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Abstract

In this paper, I propose a static wormhole model within modified f(R,T) gravity where f(R,T) =
R+ 2AT. The wormhole solutions have been evolved in four cases- three different shape function along
with redshift ¢ = % and a variable EoS parameter w(r) with constant redshift function. I also have
explored the energy conditions and the behaviour of exotic matter within the wormhole in all scenar-
ios. Presence of exotic matter violates necessary energy conditions near wormhole throat which gives
constraint on modified gravity parameter A in all different cases.
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1 Introduction

Wormbholes are the special solution of Einstein’s field equation that connects two distinct points in
space-time via a tunnel with a mouth where the tunnel has minimal radius, called throat. This
throat can have constant radius known as static wormhole and wormholes with variable throat radius is
called as non-static or cosmological wormholes. Although Wormbhole is not observed till now but
attempts to achieve so were proposed . Wormhole was predicted theoretically a long time ago by
Einstein and Rosen [15]. after many years Morris and Throne came up with new ideas of Traversible
Wormbhole which violates the energy conditions if it is filled with some exotic matter [1,[16,[17]. Dark
energy or Phantom energy which has negative pressure,is an alternative of exotic matter as they also
can violate the energy conditions . The study of Phantom matter in Wormhole geometry has al-
ready been shown in many literatures [19}24].

The throat is the fundamental concept in Wormhole theory and it should satisfy the flaring out
condition. Even throat can be filled with normal matter in presence of modified gravity or some high
order curvature terms . Wormbholes in absence of exotic matter is studied in modified gravity in
many literatures. [26H28]. Hence testing the wormhole geometry in modified gravity is very important
in theoretical physics. A static spherically symmetric wormhole solution has been examined in f(R)

I payelsarkar305@Qgmail.com



Gravity [29], in f(R,T) Gravity [30134], in f(G,T) Gravity etc [35], Einstein-Cartan Theory where
both the mass and spin of matter fields coupled with geometry of space-time [36]. In Ref. [37], stability
of the wormhole sourced from casimir energy density is properly discussed in Rastall-Rainbow gravity
which opens a new insights in the field of wormhole geometries.

f(R,T) gravity is an extension of f(R) gravity which includes the Ricci scalar R along with T trace
of energy momentum tensor. This theory has been explored in different areas such as compact ob-
jects [38H40], thermodynamics [41], cosmology [4250] etc. Wormbhole solution have been evolved in
many literatues in the context of f(R,T) gravity using constant redshift function [51-54]. An exponen-
tial shape function has been studied for wormhole both in f(R,T) Gravity and f(R) Gravity [55H58].
In [59], wormholes of two types of varying Chaplygin gas has been studied in f(R,T) gravity along with
their energy conditions. Stability conditions of charged wormhole in f(R,T) gravity using generalized
Chaplygin gas is also studied in [60]. An exponential f(R,T) model has been considered in [61] and
obtain energy conditions for WH. A changed WH solutions has also been discussed in [62]. Wormbholes
can be constructed from non minimal theory also [63}/64]. Different type of Wormhole solution have
been derived considering different type of energy density functions [65]. Wormhole solution also studied
by many researchers for different form of f(R,T) functions [32,/66,67]. In [56,/58] wormhole solution in
f(R) gravity has been discussed for shape function b(r) = o (L) and ro + arg (1 — i) for constant

a0 r T0
redshift function whereas in [68] have provided wormhole solution for b(r) = mtanh (nr) in Einstein
gravity . In this manuscript I have concerned in modelling Wormbhole in f(R,T) = R+ 2T gravity for
the above mentioned shape functions with specific redshift function ¢(r) = % Moreover I also have
considered a new form of EoS parameter w(r) =1+ In (r) for constant redshift.

The present article is organised as follows: in sec 1. I have described the conditions of shape function
followed by the derivation of field equations for wormhole in f(R,T) gravity in section 2. Next I have

considered here three different types of shape function-i) b(r) = mtanh (nr) ii) b(r) = ro+arg <l — i),

T T0
ii)b(r) = ro (;—TO) for a specific red-shift fuction and in case iv) I have taken a varying EoS parameter
w(r) =14 In(r) for constant redshift. Finally I have analyzed all the energy conditions for different
cases and conclude my results.

2 Wormbhole metric and its conditions

The static and spherically symmetric Wormhole (WH) metric is defined as,

dr?
b(r)

T

ds? = —e 20 ge? 4

+r2d6* + r2Sin?0d¢? (1)

where ¢(r) and b(r) are the redshift function and the shape fuction respectively which should obey
the following conditions:

e The radial co-ordinate r lies within rg < r < co where rq is the minimum throat radius.
e At the throat r = ry the shape function will be,

b(ro) =10 (2)
and outside the throat r > rq, 1 — @ >0
e The shape fuction b(r) should obey the Flaring out condition i.e.
b/(To) <1 (3)

e For asymptotic flat spacetime the limit @ — 0 as r — oo.

The redshift function ¢(r) must be non vanishing and finite at the throat.



3 Field equations for Wormholes in f(R,T) gravity

The Einstein-Hilbert action of the modified f(R,T) theory of gravity, in presence of matter can be
written as,

S= ﬁ/d‘lx\/jg f(R,T) +/d4:c\/—71 L (4)

where R is the Ricci Scalar, T is the trace of energy-momentum tensor, f(R,T) is an arbitrary func-
tion of R and T, g is the determinant of the metric tensor g,, and G is the Newtonian constant of
Gravitation. ﬂ L, is the matter Lagrangian and is related to the energy-momentum tensor 7, as,

2
V=g 59““

By taking the metric variation of the action 7 we find the modified Einstein equation as

Ty = - (V=9Lm) ()

SR(RT) Ry = 3SR g+ (900 = V¥, Sr(RT) = Ty = Jo(R.T) T = Jo(R.T) Oy (6)

Here I have taken L,, = —p, hence 6, = —2T),, — pg,,,. Considering f(R,T) = R+ 2X\T, Ais a
constant, Eq. @ will be,

1
Rp,u - §Rguu = T;u/ + )‘Tg/u/ + 2>\TMV + 2>\pguu (7)
I have taken an anisotropic fluid for matter content of the form
Ty = diag(—p, Py, Py, P,) (8)

where p(r) is the energy density, P,.(r) , P;(r) are the radial and lateral pressure respectively. The
trace of energy-momentum tensor will be T'= p + P, + 2P;.
The field equations for the metric Eq. along with Eq. are,

/

=1+ A)p— AP +2R) (9)
b 2, b
——=+=¢ (1—==) =X+ P.(1+3)\) +2\P, (10)
r r T
and ¢/ Vb " )
12V (o424 & _ - - - P, +P(1+4 11
( ><¢ + 9"+ ¢2r(r_b) 27%_[))) Ap+ AP: + Py(1+4) (11)
From the above three field equations we can get the energy density, radial pressure and lateral pressure
as,
v 2\ y 2 @' , U'r—b 6 @' b
= _ i 1 -
P r2(1+2)\)+(1+4)\)(1+2>\)< >(¢ L w s R TSI Y ;
(12)
b 14+ A 2, b 2\ b " P br—b
= — - l-—-)]-—|1-- - — =
B r3(1+2/\)+(1+4/\)(1+2)\)r¢ ( r) (T4+2X0)(1 44N ( r) (¢ e r ¢27‘(7‘—b)
(13)

2We have used natural units, ¢ = h = 1 and considered 87G = 1
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Figure 1: Plot showing the behaviour of shape function b(r) = mtanh (nr), throat condition, flaring out
condition and asymptotically flatness condition for m =2,n =1

and,

bty 1 Y 14X 2, (b
Pt_2r3(1+2)\)+1+4)\<1 7') ((b T T ¢2r(rb)>+(1+4)\)(1+2)\)7’¢ (1 )

For constant redshift function ¢ = ¢y the above three equation reduces to,

o b b b
P2 an) T B2 LT 23(1+ 2

4 Energy conditions for different models

Energy conditions are important in order to study the behaviour of matter inside the wormhole. The
four fundamental energy conditions in GR are as follows-
e Null energy condition(NEC) satisfies p+ P; > 0 and it represents the attractive nature of gravity.
e Weak energy condition (WEC) satisfies p+ P; > 0, p > 0 and it additionally ensures the positive
behaviour of energy density along with NEC.

e Strong energy condition (SEC) satisfies p+ P; > 0,p + 3;P; > 0. It originates from attractive
nature of gravity and is a result of spherically symmetrical metric.

e Dominant energy condition (DEC) which is p > |P;|, measures the velocity of energy transfer to
the speed of light.

In this section, I have discussed the above mentioned energy conditions for four different cases of matter
present at the wormbhole.

4.1 Case 1: ¢(r) = £, b(r) = mtanh (nr)

At first T have considered the redshift function as ¢(r) = % and the shape function as, b(r) =
mtanh (nr) where ¢g, m,n are arbitrary constants. This type of shape function for constant redshift
has been analyzed in [68]. The shape function, flare out conditions and other conditions have been
shown in Fig. .



From Eq. (12)), Eq. and Eq. I have derived the energy density, radial and lateral pressure for
this particular choice of ¢(r) and b(r) as ,

mnr3(1 4 4X) sech? (nr) + mrAsech (nr)(nrsech (nr) — sinh (nr))do + 2X¢3(r — m tanh (nr))
(1 + 6+ 8A2)

(16)
B = e ey [ AN tanh )+ 2068 mtanh (ur) + roo(2r(H
mnrAsech? (nr) — m(2 4+ 9)) tanh (nr))]

1
T 2r5(1 + 6) + 8A2)
+ 760 (2r(1 + 4X) + mnr(1 + 2X) sech? (nr) — m tanh (nr)(3 + 101))]

P, [%mrz(l + 4)) sech? (nr)(—2nr 4 sinh (2n7)) + 2(1 4 2)0)¢2(r — mtanh (nr))

(18)
The expression for energy conditions terms are calculated from Eq. (16418 as follows,
mr(nrsech? (nr) — tanh (nr)) — 2¢(r — mtanh (nr))
P.= 19
Pt P+ 20) (19)
1
p+ P = SR [mr® (nr sech? (n7) + tanh (nr)) 4 r¢o(2r + mnrsech? (nr) — 3m tanh (nr))
+ 2¢5(r — mtanh (nr))]
(20)
i P2, — sech? (nr)¢o (mr(2nr — sinh (2n7)) + 2(r + 7 cosh (2nr) — msinh (2n7))d) (21)

2r5(1 1 40
1
P =
" (1461 +8)A2)
+ 2r¢o (r + 4r\ + mnrisech? (nr) — m(1 4 15)) tanh (nr)]

p— [mr?(1 + 4X) sech (nr) (nr sech (nr) + sinh (nr)) 4+ 4A¢g(r — m tanh (nr))
(22)
P 1
Pt T 905 (1 + 61 + 802)
— 7¢0(2r(1 + 4)\) + mnr sech? (nr) — m(3 + 8)) tanh (nr))]

[mr?(1 + 4X) sech (nr)(3nr sech (nr) — sinh (nr)) — 202 (r — mtanh (nr))

(23)

4.2 Case 2: ¢(r) = 2, b(r) = 1o+ arg (7% - L)

To

In this section I have taken b(r) = ro + arg (% - %) for same redshift function. In [58] has discussed

this particular shape function in f(R) gravity with constant redshift function. The behaviour of the
shape function along with throat conditions have shown in Fig. (3)).
The energy density and pressures can be calculated from Eq. (12]14)) as before,

—aror?(1 4 4X) + r(=rrg + a(r — 2r9))Apo — 2A¢2(a +7)(ro — 7)

P= 5(1+ 6\ + 8A2) (24)
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Figure 2: Plots for energy conditions terms with respect to r for different A\ values
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Figure 3: Plot showing the behaviour of shape function b(r) = rqg+arg (% — %), throat condition, flaring
out condition and asymptotically flatness condition for a = —1,7r9 = 2
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Figure 4: Plots for energy conditions terms with respect to r for different A\ values

1

— 2
P. = AT AT 8 (r (—=rro + a(—ro +7))(1 + 4X\) + r(a(2rg — 2r + 10Arg — 9r ) (25)
+7(2rg — 2r 4+ 9roX — 8r\))do + 2Adg(ro — r)(a + 1))
1 2
P, = 25 (L T 6A T 8% (r*(2arg — ar 4+ rro) (1 + 4X) + r(r(=3ro + 2r — 10Arg + 87A) (26)

+ a(—4ro(L 4 3X) +7(3 + 10X)))do — 2(ro — r)(a +7)dg(1 + 2X))

Now I will follow the same path as before. I will study the energy conditions after calculating p +
|P.|,p+ |Pt|, p+ P. + 2P, etc. The expression for p + P, will be as,

~ r(=rro+a(r —2rg)) + 2¢o(a+17)(ro — 1)
pIr= P(L+2)) 27)
Similarly,
bt p, = (zat10) +rdo(~dary +23:6r(1—f27:\o)+ 2r?) — 2¢4(ro —)(a + 1) (28)
_ po(r(—rro+a(—2rg +1) — 2(ro — r)(a +17)do)
pFrv2hi = P5(1+ 4N (29)
1
p—P. = T 6N TN ((a = 7ro)r®(1 4 4X\) + 2r(r(ro + 5roA — 7(1 + 4X)) + a(rg + 6roA (30)
= 7(1+5X))¢o + 45 (a +1)(ro — 1))
1
p— P = 3r5(1 + 6) + 8A2) (r?*(=rro + a(r — 4r¢)) (1 + 4X) + r(a(4ro — 3r + 8roA — 8r)) (31)

+7(3rg — 2r + 8roA — 8rA))do + 2¢5(a + 1) (ro — 1))
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Figure 5: Plot showing the behaviour of shape function b(r) = 7 (%), throat condition, flaring out

condition and asymptotically flatness condition for a = 1/2,ro =1

4.3 Case 3: ¢(r) = o b(r) = To(ar)

'8 a0

a”

Next, I have considered here the shape function as b(r) = rg (aTo) with the same redshift function as
mentioned before. The energy density and pressures will be,

_ a0 (" ror* In (@)(1+ 4X) + a”rorA(—L + rIn (a))o + 2AG3(~a"ro + ra™))

= 2
P 5L+ 6N+ 8AZ) (32)
_ 1 —Tro(_ T 2 _ 0 T
P = 7"5(1—|—6)\+8/\2)(a (=a"ror (1 4+ 4X) —r(2ra™ (1 4+ 4X\) —a"ro(2 + 9\) (33)
+a"rroAln (a))pg — 2¢(2])\(Ta”’ - arro)))
_ 1 —ro(__ T 2 _ T0
P = 2r5(1+6)\+8/\2)(a (—a"rer*(1 +4X) (=1 4+ rln(a)) + r(2ra™ (1 + 4X) (34)

—70a"(3 + 10A) + rora” In (a) (1 + 2X)) g + 265 (1 + 2X) (ra™ — roa”)))
Similarly I can calculate the energy conditions terms such as p + |P.|, p + | P:|, p + P- + 2P, etc using

Eq. (32}34).

4.4 Case 4: ¢(r) = ¢g, w(r) =1+1n(r)
I have assumed the matter inside the WH follows the relation
P +w(r)p=0 (35)

wherew(r) is the EoS parameter varying with radial co-ordinates. Wormholes with varying EoS was
first introduced in [68]. From Eq. (I5), I am able to obtain,

w(r) = % (36)

I have considered w(r) = 1 + In (r) with constant red shift function throughout my calculation. Inte-
grating Eq. will lead to the form of shape function as,

_ro(In(r) +1)
b(r) = () +1 (37)
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Using Eq. I have obtained

B 70 L ro(L+1n(r)) B roln (1)
314+ 20)(1 +1In(rg))’ Pr = r3(1+2X)(1 +1n (rg))’ P = 2r3(1 4+ 2X)(1 +1n (rg)) (38)

p

NEC for this case reads as,

roln (1) ro(2+1n(r))

P = T+ (o)’ P T 284 2N (1 + I (1)) (39)
SEC for this case yields p + P, + 2P; = 0 and DEC gives,
241 —2+1
pmRAWE) L n(=2+D() w0

Cr3(1+20) (1 +1n(rg))’ 2r3(1 4+ 2X)(1 + In (ro))
5 Stability Condition:

In and authors have showed the stability analysis of traversable wormhole in modified gravity
context. The stability calculation involves the measure of adiabatic sound speed which is expressed as,

P
2= (a)
dp
Where pressure P is expressed as P = (P, + 2P,)/3.
Stability condition requires
C:=0

S
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at the wormhole throat. From Eq.(16)), and (18], the sound speed for case 1. can be obtained as,

% _ sech? nr(qﬁ%(f?(l + A)(2(2 + mn)r + 4r cosh 2nr — 5m sinh 2nr) + 4mnr3 (1 + 4X)(1 4+ nrtanh nr) — 4mr(1 4+ A)éo(2nr — (1 — n?72 + cosh 2nr) tanh nr)))
2=

12()«1)(2) (4r + mnrsech? nr — 5m tanh nr + mnr3(1 + 4X) sech? nr(1 + nrtanh nr) + mrAsech? nrog(2nr — (1 — n2r2 + cosh 2nr) tanh nr)))
(42)

Similarly for other three models(except case 4), I can calculate C? and the expression are as follows,

,  (A+1)¢g (6arg — Bar + 5ror — 4r%) — 2arg(4X + 1)r? 4+ (A + 1)rgo(barg — 2ar + 2ror)

= 4
Cs 3 (AP (6arg — bar + bror — 4r2) + 2arg (4 + 1)r2 + Argo(barg — 2ar + 2ror)) (43)
o2 _ —7ro(4X + 1)r3a” log(a)(rlog(a) — 2) + ro(A + 1)rgea” (rlog(a) — 2)% — 2(A + 1)¢2 (4ra™ — 5roa” + rora” log(a))
s 3 (ro(4X + 1)r3a” log(a)(rlog(a) — 2) + roArdoa” (rlog(a) — 2)2 — 2X¢p3 (4ra™ — droa” + rora” log(a)))

(44)
For case 4, C? = —1/3 which suggests that the model is not stable. Considering C? = 0 at the throat, I
have found out that the model is stable for A = —0.505 for case 1 where as stability found at A = —0.314
and A = —0.211 for case 2 and case 3 respectively.

6 Results and Discussions:

The concept of Wormhole is still theoretical and have not been observed till now. The f(R,T) theory
is helpful in explaining many cosmological problems in different aspects of theoretical physics.The main
motivation for working with wormholes within alternative gravity models is to obtain wormhole solu-
tions satisfying the energy conditions, departing from the General Relativity. There are many literatues
available in the context of f(R,T) gravity for wormhole by avoiding the violation of energy conditions.
A wide variety of wormhole solutions has been explored considering different types of shape functions.
In this paper, I have considered four different cases to show the behaviour of matter inside the worm-

hole in f(R,T) theory. In first three cases, I have studied b(r) = mtanh (nr),ro + arg (l — i) and

r T0
0 (%) with ¢(r) = %, whereas in last case, I have assumed a new type of EoS parameter varying
with radial distance w(r) = 1+ In(r). I have shown that all the shape functions follow the throat
conditions, flare-out conditions etc.

In this section I will now analyze the results related to the presence and the absence of exotic matter
in wormhole with the validation of different energy conditions. I have plotted the different energy
conditions for various values of A both for positive and negative range.In case 1. I have obtained
the expression of different energy conditions parameters as a function of radial distance r» and A for
b(r) = mtanh (nr) and ¢ = % The value of A can not be equal to —1/4 and —1/2. For the other
values of A, I have shown the validity of different energy conditions in Fig. (2)). The energy density is
positive for large value of r if A > —0.25. The NEC parameter p + P, is negative for A > —0.5 whereas
p+ P, is positive if A > —0.5 for r > 2. The SEC condition p + P, 4+ 2P; is violated for A > —0.25 near
the throat as well as outside the throat. DEC is violated always for A > —0.5. Thus the NEC, SEC,
WEC is violated near the throat (r = 2) if A > —0.5 which indicates the presence of exotic matter near
the wormhole throat.

Further in case 2, I have observed that energy density is positive for all values of r if A > —0.5 from
Fig. (4). p + P. is negative for A > —0.5 and r > 1.5 whereas p + P; is positive for all values of r. On
the other hand, p+ P, is positive for A > —0.5 if r lies between 0.6 < r < 1.5. p+ P, + 2P, is negative if
A > —0.25 suggests SEC is violated everywhere. p — P,. and p — P; are positive for A > —0.5. So NEC,
WEC and DEC are violated in all the regions for A > —0.5 except 0.6 < r < 1.5. Hence non-exotic
matter is present inside the wormhole throat upto r < 1.5 as NEC, WEC and DEC are satisfied for
0.6 < r < 1.5. Violation of all the energy conditions near the throat implies the presence of exotic
matter in wormhole.
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Energy conditions for case 3 is plotted in Fig. @ Energy density is negative for A > —0.5 near the
throat and p goes to zero as r increases beyond the throat radius. p + P, and p + P, are negative for
A > —0.5 near the throat which demands NEC is violated near the throat. On the other hand SEC is
satisfied if A < —0.25. Outside the range of A, SEC is violated near the throat. DEC is violated near
the throat if A > —0.25. Lastly in case 4, energy density p is positive near the throat r = 2 if A > —0.5
shown in fig. . Near the throat p + P, is negative for A\ > —0.5 although p+ P, =0 at » = 1 and
beyond r < 1, p + P, is positive although p + P; is always positive for A\ > —0.5. So, NEC and WEC
is satisfied for » < 1 if A > —0.5. SEC is always satisfied in this particular model as p + P. + 2P, =0
everywhere. DEC is also satisfied for A > —0.5.

Finally, T can conclude that if A > —0.25, all the energy conditions are violated near the throat
implies the presence of exotic matter near the WH throat(r = 2) for case 1. In Comparison with
Rahaman et al ( [68]) discussed on b(r) = mtanh (nr) in the context of GR, the presence of exotic
matter is confirmed throughout the throat, whereas in f(R,T') gravity we can restrict the existence of
exotic matter for different value of A. On the other hand, stability analysis suggests that A = —0.505
at the throat and WEC, NEC are satisfied which implies presence of ordinary matter at the wormhole
throat at stable point.

For case 2, NEC and WEC is satisfied for A > —0.5 within 0.6 < r < 1.5. Hence ordinary matter is
present within a region inside the throat. However r > 1.5 all the energy conditions has been violated
by the presence of matter which is exotic in nature. Hence the wormhole shows attractive gravity
upto r > 1.5 and beyond that it is repulsive. Comparing my work with Mishra et al in ( [56]) for
this particular shape function in f(R) gravity context where they have shown a transient behaviour
of energy conditions upto r = 1.045. On the other hand in f(R,T) context the energy conditions are
satisfied within r < 1.5 for a specific range of A. The ordinary matter inside the wormhole throat is
also stable as the stable point exist at A = —0.314 in this case.

Presence of exotic matter is confirmed in case 3 from the violation of NEC, WEC and DEC if
A > —0.25 for f(R,T) = R+ 2\T which is also stable as shown in the stability analysis. The presence
of both exotic and ordinary matter has been analyzed for different choices of f(R) in [56]. Similarly I
have shown here the limit of A\ upto which the matter shows exotic behaviour near the throat in the
context of f(R,T). Lastly in case 4, exotic matter is present for r > 1.5 and A > —0.5. But this
model is not stable as sound speed is always negative and independent of all the parameters.Thus by
assuming different type of shape function or EoS parameter, the wormhole solutions can be obtained
with the radius of throat in modified f(R,T) gravity. The exotic nature of matter can be avoided by
taking proper values of modified gravity parameter \.
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