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In this work, we studied the possibility of generalizing spherically symmetric and static black-bounce
solutions, known from General Relativity, to the f(R) theory in metric formalism. For this purpose,
we adopted two distinct approaches: the first involved choosing a known model of f(R) theory, such
as f(R) = R + aRR

2, while the second focused on selecting models for the derivative of the f(R)
function, fR(R), such that the form of the f(R) function itself depended on the chosen space-time
model. All the selected models recover General Relativity for specific parameter choices. As a result,
we demonstrated that black-bounce solutions can emerge from this theory when considering the
coupling of f(R) gravity with nonlinear electrodynamics and a partially phantom scalar field. We
also analyzed the energy conditions of these solutions and found that, unlike in General Relativity, it
is possible to satisfy all energy conditions in certain regions of space-time.

I. INTRODUCTION

General Relativity (GR) is the most widely accepted theory of gravitation. This theory describes astrophysical
phenomena with great precision. One of the most impressive predictions of GR is the existence of black holes (BH).
These objects stand out due to their causal structure and have significant relevance in the current observational
scenario, as we can now access astrophysical information about them through gravitational wave observations and
BH images [1, 2]. Due to their intense gravitational field, BHs are the most suitable laboratories to detect the need
for modifications in existing gravitational theories. Despite their great relevance, BHs bring with them one of the
biggest problems of classical gravitation: the presence of singularities. These singularities are points, or sets of points,
in space-time where geodesics are interrupted, making it difficult to describe the physics in these regions [3].

The so-called Black-Bounce (BB) space-times are solutions of GR that aim to address the presence of singularities
within the event horizon of BHs. To tackle this, Simpson and Visser (SV) [4] proposed a metric that represents the
minimal modification of the Schwarzschild metric capable of producing a regular space-time. Specifically, they replaced
the radial coordinate r for r →

√
r2 + a2. This resulted in a geometry that, depending on the value of the parameter

a, interpolates between a regular BH and a traversable wormhole, thereby attempting to unify these two seemingly
distinct space-times into a single solution.

Such solutions have been gaining increasing interest, with this procedure being applied in a variety of contexts [5–8],
including cylindrical geometries [9–12], braneworld scenarios [13, 14], as well as their effects on gravitational lensing
[15–17], gravitational wave echoes [18], quasinormal modes [19], and BH shadows [20–23].

On the other hand, it is well known that, in the context of GR, regular BHs [24–26] and traversable wormholes
[27–29] are characterized by being supported by non-conventional field sources [30–35], that is, field sources that
violate at least one of the energy conditions. Thus, since BB are geometries that transition between wormholes and
regular BHs, it is natural that such solutions are also supported by sources that violate the energy conditions. In fact,
specifically in the context of GR, the search for field sources for BB metrics is currently a widely studied area.

Specifically, in [36], by combining a phantom scalar field, that is, one with a negative kinetic term, with a nonlinear
electrodynamics theory, both minimally coupled with gravity, the first source for the SV geometry was found. From
there, a series of studies on the topic were developed, such as in [37], where an in-depth study on sources of BB in GR
was developed. Specifically, the authors demonstrated that nonlinear electrodynamics, both electric and magnetic,
combined with a partially phantom scalar field, can serve as a source for various BB geometries, both spherically
symmetric and cylindrically symmetric. Similar approaches were developed in [38–43]. In [38], a procedure is presented
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to construct any generic spherically symmetric solution of this type of geometry using nonlinear electrodynamics,
making it possible to construct the already known BB as well as modifications that represent more general solutions
than those initially proposed by SV.

The knowledge about the source fields of these solutions is of great importance, as they modify the properties of
these solutions. In [44], for example, the authors show how the quasinormal modes of regular solutions are altered when
considering test fields and perturbations in the source fields. In [45], the authors investigate how photons propagate
in the space-time of a BB when considering nonlinear electrodynamics. In [46], it is shown that, in the presence of
nonlinear electrodynamics, there can exist photons that behave as causal tachyons or acausal baryons. Nonlinear
electrodynamics also modifies the thermodynamics of BHs [47]. All these properties have only been well studied due
to the knowledge about the source fields of these solutions.

In this context, this work aims to conduct a detailed study on field sources for BB geometry in the f(R) gravity,
where we demonstrated that BB solutions can emerge from this theory when considering the coupling of f(R) gravity
with nonlinear electrodynamics and a partially phantom or canonical scalar field, depending on the choice of parameters.
The f(R) theory has been gaining increasing attention in the study of compact objects due to its corrections to
GR, with numerous studies conducted on BHs [48–54], wormholes [55–58], regular BHs [59–63], and, of course, more
recently, BB [64–69]. The study of BB sources in f(R) theories is, however, a topic that has been very sparsely
explored in the literature, in fact, our work is the first to explore this topic.

In this work, we adopt two distinct procedures: the first consists of proposing a specific form for the function f(R)
and the scalar field ϕ(r) and, from that, finding the form for the Lagrangian of the nonlinear electromagnetic field L(F ),
the potential associated with the scalar field V (ϕ) and the function h(ϕ). The second, similar to the first, consists of
proposing a form for the derivative of the function f(R), fR, such that f(R) will depends on the space-time, in our case,
the SV space-time. With the introduction of the corrections coming from the modification in the gravitational action,
we conclude that, contrary to GR, it is always possible to satisfy all energy conditions in some region of space-time.

This paper is organized as follows: In SEC. II, we will provide a brief review of the properties of the SV space-time.
The general equations, as well as the sources for the different cases analyzed here, will be presented in SEC. III, while
the energy conditions will be discussed in SEC. IV. Finally, in SEC. V, our conclusions and final analyses will be
presented.

II. THE SPACE-TIME

Our goal is to verify whether BB can emerge as solutions of modified theories of gravity. To this end, we will consider
the SV model [4], which is described by a line element of the form:

ds2 = A(r)dt2 −A(r)−1dr2 − Σ(r)2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
, (1)

where

A(r) = 1− 2m√
r2 + a2

, and Σ(r)2 = r2 + a2, (2)

where m is understood as the Schwarzschild mass, and a > 0 is a parameter responsible for making this geometry
globally regular. Moreover, the parameter a controls the interpolation of the geometry between a regular BH and a
wormhole, such that

• For a < 2m, we have a regular BH with horizons at r± = ±
√
4m2 − a2;

• For a = 2m. we obtain what is known as a one-way wormhole, with a null throat located at r = 0;

• For a > 2m, we have a traversable wormhole.

To infer the regularity of this geometry, we can analyze the curvature invariants. In this case, the Kretschmann and
Ricci scalars are given, respectively, by

K =
4

(r2 + a2)5

{√
r2 + a2[8a2m(r2 − a2)] + 3a4(r2 + a2) + 3m2(3a44a2r2 + 4r4)

}
, (3)

R =
2a2(3m−

√
r2 + a2)

(r2 + a2)5/2
. (4)

At the origin of the radial coordinate, the curvature invariants take finite values, given by

lim
r→0

K =
4(3a2 + 9m2 − 8am)

a6
, lim

r→0
R =

2(−3m+ a)

a3
, (5)
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and are asymptotically zero, since this space-time is asymptotically flat.
We can further analyze the regularity of space-time from another perspective. Thus, the geodesic equation for the r

coordinate, assuming, without loss of generality, θ = π/2, is given by

A(r)ṫ2 −A−1(r)ṙ2 − Σ2(r)φ̇2 = ϵ, (6)

where the dot is a derivative with respect to affine parameter λ and

ϵ = 1 for timelike geodesics, (7)
ϵ = 0 for null geodesics, (8)
ϵ = −1 for spacelike geodesics. (9)

The symmetries of the metric allow us to associate conserved quantities with the Killing vectors of the t and ϕ
coordinates, such that we have

ṫA(r) = constant = E, (10)

ϕ̇Σ2(r) = constant = l. (11)

Substituting this into the equation (6)

ṙ2(λ) = E2 −A(r)

(
l2

Σ2(r)
− ϵ

)
. (12)

To determine where the geodesic is complete, that is, where it can be extended, we must solve the equation above.
However, solving it analytically is an extremely challenging task. Instead, we will consider two important regimes,
namely: r → ∞ and r → 0. For the first case, we have

ṙ2(λ) ∼ E2 + ϵ− 2mϵ

r
+O

(
1

r2

)
∼ E2 + ϵ. (13)

The solution is then

r(λ) ∼ c± λ
√
E2 + ϵ, (14)

where c is a constant of integration. Examining the equation above, we clearly see that for λ → ∞ we have r(λ) → ∞,
so r(λ) is extensible into the infinite future [70]. For the last case, where r → 0, we have

ṙ2(λ) ∼ c0 + c1r
2 +O(r3), (15)

where c0 and c1 are just constants that depends on m, a,E, l. Solving the equation we have two solutions

c2 ± λ ∼ 1
√
c1

arctan

( √
c1r√

c0 + c1r2

)
, (16)

where c2 is a constant of integration. We have that, for r = 0, the affine parameter λ, which represents the proper
time in the case of timelike geodesics, assumes a finite value [71].

Inverting the equation, we obtain

r(λ) ∼ ±
[
c0
c1

· sec[2
√
c1(c2 ± λ)]

]1/2
sin[

√
c1(c2 ± λ)]. (17)

Once again, analyzing the equation above, we see that there are no restrictions on the geodesic, particularly for
r = 0 [70]. From this we conclude that the function is extensible at the origin.

In the next section, we will study the types of field that can serve as sources for this geometry in the context of f(R)
theory.
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III. FIELD SOURCES

It is well known that the SV BB is a solution from GR if we consider the coupling between a phantom scalar field
and a nonlinear electrodynamics [36, 39, 40, 72]. However, it is not yet clear whether this type of behavior persists in
modified theories of gravity.

We assume that the SV metric represents a solution to an f(R) gravity theory and aim to identify the types of fields
that could act as sources for this geometry. To this end, we consider an action of the form:

S =

∫ √
|g|d4x[f(R)− 2h(ϕ)gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ+ 2V (ϕ) + L(F )], (18)

where f(R) it is a function of the Ricci scalar R = gµνRµν , ϕ is the scalar field, V (ϕ) is potential associated to the
scalar field, L(F ) is the NED Lagrangian, and h(ϕ) is a function that determines where the scalar field is phantom
(h(ϕ) < 0) or canonical (h(ϕ) > 0).

Varying the action (18) with respect to Aµ, ϕ and gµν we get the following field equations

∇µ(LFF
µν) =

1√
|g|

∂µ(
√
|g|LFF

µν) = 0, (19)

2h(ϕ)∇µ∇µϕ+
dh(ϕ)

dϕ
∂µϕ∂µϕ = −dV (ϕ)

dϕ
, (20)

fRRµν − 1

2
gµνf + (gµν□−∇µ∇ν)fR = T [ϕ]µν + T [F ]µν , (21)

where LF = dL/dF and T [ϕ]µν and T [F ]µν are the stress-energy tensors of the scalar and electromagnetic fields, given
by

T [F ]µν =
1

2
gµνL(F )− 2LFF

α
ν Fµα, (22)

T [ϕ]µν = 2h(ϕ)∂µϕ∂νϕ− gµν(h(ϕ)∂
αϕ∂αϕ− V (ϕ)). (23)

Solving Maxwell’s equations, equation (19), considering a magnetic charge and that our space-time is spherically
symmetric, such that the non-zero components of Fµν are F23 = −F32 = q sin θ, we get

F (r) =
2q2

Σ(r)4
. (24)

Further, assuming that the scalar field is such that ϕ = ϕ(r), the r − r and θ − θ components of the gravitational
field equations gives us the form of L(F (r)) and LF (F (r))

L(F (r)) = −f − 2V −A′f ′
R +

2fRA
′Σ′

Σ
− 4Af ′

RΣ
′

Σ
+ 2Ahϕ′2 + fRA

′′ +
4AfRΣ

′′

Σ
, (25)

LF (F (r)) =
fRΣ

2

2q2
+

Σ4A′f ′
R

4q2
− AΣ3f ′

RΣ
′

Σ
− AfRΣΣ

′2

2q2
+

AhΣ4ϕ′2

q2
+

fRΣ
4A′′

4q2
+

AΣ4f ′′
R

2q2
+

AfRΣ
3Σ′′

2q2
. (26)

Using the equations (25) and (26), the t− t component of the gravitational field equations becomes

2h(ϕ)ϕ′ 2Σ+ f ′′
RΣ+ 2fRΣ

′′ = 0. (27)

Since the equations (25) and (26) depend on the scalar field and the associated potential, we must first focus on the
scalar field. From equation (27), we can determine the behavior of h(ϕ)ϕ′ 2 once we know the space-time geometry
and the theory of gravity under consideration. We can further rewrite the equation (27) in the form

hϕ′2 = −f ′′
RΣ+ 2fRΣ

′′

2Σ
. (28)
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Note that, in the case of GR, where fR = 1 and f ′′
R = 0, we have the well-known form for the product hϕ′2, given

by hϕ′2 = −Σ′′/Σ. However, in f(R) theories, this expression takes on a more complex form due to the additional
freedom introduced by the function fR, allowing for more general solutions for the scalar field. Following the widely
used procedure in the literature, as presented in [41, 64], we assume that the scalar field is given by a monotonic
function

ϕ(r) = arctan
( r
a

)
. (29)

With this assumption, from the t− t component of the gravitational field equations, we obtain

h(ϕ(r)) = − (a2 + r2)2(Σf ′′
R + 2fRΣ

′′)

2a2Σ
. (30)

Since our quantities depend on fR and f , we will now divide our analysis into different cases, i.e., various models of
f(R) theories.

A. Case I: f(R) = R+ aRR
2

The most well-known f(R) theory model is the so-called Starobinsky model [73, 74], where

f(R) = R+ aRR
2, (31)

where aR is a coupling constant.
The function fR is consequently given by

fR = 1 + 2aRR. (32)

Using the metric given in (1), we can analytically determine all the functions of interest, that are given by:

F (r) =
2q2

(a2 + r2)
2 , (33)

L(F (r)) =
12a2m

5 (a2 + r2)
5/2

+ aRa
2

(
2
(
20a4 + a2

(
27m2 + 100r2

)
+ 675m2r2 + 80r4

)
15 (a2 + r2)

5 −
16m

(
11a2 + 81r2

)
21 (a2 + r2)

9/2

)
, (34)

LF (F (r)) =
3a2m

2q2
√
a2 + r2

+
6a2aRm

(
a2 − 9r2

)
q2 (a2 + r2)

5/2
+

2a2aR
(
a2
(
4r2 − 9m2

)
+ 45m2r2 + 4r4

)
q2 (a2 + r2)

3 , (35)

h(ϕ(r)) = −1 +
2aR

(
a2 − 10r2

) (
2
√
a2 + r2 − 9m

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
, ϕ(r) = arctan

( r
a

)
, (36)

V (ϕ(r)) =
4a2m

5 (a2 + r2)
5/2

+ aRa
2

(
2m
(
1290r2 − 481a2

)
21 (a2 + r2)

9/2
+

130a4 + a2
(
783m2 − 70r2

)
− 25r2

(
135m2 + 8r2

)
15 (a2 + r2)

5

)
.

(37)

The terms involving aR are the corrections required by the modified theory of gravity for the sources so that the SV
metric can be generated by the theory.

It is important to highlight some differences from GR. In GR, we have h(ϕ) = −1, so that the scalar field is always
a phantom field. If we expand equation (36) we obtain

h(ϕ) ≈ −1− 40aR
r2

+O
(
r−3
)
, if r → ∞, (38)

h(ϕ) ≈ −1 +
2aR(2a− 9m)

a3
+O

(
r2
)
, if r → 0. (39)

These expressions tell us that the scalar field continues to exhibit phantom behavior at infinity. However, if a > 9m
2 ,

that’s, in the traversable wormhole case, and aR is sufficiently large and positive, the scalar field may cease to be
a phantom in more internal regions, thus becoming partially phantom. In this way, the f(R) theory can relax the
condition for the scalar field to be phantom in some regions of space-time.
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The functions F (r) and ϕ(r) are easily invertible so that we can analytically write L(F ), V (ϕ), and h(ϕ), which are
expressed as:

L(F ) =
3 23/4a2F 5/4m

5q5/2
+

a2aRF
5/4

210
√
2q5

(
5q
(
945

√
2F 3/4m2 − 648 23/4m

√
Fq + 224

4
√
Fq
)

− 28a2
(
162F 5/4m2 + 15

√
2F 3/4q − 100

4
√
2Fm

√
q
))

, (40)

h(ϕ) = −1 +
aR(11 cos 2ϕ− 9)

(
2a
√
sec2 ϕ− 9m

)
(a2 sec2 ϕ)

3/2
, (41)

V (ϕ) =
aR cos6 ϕ

105a6
(
m cos2 ϕ (77 cos 2ϕ (189m− 115a secϕ) + 4045a secϕ− 9072m) + 35a2(33 cos 2ϕ− 7)

)
+

4m cos5 ϕ

5a3
. (42)

The presence of f(R) theory requires much more nonlinearities in the field sources than GR.
It is important to emphasize that the electromagnetic functions found here satisfy the consistency relation given by:

LF

(
dF

dr

)
− dL(F )

dr
= 0. (43)

Thus, we see that, even with the additional complications that f(R) theory demands from the source fields, it is
possible to obtain the SV solution in modified theories of gravity through the combination of a nonlinear electrodynamics
with a partially phantom scalar field.

We can also choose other f(R) models and verify what types of sources emerge. However, in the next subsection we
will attempt a different approach.

B. Case II: fR(R(r)) = a0 + a1r

In references [59, 60], the authors studied regular BHs in f(R) theory and found that, due to the symmetry of the
space-time they considered, the function fR(R) was linear when analyzed in terms of the radial coordinate. Since
we are considering BB, which are more complex structures than usual regular BHs, this type of behavior does not
naturally arise from the field equations. However, we can still impose such behavior and investigate what types of field
sources may emerge.

Let us consider the fR written as

fR(R(r)) = a0 + a1r, (44)

where a0 and a1 are constants. In this case, the function f(R) as a function of the radial coordinate can be calculated
as:

f(R(r)) =

∫
fR

dR

dr
dr. (45)

When a0 = 1 and a1 = 0 we recover GR.
Considering the line element (1), we find that the functions related to the field sources are given by:

L(F (r)) =
12a2a0m

5 (a2 + r2)
5/2

+ 2a1

−
2m
(
10a2r3 + 7r5

)
5a2 (a2 + r2)

5/2
− r

a2 + r2
+

2 tan−1
(

r−
√
a2+r2

a

)
a

 , (46)

LF (F (r)) =
3a2a0m

2q2
√
a2 + r2

+
a1
2q2

(
−r
√

a2 + r2
(

3mr2

a2 + r2
− 6m

)
− r

(
a2 + r2

))
, (47)

h(ϕ(r)) = −a0 − a1r, ϕ(r) = arctan
( r
a

)
, (48)

V (ϕ(r)) =
4a2a0m

5 (a2 + r2)
5/2

+ a1

 tan−1
(√

a2+r2−r
a

)
a

+
2mr

(
5a4 + 5a2r2 + 2r4

)
5a2 (a2 + r2)

5/2
− r

2 (a2 + r2)

 .

(49)
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FIG. 1. Behavior of the function f(R) as a function of the radial coordinate (left panel) and as a function of the curvature
scalar (right panel), fixing a0 = 1 and varying the values of the parameter a1.

In this case, unlike the previous model, the scalar field will always be phantom, since h(ϕ) will always be negative, if we
consider a1 as a positive constant. The scalar field will be canonic in some regions only if a1 assumes negative values.

It is possible to invert the functional dependencies once more, expressing the quantities L, V and h as functions of
F and ϕ, respectively.

L(F ) =
3 · 23/4a2a0mF 5/4

5q5/2
+ a1

−

√√√√2

√
2F

q2
− 2a2F

q2
−

23/4m

(√
2q2

F − a2
)3/2(

3a2 + 7
√

2q2

F

)
F 5/4

5a2q5/2

+
4

a
arctan

−21/4q1/2F−1/4 +
√

−a2 +
√
2|q|F−1/2

a

 , (50)

h(ϕ) = −a0 − a1a tanϕ, (51)

V (ϕ) =
4a0m cos5 ϕ

5a3
+

a1
20a2

(20a arctan (secϕ− tanϕ)− 5a sin(2ϕ) + 2m (13 + 6 cos(2ϕ) + cos(4ϕ)) sinϕ) . (52)

Once again, we observe that the presence of the f(R) function induces greater nonlinearity in the obtained fields.
Integrating the equation (45), we obtain

f(R(r)) = − 6a2a0m

(a2 + r2)5/2
+
a1mr3

(
10a2 + 4r2

)
a2(a2 + r2)5/2

+
2a2a0

(a2 + r2)2
+

a2a1r

(a2 + r2)2
− a1r

3

(a2 + r2)2
−
2a1 arctan

(
r−

√
a2+r2

a

)
a

. (53)

However, in this case, analytically inverting R(r) in equation (4) for the Ricci scalar is not possible, so we cannot
write an analytical form for the function f(R). Nevertheless, in Figure 1, we observe the behavior of the function f(R).
It is clear that the only symmetric case under the exchange r → −r occurs for a1 = 0, which corresponds exactly
to the GR case. For a1 = 0, the function f(R) is just a straight line, as expected, while for other cases, we have a
multivalued function with different curves. This multivalued behavior arises precisely due to the asymmetry in the
transformation r → −r in the function f(r).

C. Case III: fR(R(r)) = a0 + a2r
2

For the case II, we see that the behavior of f(R) changes if we made the transformation r → −r. This fact may
occur because the function fR is not symmetric under transformation r → −r. Moreover, in the reference [59], given a
metric of the form

ds2 = A(r)dt2 −B−1(r)dr2 − r2dΩ2, (54)
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the condition (44) is obtained by imposing A(r) = B(r). However, in BB metrics, such as (1), we can always make a
coordinate transformation given by

r̃2 = Σ(r)2, (55)

such that the metric can be written in the form

ds2 = U(r̃)dt2 −G−1(r̃)dr̃2 − r̃2dΩ2, (56)

where U(r̃) ̸= G(r̃). In this case, since the function fR(R(r)) does not necessarily need to retain the specific form
(45), we can propose alternative formulations for it such that it remains invariant under transformation r → −r.
Accordingly, in this subsection, we focus on the case where

fR(R(r)) = a0 + a2r
2. (57)

Considering this function and the SV metric, we find that the functions related to the field sources are now given by

L(F (r)) =
12a2a0m

5 (a2 + r2)
5/2

+
88a4a2m

5 (a2 + r2)
5/2

+
44a2a2mr2

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+
24a2mr4

(a2 + r2)
5/2

− 6a4a2

(a2 + r2)
2

− 16a2a2r
2

(a2 + r2)
2 − 10a2r

4

(a2 + r2)
2 + 4a2 ln

(
a2 + r2

)
, (58)

LF (F (r)) =
−2a2r

4
(
−3m+

√
a2 + r2

)
+ a2

(
3a0m+ a2r

2
(
9m− 2

√
a2 + r2

))
2q2

√
a2 + r2

, (59)

h(ϕ(r)) = −a0 −
a2
(
a4 + 3a2r2 + r4

)
a2

, ϕ(r) = arctan
( r
a

)
, (60)

V (ϕ(r)) =
a2a2

a2 + r2
−

4m
(
6a4a2 + 5a2r

4 − a2(a0 − 10a2r
2)
)

5 (a2 + r2)
5/2

− 2a2 ln
(
a2 + r2

)
. (61)

We can once again explicitly write L as a function of F , and V and h as functions of ϕ

L(F ) =
3 23/4a2a0F

5/4m

5q5/2
+

a2

5q2
√

q√
F

(
−3 23/4a4Fm+ 10q2

(
6 23/4m− 5

√
q√
F

)

+ 10 21/4a2
√
Fq

(
−m+ 21/4

√
q√
F

)
+ 20q2

√
q√
F

log

(√
2q√
F

))
, (62)

h(ϕ) = −a0 + a2a2
[
1− sec2 ϕ

(
1 + sec2 ϕ

)]
, (63)

V (ϕ) =
4a0m cos5 ϕ

5a3
+ a2

(
cos2 ϕ− 2 log

(
a2 sec2 ϕ

)
− (20m+ 4m cos4 ϕ) cosϕ

5a

)
. (64)

It is interesting to note that, for r << 1, we have

h(ϕ) ≈ −a0 − a2a
2. (65)

This suggests that the parametrization constant a may also interfere with the change in the type of scalar field near the
origin if a2 is negative. Thus, depending on the sign of the parameter a2 and the values of a, we can have a phantom
scalar field, a partially phantom field, or a canonical scalar field.

Integrating again the equation (45), we obtain

f(R(r)) =
2a2

(
a0
(
−3m+

√
a2 + r2

)
+ a2a2

(
−2m+

√
a2 + r2

)
+ a2r

2
(
−5m+ 2

√
a2 + r2

))
(a2 + r2)

5/2
. (66)

Analyzing the equation above, we clearly see that f(R(r)) is symmetric under transformation r → −r. By making
the parametric plot of f(r) vs R(r), presented in Fig. 2, we also observe that it preserves this symmetry, unlike the
previous case.

The results obtained can be generalized by considering fR = a0 + anr
n. However, not all values of n will satisfy the

electromagnetic consistency relation (43).
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FIG. 2. Behavior of the function f(R) as a function of the radial coordinate (left panel) and as a function of the curvature
scalar (right panel), fixing a0 = 1 and varying the values of the parameter a2.

D. Case IV: fR(R(r)) = a0 + aΣΣ

We can test another form of fR. Considering that BB typically arise through the substitution r2 → r2 + a2, and
that for regular BHs we had fR(R(r)) = a0 + a1r, we can apply this substitution to obtain fR(R(r)) = a0 + aΣΣ. This
model will also be symmetric under the transformation r → −r.

Considering again that our space-time is described by the SV metric, we find that the functions related to the matter
sources are given by:

L(F (r)) =
12a2a0m

5 (a2 + r2)
5/2

+
2aΣ

(
9m

√
a2 + r2 − 4a2 − 6r2

)
3 (a2 + r2)

3/2
, (67)

LF (F (r)) =
3a2a0m

2q2
√
a2 + r2

+
aΣ
(
3a2m− r2

(√
a2 + r2 − 3m

))
2q2

, (68)

h(ϕ(r)) = −a0 −
3

2
aΣ
√

a2 + r2, ϕ(r) = arctan
( r
a

)
, (69)

V (ϕ(r)) =
4a2a0m

5 (a2 + r2)
5/2

+
3a2aΣm

4 (a2 + r2)
2 +

a2aΣ

2 (a2 + r2)
3/2

. (70)

As in the other cases, it is only possible to have a scalar field that is canonical in some regions, or partially phantom, if
the constant related to the nonlinear terms of the gravitational theory, aΣ, assumes negative values. In fact, depending
on the values of aΣ and a, it is possible to have h(ϕ) always positive.

We can also write L(F ), V (ϕ), and h(ϕ), which are given by:

L(F ) =
3 23/4a2a0Fm

5q2
√

q√
F

+

aΣ

(
10

√
2a2

√
Fq + 15q2

(
3 23/4m√

q√
F

− 4

))
15 4

√
2q2
√

q√
F

, (71)

h(ϕ) = −a0 −
3

2
aaΣ secϕ, (72)

V (ϕ) =
4a0m cos5 ϕ

5a3
+

aΣ cos4 ϕ (2a secϕ+ 3m)

4a2
. (73)

Considering the curvature scalar for the SV case, we can write the function f(R(r)) as:

f(R(r)) = −2a2

(
15aΣm− 4a0

4 (a2 + r2)
2 +

3a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

− 4aΣ

3 (a2 + r2)
3/2

)
. (74)

This function is symmetric under the transformation r → −r. As in the previous cases, we cannot express the behavior
of f(R) analytically; therefore, we will analyze it graphically in Fig. 3. From the behavior of f(R(r)), we explicitly
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FIG. 3. Behavior of the function f(R) as a function of the radial coordinate (left panel) and as a function of the curvature
scalar (right panel), fixing a0 = 1 and varying the values of the parameter a1.

observe the symmetry of the solution under the transformation r → −r. From the parametric plot, we see that, as
expected, for aΣ = 0, we obtain a straight line, which corresponds to the case of GR.

As before, we can generalize this model to fR = a0 + aΣΣ(r)
n. The issue with this generalization is that some

functions exhibit divergences for certain values of n. Interestingly, these divergences cancel out when combining
f(R) +L(F (r)) + 2V (ϕ(r)), which is precisely the combination that appears in the action. The remaining terms of the
action do not present divergences.

With this, we are able to prove that it is possible to find different types of matter sources for the SV metric by
considering different f(R) models.

IV. ENERGY CONDITIONS

In the context of GR, it is well-known that BB geometries violate all energy conditions associated with the stress-
energy tensor [4, 5]. This is not entirely surprising, as BB geometries interpolate between regular BH space-times and
wormholes, both of which are known to violate the energy conditions [32]. Thus, it is of interest to investigate whether
this violation persists in the context of modified theories of gravity, as in our case.

We will now analyze whether, in the context of our f(R) models, the BB geometry satisfies the null energy condition
(NEC), strong energy condition (SEC), weak energy condition (WEC) and dominant energy condition (DEC). These
conditions are given by [75]:

NEC1,2 = WEC1,2 = SEC1,2 ⇐⇒ ρ+ pr,t ≥ 0, (75)
SEC3 ⇐⇒ ρ+ pr + 2pt ≥ 0, (76)
DEC1,2 ⇐⇒ ρ− |pr,t| ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ (ρ+ pr,t ≥ 0) and (ρ− pr,t ≥ 0), (77)
DEC3 = WEC3 ⇐⇒ ρ ≥ 0, (78)

where ρ, pr, and pt are the energy density, radial pressure, and tangential pressure, respectively 1. These functions are
identified by the components of the stress-energy tensor as

Tµ
ν = diag[ρ,−pr,−pt,−pt]. (79)

This relation is valid in regions where A(r) > 0. For regions where A(r) < 0, the signature of the metric changes, and
we have:

Tµ
ν = diag[−pr, ρ,−pt,−pt]. (80)

1 Typically, we use the subscript 1 (2) to denote cases where the energy density is combined solely with the radial (tangential) pressure.
The subscript 3 is employed either when considering the energy density alone or when combining all three functions together.
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A. Case I

Let us now analyze the energy conditions for the case where f(R) = R+aRR
2. For regions where A(r) > 0, we have:

ρ+ pr =
2a2

(
2m−

√
a2 + r2

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
+

4a2aR
(
a2 − 10r2

) (
2a2 + 18m2 + 2r2 − 13m

√
a2 + r2

)
(a2 + r2)

5 , (81)

ρ+ pt =
3a2m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+ 4a2aR

[
a2
(
4r2 − 9m2

)
+ 45m2r2 + 4r4

(a2 + r2)
5 +

3m
(
a2 − 9r2

)
(a2 + r2)

9/2

]
, (82)

ρ+ pr + 2pt =
2a2m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+ 4a2aR

[
r2
(
7a2 + 180m2

)
− 5a2

(
a2 + 9m2

)
+ 12r4

(a2 + r2)
5 +

m
(
31a2 − 100r2

)
(a2 + r2)

9/2

]
, (83)

ρ− pr =
4a2m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+ 4a2aR

[
m
(
46r2 − 25a2

)
(a2 + r2)

9/2
+

5a4 + a2
(
27m2 + r2

)
− 90m2r2 − 4r4

(a2 + r2)
5

]
, (84)

ρ− pt =
5ma2

(a2 + r2)
5/2

− 2a2

(a2 + r2)
2

+ 4a2aR

[
m
(
203r2 − 41a2

)
(a2 + r2)

9/2
+

7a4 − 21r2
(
a2 + 15m2

)
+ 54a2m2 − 28r4

(a2 + r2)
5

]
, (85)

ρ =
a2
(
4m−

√
a2 + r2

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
− a2aR

[
4m
(
19a2 − 88r2

)
(a2 + r2)

9/2
+

−14a4 + a2
(
34r2 − 90m2

)
+ 540m2r2 + 48r4

(a2 + r2)
5

]
.

(86)

In regions where A(r) < 0, we have

ρ+ pr =
2a2

(√
a2 + r2 − 2m

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
−

4a2aR
(
a2 − 10r2

) (
2a2 + 18m2 + 2r2 − 13m

√
a2 + r2

)
(a2 + r2)

5 , (87)

ρ+ pt =
a2
(
2
√
a2 + r2 −m

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
+ 4a2aR

[
m
(
16a2 − 157r2

)
(a2 + r2)

9/2
+

(
2a4 + a2

(
22r2 − 27m2

)
+ 225m2r2 + 24r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5

]
,

(88)

ρ+ pr + 2pt =
4a2

(a2 + r2)
2 − 6a2m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+ 4a2aR

[
m
(
360r2 − 57a2

)
(a2 + r2)

9/2
+

(
9a4 + a2

(
81m2 − 43r2

)
− 540m2r2 − 52r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5

]
, (89)

ρ− pr =
4a2m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+ 4a2aR

[
m
(
46r2 − 25a2

)
(a2 + r2)

9/2
+

(
5a4 + a2

(
27m2 + r2

)
− 90m2r2 − 4r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5

]
, (90)

ρ− pt =
a2m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+ 4a2aR

[
m
(
73r2 − 28a2

)
(a2 + r2)

9/2
+

(
5a4 − 3r2

(
a2 + 45m2

)
+ 36a2m2 − 8r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5

]
, (91)

ρ =
a2

(a2 + r2)
2 − 2a2aR

[
12m

(
a2 + 7r2

)
(a2 + r2)

9/2
−
(
3a4 + a2

(
9m2 + 19r2

)
+ 90m2r2 + 16r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5

]
. (92)

The terms involving aR represent the corrections from the f(R) theory to the energy conditions of this model. However,
the analytical expressions do not clearly illustrate how the f(R) theory corrections modify the energy conditions.

In Fig. 4, we compare how the f(R) theory modifies the energy conditions relative to GR. We observe that for
aR = −1, the combination ρ+ pr is always negative, with a magnitude even greater than in the case of GR. However,
for aR = 1, there are certain regions where ρ+ pr takes positive values, indicating that the f(R) theory relaxes the
violation of the null energy condition. From the behavior of ρ and ρ− pt, we observe that depending on the values of
the chosen parameters, in some regions where the inequalities were satisfied in the case of GR, they become violated,
and in some regions where they were violated, they become satisfied. Thus, the contributions from f(R), in this case,
the model f(R) = R+ aRR

2, can result in the energy conditions not being always violated, as was the case in GR.
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FIG. 4. Combinations of the stress-energy tensor components for the f(R) = R + aRR
2 model as a function of the radial

coordinate, with a = 2 and m = 1, for different values of aR.

B. Case II

In this case, where fR = a0 + a1r, we have, outside any possible horizon, A(r) > 0, that the following combinations
for the functions ρ, pr, and pt are
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ρ+ pr = −
2a2 (a0 + a1r)

(√
a2 + r2 − 2m

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
, (93)

ρ+ pt =
3a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+
a1r

(
6a2m−

(
a2 + r2

)3/2
+ 3mr2

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
, (94)

ρ+ pr + 2pt =
2a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+ a1

 r

a2 + r2
+

2mr
(
4a4 + 5a2r2 + 2r4

)
a2 (a2 + r2)

5/2
+

2 tan−1
(√

a2+r2−r
a

)
a

 , (95)

ρ− pr =
4a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+
a1
a2

(
4mr

(
a4 +−2r2 − r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
− 3a2r

a2 + r2
+ 2a tan−1

(
r −

√
a2 + r2

a

))
, (96)

ρ− pt =
5ma2a0

(a2 + r2)
5/2

− 2a2a0

(a2 + r2)
2 +

a1
a2

(
mr
(
2a4 − 7a2r2 − 4r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
−

2a2r
(
2a2 + r2

)
(a2 + r2)

2

+ 2a tan−1

(
r −

√
a2 + r2

a

))
, (97)

ρ =
a2a0

(
4m−

√
a2 + r2

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
+

a1
2a2

(
4mr

(
2a4 − a2r2 − r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
−

r
(
5a4 + 3a2r2

)
(a2 + r2)

2

+ 2a tan−1

(
r −

√
a2 + r2

a

))
. (98)

Whereas, for A < 0, we have:

ρ+ pr =
2a2 (a0 + a1r)

(√
a2 + r2 − 2m

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
, (99)

ρ+ pt =
a2a0

(
2
√
a2 + r2 −m

)
(a2 + r2)5/2

+
a1
[
r3
(
3m−

√
a2 + r2

)
+ a2r

(
2m+

√
a2 + r2

)]
(a2 + r2)5/2

, (100)

ρ+ pr + 2pt =
a0
(
−6a4m+ 4a4

√
a2 + r2

)
a2(a2 + r2)5/2

+
a1

a2(a2 + r2)5/2

[
4mr5 + 5a4r

√
a2 + r2

+ a2r3
(
10m+

√
a2 + r2

)
+ 2a(a2 + r2)5/2 arctan

(
−r +

√
a2 + r2

a

)]
, (101)

ρ− pr =
4a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+
a1

a2 (a2 + r2)
5/2

[
4a4mr − 4mr5 − 3a4r

√
a2 + r2

− a2r3
(
4m+ 3

√
a2 + r2

)
+ 2a(a2 + r2)5/2 arctan

(√
r2 + a2 − r

a

)]
, (102)

ρ− pt =
a2a0m

(a2 + r2)5/2
+

a1
a2(a2 + r2)5/2

[
−4mr5 − 2a4r

(
m+

√
a2 + r2

)
− a2r3

(
7m+ 2

√
a2 + r2

)
+ 2a(a2 + r2)5/2 arctan

(
r −

√
a2 + r2

a

)]
, (103)

ρ =
a2a0

(a2 + r2)
2 − a1

2a2

(
4mr3

(a2 + r2)
3/2

+
ra2

(
a2 + 3r2

)
(a2 + r2)

2 − 2a tan−1

(
r −

√
a2 + r2

a

))
. (104)

The terms where a1 appears represent the corrections from the f(R) theory to the energy conditions. From the
analytical expressions of ρ+ pr, we can extract some information. If a1 > 0 and we consider the region where r > 0,
the null energy condition will be violated in the same way as in GR, whereas for r < 0, the NEC1 inequality will be
satisfied if r < −a0/a1. For a1 < 0, the effect is reversed. The inequality NEC1 will be satisfied if r > −a0/a1, and is
violated in the other regions. To obtain more insights about the energy conditions, we will analyze them graphically.
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FIG. 5. Combination of the stress-energy tensor components for the model fR = a0 + a1r, as a function of the radial coordinate,
for m = 1, a = 2, a0 = 1, and different values of a1.

In Fig. 5, we present the graphical representation of the energy density and its combinations with the pressures, as
functions of the coordinate r, for different values of the parameter a1. Analyzing the figure, we see that the conditions
WEC3 ≥ 0 are always satisfied for a1 = 0 and a1 = −1, while is violated throughout the entire space-time for a1 = 1.
On the other hand, it is possible to observe that the NEC1,2 condition is satisfied only in certain regions of space-time,
both for a1 = −1 and a1 = 1. Regarding condition SEC3, we see that it is satisfied for all values of r for a1 = 1
and a1 = 0. Regarding condition DEC1,2, although ρ− pr,t ≥ 0 for a1 = −1 and a1 = 0 for all r, we find that this
condition is satisfied only in certain regions, since ρ+ pr,t ≥ 0 only in certain regions.

Thus, we conclude that, depending on the chosen values, this form of the f(R) theory contributes to the satisfaction
of the energy conditions at least in certain regions of space-time.



15

C. Case III

Let us now consider the corrections to the energy conditions for the model fR = a0+a2r
2. In regions where A(r) > 0,

we have

ρ+ pr = −
2
[
a4a2 + a2r

4 + a2
(
a0 + 3a2r

2
)] [

a2 + r2 + 4m
(
m−

√
a2 + r2

)]
(a2 + r2)

5/2 (−2m+
√
a2 + r2

) , (105)

ρ+ pt =
−2a2r

4
(
−3m+

√
a2 + r2

)
+ a2

[
3a0m+ a2r

2
(
9m− 2

√
a2 + r2

)]
(a2 + r2)

5/2
, (106)

ρ+ pr + 2pt = − 2a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

− a2

[(
2a2 + 3r2

)
a2 + r2

−
m
(
4a4 + 5a2r2 + 2r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2

]
, (107)

ρ− pr = − 4a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+ 2a2

[(
2a2 + 5r2

)
a2 + r2

−
2m
(
2a4 + 7a2r2 + 4r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2

]
, (108)

ρ− pt =
a2a0

(
2
√
a2 + r2 − 5m

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
− a2

[
m
(
a2 + 2r2

) (
12a2 + 7r2

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
−

2
(
3a4 + 9a2r2 + 5r4

)
(a2 + r2)

2

]
, (109)

ρ =
a2a0

(
4m−

√
a2 + r2

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
+

a2

(a2 + r2)
5/2

[
2r4

(
5m− 3

√
a2 + r2

)
− (3a4 − 10a2r2)

(√
a2 + r2 − 2m

)]
.

(110)

In regions where A(r) < 0, we have

ρ+ pr =
2
[
a4a2 + a2r

4 + a2
(
a0 + 3a2r

2
)] [

a2 + r2 + 4m
(
m−

√
a2 + r2

)]
(a2 + r2)

5/2 (−2m+
√
a2 + r2

) , (111)

ρ+ pt =
a2a0

(
2
√
a2 + r2 −m

)
(a2 + r2)5/2

+ a2

[
m
(
−4a4 − 3a2r2 + 2r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
+

2
(
a4 + 2a2r2

)
(a2 + r2)

2

]
, (112)

ρ+ pr + 2pt =
2a2a0

(
2
√
a2 + r2 − 3m

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
− 2a2

[
m
(
8a4 + 17a2r2 + 6r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
+

(
4a4 + 11a2r2 + 5r4

)
(a2 + r2)

2

]
, (113)

ρ− pr =
4a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+ 2a2

(
3a2

a2 + r2
− 5

)
+

4a2m
(
2a4 + 7a2r2 + 4r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
, (114)

ρ− pt =
a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+ 4a2

(
a2

a2 + r2
− 2

)
+

a2m
(
8a4 + 19a2r2 + 10r4

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
, (115)

ρ =
a2a0

(a2 + r2)
2 +

2a2m
(
a2 + 3r2

)
(a2 + r2)

3/2
−

a2
(
a2 + 2r2

)2
(a2 + r2)

2 . (116)

The terms involving a2 represent the corrections from the f(R) theory to the energy conditions. The analytical
expressions are not very clear, and therefore, we will prioritize analyzing them graphically.

In Fig. 6, we show how the components of the energy-momentum tensor are modified by the presence of the f(R)
theory. Since our f(R) theory model is symmetric under the transformation r → −r, the energy conditions are also
symmetric, allowing us to focus solely on the behavior in the r > 0 region. For the case a2 = 1, as in GR, the condition
NEC1 is always violated. In fact, disregarding the SEC3 condition, the choice a2 = 1 seems to increase the regions
where the other conditions are violated compared to GR. For a2 = −1, the NEC2 condition is violated in more regions
than in GR; however, this violation does not occur throughout the entire space-time. The NEC1 condition is now
satisfied in some regions. We can observe that there are regions where all combinations are positive. This means that,
at least in some regions of space-time, all energy conditions are satisfied.
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FIG. 6. Combination of the stress-energy tensor components for the model fR = a0 +a2r
2, as a function of the radial coordinate,

for m = 1, a = 2, a0 = 1, and different values of a2.
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D. Case IV

Let us now analyze the energy conditions for the final model, fR = a0 + aΣΣ. In the regions where A > 0, we have

ρ+ pr =
a2a0

(
4m− 2

√
a2 + r2

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
−

3a2aΣ
(
−2m

√
a2 + r2 + a2 + r2

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
, (117)

ρ+ pt =
3a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+ aΣ

(
3m

a2 + r2
− r2

(a2 + r2)
3/2

)
, (118)

ρ+ pr + 2pt =
2a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+
aΣ
(
10a4 + a2

(
22r2 − 9m

√
a2 + r2

)
+ 12r4

)
6 (a2 + r2)

5/2
, (119)
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(a2 + r2)
5/2

+
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(
5a2 + 4r2

)
2 (a2 + r2)

2 −
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(
5a2 + 12r2

)
3 (a2 + r2)

3/2
, (120)
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(
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√
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5/2
+
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(
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, (121)
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(√
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(
9a2 + 4r2

)
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(
7a2 + 6r2

)
3 (a2 + r2)
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. (122)

In regions where A < 0, we have

ρ+ pr =
2a2a0

(√
a2 + r2 − 2m

)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
+

3a2aΣ
(
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√
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)
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, (123)
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(
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2 +
aΣ
(
3a2 − r2

)
(a2 + r2)

3/2
, (124)
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2
√
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)
(a2 + r2)

5/2
− 27a2aΣm

2 (a2 + r2)
2 +

aΣ
(
23a2 + 6r2

)
3 (a2 + r2)

3/2
, (125)

ρ− pr =
4a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+
3aΣm

(
5a2 + 4r2

)
2 (a2 + r2)

2 −
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(
5a2 + 12r2

)
3 (a2 + r2)

3/2
, (126)

ρ− pt =
a2a0m

(a2 + r2)
5/2

+
3aΣm

(
3a2 + 2r2

)
2 (a2 + r2)

2 −
aΣ
(
5a2 + 9r2

)
3 (a2 + r2)

3/2
, (127)

ρ =
a2a0

(a2 + r2)
2 +

3aΣm
(
a2 + 4r2

)
4 (a2 + r2)

2 +
2aΣ

(
a2 − 3r2

)
3 (a2 + r2)

3/2
. (128)

The corrections introduced by this f(R) theory model to the energy conditions are represented by the terms involving
aΣ. To better understand these modifications, we will analyze the behavior of these combinations graphically.

In Fig 7, we graphically analyze how the combinations of the components of the energy-momentum tensor behave
as functions of the radial coordinate. The combinations exhibit symmetry under the transformation r → −r, just
like the chosen f(R) model itself. For aΣ = 1, all conditions, except for NEC1, are satisfied in at least some regions
of space-time. For aΣ = −1, the NEC1 condition becomes satisfied. However, the other conditions are violated in
regions where they were satisfied in the case of GR. However, with the exception of the SEC3 condition, all conditions
are satisfied in at least some regions of space-time.

Thus, we conclude that the modifications introduced by the all model of the f(R) theory that we have used can
relax the violation of the energy conditions in some regions of space-time.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we study the possibility of generalizing BB solutions, which are well studied in GR, to f(R) gravity by
analyzing the source fields that generate these solutions. Our method consists of imposing a well-known space-time,
such as the SV metric, along with different models of f(R) gravity, to verify which source fields are necessary for these
metrics to be solutions of the field equations of f(R) gravity.



18

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

 0

 0.1

 0.2

-6 -4 -2  0  2  4  6

ρ
+

p
r

r

aΣ=1
aΣ=-1
aΣ=0

-0.4

-0.2

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 1.2

-6 -4 -2  0  2  4  6

ρ
+

p
t

r

aΣ=1
aΣ=-1
aΣ=0

-0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

 1.5

-6 -4 -2  0  2  4  6

ρ
-p

r

r

aΣ=1
aΣ=-1
aΣ=0

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

-6 -4 -2  0  2  4  6

ρ
-p

t

r

aΣ=1
aΣ=-1
aΣ=0

-1

-0.5

 0

 0.5

 1

-6 -4 -2  0  2  4  6

ρ
+

p
r 

+
 2

p
t

r

aΣ=1
aΣ=-1
aΣ=0

-0.4

-0.2

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

-6 -4 -2  0  2  4  6

ρ

r

aΣ=1
aΣ=-1
aΣ=0

FIG. 7. Combination of the stress-energy tensor components for the model fR = a0 + aΣΣ, as a function of the radial coordinate,
for m = 1, a = 2, a0 = 1, and different values of aΣ.

Along with the modified gravity theory, we consider the coupling with a nonlinear electrodynamics and a scalar
field. Through the field equations and by imposing a form for the scalar field, ϕ(r) = arctan(r/a), we obtain general
analytical expressions for the functions L, LF , V , and ϵ, which depend on the forms of the functions fR, f(R), A(r),
and Σ(r). Thus, it becomes evident that the chosen form of the gravity theory and the metric will influence the form
of the functions related to the source fields.

As a first case, we considered the Starobinsky model, f(R) = R+ aRR
2, which is widely studied in the literature.

We showed that if the constant aR is positive, h(ϕ) can take positive values for r → 0, provided that a > 9m/2. This
indicates that, unlike GR, the scalar field does not always have to be a phantom. The second approach chosen was
fR = a0 + a1r, inspired by the form obtained for regular BHs in other works. In this second model, the function h(ϕ)
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is simpler than in the first case, but if the constant a1 is positive, the scalar field will always be a phantom, offering no
advantages compared to GR. For the scalar field to be canonical in some regions, we must assume that the constant a1
can take negative values, however, there will still be regions where the scalar field remains phantom. The functions
related to the source fields and the f(R) theory are not symmetric under the transformation r → −r, implying that
the function f(R) is multivalued. For the third case, we chose the model fR = a0 + a2r

2. The advantage of this model
is that the source fields and the function f(R) are symmetric under the transformation r → −r, so unlike the previous
case, the function f(R) will not be multivalued. If the constant a2 is positive, then the scalar field will always be a
phantom. However, for negative a2, if a2 > −a0/a2, our scalar field will always be canonical. This is the first case in
which we find a BB solution where the scalar field can always be canonical, depending on the choice of parameters. For
the last model, we considered fR = a0 + aΣΣ. This proposal arises as a modification of the second model by replacing
r →

√
r2 + a2. Interestingly, this model yields more simplified solutions for the source fields. As in the third model,

we obtain symmetry under the transformation r → −r in all functions derived for the source field and the function
f(R). This is the second case where the scalar field can always be canonical, provided that the constant aΣ takes
negative values and a is sufficiently large. Thus, we have constructed at least two models in which the BB solution can
be generated through a canonical scalar field.

We also analyzed the energy conditions, and one general feature across all models is that, depending on the chosen
parameters, each of the inequalities will be satisfied in specific regions of space-time. In cases I and III, there exist
regions where all energy conditions are satisfied. However, in cases II and IV, this is not true, as at least one inequality
will always be violated, leading to the violation of some energy condition. Overall, the inclusion of the f(R) theory
relaxes the necessity of energy condition violations, allowing for a much broader range of scenarios where these
conditions can be satisfied compared to GR.

The use of the f(R) theory requires the introduction of additional nonlinearities in both the scalar and electromagnetic
sectors. These modifications are crucial when studying stability through scalar and electromagnetic perturbations.
Moreover, changes in nonlinear electrodynamics also affect the trajectories of photons in this space-time and the
thermodynamics of BHs. Thus, in future works, we can explore the consequences that these modifications may have
on the physical properties of BHs.
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