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Abstract

This paper studies generalized Ellis-Bronikov (E-B) traversable wormholes in f(R) extended

gravity. We assume that these wormholes are supported by anisotropic dark matter (DM) according

to the most often used phenomenological models, namely those of Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW),

Thomas-Fermi (T-F), and Pseudo-isothermal (PI). Initially, we obtain the field equations in a

general scenario of f(R) theories in the metric formalism for the static and spherically symmetric

Morris-Thorne spacetime. Then we particularize to a f(R) model with power-law, including the

Starobinky modified gravity. Following, we analyze the energy conditions which are not dependent

on the DM models (Null and Weak Energy Conditions – NEC and WEC) and those which are

model-dependent (Strong and Dominant Energy Conditions SEC and DEC). Finally, we compare

some E-B wormhole solutions and the mentioned DM models, discussing the feasibility of the

wormhole-dark matter system in different scenarios.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The ΛCDM model of the standard cosmology, supported by observational data, preconizes

that the stuff of our universe consists of about 4% baryonic matter, 29.6% dark matter,

and 67.4% dark energy [1]. Concerning galaxies and their clusters, dark matter strongly

contributes to the formation, evolution, and coalescence of these structures [2] through the

only fundamental interaction that it is apparently capable of experiencing: gravity.

Dark matter halos are present in the vast majority of galaxies, and thus one has considered

the formation of traversable wormholes inside them (see, e.g., [3–5]). These hypothetical ob-

jects are predicted by general relativity (GR) and represent a kind of tunnel in the spacetime

that connects two distant regions of the same universe or two different universes (see [6, 7],

and references therein). This subject has been recently investigated in a more fundamental

level from the J. Maldacena works [8–10] and also applied in the context of condensed mat-

ter systems [11, 12]. Usually, it is required some type of exotic matter sourcing traversable

wormholes. However, in scenarios of modified theories of gravity, such a feature can change

with non-exotic matter working as a source for the wormhole geometry [13–18].

Modified f(R) gravity has also drawn much attention in the last few years. It is based on

a generalization of Einstein’s field equations by replacing the Ricci scalar curvature, R, with

a general function, f(R), in the gravitational action. A relevant feature of f(R) gravity is

that, differently from ΛCDM standard cosmology based on GR, it is unnecessary postulating

dark energy or introduce any kind of new matter field to explain the cosmic inflation [19–22]

and the present phase of the Universe accelerated expansion [23, 24]. In fact, the simplest

f(R) model, due to A. Starobinsky [25, 26], with an additional Ricci scalar quadratic term in

the Einstein-Hilbert action and therefore only one free parameter, leads to a de Sitter phase

for as long as this term dominates, being compatible with the experimental data collected

from the Planck satellite [27].

In this paper, we will investigate the possibility of occurring generalized Ellis-Bronikov

(E-B) traversable wormholes in f(R) extended gravity. The wormholes are admitted to be

sourced by anisotropic dark matter compatible with the most often used phenomenological

models, namely those of Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW), Thomas-Fermi (T-F) and pseudo-

isothermal (PI). Thus, we will obtain the general field equations of any f(R) theory in the

metric formalism, and then we will particularize to a power-law f(R) model, including the
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Starobinky modified gravity. Following, we will analyze the energy conditions associated

with the source, which are not dependent on the DM models (Null and Weak Energy Condi-

tions – NEC and WEC) and those that are model-dependent (Strong and Dominant Energy

Conditions – SEC and DEC). Finally, we compare some E-B wormhole solutions with the

mentioned DM profiles and the f(R) Starobinsky-like models regarding the energetic feasi-

bility of wormhole-dark matter systems.

The paper is organized as follows: Section II reviews the general Morris-Thorne wormhole

solution in f(R) gravity. Section III discusses the generalized E-B wormhole sourced by

anisotropic dark matter in the Starobinsky f(R) model. In section IV, we analyze the energy

conditions of the system wormhole-dark matter, and then finally present the conclusions and

close the paper in section V.

II. WORMHOLE SOLUTIONS IN f(R) GRAVITY

Let us start by considering the following action for a f(R) modified theories of gravity:

S =
1

2κ

ˆ
d4x
√
−g f(R) + SM(gµν , ψ) , (1)

where κ = 8πG will be taken equal to the unit (κ = 1) in order to keep simplicity and

f(R) is initially an arbitrary function of the curvature scalar. Besides this, SM(gµν , ψ) is the

matter action with SM =
´
d4x
√
−g Lm(gµν , ψ), where Lm is the matter Lagrangian density,

in which the matter is minimally coupled to the metric gµν and ψ denotes the matter fields.

Varying the action (1) with respect to the metric, we get the gravitational field equation:

FRµν −
1

2
f gµν −∇µ∇νF + gµν�F = T (m)

µν , (2)

where we define F ≡ df/dR and � = gαβ∇α∇β. The energy-momentum tensor associated

with the matter content is given by

T (m)
µν = − 2√

−g
δ
√
−gLm
δgµν

. (3)

Considering the contraction of Eq. (2), we arrive to the following relation

FR− 2f + 3�F = T , (4)

which shows that the Ricci scalar is a fully dynamical degree of freedom, and T = T (m)µ
µ is

the trace of the energy-momentum tensor.

3



The trace equation (4) can be used to simplify the field equations and then can be kept as

a constraint equation. Thus, substituting the trace equation into Eq. (2) and re-organizing

the terms, we end up with the following gravitational field equation

Gµν ≡ Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν = T eff

µν , (5)

where the effective stress-energy tensor is given by T eff
µν = T

(c)
µν + T̃

(m)
µν . The term T̃

(m)
µν

corresponds to

T̃ (m)
µν = T (m)

µν /F , (6)

and the curvature stress-energy tensor, T
(c)
µν , is defined as

T (c)
µν =

1

F

[
∇µ∇νF −

1

4
gµν (RF + �F + T )

]
. (7)

It is also interesting to consider the conservation law for the above curvature stress-energy

tensor. Taking into account the Bianchi identities, ∇µGµν = 0, and the diffeomorphism

invariance of the matter part of the action, which yields ∇µT
(m)
µν = 0, we verify that the

effective Einstein field equation provides the following conservation law

∇µT (c)
µν =

1

F 2
T (m)
µν ∇µF . (8)

Once the scenario for the f(R) theories of gravity has been presented, we will study the

wormhole solutions in this framework. The following line element describes the geometry of

a static and spherically symmetric traversable wormholes [6]:

ds2 = −e2Φ(r)dt2 +
dr2

1− b(r)/r
+ r2 (dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2) , (9)

where Φ(r) and b(r) are arbitrary functions of the radial coordinate, r, denoted as the redshift

function, and the shape function, respectively. The radial coordinate r decreases from

infinity to a minimum value r0, the radius of the throat, where b(r0) = r0. A fundamental

property of a wormhole is that a flaring out condition of the throat, given by (b−b′r)/b2 > 0

[6], and at the throat b(r0) = r = r0, such that the condition b′(r0) < 1 is imposed to

have wormhole solutions. It is precisely these restrictions that impose the NEC violation in

classical general relativity. Another condition that needs to be satisfied is 1 − b(r)/r > 0.

For the wormhole to be traversable, one must demand that there are no horizons present,

which are identified as the surfaces with e2Φ → 0, so that Φ(r) must be finite everywhere. In

4



the analysis outlined below, we consider that the redshift function is constant, Φ′ = 0, which

simplifies the calculations considerably, and provide interesting exact wormhole solutions.

Relative to the matter content of the wormhole, we impose that the energy-momentum

tensor that threads the wormhole satisfies the energy conditions, which will be discussed in

section IV, and is given by the following anisotropic distribution of matter

T (m)
µν = (ρ+ pt)Uµ Uν + pt gµν + (pr − pt)χµχν , (10)

where Uµ is the four-velocity, χµ is the unit spacelike vector in the radial direction, i.e.,

χµ =
√

1− b(r)/r δµr. ρ(r) is the energy density, pr(r) is the radial pressure measured in

the direction of χµ, and pt(r) is the transverse pressure measured in the orthogonal direction

to χµ. Taking into account the above considerations, the stress-energy tensor is given by

the following profile: T (m)µ
ν = diag[−ρ(r), pr(r), pt(r), pt(r)].

Taking into account the above considerations, the effective field equation (5) provides the

following equations for the wormhole geometry

− b
′

r2
+
ρ

F
+
H

F
= 0, (11)

− b

r3
− pr
F

+
1

F

[
H + F ′′

(
b

r
− 1

)
+ F ′

(
b′

2r
− b

2r2

)]
= 0, (12)

− b′

2r2
+

b

2r3
− pt
F

+
1

F

[
H + F ′

(
b

r2
− 1

r

)]
= 0. (13)

where the prime denotes a derivative with respect to the radial coordinate, r. The term

H = H(r) is defined as

H(r) =
1

4
(FR + �F + T ) , (14)

and the Ricci curvature scalar is R = 2b′(r)/r2. Thus, the term �F is encoded by the

following expression

�F = F ′′
(

1− b

r

)
− F ′

(
b′

2r
+

3b

2r2
− 2

r

)
. (15)

So we can explicitly write H(r) as

H = −ρ
4

+
pr
4

+
pt
2

+
Fb′

2r2
− F ′

(
b′

8r
+

3b

8r2
− 1

2r

)
− F ′′

(
b

4r
− 1

4

)
. (16)

Note that the field equations (11)-(13), despite their complexities, form an algebraic

system of equations for the components of the energy-momentum tensor. From the field
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equations (11)-(13), and with the help of (16), we can express the radial and transverse

pressures in the following way

pr = −ρ+ F

(
b′

r2
− b

r3

)
+ F ′

(
b′

2r
− b

2r2

)
+ F ′′

(
b

r
− 1

)
, (17)

pt = −ρ+ F

(
b′

2r2
+

b

2r3

)
+ F ′

(
b

r2
− 1

r

)
. (18)

It is worth mentioning that the solutions obtained for pr and pt depend on the energy

density ρ and on the explicit forms of the functions F (r) and b(r). In this work, we are

interested in studying the behavior of these pressures and evaluating the resulting energy

conditions in a dark matter context considering the generalized Ellis-Bronikov model for the

form of the wormhole function b(r). We will also assume the Starobinsky-like model for the

f(R) function, motivated by its phenomenological feasibility in the cosmological context.

Such models will be better exemplified in what follows.

III. GENERALIZED ELLIS-BRONIKOV WORMHOLE SOURCED BY

ANISOTROPIC DARK MATTER IN THE STAROBINSKY-LIKE MODEL

The generalised Ellis–Bronnikov model of wormholes was discussed in [28–30] as a two

parameter (n and r0) family of simple Lorentzian wormholes, where n is a free even-integer

exponent and r0 is the throat radius. This wormhole presents a shape function given by

b(r) = r − r(3−2n)(rn − rn0 )(2− 2
n

). (19)

The exponent n = 2 furnishes the original and simplest solution for that wormhole, in which

b(r) = r2
0/r.

The f(R) model that we will henceforth employ is f(R) = R + αRm, which has a

cosmological motivation, namely the pure Starobinsky one (m = 2). It was shown that

models with other values for m (specifically, 1 < m ≤ 2) can in addition cure the formation

of curvature singularities in the gravitational collapse [31].

Considering that R = 2b′(r)/r2 and b(r) is given by (19), we have

F (r) = 1 + 2m−1αm

[
1

r2
+

1

r2n
(2n− 3) (rn − rn0 )2− 2

n +
2

rn
(1− n) (rn − rn0 )1− 2

n

]m−1

. (20)
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Finally, let us define the dark matter content that we will use in our analysis. As in

[4, 5], we will adopt simple but well-motivated dark matter density profiles with respect to

the ΛCDM scenario. Compilations of observations from galaxies and their agglomerates,

supported by numerical simulations [32–34], suggest that the dark matter halo can be de-

scribed by the Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) density profile, whose analytical expression is

defined as

ρ = ρNFW =
ρs

r
Rs

(
1 + r

Rs

)2 , (21)

where ρs is the density within the central region dominated by dark matter and Rs is its

characteristic radius. The NFW density profile accounts for a large family of models for

dark matter from which the collision effects between particles are very weak.

The second case analyzed is based on the Bose-Einstein Condensation dark matter model

and can be described by the Thomas-Fermi (TF) profile, whose application is more relevant

in small distances of galaxies. In fact, the interactions of dark matter particles can no longer

be neglected in the inner regions of galaxies, so it ceases to be cold. The TF profile can be

represented in the form [35]

ρ = ρTF = ρs
sin(kr)

kr
, (22)

with k = π/Rs. The last case to be considered is the Pseudo isothermal (PI) profile, related

to a class of dark matter models present in theories of modified gravity known as MOND

(modified Newtonian dynamics) [36]. The PI profile is given by

ρ = ρPI =
ρs

1 +
(

r
Rs

)2 . (23)

In the context of wormhole studies, these profiles of dark matter density are examined

in [4, 5] and are depicted here in Fig. 1 as functions of the radial coordinate, r. The NFW

model profile seems to grow indefinitely near the origin r = 0. However, this feature proceeds

from the relatively low resolution of the used numerical simulations (order of 1 kpc). Despite

this, the radial coordinate is always greater than (or equals to) the wormhole throat radius,

r0, and therefore the origin is out of our analysis. Also, Fig. 1 reveals that close to the

wormhole throat, the dark matter density is positive for all cases and very similar in the TF

and PI models, while the NFW profile is higher than the others.
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FIG. 1: The behavior of dark matter density ρ as a function of radial distance r for the three

analyzed profiles. The parameter settings are: ρs = 0.05 and Rs = 10 in Planck units.

IV. ENERGY CONDITIONS

In order to investigate the energy conditions associated with the anisotropic dark matter

as a source for the wormhole, we replace Eq. (20) and its derivatives, as well as the dark

matter density profiles into Eqs. (17) and (18). Thus, we find the expressions for the radial

and lateral pressures, respectively. As these are quite involved, we will discuss the energy

conditions graphically. Before this, we must notice that, by Eqs. (17)-(18), the Null Energy

Conditions (NEC) and the Weak Energy Conditions (WEC), for which ρ+pi ≥ 0 (also ρ ≥ 0

for the latter), are independent of the employed dark matter model. On the other hand,

the more restrictive of the energy conditions (Strong Energy Conditions-SEC, ρ + pi ≥ 0,

ρ+
∑

i pi ≥ 0) is model-dependent.

In Fig. 2, we depict the energy density and pressure combinations as functions of the

radial coordinate in order to examine NEC, WEC, and SEC, considering that ρ > 0. Notice

that for n = 2 (the simplest Ellis-Bronikov solution) and α = 0 (i.e., in general relativity),

none of these conditions are obeyed in all space (r ≥ r0), or they are partially satisfied if

we observe that ρ + pt = 0. For n ≥ 4, they are all met exactly at the wormhole throat.

However, as we can see through the general expressions valid at this point, namely

(ρ+ pr + 2pt)|r→r0 =


2mm(3− 2m)α

(
− 1
r20

)m
− 2

r20

(
1 + ρsr0R3

s

(r0+Rs)2

)
, n = 2;

2mm(−5 + 6m)α
(

1
r20

)m
+ 2

r20

(
1− ρsr0R3

s

(r0+Rs)2

)
, n = 4;

2mmα
(

1
r20

)m
+ 2

r20

(
1− ρsr0R3

s

(r0+Rs)2

)
, n ≥ 6,

(24)

for α = 0, a greater concentration of dark matter may make it hard to fulfill SEC, since the
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α=0, n=4

ρ+pr

ρ+pt

ρ+pr+2pt (NFW )

ρ+pr+2pt (TF)

ρ+pr+2pt (PI)
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α=0.5, m=2, n=4
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FIG. 2: Radial dependence of the energy density and pressure combinations for n = 2 (top) and

n = 4 (bottom) Ellis-Bronikov wormhole solutions, in the pure Starobinsky f(R) model (m = 2)

and for the three dark matter profiles, considering α = 0 (left panel) and α = 0.5 (right panel),

ρs = 0.05, Rs = 10, and r0 = 1, in Planck units.

total sum of the pressures with the density becomes negative when ρs > (r0 +Rs)
2/(r0R

3
s).

Moving away from general relativity (i.e., α 6= 0; this constant must be positive in order to

support cosmological observations [19]), in considering n = 2, NEC, WEC and SEC are not

met nearby and at the wormhole throat; however, SEC is partially obeyed in a limited region

of the space sufficiently far from it. For n = 4, those conditions are all satisfied nearby the

throat, provided the content of dark matter is not much high. On the other hand, according

to the second one of Eqs. (24), a greater coupling constant α can compensate for the growth

of the dark matter and thus SEC to continue being satisfied at the throat. This conclusion

is also valid for the solutions in which n ≥ 6. Away from the throat, the present energy

conditions are partially fulfilled for all the cases.

Although the three dark matter models under consideration are used in different contexts,

they present the same properties in the wormhole formation, as evidenced in the previous

analysis of the energy conditions, that is, the influence of different DM density profiles is
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ρ-|pr|
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ρ-|pr|

ρ-|pt|
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α=0, n=4

ρ-|pr|

ρ-|pt|
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α=0.5, m=2, n=4

ρ-|pr|

ρ-|pt|
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-35
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-20

-15

-10

-5

0
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FIG. 3: The dominant energy condition (DEC): Radial dependence of the energy density and

pressure pr and pt for n = 2 (top) and n = 4 (bottom) Ellis-Bronikov wormhole solutions, in the

simplified Starobinsky f(R) model (m = 2) and NFW model for dark matter, considering α = 0

(left panel) and α = 0.5 (right panel), ρs = 0.05, Rs = 10, and r0 = 1, in Planck units.

very similar. As we can see, some associated behaviors practically coincide. Therefore, we

will focus on the analysis of the NFW profile in what follows.

Regarding the Dominant Energy Conditions (DEC), in which −ρ ≤ pi ≤ ρ, Fig. (3)

depicts ρ − |pi| as functions of the radial coordinate, r, for diverse situations. Considering

α = 0 and n = 2, those conditions are partially met with respect to the lateral pressure, in

all space. For n ≥ 4, DEC is not satisfied anywhere. When α 6= 0, the energy conditions

under consideration are partially satisfied in a few regions of space, for n ≥ 2.

In Fig. 4 we depict the parameter space where, in the colored region, ρ+ pr + 2pt ≥ 0 is

represented at the wormhole throat, for some values of m. Notice that the parameter space

is the largest with respect to the Starobinsky model (m = 2) for small throat radius and

high DM concentrations. In other words, it is the most energetically favorable. However,

the other power-law f(R) models (m < 2) are the most favored when one considers greater
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m=2.0
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0

1

2
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4

r0

ρ
s

FIG. 4: Parameter space where the regions with values of both the throat radius and dark matter

characteristic density are highlighted, which allow SEC to be fulfilled at the wormhole throat, for

some values of m, with n = 4, α = 0.8, Rs = 9, in NFW DM model (Planck units are used).

throat radius and low DM densities. Therefore, from the point of view of fulfillment of SEC,

the model with the greater deviation from GR prevails over the other in scenarios where one

has very high DM densities and microscopic wormholes, as expected.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the generalized Ellis-Bronikov (E-B) traversable wormhole solutions,

which depend on a free parameter besides the throat radius, in f(R) extended gravity. The

shape function associated with the wormhole was therefore fixed. Because the object is

zero-tidal, we can only consider an anisotropic dark matter as a source for it. We have an-

alyzed three DM phenomenological models, namely, those of Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW),

Thomas-Fermi (T-F), and Pseudo-isothermal (P-I). Hence, we found the correct field equa-

tions by particularizing the approach to the Starobinky-like f(R) power-law model.

Following, we have analyzed the energy conditions, focusing on SEC and DEC, since they

depend on the material source profile, differently from that occurs with NEC and WEC. Dark

matter does not obey SEC anywhere in GR (where the coupling constant α vanishes) for the

simplest E-B wormhole (n = 2). These energy conditions are precisely met at the wormhole
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throat in the other E-B models (n ≥ 4). Nevertheless, a higher amount of dark matter can

undermine this fulfillment. Concerning DEC, it is not obeyed anywhere in all situations.

In taking into account the quadratic gravity, for n = 2 E-B wormhole, SEC is partially

fulfilled in a limited region of space. On the other hand, these energy conditions are en-

tirely fulfilled nearby and at the wormhole throat for n ≥ 4. On the other hand, a higher

concentration of dark matter can spoil such fulfillment, as in RG case. But a greater cou-

pling constant can restore it at the wormhole throat, as well as a smaller size of this latter.

Fig. 4 illustrates such competition between the involved parameters and some power-law

f(R) models, being the pure Starobinsky model (m = 2) the most energetically favorable

for small throat radii and high concentration of DM since the associated parameter space

is the largest. Otherwise, the power-law f(R) models with smaller exponents are the most

favored. Still, in this context, we have shown that, unlike GR, DEC is partially satisfied in

limited regions of space for all n.

We have thus shown that different models of DM present the same properties in the

wormhole formation. Finally, we can conclude that anisotropic dark matter can support a

class of traversable wormholes as non-exotic matter, at least in regions nearby and at the

throat, in the simplest phenomenological f(R) extended theory of gravity.
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