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Several traversable wormholes (T-WHs) of the Morris-Thorne type have been presented as exact
solutions of Einstein-nonlinear electrodynamics gravity (GR-NLED), e.g. , , @, @@] How-
ever, none of these solutions is support by a nonlinear electrodynamics model satisfying plausible
conditions. In this work, we present the first traversable wormhole solution of Einstein-nonlinear
electrodynamics gravity coupled to a self-interacting phantom scalar field (GR-NLED-SF) with a
NLED model such that in the limit of weak field becomes the Maxwell electrodynamics, is presented.
Furthermore, we show that this novel T-WH spacetime is also an exact solution of the Einstein-
scalar-Gauss-Bonnet (EsGB) theory with a nonlinear electrodynamics source, but now with a real

scalar field having a positive kinetic term.

PACS numbers: 04.20.Jb, 04.50.Kd, 04.50.-h, 04.40.Nr

I. INTRODUCTION

The wormbholes are fascinating predictions arising from the geometrical description of gravity. They involve a
topological spacetime configuration as a shortcut between distant points or regions in spacetime. The first wormhole
interpretation originally came from the work of Einstein and Rosen in 1935, with their solution known as the Einstein-
Rosen bridge [1], which is, in essence, the maximally extended Schwarzschild black hole solution B] However, the
“throat” of this wormhole is dynamic and hence non-traversable, meaning that its radius expands to a maximum
and quickly contracts to zero so fast that even a photon cannot pass through B] Further, in 1988, a solution to the
wormhole traversability problem was established by Morris and Thorne B] They obtained one type of wormhole metric

and the necessary conditions (absence of horizons and the flare-out condition) that can guarantee the traversability of
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a wormhole spacetime. Moreover, they showed that in the context of general relativity (GR), the throat of these types
of wormbholes only could be kept open by some form of “exotic” matter [4] having negative energy density and whose
energy-momentum tensor violates the null-energy condition (NEC). This kind of exotic fields have been intensely
discussed, principally, in the context of electromagnetic and scalar fields [5]. Although an explanation about the
fundamental origin of phantom fields is still in discussion, they are frequently used, for instance; in the construction
of novel cosmological models known as Phantom Cosmologies [6-8]. Also, they have been used to explain the current
period of accelerated expansion of the Universe. Indeed, an accelerated expansion of the Universe can be accounted
by assuming the existence of an effective field generating repulsive gravity between its elements, e.g., a repulsive
field would correspond in Einstein gravity to a fluid with negative pressure, like dark energy, which is an essential
ingredient of the Standard Cosmological Model, one of the most popular models in modern physics. A source of
repulsive gravity, in the context of exotic fields, would be represented by a matter distribution with negative energy
density, i.e. a phantom field. In fact, comparison with observational data suggests it as a strong candidate for dark
energy explanation [9-14]. Phantom fields are also considered in the astrophysics context. For instance, Ref. [15]
show the possibility that galactic dark matter exists in a scenario where a phantom field is responsible for the dark
energy distribution.

Therefore, is very important to understand the physical properties of phantom fields in the framework of gravity
theories. In particular, a phantom scalar field could be used to generate the negative kinetic energy density that
allows traversable wormholes. For instance, one of the first and simplest examples of traversable wormholes is the
static, spherically symmetric and asymptotically flat (SSS-AF) Ellis wormhole [18] whose energy-momentum tensor can
be represented by a massless phantom scalar field. This solution has been extensively studied, and its properties like
gravitational lensing [19], quasi-normal modes |20], shadows [21] and stability [22] have been thoroughly investigated.
Recently, |23] shows that the source of the Ellis wormhole as a perfect fluid with negative energy density and a
source-free radial electric or magnetic field is also possible.

The construction of traversable wormholes has been studied using non-linear electrodynamics (NLED) as source.
NLED theories are derived from Lagrangians £ = £(F,G) that depend arbitrarily on the two electromagnetic invari-
ants, F = 2(52 — Bz) and G = £ - B, where £ and B are the electric and magnetic fields, respectively. Albeit this
form is arbitrary, there exist two outstanding Lagrangians: the Born-Infeld theory (BI)

F 2
L(F,G) = 4b° <—1+ 1+@+%> (1)

where b is a constant which has the physical interpretation of a critical field strength |24]; and the Euler-Heisenberg
theory (EH),

1 7
Lo FG) = —5F + 5F + 267 (2)

which corresponds to the weak field approximation of [25, [26], and the coupling constant p is written as p =

202 /(45m?), where m, is the mass of the electron and « is the fine structure constant. Considering NLED La-



grangian of the form L(F) coupled to gravity, interesting solutions arise, like regular black holes or traversable
wormbholes, among others [27-31].

By using NLED as a source in the Einstein field equations, two kind of T-WH have been investigated: dynamic
[28, [29] and static [32]. While, dynamic T-WHs are possible in the GR context by using NLED as the only source,
the SSS T-WHs static wormholes are not possible in the NLED context |33]. To date, the SSS T-WHs studied
requires an additional scalar field |32]. Howerver, the common NLED models used for the construction of dynamical
and static traversable wormholes do not satisfy plausible physical conditions, like how to reduce them to Maxwell
electrodynamics in the weak field limit [29, |32, 134-36].

In this paper we will construct a SSS-AF T-WH, to do this we consider a Euler-Heisenberg-like electrodynamics

model as the NLED source, with the Lagrangian density defined by:
1 2 3
‘C(]:) = _§I+Nof +/1'1|]:| ) (3)

where g, and p, are real parameters of the model. Moreover, we use a self-interacting scalar field, described by the

o (2] B4

being %, = % (0), whereas §,, 8, and S, are real parameters. This power-law potential has interesting applications

potential,

in cosmology [37-40].

This paper is structured as follows: In Section [[Il we derive the field equations for the GR-NLED-SF, in Section
[[T1 we present the canonical metric of the traversable wormhole spacetime and discuss the Ellis wormbhole solution, in
Section [[V] we construct our novel traversable wormhole solution within the framework of GR-SF-NLED. Whereas, in
Section [V] we show that our T-WH spacetime is also a exact solution of EsGB-NLED, but now with a real scalar field
having a positive kinetic term. In Section [VI] the null trajectories and the capture cross-section of massless (photon)
by this T-WH spacetime, are analyzed. In the last section final conclusions are presented. Through this paper we

will use the system of units where G = k, = ¢ = h = 1, and the metric signature (— + ++).

II. EINSTEIN-NONLINEAR ELECTRODYNAMICS GRAVITY COUPLED TO A SELF-INTERACTING
SCALAR FIELD

The GR-NLED-SF theory is defined by the following action,

S[gas, ¢, A] = /d‘lx\/—_g{miﬁ (R — %amaw - 2%(¢)) + iﬁ(}')} : (5)

where R is the scalar curvature, ¢ is a scalar field coupled to gravity, and % = % (¢) is the scalar potential; whereas

L = L(F) is a function of the electromagnetic invariants F = % W FP being Fo5 = 20|4 Ap) the components of the

electromagnetic field tensor F' = % wpdx® A dzP and A, are the components of the electromagnetic potential.



Using the notation £, = 94 and % = 4%  the GR-NLED-SF field equations arising from takes the form,
g F dF dé g

Go” =8r(Ey"),, +8n(E." V. (L, F")=0=dF, Vi =2%, (6)

)NLED )

where, Go® = R.” — %50/3 are the components of the Einstein tensor, (E,” )SF are the components of the energy-

momentum tensor of self-interacting scalar field,
1 1
87(Ea), = —7(0u00"6)0." + 50a00°6 = U 8.7, (7)

and (E,”)

i, AT€ the components of the NLED energy-momentum tensor,

8m(ELP)

NLED

=2L,F,,FP" —2L6,". (8)

Our aim is to find a static, spherically symmetric, and asymptotically flat, charged wormhole solution for the set
Egs. (@) with a non-trivial scalar field. To do this, we assume the scalar field is static and spherically symmetric,

¢ = ¢(r), and also the metric has the static and spherically symmetric form,
ds? = —e2Mdt? + P dr? 4 r2(df? + sin? 0dp?), (9)

with A = A(r) and B = B(r) unknown functions to be determined.

In terms of A and B, the non-vanishing components of the Einstein tensor are,

— —B
G =5 (1B = +1), G =S5 (ra =" +1), G =G, = E(rA? = rA'B 4 20 A" 4 24' ~2B'), (10)
T

r2 r2

where ’ denotes the derivative respect to the radial coordinate r, i.e. A’ = %. Whereas, for the non-trivial components

of the energy-momentum tensor of self-interacting scalar field we have,
1 1
8(5 \op = 87(Ey” oy = 8By %)sp = 3¢ P67~ $(E, )ep = 70 P67~ (1)

Regarding the electromagnetic field tensor, since the spacetime is SSS, we can restrict ourselves to purely magnetic
field, i.e., £ =0 and B # 0.
With this restriction, the electromagnetic field tensor has the form, Fi,3 = B (5252’ - 55;5[93) . In this way, for a static

and spherically symmetric spacetime with line element (@), the general solution of the equations V (£, F") = 0 is,
Fy, =r*Q(r)sin®. (12)

This means F = r*Q(r)sin# d A dp, and therefore dF = 0 = (r*Q(r)) sinf dr A d@ A dyp. This implies
Q(r) = +2q/r*, where v/2q is an integration constant, which plays the role of the magnetic charge. Hence,

the components of the electromagnetic field tensor F,, 3 and the invariant F are given by;

Fus = V2qsind (3555 - 6263, F=2L, (13)



Finally, the energy-momentum tensor components for NLED, assuming the SSS spacetime with metric (@), the

purely magnetic field (I3)), and a generic Lagrangian density £(F), are written as

= 8n(E,")

NLED

= 2L, 8m(E?)

NLED

=8m(E,%)

NLED

= 2(2FLF — L). (14)

Inserting the above components in the field equations Co® = Go = 8n[(Eo”)_ + (Eo”)

) ouep) = 0, We obtain the
GR-NLED-SF field equations for the metric ansatz (@) and the magnetic field ([I3]):

1

Oyt =0 = i—Q(—rB’ ¢+ 1) + e Pt U +2L =0, (15)
s 1
e B

C,7 =0 - T—Q(TA' —e+ 1) — e P U 2L =0, (16)

—B
Cp’=C,9=0 = Z—(TA’Q —rA'B' +2rA" +2A' - 2B') + ie*%’? +U —22FLFr — L) = 0. (17)
T

whereas the scalar field must satisfies,
2r¢” + (4+rA —rB)¢ — drePu = 0. (18)

This ends the general treatment of the static, spherically symmetric and pure magnetic solutions. In what follows we

will discuss the general properties of the wormhole spacetime solution we have obtained.

III. THE CANONICAL METRIC OF A WORMHOLE SPACETIME AND TRAVERSABILITY

The canonical metric of a (3+1)-dimensional SSS-WH solution [3, 4] is given by,

dr?
_ o)

T

d82 _ _82'1>(T)dt2 +

2 1002
WH +r°dQ”, (19)
where ®(r) and b(r) are smooth functions, known as redshift and shape functions respectively. The domain for radial

coordinate r has a minimum at r = r,, where the WH throat is defined by b(r,) = r,, and is unbounded for r > r,.

2

This coordinate has a special geometric interpretation, as 4nr“ is the area of a sphere centered on the WH throat.

On the other hand, for the WH to be traversable, one must demand:

b(r)

Wormbhole domain: 1- - > 0 Vr >, (20)
Absence of horizons: 2 e RT—{0} Vr>r,, and O(r —o00) =0 (21)
Flare-out condition: b (r) <1 (22)

0

with / denoting derivative with respect to r, are satisfied (see [3, 4] for details).
Traversability and violation of Null Energy Condition.

Let us consider the null vector n = (e=®") /1T —b(r)/r,0,0) , identify eA(") = 2®(") and B() = 1_+(7T) in the



spacetime (I9)). Using (I0) and assuming the flaring out condition is fulfilled, after contracting the Einstein tensor

with n and evaluating at r = r,, yields:

— L) -1 <0

=T, TO

Gapn®n® = (G," - GYY)

0

T=r

(23)

Thus, in GR, Gog = kTug, from the balance between the matter and the curvature quantities, the fulfillment of

the flaring out condition implies that the NEC (which states that Taﬁno‘nﬁ > 0 for any null vector n®) is violated,

therefore, the presence of exotic matter is unavoidable for having a T-WH in GR.

A. Ultra-static spherically symmetric and asymtotically flat solution in GR-NLED-massless scalar field

theory: The Ellis wormbhole

A spacetime is called ultra-static if it admits an atlas of charts in which the metric tensor takes the form,

ds? = —dt? + g,pdx®da®,

(24)

where the metric coefficients g, are independent of the time coordinate ¢, and in where the Latin indices running

over the spatial coordinates only. These spacetimes have interesting properties |[41H43]. Setting A(r) = 0 in (@) one

arrive to the canonical metric for the ultra-static spherical symmetric spacetime.

Now, if we consider GR-NLED-SF with % (¢) = 0 and with £ # 0 and B # 0 see Appendix[C] the equation of motion

for the scalar field (I8)) yields,
2r¢" + (4 —rB")¢' =0 = ¢ =1 being v = constant € R.

Subtracting (Ch)) from (C4)), yields,

2B’
2 _
==
Now, equating (28) with (2)), gives,
B
e
2r3B’

Identifying (@) with (1), yields A =2®(r) =0, B=—1In (1 - @) and substituting them in (27) yields,

T
22 [b’ — Q]

T

=1.

Evaluating in the WH throat yields,

v

W =1 and b(r,) <1 (flare-out condition ) = ~=—4¢*><0.

Replacing « in (28)) and solving for b, gives

2
b=qgr+ 4 being ¢ = constant € R.
r

(27)

(29)



Hence, in this case the metric (I9) has the form,
% +12(d0? + sin® 0d?). (31)

In order to this metric be asymptotically flat is necessary ¢ = 0, and then we arrive to the ultra-static SS-AF metric

given by,

2
=T r2(d6* + sin® 0dp?). (32)

r2

dr

ds® = —dt* +
1

Then, for this spacetime metric the solution of (I8 is

r2

. 2
é(r) = ¢, + 2itan ( Tq> (33)

where ¢_ is a integration constant which can be fixed to zero without loss generality. By substituting (3I]) and (B3)
in (C4), (C5) and (C86) with % (¢) = 0, yields Fy,.F*"Lr — L = 0 and Fpys F*?Lx — L = 0, these equations imply.

Fy, F'" = Fpy F9?, (34)

On the other hand we can calculate the quantities Fy,. F*" and FpyF' 99 obtaining in the spacetime region r > |q|,

2

F 2
FtTFtT — gtthT(Ft'r‘)2 - _ (1 _ z_2) (Ftr)2 <0 and F0¢F‘9¢ — geeg¢¢(F0¢)2 — ( 9¢)

rdsin? 6

>0.  (35)

Then, the equation (B4]) is valid only if Fy, = Fys = 0, this means the electromagnetic field and the associated
Lagrangian energy density £ must be both zero.
The metric [B2), originally introduced in [18], admits a T-WH interpretation since satisfies the properties ([20))-(22]),

and is known as the Ellis wormhole metric.

Indeed, defining a new scalar field by ¢ = i¢ (phantom field), and using % (¢) = L(F) = 0 in the action (&), the

wormhole metric (32) becomes a solution to the theory with gravitational action,

Staasntl = [ atov=a{ 1= (R+ go00m) }. (36)
with ¢ given by,

2

d —2q2> €R. (37)

¥ =2tan"! (
q

This is the action that was used by Ellis in Ref. [18] to get the ultra-static wormhole solution (32)).



IV. PURE-MAGNETIC T-WH SUPPORTED BY NLED IN EINSTEIN-SCALAR GRAVITY: A
NON-ULTRA-STATIC MODIFICATION OF ELLIS WORMHOLE

In this section we will study the NLED-SF theory defined by NLED model and a scalar potential, given respectively
by,

1 2 3
‘C(]:) = _§f+/1'of +M1|]:| ) (38)
B0\, 2800\, Buf )
v =2+ 2(5)+2(5)+ 2(5). (39)
admits the following metric,
4 2
ds? = —¢ " dt? + dr — + r2dQ? (40)

(1-3%)

for p, = —q¢*/8, u, = 2|q|/3, %, = —1/(12¢%), B, = B, = B, = 1/¢?, together with the scalar field,

o(r) = 2ir/1 —i—z (41)

as a pure magnetic exact solution of the GR-NLED-SF field equations (I5)-(I8). The metric @0) admits a T-WH
interpretation since satisfies the properties ([20)-(22]), because this metric has the form ([B2) but with non vanishing
redshift function given by ®(r) = —g—z, can be interpreted as a non-trivial redshift modification of the Ellis WH
metric, with WH throat at » = r, = |¢|. In other words, the line element ([@0) is not of type ([24)), therefore it describes
a non-ultra-static spherically symmetric asymptotically flat traversable wormhole.

The absence of curvature singularities in the WH domain, r > |g|, can be deduced from the analytical expressions
of its curvature invariants,

B 2q4 (q2 — 37’2) 2q4 (q8 — 8q61"2 + 20q4r4 — 10q27“6 + 21"8)

af _
R = , RogRY = 16 , (42)
oBuv 4q4 q8 — 10q61"2 + 33q4r4 — 34q2r6 + 1478
Raﬁ#uR Pu = [ 7'16 ] ) (43)

which are all regular in the whole WH domain r > |q] .

Here, it is important to emphasise that the Lagrangian density (B8) reduces to Maxwell theory in the limit of weak
field, i.e. £ — kF and Lr — & (being k a constant) as F — 0.

Besides the Maxwell limit condition, another important physical requirement is desired for the electromagnetic
Lagrangian (38) to fulfill, it is the WEC. We can guarantee the validity of WEC in a limited region of the spacetime
determined by,

1

232 :

wéf}'gl = r 1,<L>
9 lq| 92 — 3217

which includes the wormhole throat r = 7, = |¢|. See Appendix [B] for details.



Phantom scalar field: Defining a new scalar field by ¢ = i¢ (phantom field), the theory for the which the metric

Q) is a pure magnetic exact solution, arises from the action,

1 1 1
S[gapsth, Ay] = /d4xs/_—g L (ry Lowory —oww)) + L)), (45)
167 2 4
with nonlinear electromagnetic field described by ([B8]) and and scalar field potential,
ﬂo 2 1/}2 \
=—-= 4)(1- = 4
W) =-2 e (1-1), (46)

with ¢ given by,

w(r):2\/1—z—z€R (47)

V. EINSTEIN-SCALAR-GAUSS-BONNET THEORY

Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet (EsGB) theories belong to a class of alternative theories of gravity, in which the
Einstein-Hilbert action with scalar field, ¢, that is (), is modified by including a quadratic curvature correction given
by the product of a function of the scalar field, f(¢), and the Gauss-Bonnet term R? | = Ropuw ROPHY — AR, R + R2.
Thus, the dynamical equations of EsGB theory minimally coupled to matter fields are derived from the following

aCtiOIl,
S[ ab (5 a] — v L(b (5 %((5) ’ ((5) matt r( ab '(/)a) ( )
g , D, 1/) d x _g J— R R 8#‘ — 2 + R R + —/ o g s , / 8

where f(qS)Ri ., stands for the scalar field non-minimally coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet invariant, or Scalar field-Gauss-
Bonnet (SFGB) term, Lpyatter is the matter fields Lagrangian and v, describes any matter field included in the EsGB
theory. Although the Gauss-Bonnet term includes quadratic curvature components, the resulting field equations
arising from it are of second order, and therefore avoid the Ostrogradski instability and ghosts. Various aspects of
the EsGB theory have been studied in detail lately. To name just a few applications in cosmology, it was shown in
[53] that the theory can describe the present stage of cosmic acceleration, and can provide an exit from a scaling
matter-dominated epoch to a late-time accelerated expansion [54]. The possible reconstruction of the coupling and
potential functions for a given scale factor was considered in [55], and the consequences of the EsGB in an inflationary
setting have been considered in |56]. In our case the coupling between the scalar field and the Gauss-Bonnet term
allows the violation of the null-energy condition required for the traversable Ellis wormhole, and so in a sense the
effective negative energy density comes from the geometry itself instead of the matter source as in GR. Recently, in
[4&] various novel wormhole solutions in EsGB theory have been obtained, numerically, for several coupling functions.
Other numerical traversable wormhole solutions have been obtained earlier |49] in Einstein-dilaton-Gauss-Bonnet
theory [50], which involve an exponential coupling between the scalar field representing the dilaton and the Gauss-

Bonnet term. Exact traversable wormhole solutions have been discussed within EsGB, however, at present only



ultra-static are available [51,152]. From now on, we will consider the EsGB theory in the presence of NELD described

by L(F). The EsGB-NLED field equations arising from the action [@8]) with Lypatter = L(F), are given by,

Gob = 8n(E,")

SFGB

+ 87(E,Y)

NLED

: V. (L, F")=0=dF, V2 + f(9)RE, + 2% (¢) =0, (49)
where (E“b)smB’ denotes the components of tensor,

1 1 1 .
87T(Eaﬁ)SFGB = _Z(au(ba#(b)éaﬁ + §6a¢6ﬁ¢ - %(¢)50‘ﬁ o §(Qap5/\ﬁ + ga}\5Pﬁ)77#)\ngp§V0vfaMf(¢)7 (50)

with R, = €7 Ryrp//—9, and f = %, We shall refer to (EQB)SFGB as the Scalar field-Gauss-Bonnet (SFGB)
tensor, since it represents the contribution to the spacetime curvature due to the effects of the SFGB term. In fact,

= (EQB)SF + (EQB)GB where (EQB)SF is given by () whereas (E,®) =

(EQB)SFGB can be written as, (E,”) -

SFGB
—2(gapdn” + Gar0,P )T RPE L,V 8, f (). The structure of the field equations ([@J) motives the definition of the
+ (Eab)NLED, thus, the EsGB-NLED theory can be written
in a GR-like form, G,* = 87&,". Therefore, by taking the divergence of Eq.([ @), and taking into account that

Vs(E.") = 0, and V3G,? = 0, from Bianchi identities, it follows that Vg(E,”)

NLED SFGB

effective energy-momentum tensor, &,°, as &,° = (Eab)SFGB

= 0. Our aim here, is to
introduce the SSS-AF metric {@0) as a pure-magnetic exact solution in EsGB-NLED gravity with a real scalar field
in the whole T-WH spacetime, i.e. ¢(r) € R for all r > |q|.

A. EsGB-NLED field equations for the SSS pure-magnetic configuration

For the line element (@), the non-null components of the Einstein tensor are given by (), The non-vanishing

components of the SFGB tensor with arbitrary coupling function f(¢) and potential % are

Sr(E), =~ [12eB 1 16(eP — 1)f] 6 — 8[(cP — 3)B'd — 2P — )¢ — % 51

(B ) oy = = {1267 +16(e7 = 1) F] 62 = 8(eF = 3)B'¢ —2(c” - 1)¢"|f } ~ %, (51)

7B, )y = 1 l¢’—8(63_§le_BA'f . (52
—2B

8n(E’),.,, = (B,%), = —- - {(reB —SA'F)¢2 — 4 [(A? +24")¢ + (26" — 3B'¢)A] f} —w.  (53)

Finally, the energy-momentum tensor components for NLED, assuming the SSS spacetime with metric (@), the pure-
magnetic field (I3]), and a Lagrangian density £(F), are given by ([[4]). After replacing the components (GIN53)) in the
field equations ([@9), we obtain:

Gl=8r&! = 4eB(7~B’+eB—1):{r2eB+16(eB—1)f}¢'2—8[(eB—3)B’¢'—2(eB—1)¢>"}f+4r2e23(%+2,c),(54)
G,"=816," = 4eB(—rA +eP—1)=—1r2eB¢?+8(e® —3)A'¢ f+4r2e®B (U +2L), (55)

Gyl =87&y° = eB{TA/2—2B/—|—(2—TB/)A/—|—2’I“AN}:—T€B¢/2—|—8A/f¢/2
+A[(A?+2A") ¢ + (29" —3B'¢A'|f —4re*B (U +2L - AF LF). (56)

10



Whereas the equation of motion for the scalar field ¢ can be written as

4efo
r

In the case with % (¢)=A=constant, and L(F)=0, the system of equations (54)), (55), (BA) and (E7), reduces to that

2r¢" + (4 +rA" —rB")¢ + [(eP —3)A'B' — (e® —1)(2A4" + A?)| — drePU =00 (57)

for EsGB gravity with a nonminimally coupled massless scalar field in the presence of a cosmological constant, see

for instance [57].

B. Pure-magnetic T-WH supported by NLED in Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet gravity

Let us present now a specific EsGB-NLED model that leads to the T-WH {0) be a exact pure magnetic solution
of the modified gravity field equations. The following set of characteristic functions f = f(¢(r)), % = % (¢(r)) and
L = L(F(r)), given respectively by

T

f=- ‘ ‘W(X)Z(X)d% (58)
q4 q6 T
BRI IV(X)W(X)Z(X)CZ% (59)
2 4 6 2 2 _ 2 2 _ 2 r
L= —2‘17 + % + ;_8 n 2q°(3q ig )(r? —q )W(T)Z(r) + %/ V(X)W (x)Z(x)dx, (60)

1s . 4114(5T4*7‘12T2+q4) q27“0727‘2 / 07‘72
where we use the auxiliary functions V(r) = ——z—=, W(r) = Sy s and Z'(r) = $zzV(r), defines a

EsGB-NLED model for the which the metric [@0) together with the scalar field,

B(r) =24/1 - z—z (61)

is a pure magnetic exact solution of the EsGB-NLED field equations (B4)-(&1). For this solution, the scalar field (61I),

in contrast to (@), is a real valued function over the entire T-WH (@0) domain 7 > |g|, and therefore satisfies the

NEC (&0).

VI. BEHAVIOR OF NULL GEODESICS AND CAPTURE CROSS-SECTION FOR LIGHT

Now, we study the behaviour of the null geodesics in the T-WH geometry [{@0]), using as a guide the equivalent
problem of a particle in a potential well. We work with the metric written in terms of a new radial coordinate defined
by p = ++/r? — ¢2, where the plus (minus) sign is related to the upper (lower) part of the wormhole. According to
[44], the geodesic motion of a test particle in this geometry is described by the following Lagrangian density,

(Z—ij + sin6 <3—fﬂ : (62)

2 2

dz® daP -y [ dt dp
2$ _ et pe+tq Rt atsd 2 2
JosTgx Tax — ¢ (d)\) + <d)\) + (0" %)
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where A\ represents an affine parameter of the geodesic. The equations of motion for the test particle can be derived

from the Euler-Lagrange equations, %% — gTZ; = 0 where p* = %. Additionally, for geodesic motion of photons,

the Lagrangian has to fulfill the condition .Z(z*, p*) = 0. The Lagrangian density (62)) does not depend explicitly on
2

P o

we can call them the energy and the angular momentum, respectively. To study the

9= _
0¥ _ e p2+a2 dt

the variables ¢t and ¢, then, there exists two conserved quantities associated to them: E = and

(= % = (p® + ¢?)sin’9 &2,
motion of test particles in the spacetime geometry ([@0) it is convenient to use the fact that the geodesic motion is
always confined to a single plane, because the spherical symmetry. Without loss of generality we will restrict ourselves
to the study of equatorial trajectories in the § = 7/2 plane.

With this choice, the equation of motion for photons reduces to,

dp ? & ;qu—qf 2 2
<a> +m—l€ —1E:E, (63)

2
which can be written as (%) + Verr(p) = E2, with the effective potential V,sr(p) given by,

4 2 \ o
Vejf(p) = m + <1 — € E . (64)
The last potential goes to zero as p — +oo, and we can verify it has three extreme points p, = {0, p, }, such that
dz% =0, with p_ given by,

p=pe

being In(e) = 1. (65)

However, p, become real only if,
E?= —  where n € (1,e). (66)

On the other hand, the images of the extreme points of the effective potential are,

62 62 q2E2 qu E2
Verr (0) = 2 (1-e)E?, Verr (pu) = ¢ < Iz _ln< Iz >> ' (6%
In order to determinate if p, = {0, p.} are minimum or maximum of the effective potential, we must study the
behavior of the signs of d";\z)/ch , finding,
:pC
d?V, 202 2g2
i 2 (M (68)
dp? o 7 /2
d?V, 402 2g2 0
# = (4 In® . (69)
dp? s, 7t /2 ¢2E2

Depending on the energy of the photon, we have three cases for the values of E2:

12



Cases n=1"2/(q"2 E*2) in [0, 1]
p/lql
0

| (n=0) =03)——(n=06) """ (n=1)]

FIG. 1: Effective potential for a massless test particle with f—; € (0, 1], in the spacetime geometry ([@0) with

=1

p = £+/r2 — ¢2. The ordinate is E’;fz QEQ( +1> +1—e(q );theabscissaisp/|q|.

i) If E2 = n% where n € (0, 1], according to (G0) the only real critical point is p, = 0, which from (68)) yields

d*Vesr
dp?

> 0, implying Verr(0) is a minimum value of the potential. This, together with the fact Verr(p) — 0
=0 X X
as p — £oo imply the potential is negative everywhere. For the photon energy we are dealing with the relation

EZ>V s+ (p) holds, this means all of them can pass above this effective potential. See Fig. [l

i) If E2 = 2—22 being n € (1,e), according to (G0) we have three real critical points in this case, because p, € R.

From (69) we have 70 AL < 0 then V¢ (p, ) are local maximum values of the potential, i.e. Vegr (p,.) = V™.
P=Py

On the other hand from (68) we have < P Vet

> 0, implying Vesr(0) is a local minimum value of the potential.
p=0
By looking at the asymptotic behavior Verr(p) — 0 as p — £oo, we can conclude Vejf = Verr(p, ) is the global

maximum value of the potential, whereas Ver;(0) is the global minimum value. Now, using (7)), for p, with

2
E2 = ne—qg and n € (1,¢), we have,

VM v (p,) = Tf;;_@m(f) = B2\ +£ 1n(6). (70)

q n n
From the last relation we conclude that for this photon E? > Ve%‘“ because Z > In ( ) € R*, and it always can
pass above this effective potential. See Fig.

2 2
iii) Finally, if E2 = nf? where n € [e,0), according to (68]) we have dd\;éff

= 20 (£ _ 1) < 0 this implies the

13



Cases n=1"2/(q"2E*2) in (1,¢)

0.6

| (n=13) m=16)——@m=2)""""" (n=24)]
FIG. 2: Effective potential for a massless test particle with qf% € (1,e), in the spacetime geometry (40) with

=1

(4+)

-1
p = *++/1%2 — ¢g2. The ordinate is VE’; = qf%(f;—z + 1) +1—e ; the abscissa is p/|q.

potential has a local maximum located at p = 0. Moreover, since Verr(p) — 0 as p — £oo we conclude that
é2

Verr (0) = Ve%"z is the maximum value of the effective potential. Now, using (67), for p = 0, with E? = gz We
obtain,
Maz & 2 2 2 Vejj\"/}[‘am Maz
VM — eff(O):?ﬂL(l—e)E =(l+n—-e)E = B=g o sV (71)

The equation E? = Ve%‘“ can only be satisfied for photons with E? = %, this corresponds to an unstable

circular orbit. Whereas, photons with qf% € (e,00) cannot pass through this effective potential because for

them E® < V™. See Fig.

Photon sphere: We have shown that in the spacetime geometry (@0 is possible that some photons to follow circular

orbits. Specifically, according to (71), a photon with E? = % feel a potential so that E? = V7 (0) = Vgﬂ’z =L

eq?
which implies that this could follow a circular geodesic. This orbit is called the photon circle (for details see|46]). Due

to the spherical symmetry, the condition E? = Ve%?“ defines a collection of infinitely many such orbits, therefore the

last photon orbit is also called photon sphere [46]. According to [47], the impact parameter b will be b = ¢/, /Vyf” =

C/|E| = e’ lq|, and hence the capture cross-section for a light beam is ¢ = 7b? = emg?, or in terms of the WH throat,

2

r =1, = |q|, this becomes o = enr?. The photon sphere can cast a wormhole shadow for an observer at infinity.

14



Cases n=1"2/(q"2 E*2) in [e, infinity)

V_{eff}/EN2 /]

/

p/lal
| (n=c¢) (n=2¢) ——(n=3¢) " (n=4e)]
FIG. 3: Effective potential for a massless test particle with qf% € [e,0), in the spacetime geometry (40) with

(%)

-1
p = *++/1%2 — ¢g2. The ordinate is VE’; = qf%(f;—z + 1) +1—e ; the abscissa is p/|q.

e
i

FIG. 4: Effective potential curves for several values of n = qf%, horizontal lines represent important values of the

parameter n.

This shadow is a disk specified by its radius 7, and it gives an apparent size and shape of WH throat. For a static
spherically symmetric asymptotically flat wormhole r4, is just the impact parameter b. So for example, for the Ellis

WH rgp, = |¢| which in terms of the Ellis WH throat r, = |q|, becomes rg, = r,, see [21] for details. In our case for
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the WH geometry ({@Q) we get 75, = 61/2|q| = 61/21”0 which is bigger that of the Ellis WH.
Asymptotically behavior of the metric (d0) at infinity: Expanding the metric in powers of ¢/r around

7 — 00 give us

- ¢ ¢t
— Y9y =€ :1_T_2+OT_4 . (72)
This allow us to write the line element as,
2 4 dr?
ds?=—(1-L o[ L)) a2+ -2 42402, (73)
r2 4 1-Z
which behaves asymptotically as the exterior region of the Reissner-Nordstrom black hole: —g,, = 1/g,, = 1 —

2M,,,, /T + Q?/r? | without Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) mass (M,,,, = 0) and with imaginary charge (Q = iq).
The latter is a immediate consequence of the violation of the null and weak energy conditions in the region of weak

field ¥ — 0 = r/|q] — oo by the NLED Lagrangian density (38).

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, in the Einstein’s gravity context, we have constructed a new SSS-AF T-WH solution which can be
interpreted as a non-trivial redshift modification of the Ellis WH. The sources are; a self-interacting phantom scalar
field, which was introduced to satisfy the flare-out condition; and a nonlinear electrodynamics field which becomes the
Maxwell theory in the limit of weak field. Moreover, this nonlinear electrodynamics satisfying the WEC in a limited
region of the spacetime which contains the WH throat. We also study the source of the T-WH from the perspective
of modified gravity, using a Gauss-Bonnet correction term, wich provide the necessary conditions for the existence
of such solution without claiming the existence of a panthom field. Our T-WH metric is determined by only one
parameter ¢, which can be associated to the magnetic charged, and defines the WH throat as r, = |g|. Thus, in the
limit of zero magnetic charge, the Minkowski metric is recovered. Moreover, we found that this solution has a WH
shadow of radius r,, = 61/21”0 which is bigger than the shadow radius of the Ellis WH.

To a better characterization of the wormhole we have just presented is necessary the study of their quasinormal
modes, its corresponding Penrose diagram and its stability. This last behavior is essential in order to guarantee the

traversability of this wormhole. We hope to return to these issues in a future work.

Appendix A: Null and weak energy conditions in GR

For a energy-momentum tensor 7),,, the null energy condition (NEC), stipulates that for every null vector, n®,
yields T, n#n” > 0. Following [45], for a diagonal energy-momentum tensor (Tog) = diag (T, Trr, To9, Tipp), which

can be conveniently written as,

To? = —p16a'0" + Pr6a"0,7 + Py 5.°60" + P, 6,26,°, (A1)
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where p; may be interpreted as the rest energy density of the matter, whereas P., Py and P, are respectively the

pressures along the r, 6 and ¢ directions. In terms of (AI]) the NEC implies:
pt+ P, >0 with a={r0,¢}. (A2)

The weak energy condition (WEC) states that for any timelike vector k = k*0,, (i.e., k,k* < 0), the energy-
momentum tensor obeys the inequality T}, k*k” > 0, which means that the local energy density p = T, k'E" as
measured by any observer with timelike vector k is a non-negative quantity. For an energy-momentum tensor of the

form (AT)), the WEC will be satisfied if and only if,
pr =—T;' >0, pt+ P >0 with a={r0, ¢} (A3)

e NEC and WEC for a self-interacting scalar field (E,”)

SF
Identifying (7)) with (AT)), and using (II]), yields,

1
$7(p1),, = —87(Pa),, = —Sm(P,),, = z¢ 26 + %, (A1)

"
8m(Pr), = iede)/Q -U (A5)
since (pt),, + (Pa),, =0 for all a =0, ¢, the tensor (Eaﬁ)SF satisfies the NEC if
87(pe),, +87(Pr), = %e—%’? > 0. (A6)
In addition to (A6 if,

1
87 (pt)y, = 167%/2 +% >0, (A7)

holds, the WEC is satisfied. We can see the WEC is more restrictive than the NEC, this is the reason we only

use WEC in our work.

e NEC and WEC for the nonlinear electrodynamics field (E,”)

e} PUrE-magnetic case
By using (8) and (I4)),

87T(pt)NLED = _87T(PT)NLED =2L, 87T(P9)NLED = 87T(P%">NLED =202FLr - L). (A8)
since p; + P, = 0, the tensor (Eaﬁ)NLED satisfies the NEC if,
87T(pt)NLED + 87T(p9)NLED = 87T(pt)NLED + 87T(p‘/’)NLED =AFLr 2 0. (AQ)
in addition to (A9) if,
87(pe),,,, = 2L >0, (A10)

the WEC is satisfied.
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e NEC and WEC for the effective energy-momentum tensor (Eaﬁ)cff = (Eaﬁ)sp + (Eaﬁ)NLED
87 (pe),, = %e*%’? +U +2L (A11)
8m(Pr),, = ie*%’? - U 2L (A12)
8m(Py),, = 8m(Py), = —%e*%’? —U +2Q2FLr — L) (A13)
So, the tensor (Ea'@)eff satisfies the NEC if,
8 (pe),, +8n(Pr) = %e—%’? >0, (A14)
8m(pr),, +8m(Py),, =8n(ps), +8n(P,) =4FLFr >0, (A15)
whereas, in addition to (AT4)) and (ATH), if,
87 (pr),, = %e*%’? +U +2L>0 (A16)

the WEC is satisfied.

Appendix B: Domain of validity of the WEC and NEC for the NLED model

To find the region where the WEC and the NEC are valid, let’s notice the following:

2]_-_‘14 op (1 2 5.3 1 4 2
q __46(071]7 qE— __+_|q]:| __(q]:) q]:u (B]‘)
r 2 3 8
then,
2—32 2+ 32
PL>0  onlyif ngqu}"g %ﬁ (B2)
Whereas,
1 a5 1,5
L]-':—§+|q]:| _Z(q]:)' (B3)
hence,
Lr>0 onlyif 6-v32<¢F<6+32 (B4)

Thus, according to (A9), (AI0) and given that for the pure-magnetic F is positive defined (I3), the NLED model
holds the WEC (i.e. £ >0 and L > 0) only if,

%_ngq%fgmx/@ (B5)

However, since in the WH domain r € [|g|, 00), or in terms of the electromagnetic invariant ¢*F = z—i € (0,1], then

in the wormhole spacetime ([@0) the NLED holds the WEC only if,

2—32
RV e, (B6)
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Appendix C: Field equations of GR-NLED-SF theory

In this appendix we include the more general form of the equations of motion for GR-NLED-SF theory that are
satisfied by a SSS metric.
Since the spacetime is static and spherically symmetric, the more general form of the electromagnetic field tensor

is given by,
Fag = (0465 — 040%) Fr + (0005 — 205 ) Fos. (c1)

Hence, for an arbitrary NLED Lagrangian density L£(F), the non-vanishing components of the NLED energy-

momentum tensor, assuming the SSS metric ([@) and the more general SSS electromagnetic field tensor (CIJ), are

given by,
8w(BE'),, . =8n(E)  =2(F,.F"LFr—L), (C2)
8m(Eg”),,  =8n(Es®), — =2FFLr—L). (C3)
Inserting the above components in the Einstein field equations Co” = Go” — 8n[(Eo”)_ + (E.”) ] =0, for the
metric ansatz (@) and scalar field energy-momentum tensor (IIl), yield,
3 1
Oyt =0 = 6—2(—7«3' ¢+ 1) + 1P+ U — 2FF Ly~ L) =0, (C4)
T
_B .
€ B
C,"=0 = 7(TA' ¢+ 1) — 1€ P U — 2B P Ly~ L) =0, (C5)

—B

C?=C,?=0 = Z—(TA’Q —rA'B' +2rA” +2A' - 2B') + ie*%’? +U —2(FpeFLr — L) =0. (C6)
T
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