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Abstract

We present the Jacobi metric formalism for dynamical wormholes. We show
that in isotropic dynamical spacetimes , a first integral of the geodesic equations
can be found using the Jacobi metric, and without any use of geodesic equation.
This enables us to reduce the geodesic motion in dynamical wormholes to a
dynamics defined in a Riemannian manifold. Then, making use of the Jacobi
formalism, we study the circular stable orbits in the Jacobi metric framework for
the dynamical wormhole background. Finally, we also show that the Gaussian
curvature of the family of Jacobi metrics is directly related, as in the static
case, to the flare-out condition of the dynamical wormhole, giving a way to
characterize a wormhole spacetime by the sign of the Gaussian curvature of its
Jacobi metric only.
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1 Introduction

The dynamics of massive particles in different spacetimes is of special interest when study-
ing the motion of celestial bodies. By knowing the trajectories of these particles in different
geometries we can study some characteristics of the spacetimes where the particle motion is
taking place. Moreover, the dynamics of two or more bodies is extremely difficult to solve
in a spacetime which is a solution of the Einstein equations. In this sense, any technique
helping to solve the equations of motion in a given spacetime is helpful.

Several methods have been proposed for “geometrizing” the dynamics of Hamiltonian
systems in classical mechanics. As one of these mechanisms, the Jacobi metric approach
helps to build a Riemannian manifold whose geodesics correspond to the orbits of the
original system. The Jacobi approach arises from the Maupertuis principle and, therefore,
it works by projecting the dynamics of the system over a previously fixed energy surface.
This, of course, restricts ab initio the Jacobi approach to autonomous and natural systems.

Applications of the Jacobi approach to gravitational dynamics have been observed from
several years ago. In [1] the author uses the properties of the Riemannian geometry for
solving the dynamics in Newtonian gravity. Using the sign of the Gaussian curvature of
the Jacobi metric he was able to classify the trajectories in the two-body problem. Similar
results have been found for static spacetimes inside the framework of General Relativity.
The Jacobi metric for Schwarzschild spacetime was first presented in [2], while the Reissner-
Nordstréom case was solved in [3]. Finally, the Morris-Thorne wormhole was studied using
the Jacobi approach in [4]. Regarding stationary spacetimes, although at first there were
some difficulties when applying the Jacobi metric formalism, the problem was solved in [5].
The Jacobi metric approach for static spacetimes has been studied extensively in [6, 7].
One of the principal results of all these previous works is the fact that it is possible to
connect the Lorentzian geometry of static spacetimes with lower dimensional Riemannian
spaces that store information about the timelike geodesic of the firsts and it seems to keep
relevant information about spacetime physics [8, 5].

In spite of the exhaustive study of the spacetime geodesics using the Jacobi metric
approach, there are problems that still remain unsolved. In opposition to stationary space-
times, evolving or dynamical spacetimes are not equipped with a timelike Killing vector.
Whereas geodesic dynamics in stationary spacetimes, as we have mentioned, seems to be
well understood in the context of the the Jacobi approach, geodesics in dynamical space-
times needs to be considered in detail. That is because of geodesic motion in dynamical
spacetimes responds to a non-autonomous Hamiltonian and, thus, the energy is not present
as a conserved quantity. his lack of the energy as a conserved quantity casts some doubts
about the formulation of the Jacobi metric in evolving spacetimes. However, naively we
can force the application of the Jacobi approach to any non-autonomous system. This
results in a family of Riemannian metrics parametrized by the coordinate time t.

In this article we study the dynamical wormholes® [11, 9] using the Jacobi metric
approach. These kind of wormholes, which are "unified” with black holes [9], have several
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properties worth of studying[10]. Some of the geodesics equations have been solved in [12],
and we must be careful to show that in these particular cases our formalism recovers the
already known results.

We discovered that the first integral of motion for the null and timelike geodesics can
be deduced from the Jacobi metric only, providing a way to determine an expression
for t. Then, we show that the sign of the Gaussian curvature of the Jacobi metric is
fixed by the flare-out condition of the wormhole. Therefore, the characterization of the
wormhole, namely the existence of a throat, can be inferred directly from the Jacobi metric.
More specifically, we obtain a family of Jacobi metrics that are parametrized by an affine
parameter, from which the geodesic equations can be deduced.

In section 2 we present the Jacobi metric approach for isotropic dynamical spacetimes
and show that, under suitable conditions, there is a conserved quantity which enables us to
extend the Jacobi formalism to these spacetimes. Specifically, we show that the extension
of the formalism to dynamical spacetimes results in a continuous family of Jacobi metrics.
In section 3 we calculate the family of Jacobi metrics for a dynamic wormhole and, from
it, we study the circular stable orbits. In section 4 we study the Gaussian curvature of the
family of Jacobi metrics and show that its sign is tantamount to the existence of a throat
in a spacetime. In section 5 we discuss about the apparent horizon of the metric, showing
that they cannot be inherited to the Jacobi metric. Finally, in section 6 we present the
discussion.

2 Jacobi approach for isotropic dynamical spacetimes

We define isotropic dynamical spacetimes as a direct generalization of static ones by adding

a scale factor a(t) such that, in a suitable coordinate system {t, '}, the line element is,
ds? = —e**E)at? 1 o (t)hyyda'da? = g, datda”, (2.1)

where h;j(x) is a Riemannian metric. By choosing spatial isotropic coordinates the metric
(2.1) becomes o
hijdz'da? = f(r)dr® + dQ3,_,, (2.2)

for some differentiable function f(r), where D is the spacetime dimension and dQ% _, stands
for the line element over the (D — 2)-sphere.
The t — r component of the associated Einstein field equation is,

Rtr = 87TGT;5T.
After some algebra, we get?,
!/
(D — 2)%&@ = 87GT, (2.3)

where prime means derivative respect to t. Then, for solutions without isotropic radiation,
i.e. for whose spacetimes with T3, = 0, we have two possibilities [11],

2We impose the condition a(t) > 0 in (2.1) to avoid cosmological singularities.



1. @’ = 0. This recovers static solutions.
2. 0,® = 0. In this case, we can take e*®) = 1 by redefining the time coordinate .

Since we are interested in a general result, where both a’ and ® are different from zero,
we shall keep the possibility to have isotropic radiation in the spacetime with line element
(2.1).

A free-falling test particle with mass m in the spacetime (2.1) responds to the La-
grangian, -

Lfree - ?

where the dot means derivative with respect to the proper time 7. We shall call (2.4) the
free-falling Lagrangian. The problem with this Lagrangian is the presence of derivatives
of the coordinate time t. However, we can overcome this difficulty by understanding ¢(7)
as an external function to an equivalent one-particle system with Lagrangian (2.4). Then,
defining,

[a®(t)hyi'i? — 2], (2.4)

1.
V= Et%m’, (2.5)

the free-falling Hamiltonian corresponding to (2.4) takes the form,

ht
Hppee = —pipj + m?V. 2.6
f 2ma2p p_] ( )
This corresponds with the Hamiltonian of an autonomous and natural equivalent one-
particle system, where the potential V' depends on 7 through the time function ¢(7). Fol-
lowing this equivalence, over a solution (x(7),p(7)) to the equations of motion we can
define the function,

E(7) = Hyree(x(7), p(7)). (2.7)

We shall call E(7) the equivalent free-falling energy function. After some algebra we get
E= % (5 + 327, (2.8)

where 0 = g, @#2”. Thus 6 = 0 for null geodesics and § = £1 for spatial and timelike
geodesics.
Note that there is no observer related to the measure of E(7) and thus, from the point
of view of the dynamics in the spacetime (2.1), the function (2.7) must be viewed as a
mathematical artifact without any physical meaning. However, it let us to draw up an
equivalent one-particle mechanical system with Hamiltonian (2.6) and, therefore, from it
we can write down the Jacobi metric J;; related to geodesic dynamics in the spacetime
Jij = ((S + i262¢)a(t)hij. (29)

So we do not get a unique Jacobi metric, but a family of continuously parametrized Jacobi
metrics by means of . Whereas some mathematical details must be observed with care,



the approach is systematically constructed without any obstacle, so we can take (2.9) as a
valid result and force the Jacobi approach to dynamical spacetimes.

Since the equivalent free-falling energy is not a bona fide physical energy, but just
a useful mathematical function that let us to define an equivalent one-particle classical
mechanic system, it is convenient to search for an energy function with physical meaning,
i.e. related to an observer. Imposing asymptotic flatness over (2.1), ¢ is the time for any
asymptotic observer. On the other hand, taking ¢ as the parameter for describing curves
in our spacetime, the Lagrangian for time-like geodesics is given by,

dt 1
i Lo (2.10)
After some algebra we get,
Lgeo = [€2® — a?(t)hya' 2")/2, (2.11)
We shall call (2.11) the geometrical Lagrangian. Defining the momenta p; = BBL it}
Legendre transformation gives us the geometrical Hamiltonian,
. ik 1/2
Hyeo = —€ (1 + az—(t)pjpk) ) (2.12)
Then, the function,
E(t) = Hyeo((t),D(t)), (2.13)

is the energy measured by an asymptotic observer. We will call (2.13) the asymptotic
energy function of the geodesic. Note that F(t) is not conserved for dynamical spacetimes
because of H,., depends explicitly on t. We recover the conservation of E for static
spacetimes, when @ = 0. From (2.11) and (2.4), p; = —mp;. Then, from (2.13) and (2.7),

e *PE?* —m® =m® (6 + i%¢*®)) (2.14)

This equation relates the asymptotic energy function E of time-like geodesics with the ¢
function. Therefore, to know the asymptotic energy function F(t) of a geodesic is equivalent
to know the differential equation for the ¢(7) function.

The only obstacle for solving the geodesic motion from (2.9) is the equation for ¢.
However, defining the vector field,

—

D = a(t)d, (2.15)
after some algebra it is easy to find that,
"V, [(¢"D,)* — 6§ D'D,] =0, (2.16)

for null geodesics, and for spatial- and timelike geodesics, the last ones whenever ® = 0.
Then, in these cases,

K?=(i"D,)* -4 D"D,, (2.17)
is conserved along geodesics. This provides an equation for ¢ since VD, = at. Note that,
although D coincides with the timelike Killing field for the static case, a’ = 0, it is not a
Killing field for the more general dynamic case. Indeed, for the static case, K? coincides
with the asymptotic energy of the geodesic.



3 Geodesic motion in dynamical wormholes from the
Jacobi approach

We consider a dynamic generalization of the Morris-Thorne wormhole given by the metric

dr?

(1 — @ —I<L7‘2>

where dQ? = r2d6? + r? sin®(0)d¢? and k = 0,1, —1. From (2.9), the Jacobi metric for (3.1)
is given by,

ds? = —e2*Mdt? + a2 (t) +r2dQ? |, (3.1)

dr?

B

ds® = (0 + e**i%) a*(t) ( )
1— 22 —wr

;+ r2d6? 4 r? sin2(0)d¢2> : (3.2)

Then, dividing by ds?,

1= (64 %) a3(1) [—1_£_W (fl—) e (?) T2 sin?(6) (flﬁ) ] (33)

Because of spherical symmetry we can work in the equatorial plane § = 7. Thus, the
geodesics of the Jacobi family (3.2) satisfy,

: dr\? do\>
1= ((5+ €2¢’t2) a2(t) [m <d—g> + 7"2 <d—f> ] . (34)

To solve (3.4) we can use the angular momentum conservation law. The Clairaut
constant is given by

L= (5+ e22) a(t)? (%) . (3.5)

Replacing (3.5) in (3.4) and after some simplifications we arrive to,

(5 + )’ (%)2 _ (1 S W) : (1)2 (5 Ly ai_;) O (36)

Since the momentum L = rza% has to be equal to the Clairaut constant [, the only way
is that,

B ds
R

That fixes a parametrization for the Jacobi geodesics, and the equation (3.6) reduces to,

. b(r 1 . L?
7 = (1 - % - mr) o (5 + e2P§? — W) : (3.8)

6

dr (3.7)



From this point, null and timelike geodesics need to be considered separately. For null

geodesics, from (2.17) we get

. K
t= ;e—”’, (3.9)

and the equation for null geodesics reduces to

e (P e ol (3.10)

r at 72

which coincides with the result in [12]. From (2.13), we obtain an asymptotic energy
function,

E(t) = @. (3.11)

With respect to timelike geodesics, a general ansatz for £ can not be provided. However,
for lapse function ® = 0, from (2.17) we get

?=1+—. (3.12)

Then, the geodesic equation reduces to,

72 = (1—@—57«) % (K2—f—j). (3.13)

which also coincides with the result in [12], and we obtain for the asymptotic energy
function,

K2
a’(t)
Therefore, we have recovered the equations for null and timelike geodesics in the spacetime
(3.1) without the use of geodesic equation for (3.1). Thus, as we expected, the whole
information regarding the geodesics of (3.1) is stored in (3.2).

E%(t) =m?* + (3.14)

3.1 Circular stable orbits

Here we study the circular stable orbits coming from (3.10). To keep the first integral
(2.17) for timelike geodesics, we set ® = 0. Also, for simplicity, we rewrite equation (3.2)
using the change of variable,

p=a(t)r, (3.15)

then, a general shape function b(r) = blr~" transforms to

b(p) = blu" et (3.16)

The equation of circular orbits in the u variable takes the form,

(Z—Z)Z = &21@) (1 —b(p)a(t)u — nm) (6 + K* — Lu*a®(1)) . (3.17)
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Taking 6 = 0 we have3,

a’(t) <Z—;)2 = [L(—j (1 —a™(t)bu" — n#w) (1 - [L(—za(t)2u2> : (3.18)

The previous equation can be written as,

(Z_’ZY _ f(u), (3.19)

where,
1 K?

1) = g (1 ()b — nm) (1 - ﬁaQ(t)uQ) (320

Then, for a circular orbit the function f(u) has to satisfy,

flu) =0 (3.21)
f'(u) = % —2a*u — % +a""?bo™ (2 + n)u"tt = 0 (3.22)
The system (3.21), (3.22) leads to the condition,
K+ a*u*(a"b'u™ — 1) =0 (3.23)
which for k = 0 reduces to,
un = anlbg. (3.24)

The previous condition implies that the only stable circular orbit is located at the throat

of the wormhole*. We want to see if this orbit is stable. In order to do so we can determine
(for k = 0) the sign of f”(u). Thus,

1
1 (u = ., C = ) = —4a’n < 0, (3.25)

npn
anbn

therefore, the circular orbit located at the throat is stable.
When k = 1 we only have solutions for the n = 2 case

1 2
Ue = ia(t)\/1+\/m (3.26)
W \/1+\/(1—4b02) o

a(t)b, 2

3§ = 0 for null geodesics, although we know that for timelike geodesics the equation of motion is going
to be the same.
4For static wormholes this condition is reduced to u” =

located at the throat of the wormhole [4].

1

7w which implies that the only circular orbit is



For (k = —1) we get,

Ue =

1 14+ V14 4bo?
a(t)b, 2

From the previous equations we can conclude that the circular orbits of the metric (3.1) are
located at the throat, and since the wormhole is evolving with time the length of the throat
is changing. The way of how the throat changes is given by the function a(t). Moreover,
the location of the throat changes for the cases k = +1 and we are able to determine them
only when n = 2.

(3.28)

3.2 The Kk =0 case for the n = 2 wormbhole

Here we study the orbits of the n = 2 dynamic wormhole with x = 0. Thus, equation
(3.18) becomes,

(d_u) = e (=) (1 Fa(ta?) = (- a)(u = =)= )

do
(3.29)
where «, 3,7, n are the the roots of f. After comparison we obtain the following system:
1
afyn = = (3.30)
afy+afn+ayn+pyn = 0 (3.31)
b2
af+ay+fy+antfn+m = a*(1-3), (3.32)
which is solved by
Q=1 fol, y e g (3.33)
Y J f}/ \/67 77 \/5 ‘
Hence, the radial trajectories are solved by,
du 1
= do. (3.34)
Vi{u—=a)(u—=p)u—)u—n) @)

The solution to the previous equation is given by,

B . bo\/|C]
7(¢) = boa*(t) cos ( (vb |IC|+1 ¢, \/W)) (3.35)

In Fig. (1) we present a polar plot for the function r(¢). We have chosen® a(t) = exp(t).
The behavior of the only stable orbit is similar to the static case, this orbit is located

>The form factor a(t) comes from the Friedman equation. We have set all constants equal to one.
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Figure 1: Polar plot of a trajectory of a particle coming form infinity, throat size bo = 3.
We have used equation (3.35). The blue lines represent trajectories with the only condition
C = 1/(a(t)*b0?). This graph shows the only circular stable orbit located at the throat
at t = 0,1/5,2/5,3/5,4/5,1,6/5,7/5. The red line represents the orbit C' = 1/bo* which
corresponds to the static Morris-Thorne wormhole.

always at the throat. The dynamic wormhole has a throat at r, where b(r,) = ro. But
the overall size of the wormhole is changing and therefore the size of the throat is also
changing. In Fig. (1) the blue lines are the trajectories of a particle coming from infinity
and describing the only circular stable trajectory at the throat.

In figure (1), in the left panel we have plotted the only circular stable orbit in blue. In
the right panel we plot circular stable orbits for ¢t = 0,1/5,2/5,3/5,4/5,1,6/5,7/5. All of
them are at the throat. What we see is a very similar behavior compared with the static
case.

4 The flare-out condition and the Gaussian curvature

In [1] the sign of the Gaussian curvature of the Jacobi metric was used to classify the
trajectories in the Kepler problem. Here we want to see how this sign is related to the
flare-out condition of the wormhole. In [4] it was shown that indeed the Gaussian curvature
has a sign determined by the flare-out condition of the static wormhole. In this section
we show that for the dynamic wormhole (3.1) we have a similar relation. However, there
are some subtleties that we will discuss regarding the function a(t). Thus, the Gaussian
curvature of a metric of the form,

2
ds® = f? ( ar

g2(r)
10
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where,

fP=6—FE**{t), g(r)?=1- b(r_r) — K1, (4.2)

is given by,

() = b(r) + 2kr?

23 (B2 — §a2(t))
It turns out that the numerator is the flare-out condition of the wormhole (3.1) and it
has a definite sign. Therefore, if £ > da*(t) the Gaussian curvature is negative at the
throat. The condition for the energy and the function a(t) deserves more study. As we
expected, the Gaussian curvature, which is an intrinsic quantity, is related to the flare-
out condition which is a coordinate dependent quantity. We understand that because of
the Jacobi metric projection the time coordinate has disappeared and therefore the old
coordinate ¢ parametrizes a family of Jacobi metrics. The expresion in (4.3) is a family
of Gaussian curvatures parametrized by ¢ through the function a(t). When a(t) = 1 we
recover the static case for an asymptotically AdS wormhole. When a(t) = 1 and k = 0 we
recover the static case studied in [5]. Certainly, the existence of a throat is inherited to
the Jacobi metric. Although the determinant characteristic of a wormhole is the throat,
we will see that there are some physical quantities which are not inherited to the Jacobi
metric. These quantities are related to the apparent horizons of the metric (3.1).

(4.3)

5 About the horizons

As we have studied, the Jacobi metric does inherit the geodesic properties of the original
spacetime metric. However, there are physical quantities which are completely lost. In
static or stationary spacetimes it was shown in [5] that the localization of the horizon was
inherited to the 2—dimensional generalized Jacobi metric. In this section we study the
the apparent and trapped horizons. We argue that the information regarding both type
of horizons disappear when the Jacobi metric was calculated. A spacetime with spherical
symmetry can be foliated by 2—spheres . If we define the coordinates over the a 2— sphere
as (x,y) the condition needed for a 2—sphere to be a trapped surface is

Or(z,y) Or(z,y)
ox Jy
The condition (5.1) says that the outgoing and ingoing null geodesics normal to S have
negative expansions. The boundary of a trapped region is called a trapped horizon, and a
spacelike slicing of the trapping horizon is denominated an apparent horizon.

In order to find the position of the trapped surfaces the null coordinates are used. These
coordinates are given by

<0, < 0. (5.1)

2t =t4r, a =t-—r,. (5.2)
The metric (3.1) written using the coordinates (5.2) and taking,
dr 1 b(r)
= 11— 5.3
dr. a(t) r’ (5:3)
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becomes,

ds® =29, _dr"dz~ + R*d?, (5.4)

where now R = R(r*,r~) = a(t)r is the areal radius and g, = = —1/2. The element dQ? is
the metric for the 2—dimensional sphere. Using the definition of expansion as ©, = %@ER
we can determine a criteria for a trapped surface, thus a sphere is trapped if ©,60_ > 0
and untrapped if ©,0_ < 0. Finally, a sphere is marginal if ©,0_ = 0. A trapping
horizon is determined by the condition © 4|, = 0. This condition leads, for the trapping

horizon R, = a(t)ry, to,
: t)b
Rh+,/1—a()<r):0. (5.5)
Ry,

The trapped horizon is future (past) if ©_ < 0(6©_ > 0) and bifurcating if ©_ = 0. Thus,
when we calculate the Jacobi metric the areal radius remains untouched, but it has lost
its physical significance. The metric (3.2) together with (3.9) define a three dimensional
spherically symmetric space metric® which can be foliated by 2—dimensional spheres. How-
ever, the idea of trapped surface is lost. The definition of a Kodama vector is lost and
we cannot study the whole thermodynamics of the wormhole only by using the family of
Jacobi metrics.

6 Discussion

As we have shown, the Jacobi formalism can be extended to study isotropic dynamical
spacetimes. Under some considerations (null geodesics or timelike geodesics for & = 0), a
first integral of motion can be found without making use of the geodesic equation. This
give us an equation for ¢, and the formalism results in a continuous family of Jacobi metrics.

The formalism has been checked over the dynamical wormhole (3.1), and we have
obtained some results that were expected. Specifically, from the Jacobi approach we have
shown that the only stable circular orbit is located at the throat. Since the size of the
wormhole is changing with the form factor a(t), the size of the throat is changing and
therefore the size of the stable circular orbit also does.

In figure (1), in the left panel we have plotted the only circular stable orbit in blue. In
the right panel we plot circular stable orbits for ¢t = 0,1/5,2/5,3/5,4/5,1,6/5,7/5. All of
them are at the throat. What we see is a very similar behavior compared with the static
case. We have to remember that in the dynamical case there is not a surface energy were
we can project, but using the formalism we have developed here, we are able to find and
study the corresponding family of Jacobi metrics.

We were able to show that the property of being a wormhole, namely the throat, is
inherited to the family of Jacobi metrics. The Gaussian curvature of the family of Jacobi
metrics has a definite sign, being related to the flare-out condition and, therefore, it shows
the presence of the throat. In this way, we would only need to know the family of Jacobi

6Note that the Jacobi metric is a Riemannian metric
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metrics in order to determine if a dynamical spacetime contains a wormhole. A similar
result was obtained for static wormholes in [4] and here we have generalized to the dynamic
case.

Finally, naively we have forced the application of the Jacobi approach to non-autonomous
systems, obtaining a family of Riemannian metrics parametrized by the coordinate time
t. This has worked when we look for a Jacobi metric, however it is not clear how the
projection is mathematically defined. This must be worked out if we want a mathematical
formulation of the Jacobi metric approach for these type of systems. Here we have shown
that the procedure works, but some information is lost, such as the trapped horizons. We
hope that with a mathematical formulation we can clarify this aspect. Thus an extension
of the Jacobi metric approach to non-autonomous systems can be proposed as a future
work.
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