following analysis,
we will consider both signs of u1, always assuming com-
binations of constants that guarantee m > 0.
Proceeding with the analysis, we are now interested in

analysing the Kretschmann scalar relative to the metric
with u, being that the term K1 is given by

K1 =
1

k4q2
h2 sec2(Cu+ ψ0) sin

4(ku) csc2(h[u+ u1])

×
{
−C2 sec2(Cu+ ψ0)− 2k cot(ku)

×[C tan(Cu+ ψ0) + h cot(h[u+ u1])]

+h [2C tan(Cu+ ψ0) cot(h[u+ u1])

+3h csc2(h[u+ u1])− 2h
]}

. (68)

By analysing this expression at spatial infinity, con-
sidering ψ0 ̸= π

2 + c2π, we find it is null, as well as the
remaining terms of K, which supports our previous de-
scription of it. Furthermore, as in the previous class, we
find that the zeros of the conformal factor, cos2(Cu+ψ0),

located at u = π/2−ψ0+c3π
C , where c3 is an integer, may

cause K1 to diverge (and r to be null), however, only un-
der a certain condition. Apart from these zeros, in this
case, we have that the ones of the sin(h[u + u1]) func-
tion, located at u = c4π

h −u1, where c4 is an integer, may
cause csc(h[u+ u1]) and cot(h[u+ u1]) to diverge, hence
leading to a divergence of K1 (and r to be null), under
that same condition. This condition, as before, is related
to the sin(ku) function. Its zeros, located at u = c5π

k ,
where c5 is an integer, never cause K1, as well as the

remaining terms of K, to diverge, and may even cause
them to be null and r to go to infinity, also under that
same condition, which refers to the former two functions
being zero at distinct points from this one. Accordingly,
if all functions are zero on their own or if cos(Cu + ψ0)
and sin(h[u + u1]) are null at the same point, but not
coinciding with the other function, then the above de-
scription for each zero holds; if a zero of sin(ku) and of
one of the other functions coincide, then K1, K and r are
non-zero finite there; if all of them coincide, we find the
same behaviour for K, but now r is null at that point.
Furthermore, as in class [3+], different signs of u1 do not
lead to different functions diverging. When analysing the
remaining terms of K, we do not find any other points of
divergence, apart from the ones discussed.

Now, to organize the analysis, we will divide all
possible solutions into three major cases, according to
which zero, between the functions cos(Cu + ψ0) and
sin(h[u + u1]), occurs first, relative to spatial infinity:
cos(Cu+ψ0) = 0 occurs first (case 1); sin(h[u+u1]) = 0
occurs first (case 2); both functions coincide at their
first zero (case 3). We can use Figure 3, with appro-
priate adaptations (the sin(ku) function may be seen
as sin(h[u + u1])), to visualize the interactions between
these two functions, corresponding to the three main
cases.

Apart from this, within each case, we still need to com-
pare the respective first zero with the first one (relative to
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spatial infinity) of sin(ku). Accordingly, each of the cases
may be subdivided into three subcases: the zero associ-
ated with the main case occurs first (A), being a central
singularity; sin(ku) = 0 occurs first (B), being a second
spatial infinity; both first zeros coincide, corresponding
to all three in case 3 (C), either corresponding to a reg-
ular centre, or surface with non-zero finite radius from
which the analysis must be continued (conformal contin-
uation). In this last subcase we will also find different
possibilities for the second zero, being even possible to
reach a third one in some cases. Nevertheless, we will
not further subdivide this subcase for now, but we will
do so when we analyse it in more detail, as it is not that
straightforward. Once again, we can use Figure 3, with
appropriate adaptations (the cos(Cu+ψ0) function may
also be seen as sin(h[u + u1]) and each case in it must
be understood as subcase A, B or C, respectively), to
visualize the interactions between the functions of each
subcase.

In all subcases, even if there is a horizon, which is
going to be extremal, the metric signature remains un-
changed throughout the entire spacetime. Apart from
this, we find that, at zeros of cos(Cu + ψ0), and only
there, g00 vanishes, unless these coincide with the ones
of sin(h[u + u1]), in which case g00 is non-zero finite,
with its derivative being negative when approaching the
zero from the left. In particular, this means there are
no horizons in any subcase B; when a singularity occurs
at those zeros, which happens, for example, in subcases
1A (former type of zero) and 3A (latter type of zero),
it is attractive, being also light-like in the former and
time-like in the latter; whenever a zero of cos(Cu + ψ0)
only coincides with sin(ku) (regular point of u with non-
zero finite r), which happens, for example, at the first
zero of case 1C, there is an extremal horizon. Further-
more, at zeros of sin(h[u+u1]) that do not coincide with
cos(Cu + ψ0), and only there, we have that g00 goes to
infinity. Thus, when a singularity occurs at those points,
which happens, for example, in subcase 2A, it is time-
like and repulsive; when the first of those points coincide
with sin(ku) (regular point of u with non-zero finite r),
which occurs, for example, at the first zero of case 2C,
in [85, 86] the analysis ends there and it is said that a
singularity-free hornlike structure emerges [96], with the
“end of the horn” repelling test particles, being infinitely
remote and having an asymptotically constant radius.
Despite that, in our analysis we will not consider the ra-
dius to be asymptotically constant, as we will analyse
the metric beyond that point, even if it is repulsive and
infinitely distant, since it is neither a singularity, nor a
second spatial infinity, nor a regular centre. Thus, we
will not take that type of structure into account; instead,
we will simply consider that intersection of zeros, when-
ever it occurs, as a regular repulsive surface. Apart from
all of these points, we need to analyse each case in more
detail, which is done further below.

We will split the remaining analysis, according to the
value of ψ0, into ψ0 ̸= π

2 + c2π and ψ0 = π
2 + c2π.

1. ψ0 ̸= π
2
+ c2π

The first zero, relative to spatial infinity, at u = 0, of

the conformal factor is at u = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C (where f is a

given integer that guarantees this expression corresponds
to the first positive zero, as explained in class [1−]), of
sin(h[u+u1]) is at u = π

|h| −u1 if u1 > 0, and at u = −u1
if u1 < 0, and of sin(ku) is at u = π

|k| . This means

that in case 3 we have u = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = π

|h| − u1 or

u = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = −u1, depending on the sign of u1.

That is achieved, respectively, when:

C =
|h|(2fπ − 2ψ0 + π)

2(π − u1|h|)
or C =

−2fπ + 2ψ0 − π

2u1
.

(69)

On the contrary to Eq. (64), these equalities can always
occur, as now we have a condition on C rather than on ψ0.
Despite that, depending on the combination of constants,
it may happen that these equalities are not allowed, as
they lead to m ≤ 0, resulting in only case 1 or 2 being
possible. Nevertheless, there are combinations that lead
to m > 0 as well, allowing case 3 to occur. As explained
in class [1−], the value of f changes according to the
sign of C, changing the value of the above expression.
This does not pose any issue, as by using f relative to
C > 0 the above expression is also positive and by using
f relative to C < 0 it is negative. Thus, we find that for
each sign of C, it retains that same sign. Taking that into
account, we find that case 1 occurs when |C| is strictly
greater than the above expression, while case 2 occurs
when it is strictly lower.
We will, from this point onward, analyse each main

case individually. As we did before, we will analyse both
signs of u1 separately, as they lead to different results,
but this time, we will separate them within each case,
since both of them allow for the three main cases.

Case 1: π/2−ψ0+fπ
C < π

|h| − u1 or π/2−ψ0+fπ
C < −u1

This case has a lot of similarities to the previous class,
[2−], for both signs of u1.
Considering u1 > 0 first, we find that it allows all sub-

cases, as before, however, in 1C, unlike case 3 from [2−],
there are more possibilities regarding the second zero. In

that subcase, in the first zero, we have π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = π

|k| ,

which is only possible if Eq. (64) is verified. Considering
that value for ψ0, there are certain combinations of con-
stants that are not allowed, as they lead to m ≤ 0. Apart
from this, we now must always ensure that C has the cor-
rect values for case 1, taking into account the discussion
performed after Eq. (69). Note that this equation works
just as a threshold in this case, thus, Eq. (64) depending
on the value of C does not pose any problem. Now, by
discarding combinations that are not allowed, the corre-
spondence of both zeros is always possible, by choosing
the right ψ0, unlike what we found in the previous class,
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due to the new relation between C and k. Subcases 1A
(π/2−ψ0+fπ

C < π
|k| ) and 1B (π/2−ψ0+fπ

C > π
|k| ) exhibit the

same conditions for occurrence as cases 1 and 2 from the
previous class, respectively, concerning the sign of C and
the relation between the value of ψ0 and Eq. (64).
Regarding subcases 1A and 1B, we find similar results

(the Penrose diagrams as well), to those found in cases
1 and 2 from the previous class (u1 > 0), thus, fur-
ther analysis is not necessary. Accordingly, in 1A, at

umax = us = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C there is a light-like, naked, at-

tractive central singularity situated beyond a throat and
an anti-throat in some cases, located at uT and uaT , re-
spectively, with uT < uaT < us (uaT may be closer to
either endpoint, or in the middle); it is also possible that
there are no throats. In subcase 1B, umax = π

|k| corre-

sponds to a second flat spatial infinity, existing always a
throat at uT , that may be closer to either infinity, or in
the middle of them, and so, this is a two-way traversable
wormhole solution (asymmetric as seen before).

Regarding subcase 1C, as aforementioned, we find an
extremal event horizon at the first zero, where we define
u = uH . As before, we need to analyse the metric beyond
that point. However, unlike in the previous class, where
the second zero was always the second of sin(ku) (1Cb),
now it may also be the first one of sin(h[u+ u1]) (1Ca),
or even the intersection of both (1Cc). In this latter
subcase, we have π

|h| − u1 = 2π
|k| , which is only verified if:

C = ±
√

3π2h2 − h4u21 − 2πh3u1
3h2u21 + 6πhu1 + 3π2

. (70)

Note that the value for C obtained from this expression
is always adequate for the current case. Nevertheless,
when considering it, there are certain combinations that
lead to m ≤ 0, not being allowed. We find that subcase
1Ca occurs when |C| is strictly lower than that, while
subcase 1Cb occurs when it is strictly greater. We need
to be careful to only use values of C that correspond to
case 1, in particular in subcase 1Ca, as lower values of
|C| may correspond to case 2 or 3.
In subcase 1Ca, as discussed before about the zeros of

this sine function, we find at umax = us = π
|h| − u1 a

time-like and repulsive central singularity. By analysing
the radius function and its derivative, we find there are
no throats in this subcase. Thus, bearing in mind there is
a horizon at uH , this is a black hole solution. Regarding
the Penrose diagram of the analysed spacetime, shown
in the left plot of Fig. 7, we find it is the same as that
of the Reissner-Nordström solution, for q2 = m2, which
also presents an extremal event horizon and a time-like
singularity [88].

Subcase 1Cb is the one that most resembles case 3 from
class [2−]. In fact, as before, there is a second flat spa-
tial infinity at umax = 2π

|k| (see the analysis performed in

the previous class about this infinity) and also a throat
at uT . The difference is that now, by analysing r and
its derivative, we find this throat may be located at any

point between u = 0 and umax. This way, there are three
different possibilities: when 0 < uT < uH we have the so-
lution analysed in that class; when uH < uT < umax this
is a black bounce solution, which, unlike before, is now al-
lowed; when uT = uH it is an extremal null throat, thus,
this is a symmetric (as in this case all metric functions
are symmetric with respect to u = uT = uH) one-way
traversable wormhole solution. For the two first possibil-
ities, the Penrose diagrams have already been obtained,
being those in the left and right plots of Fig. 5, respec-
tively, considering the same discussion about the position
of the throat. For the latter possibility it is the one shown
in the middle plot of Fig. 7, with the extremal null throat
drawn as a dashed line. In this case, as space-time is sym-
metric relative to uT = uH , we have after the throat a
copy of our universe, instead of a parallel universe, as we
have find until now. A similar spacetime and diagram
were obtained in [90] (see Figure 2 there).
At last, in subcase 1Cc, at u = π

|h| −u1 = 2π
|k| , a regular

repulsive surface emerges. As discussed before, we will
analyse the metric beyond it. Accordingly, once again,
we have to find which zero comes next. Due to the im-
positions on ψ0 and C that lead to this subcase, we have
that the third zero is always the second one of the con-
formal factor. By analysing the radius function and its
derivative, we find there are no throats in this subcase.

This means that, at umax = us = π/2−ψ0+(f+1)π
C , there

is a light-like and attractive central singularity, situated
beyond an extremal event horizon and that repulsive sur-
face. This type of surface is not represented in Penrose
diagrams, thus, the diagram of this solution, shown in
the right plot of Fig. 7, is the same as that of a black
hole solution with a light-like singularity and an extremal
event horizon.
Now, considering u1 < 0, we may also use Eq. (64)

to distinguish between subcases. However, similarly to
class [2−], only subcase 1A is possible. This is due to
the imposition m > 0, as before, and also because now
we must always ensure that C has the correct values for
case 1. Regarding the remaining analysis, we find similar
behaviour to that found in the previous class, for the
same sign of u1 (same Penrose diagram), which means

there are no throats and at umax = us = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C

there is a light-like, naked, attractive central singularity.

Case 2: π/2−ψ0+fπ
C > π

|h| − u1 or π/2−ψ0+fπ
C > −u1

Considering u1 > 0 first, all three subcases are allowed.
In subcase 2C, at the first zero, there is the intersection
π
|h| − u1 = π

|k| , which is only possible if:

C = ±
√

−h4u21 − 2πh3u1
3h2u21 + 6πhu1 + 3π2

. (71)

When using the value obtained from this expression, we
must be careful, as certain combinations of constants lead
to m ≤ 0, and we must also ensure that it holds for case
2, regarding the discussion performed after Eq. (69). We
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FIG. 7: Left plot: Penrose diagram of a black hole solution with a central, time-like singularity. In our universe are
future and past flat spatial infinities (to the right) and extremal event horizons (to the left), containing, in their
interior, future and past horizons (to the right) and a time-like singularity (to the left). There are also copies,
reached by traversing certain horizons. Middle plot: Penrose diagram of a one-way traversable wormhole. The
throat coincides with the horizon, making it only one-way traversable and being known as extremal-null throat

(diagonal dashed lines). Outside of it (to its right) lies our universe, as usual, with future and past throats (to the
left), and inside (to its left) is a copy of it (with future and past flat spatial infinities, to the left, and throats, to the
right), as spacetime is symmetric with respect to uT . By traversing certain throats, other copies are reached. Right

plot: Penrose diagram of a black hole solution with a central, light-like singularity.

have that subcase 2A ( π|h| − u1 <
π
|k| ) occurs when |C|

is strictly lower than the above expression, while subcase
2B ( π|h| − u1 >

π
|k| ) occurs when it is strictly greater.

Regarding subcase 2A, as discussed before, at umax =
us = π

|h| − u1 there is a time-like, naked, repulsive cen-

tral singularity. By analysing the radius function and its
derivative, we find it is possible that there are a throat
and an anti-throat or, alternatively, no throats at all, de-
pending on the combination of constants. Unlike what
we found in class [1−], now the entire range of ψ0 that
allows zeros of the derivative, for each sign of C, has an
associated critical value (now there are no values of ψ0

for which there are always a throat and an anti-throat),
such as qc, as explained in that class. Regarding the
Penrose diagrams, we have the same as in the right and
middle plots of Fig. 1, for the case with a throat and an
anti-throat and for the case without throats, respectively.

In subcase 2B, we find similar behaviour to that found
in subcase 1B. In particular, at umax = π

|k| there is a sec-

ond flat spatial infinity, always beyond a throat at uT ,
that may be closer to either infinity, or in the middle
of them. In this latter case, there are combinations of
constants for which not even the radius function is sym-
metric, however, there are others for which it is, as well
as the remaining metric functions, unlike before, hence
corresponding to a symmetric spacetime. This way, this
subcase describes either an asymmetric or a symmetric
two-way traversable wormhole solution. For the Penrose

diagram of the asymmetric case we obtain the same as
in Fig. 4, considering the same discussion about the po-
sition of the throat, while in the symmetric case the di-
agram is similar to that Figure, but now with “Copy of
Our Universe” instead of “Parallel Universe”.
In subcase 2C, as aforementioned and similarly to sub-

case 1Cc, a regular repulsive surface emerges at u =
π
|h| − u1 = π

|k| . As before, we will analyse the metric

beyond it, thus, we have to find to which function cor-
responds the second positive zero of all. In this case, we
find it may be the first one of cos(Cu + ψ0) (2Ca), the
second one of sin(ku) (2Cb), or the intersection of both

(2Cc). This latter subcase, in which π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = 2π

|k| , is
only possible if:

ψ0 = −π(4C − |k| − 2f |k|)
2|k| . (72)

Once again, we must be careful when using this expres-
sion, as its value, depending on the combination of con-
stants, may lead tom ≤ 0. Note that here C must always
be the one from Eq. (71). Taking that into account, we
find that the equality |q| = |h| leads to ψ0 = π

2 + fπ,
which we will only consider later. This way, considering
only allowed combinations, the above correspondence is
always possible, by choosing the right value of ψ0. We
also find that subcases 2Ca and 2Cb follow the same
conditions for occurrence as subcases 1A and 1B, respec-
tively. However, once again, we must ensure that C is
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right for case 2, even being fixed by Eq. (71), as the
threshold expression (69) is affected by the value of ψ0.
Regarding subcase 2Ca, we find at umax = us =

π/2−ψ0+fπ
C a light-like, naked, attractive central singu-

larity, situated past that repulsive surface. By analysing
the radius function and its derivative, we find there are
no throats. As that surface is not represented in Penrose
diagrams, as aforementioned, in this case we have the
same diagram as in the right plot of Fig. 2.

In subcase 2Cb, at umax = 2π
|k| there is a second flat

spatial infinity. By analysing the radius function, and its
derivative, we find there is always a throat at uT , that
may be closer to either infinity, or in the middle of them,
which means it can occur either before, after, or simulta-
neously with that repulsive surface. When uT is located
in the middle, we find that spacetime is symmetric with
relation to it, otherwise it is asymmetric. Regarding the
Penrose diagram of this subcase, we find it is similar to
the one shown in Fig. 4, considering the same discussion
about the position of the throat, but now with “Copy of
Our Universe” instead of “Parallel Universe” when it is
located in the middle (symmetric case).

At last, in subcase 2Cc, at u = uH = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = 2π

|k| ,
there is an extremal event horizon, as described before.
As spacetime is regular here, we must, once again, anal-
yse the metric beyond this point. This way, we have to
find to which function corresponds the third zero of all.
Due to the impositions on C and ψ0 that lead to this
subcase, we have that the third zero is always the second
one of sin(h[u + u1]). In fact, it can also be its corre-
spondence with the third one of sin(ku) when consider-
ing |q| = |h|, however, this was already discarded before.
By analysing the radius function and its derivative, we
find there are no throats in this subcase. Accordingly, at
umax = us = 2π

|h| − u1, there is a time-like and repulsive

central singularity, situated beyond that repulsive surface
and an extremal event horizon. This way, the Penrose di-
agram is the same as that of a black hole with a time-like
singularity, as shown in the left plot of Fig. 7.

Now, when considering u1 < 0, similarly to the previ-
ous case, we find that only subcase 2A is possible. Sub-
case 2C now would occur when −u1 = π

|k| , which would

only be possible if:

C = ±
√
π2 − h2u21

3u21
. (73)

This can be used as a threshold for the other subcases,
as we have done with Eq. (71). Note that when using
this expression for C, certain combinations of constants
may lead to m ≤ 0. Furthermore, once again, we must
always ensure that it is valid for case 2. Accordingly, by
imposing m > 0 and adequate values of C for case 2, we
have that only subcase 2A is possible now. Regarding
the analysis of r, we also find similar behaviour to that
found in the previous case with u1 < 0. This way, at
umax = us = −u1 there is a time-like, naked, repulsive

central singularity (no throats). The Penrose diagram is
the same as in that case.

Case 3: π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = π

|h| − u1 or π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = −u1

In this case we will always impose C to be equal to Eq.
(69), as discussed before.
Starting with case u1 > 0, we find that the three sub-

cases are possible. Subcase 3C occurs when all first zeros

coincide, thus, π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = π

|h| −u1 = π
|k| , which is only

possible if:

ψ0 =
1

2
(2fπ + π)±

√
−h2u21 − 2πhu1

3
. (74)

Once again, we have to be careful, as certain combina-
tions of constants, using this expression for ψ0, may not
lead tom > 0. In fact, in particular, we find that |q| = |h|
causes m = 0. Since C depends on ψ0, we find that each
sign in the above expression changes its value, being its
sign the same as that. Bearing in mind the discussions on
f (which changes according to the sign of C and the range
that ψ0 is in) and the one performed after Eq. (64), in
which we found that the sign of C changes the behaviour
of that threshold, we actually find that subcase 3A oc-
curs when ψ0 lies between the value with the “ − ” sign
and the one with the “ + ” sign, otherwise, but always
inside the ranges of interest of ψ0, according to the value
of f as discussed before, it is subcase 3B that occurs.
In subcase 3A, by analysing the radius function and

its derivative, we find there are no throats. As discussed
before, there is a time-like, naked, attractive central sin-

gularity at umax = us = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = π

|h| − u1. The

Penrose diagram is the same as that shown in the right
plot of Fig. 2.
In subcase 3B we find similar behaviour to that found

in 1B. Accordingly, umax = π
|k| corresponds to a second

flat spatial infinity and there is always a throat at uT ,
that may be closer to either infinity, or in the middle of
them, but not even in this case spacetime is symmetric,
and so, this is an asymmetric two-way traversable worm-
hole solution. The Penrose diagram is the same as that
shown in Fig. 4, considering also the discussion about
the position of the throat that precedes that figure.
Regarding subcase 3C, by analysing the radius func-

tion and its derivative, we find there are no extrema
points. Accordingly, since we find at the first zero, which
is the intersection of the three functions, a regular point,
where r is null, as aforementioned, this solution describes
a regular centre, without horizons or throats. This way,
at this point, we define umax. Furthermore, in the limit
u → umax, we have g00 ∼ c (u − umax)

2, where c is a
real, positive constant whose value depends on the other
constants. Thus, this is an Anti-de Sitter-like regular
centre.
Despite being a regular point, this solution does not

require further analysis. The Penrose diagram is similar
to that of a time-like naked singularity, shown in the
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middle plot of Fig. 1, but now without the singularity
(double line), as shown in Fig. 8.

Our Universe

i+

i−

i0

J +

J−

r
=

0

FIG. 8: Penrose diagram of a regular centre solution.
To the right are the future and past flat spatial

infinities of our universe.

At last, for u1 < 0, we find that only subcase 3A is

possible. Subcase 3C would occur when π/2−ψ0+fπ
C =

−u1 = π
|k| , which would only be possible if:

ψ0 =
1

2
(2fπ + π)±

√
−h2u21 + π2

3
. (75)

The discussion carried out after Eq. (74) is still valid
in this case. Accordingly, by imposing m > 0, as al-
ways, we find that only subcase 3A is possible now. By
performing the remaining analysis we find similar be-
haviour to that in 3A with u1 > 0, which means that,

at umax = us = π/2−ψ0+fπ
C = −u1, there is a time-like,

naked, attractive central singularity (no throats), being
the Penrose diagram the same.

2. ψ0 = π
2
+ c2π

Now, considering these particular values of ψ0 we may
perform an analysis similar to that at the end of the
previous class. Accordingly, we have to choose another
point of first spatial infinity, as u = 0 is not one in this
case. For that, we may choose any of the isolated zeros
of the sin(ku) function, which correspond to flat spatial
infinities, as analysed before.

Similarly to what we have done for the case h = 0 of
the previous class, and unlike the case h > 0, now, due
to the complexity of the metric and the analysis (as now
there are three trigonometric functions to consider), in
order to account for all the possible solutions, we have
to find an adequate point of infinity for each case and
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FIG. 9: Penrose diagram of a space-time composed of
infinite extremal horizons (only four are drawn), with
no singularity or regular centre, unlike before. Inside a
given horizon H(i) (i ∈ Z), located at uH(i), lie future
and past horizons H(i− 1) (to the left) and H(i) (to
the right), being also possible to reach copies of their
interiors, which emerge in copies of our universe.

subcase, as there is not a unique one that is appropriate
for all of them. Following this approach, despite ψ0 being
fixed to a unique type of values, in this case and thanks
to the relations between all the constants, we, in fact, are
able to find the same solutions found for ψ0 ̸= π

2 + c2π.

However, as in the previous class, these values of ψ0

lead to a unique type of solution, not found before, which,
however, is non-physical. It is the solution that was men-
tioned in subcase 2C, when |q| = |h| (see the discussion
performed after Eq. (72)). In this case, we find that any
odd zero of sin(ku) coincide with a zero of sin(h[u+u1]),
while any even zero of the former coincide with a zero
of cos(Cu + ψ0). Accordingly, at the former zeros reg-
ular repulsive surfaces emerge, while at the latter there
are extremal horizons. Apart from this, by analysing
the radius function, apart from not finding a spatial in-
finity, we find it remains constant in the entire domain
of u, which is clearly non-physical. Despite this, this is
a solution with infinite horizons and repulsive surfaces.
For the Penrose diagram, as these surfaces are not repre-
sented there, we find it is the same as one of a spacetime
with infinite horizons, which is shown in Fig. 9. Each
horizon in that figure represented by uH(i), for example,
is associated with a unique value of u = c5π

k .
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TABLE I: Summarized results for all the cases in each class, showing the existence or absence of each space-time
feature considered in our analysis. In class [3−], subcase 3C, the absence of all structures indicates the existence of a
regular centre solution. Non-physical cases were excluded. In cases in which it is possible for there to be throats and
anti-throats, or none of them, only the scenario with both of them is being shown. The solutions of infinite horizons,

found in classes [2−] and [3−], are also not represented here.

Regular
Repulsive Surface

Extremal
Horizon

Throat Anti-throat
Attractive
Singularity

Repulsive
Singularity

Light-like
Singularity

Time-like
Singularity

[1+]
u1 > 0

|C| < h ✓ ✓ ✓
|C| > h ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

u1 < 0 ✓ ✓

[2+]
u1 > 0 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
u1 < 0 ✓ ✓

[3+]
u1 > 0 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
u1 < 0 ✓ ✓

[1−]
u1 > 0 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
u1 < 0 ✓ ✓

[2−]
u1 > 0

Case 1 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
Case 2 ✓
Case 3 ✓ ✓

u1 < 0 ✓ ✓

[3−]

Case 1
u1 > 0

A ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
B ✓

C
a ✓ ✓ ✓
b ✓ ✓
c ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

u1 < 0 ✓ ✓

Case 2
u1 > 0

A ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
B ✓

C
a ✓ ✓ ✓
b ✓ ✓
c ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

u1 < 0 ✓ ✓

Case 3
u1 > 0

A ✓ ✓
B ✓
C

u1 < 0 ✓ ✓

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper presented a thorough investigation of ex-
act solutions for electrically charged wormholes, black
holes, and black bounces within the framework of hy-
brid metric-Palatini gravity (HMPG). HMPG merges the
metric and Palatini approaches in modified theories of
gravity, creating a flexible framework that addresses key
challenges in GR, especially in relation to the late-time
cosmic acceleration and the dark matter problem. The
study explored here considered spherically symmetric so-
lutions under the assumption of a zero scalar field poten-
tial, presented in both the Jordan and Einstein conformal
frames, with a detailed analysis performed in the former,
to encompass a wide range of behaviours. Our results
reveal a variety of gravitational configurations, such as
traversable wormholes, black holes with extremal hori-
zons, and novel “black universe” solutions, where regions
beyond the event horizon extend into an expanding cos-
mological structure instead of leading to singularities.

Each class of solutions is systematically categorized ac-
cording to the distinct properties exhibited by the scalar

field. These classifications are subjected to an in-depth
analysis that explores their horizon and throat struc-
tures, asymptotic behaviours, and the presence and na-
ture of singularities. The results of this analysis are com-
prehensively summarized in Table I, which provides a
detailed overview of the existence or absence of the var-
ious spacetime features considered. Non-physical cases,
which fail to meet the criteria for physical viability, have
been excluded from the summary to maintain focus on
meaningful solutions. In scenarios where the possibility
arises for both throats and anti-throats to exist, or alter-
natively for neither structure to be present, only the con-
figuration featuring both structures is included. Further-
more, specific solutions characterized by infinite horizons,
which are particular to classes [2−] and [3−], have been
omitted from the Table. This exclusion ensures that the
representation remains concise and focused on the most
illustrative configurations.

This research has revealed new insights into the adapt-
ability of HMPG for modelling a wide variety of astro-
physical phenomena and has laid the groundwork for sev-
eral future directions. Further studies could extend this
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analysis to incorporate scalar potentials, which would
likely yield additional stable black hole configurations
and may address issues related to dark energy more di-
rectly. Additionally, it would be interesting to explore
rotating solutions within HMPG, as these are essential
for modelling more realistic astrophysical objects such as
rotating black holes and accretion disks around compact
objects. The stability analysis, particularly in rotating
cases, remains a critical area for establishing the physi-
cal relevance of these solutions.

Another promising direction lies in applying these
HMPG solutions to observational astrophysics. Future
work could involve analysing the lensing and gravita-
tional wave signatures of HMPG black holes and worm-
holes, thus testing the theory’s predictions against ob-
servational data. Furthermore, exploring cosmological
models under HMPG, including potential connections to
inflationary dynamics and late-time acceleration, could
bridge the gap between theoretical solutions and observ-
able cosmological phenomena. This study demonstrates
that HMPG provides a viable alternative framework for
addressing limitations in GR, and continued investiga-

tion in these areas holds promise for enriching our un-
derstanding of gravity on both astrophysical and cosmo-
logical scales.
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