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One of the latest predictions of Einstein’s theory is the existence of Wormholes (WH). In this
work, we present exact solutions of the Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton equations representing traversable
Wormholes. These solutions satisfy the energy conditions and have a ring singularity satisfying the
cosmic censorship of WHs, i.e. we show that, as in previous solutions, geodesics cannot touch the
singularity. We find that the most optimal input regions for the first class of solutions traversing
these wormholes are near the poles and near the equatorial plane for the second class. We also find
that the solution associated with the first class is physically feasible, while for the second class it
presents the problem of not being asymptotically flat when considering a dilatonic-type scalar field.
Finally, we give examples of realistic astrophysical objects that could fulfill these conditions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Einstein’s theory of gravitation, called general relativ-
ity, has predicted a huge set of phenomena that have been
observed in the universe. Phenomena such as black holes
and gravitational waves, once thought to be impossible
to detect, are now detected and even observed. One of
the latest predictions of Einstein’s equations that has not
been observed is wormholes (WH). They were predicted
by Einstein himself but have so far been treated as the
stuff of science fiction. In [1] it was shown that if we want
a static solution of Einstein’s equations without singu-
larities, the source of this solution must violate the Null
Energy Conditions (NEC). However, in 1998 it was dis-
covered that the universe is currently in an accelerated
phase of expansion, implying that there are some phe-
nomena in the universe that necessarily violate the NEC,
giving rise to the possibility that the energy conditions
are not as fundamental as we thought. Since this discov-
ery, interest in WHs has increased enormously. However,
in [2] it was shown that all static and spherically sym-
metric WHs are unstable, implying that static WHs may
not exist. In the paper [3] it was conjectured that rotat-
ing WHs may be stable, arguing that dynamical stability
is more feasible than static stability. Later in this paper
[4] we give a new formulation for finding new exact so-
lutions of the Einstein-Maxwell-Dilaton (EMD) system
and find the first families of exact rotational solutions
[5]. This work is, after all, a recipe for finding new exact
stationary and axially symmetric solutions of the EMD
system. Some of these families contain a ring singular-
ity which makes these solutions potentially unphysical,
because they violate the Cosmic Censorship Conjecture
(CCC). Nevertheless, in [3] we find that these singular-
ities cannot be touched by a geodesic, given rise to a
new form of CCC that we called Wormhole Cosmic Cen-
sorship Conjecture (WHCCC). We find this result using
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numerical simulations [6] and later we showed that using
analytic calculations [7]. In other words, these exact solu-
tions have a ring singularity that is not in causal contact
with the rest of the universe, it is a new form of CCC.
In the present work we start with a space-time that

contains two Killing-vectors and find axial symmetric,
stationary exact solutions of the EMD system represent-
ing WH and show that these solutions also satisfy the
Energy Conditions (EC) and the WHCCC. To do so, we
start from the following Lagrangian

L =
√
−g
(
−R+ 2ϵ0(∇ϕ)2 + e−2α0ϕF 2

)
, (1)

where ϕ is the scalar field, α0 determines the theory we
are using. In other words, we have written the field equa-
tions in such a way that we can recover different gravi-
tational theories using the parameter α0, we have

α2
0 =



3 ⇒ L corresponds to

Kaluza-Klein lagrangian

1 ⇒ L corresponds to Low-Energy

Super Strings lagrangian

0 ⇒ L corresponds to

Eintein-Maxwell lagrangian

(2)

and ϵ0 is a scalar field constant which can take the values
1 for the dilatonic field and −1 for the phantom field. Fµν

is the Faraday tensor and R is the Ricci scalar.
Using variational methods, we obtain the following

field equations.

∇µ

(
e−2α0ϕFµν

)
= 0, (3a)

ϵ0∇2ϕ+
α0

2

(
e−2α0ϕF 2

)
= 0, (3b)

Rµν = 2ϵ0∇µϕ∇νϕ

+ 2e−2α0ϕ

(
FµσFν

σ − 1

4
gµνF

2

)
. (3c)

ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

07
20

6v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  1
1 

Fe
b 

20
25

mailto:Contact author: leonel.delacruz@cinvestav.mx
mailto:Contact author: tonatiuh.matos@cinvestav.mx


2

We begin by presenting the symmetries considered and
their implications for the metric and the electromagnetic
potential. Once the metric and electromagnetic poten-
tial are proposed, the tools to simplify and solve the
field equations (3) will be introduced. The two classes
of solutions[8] will be utilized to obtain the metric func-
tions and the electromagnetic four-potential. After ob-
taining the solutions, the verification equation will be
derived that ensures compliance with the field equations
(3) are derived, determining the value of the constant k0,
which dictates the choice of the scalar field. All results
are summarized in Table [I].

In Section 3, two important invariants, the Ricci scalar
and the Kretschmann scalar, will be analyzed to deter-
mine the behavior of the spacetime generated by the pro-
posed solutions.

Section 4 explores the null energy condition and
presents the tools used in the analysis. Subsequently,
Section 5 examines the geometry of the wormhole by em-
bedding the hypersurface defined by constant y = y0 and
t = t0 in a cylindrical space. The geometry for both
solutions will be visualized through graphical represen-
tations.

In Section 6, tidal forces are analyzed using the refer-
ence frame of the astronaut, determining optimal entry
angles into the wormhole to avoid destruction. The be-
havior of tidal forces will also be graphed for a better
understanding.

Section 7 focuses on the tools used to plot geodesics in
spheroidal coordinates. Finally, in Section 8, the conse-
quences of adopting SI units in the theory are discussed.
This includes implications for the electromagnetic field,
angular velocity, throat size of the wormhole, angular
momentum per unit of mass, and electric and magnetic
charges. Relationships between these quantities will be
established to characterize the wormholes. Some exam-
ples of wormholes with a mass equivalent to that of the
Sun, a pulsar and a supermassive black hole are pre-
sented.

II. TWO CLASSES OF SOLUTIONS

We start from a space-time with two Killing vectors
∂φ, ∂t that represent stationarity and axial symmetry. In
such space-times the compatible 4-potential is given by

Aµ =

[
At(x, y), 0, 0, Aφ(x, y)

]
. (4)

We will adopt the stationary metric on the oblate
spheroidal coordinates

(
x, y) composed of metric func-

tions f = f(x, y), ω = ω(x, y), k = k(x, y), given by

ds2 = −f
(
dt− ω

L
d[Lφ]

)2
+ L2f−1

(
(x2 + 1)(1− y2)

L2
d[Lφ]2

+ (x2 + y2)e2k
{

dx2

x2 + 1
+

dy2

1− y2

})
,

(5)

These coordinates are related to the Lewis-Papapetrou
coordinates (r, θ) [9] by y = cos θ ∈ [−1, 1], Lx = r− l1 ∈
R, being l1 and L are constants.
Using , (4), (5) and defining the potentials

D̃χ =
2fκ2

ρ
L(
ω

L
DAt +DAφ), (6a)

D̃ϵ =
f2

ρ
Dω + ψD̃χ, (6b)

ψ = 2At, (6c)

where the differential operators D, D̃ are

D =

[
∂ρ
∂z

]
, D̃ =

[
∂z
−∂ρ

]
, (7)

the potential can be defined as (Y A)T =
[
f, ϵ, χ, ψ, κ

]
related to the gravitational, rotational, magnetic, electric
and scalar potentials.
In terms of the (Y A)T potentials, the fields equations

(3) take the form [10]:

Klein-Gordon equation

D(ρDκ)− ρ

κ
Dκ2 +

ρκ3α2
0

4fϵ0

(
Dψ2 − 1

κ4
Dχ2

)
= 0, (8a)

Maxwell equations

D(ρDψ) + ρDψ

(
2Dκ

κ
− Df

f

)
− ρ

fκ2
(Dϵ− ψDχ)Dχ = 0, (8b)

D(ρDχ)− ρDχ

(
2Dκ

κ
+
Df

f

)
+
ρκ2

f
(Dϵ− ψDχ)Dψ = 0, (8c)

Einstein equations

D(ρDf) +
ρ

f

(
(Dϵ− ψDχ)2 −Df2

)
− ρκ2

2

(
Dψ2 +

1

κ4
Dχ2

)
= 0, (8d)

D(ρ(Dϵ− ψDχ))− 2ρ

f
(Dϵ− ψDχ)Df = 0. (8e)
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In [4] a new method was proposed to solve the equa-
tions (8), taking advantage of the fact that the poten-
tial space generated by (Y A)T =

[
f, ϵ, χ, ψ, κ

]
is confor-

mally flat. This property allows the use of the ansatz
(Y A)T = (Y A(λ))T , where the potential λ = λ(x, y),
satisfies Laplace’s equation

∂x{(x2 + 1)∂xλ}+ ∂y{(1− y2)∂yλ} = 0, (9)

ensuring a space that simplifies the field equations. Us-
ing the fields Y A and the ansatz explained, in [4] the
following family of solutions is obtained

f = f0, κ = κ0e
λ, ψ =

√
f0
κ0

e−λ + ψ0,

χ =
√
f0κ0e

λ + χ0, ϵ = b0, (10)

where {f0, ψ0, χ0, κ0, b0} are integration constants.
Two solutions of equation (9), is given by

λ5 = λ0
x

(x2 + y2)
+m0, (11a)

λN1 = λ0xy +m0, (11b)

where λ0 is an integration constant. The solution λ5 has
been taken from the appendix of the paper [4], while λN1

represents a new solution.
To get the metric functions f, ω, k and the electromag-

netic potential Aµ back, we need to solve the following
equations.

[
∂x
∂y

]
ω =

L

f2

(
ϵ,λ − ψχ,λ

)[
(1− y2)∂y
−(x2 + 1)∂x

]
λ, (12a)

[
∂x
∂y

]
Aφ =

1

2fκ2

(
χ,λ

)[
(1− y2)∂y
−(x2 + 1)∂x

]
λ

− ω

2L

(
ψ,λ

)[
∂x
∂y

]
λ, (12b)

∂xk = k0
1− y2

x2 + y2

{
− 2y(x2 + 1)(∂xλ)(∂yλ)

+ x
[
(x2 + 1)(∂xλ)

2 − (1− y2)(∂yλ)
2
]}
, (12c)

∂yk = k0
x2 + 1

x2 + y2

{
2x(1− y2)(∂xλ)(∂yλ)

+ y
[
(x2 + 1)(∂xλ)

2 − (1− y2)(∂yλ)
2
]}
, (12d)

where k0 is an integration constant, and F,λ = ∂F/∂λ.
These equations were obtained by inverting the definition
of potentials (6). By substituting (10) and (11) in (12)

it is possible to obtain the corresponding solution. The
solution associated with λ5 is the following

f = f0 = 1, (13a)

ω = −Lλ0
f0

(
y(x2 + 1)

x2 + y2

)
, (13b)

Aφ = −
√
f0

2κ0

ω

L
e−λ5 , (13c)

At =

√
f0

2κ0
e−λ5 , (13d)

k = −k0λ20
(1− y2)

4(x2 + y2)4

(
− 8x2y2(x2 + 1)

+ [x2 + y2]2
[
(1− y2) + 2(x2 + y2)

])
.

(13e)

On the other hand, the one associated with λN1 is

f = f0 = 1, (14a)

ω = −Lλ0
2f0

(
x2(1− y2)− y2

)
, (14b)

k = k0λ0f0ω/L, (14c)

Aφ = −
√
f0

2κ0

ω

L
e−λN1 , (14d)

At =

√
f0

2κ0
e−λN1 . (14e)

Both solutions represent a rotating electromagnetic
wormhole with no gravitational potential, L is a constant
related to the throat size of the wormhole.
When we select the scalar potential in this way

ϕ = − λ

α0
, (15)

we substitute (15), and (14) or (13) in (3), which brings
us to the constraint equation

α2
0(4k0 + 1)− 4ϵ0 = 0. (16)

This equation allows us to determine the values of k0 in
terms of the other constants.
Using (2) the possible values of k0 are in Table [I].
In what follows we will study the main feature of both

solutions, showing their most important properties.

TABLE I: Values of k0

α2
0 Dilatonic fiel (ϵ0 = 1) Phantom fiel (ϵ0 = −1)
1 3/4 −5/4
3 1/12 −7/12
4 0 −1/2

n ≥ 5 (4− n)/4n −(4 + n)/n
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III. MAIN PHYSICAL PROPERTIES OF THE
SOLUTIONS

To analyze the behavior of the spaces correspond-
ing to solutions (13) and (14), the Ricci scalar R =
gαβRαβ = gαβRσ

ασβ and the Kretschmann scalarKN =

RµναβRµναβ will be examined. This will help to deter-
mine whether the space is asymptotically flat or contains
singularities.

The invariants R and KN associated to the solution 1
(λ5) are

R =
λ20(4k0 + 1)

2L2(x2 + y2)4
e−2k(x,y)

{
y2

+ x2(x2 + 1− 3y2)
}
, (17a)

KN =
F5(x, y)

8L4(x2 + y2)12
e−4k(x,y), (17b)

where, F5(x, y) is a polynomial of degree less than (x2+
y2)12.

The invariants R and KN associated to the solution 2

(λN1) are

R = λ20
(4k0 + 1)

2L2
e−2k(x,y), (18a)

KN = −FN1(x, y)

8L4
e−4k(x,y), (18b)

where FN1(x, y) grows more slowly than the exponen-
tial.

By analyzing (17a) and (17b), we observe that a ring
singularity exists in x = y = 0 in the space associated
with λ5. The opposite occurs in the space associated
with λN1, where the only singularity is governed by the
exponential of (18a) and (18b). That is, for a dilatonic-
type scalar field, the singularity is located at x = ±∞,
but if a phantom scalar field is chosen, the space is regular
at every point.

By closely examining (17a) and (17b), we observe that
the space corresponding to λ5 is asymptotically flat re-
gardless of the choice of scalar field, phantom or dilatonic.
This is because,

lim
r→±∞

k(x, y) = lim
x→±∞

k(x, y) = 0 ⇒ lim
x→±∞

R = 0 & lim
x→±∞

KN = 0,

since the degree of the numerator of R and KN is
lower than that of the denominator, and the exponential
does not play a role since the denominator of the metric
function k(x, y) is greater than the numerator, and the
exponential tends to 1.

In contrast, when analyzing (18a) and (18b), the space
is asymptotically flat only when choosing a phantom
scalar field, because the exponential e−2k(x,y), dictates
the behavior of the limit of R and KN , i.e., the function
metric k(x, y) is important because

lim
x→±∞

k(x, y) =

{
+∞ if k0 < 0

−∞ if k0 > 0
⇒ lim

x→±∞
{R,KN} =

{
0 if k0 < 0

∞ if k0 > 0
.

IV. NULL ENERGY CONDITION

The condition to determine whether the scalar field is
associated with normal or exotic matter will involve the
null energy condition

Tµν l
µlν ≥ 0,

for all lµ, where Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor and
lµ is the null vector that satisfies lµlµ = 0.
We can obtain a more tractable representation in the

comoving reference frame using the procedure proposed
by Morris and Thorne in their paper [1]. To derive the
representation of the tensors in the comoving reference
frame (Ô), the following transformation matrix is neces-
sary:
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MT
comoving =


1/
√−gtt 0 0 0
0 1/

√
gxx 0 0

0 0 1/
√
gyy 0

−gφt/gtt√
gφφ−(gφt)

2/gtt
0 0 1√

gφφ−(gφt)
2/gtt

 . (19)

So, the basis vector in Ô takes the form
e
t̂
ex̂
eŷ
eφ̂


T

= MT
comoving


et
ex
ey
eφ


T

, (20)

and the Ricci tensor

Rµ̂ν̂ = Mcomoving · {Rµν} · (Mcomoving)
T .

In this frame, a significant relationship is derived, con-
sidering lµ = et̂ + ex̂

Tµ̂ν̂ l
µ̂lν̂ = Tt̂t̂ + Tx̂x̂ = ρ− ϱ

=
1

8π

(
Rt̂t̂ +Rx̂x̂

)
≥ 0, (21)

where is used natural unities (c = 1 = G), Rµ̂µ̂ is the
µ-th Ricci element in the comovil reference frame, ρ is
the density and −ϱ the pressure.
For the second class of solutions (10), we find that the

density satisfies the following condition:

8πρ = Rt̂t̂ =
e−2k

2L4(x2 + 1)(1− y2)(x2 + y2)(
(1− y2)ω2

,y + (x2 + 1)ω2
,x

)
≥ 0, (22)

due to the fact that there are only quadratic terms in
(22), and A,z = ∂A/∂z.

On the other hand, the expression for the pressure is

− 8πϱ = Rx̂x̂ = − e−2k

L2(x2 + y2)

(
(1− y2)k,yy

+ (x2 + 1)k,xx − 2yk,y −
ω2
,x

2L2(1− y2)

)
, (23)

we can observe that if there is no scalar field and no
rotation, pressure will not exist.

By substituting the corresponding metric functions for
λ5 (13) and λN1 (14) in (23), the following equalities are
obtained:

NEC associated to the solution 1 (λ5)

ρ− ϱ =
λ20(4k0 + 1)e−2k

2L2(x2 + y2)5

(
x6 + x4

(
1− 2y2

)
+ y4 +

x2y2
(
4k0

(
y2 − 2

)
− 7y2 + 6

)
4k0 + 1

)
, (24)

NEC associated to the solution 2 (λN1)

ρ− ϱ =
λ20e

−2k

2L2(x2 + y2)

(
2x2

+ y2(4k0 + 1 + x2(4k0 − 1))

)
, (25)

To determine the satisfaction of the null energy condi-
tion, it is necessary to carefully analyze (24) and (25).
We begin by noting that both equations contain terms

with even powers. Specifically, y ∈ [−1, 1] ⇒ y2n ∈
[0, 1], appear in one case, x ∈ (−∞,∞) ⇒ x2n ∈
[0,∞). In the case of the exponential function, we ob-
serve that for (13e) and (14c), again there are terms
raised to an even power, then e−2k ∈ [0,∞).
Thus, the sign will be determined by the terms en-

closed in parentheses and in brackets in (24) and (25)
respectively.
For better understanding, we will evaluate both ex-

pressions at y = 0 and y = 1, obtaining:

• (λ5) y = 0:

ρ− ϱ =
λ20e

−2k(x,0)

2L2x6
(x2 + 1)

(
4k0 + 1

)
, (26a)

• (λ5) y = 1:

ρ− ϱ =
(λ0[x

2 − 1])2

2L2(x2 + 1)4

(
4k0 + 1

)
, (26b)

• (λN1) y = 0:

ρ− ϱ =
e−2k(x,0)

2L2
λ20. (27a)

• (λN1) y = 1:

ρ− ϱ =
λ20e

−2k(x,1)

2L2

(
4k0 + 1

)
. (27b)

For all cases except (27a), the expression within the
brackets will determine the satisfaction of the null en-
ergy condition (NEC). Upon examination of Table [I],
we can conclude that, as expected, the NEC is satisfied
only when a dilatonic scalar field is chosen.
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V. WORMHOLE GEOMETRY

To thoroughly investigate the geometry of the worm-
hole, we will consider the hypersurface specified by t = t0
and y = y0 within the solution obtained, i.e. f = 1.

ds2 = L2 (x
2 + y20)e

2k(x,y0)

x2 + 1
dx2

+
[
L2(x2 + 1)(1− y20)− ω(x, y0)

2
]
dφ2. (28)

This hypersurface is embedded in a cylindrical space
that can be parameterized using the given coordinates
(x, y).

ds2 = dρ2 + dz2 + ρ2dφ2

=

{(
dρ

dx

)2

+

(
dz

dx

)2
}
dx2 + ρ(x, y0)

2dφ2. (29)

Subsequent to the embedding process, we derived the
following equations, which can only be solved using nu-
merical methods, given the initial condition z(0) = 0 at
the point corresponding to the throat of the wormhole.

ρ(x, y0)
2 = L2(x2 + 1)(1− y20)− ω(x, y0)

2, (30a)(
dρ

dx

)2

+

(
dz

dx

)2

= L2 (x
2 + y20)

x2 + 1
e2k(x,y0). (30b)

By numerically solving and obtaining ρ(x) and z(x),
we can plot z(ρ) against a given value of y = cos θ = y0.

A. Solution λ5

The geometry of the wormhole corresponding to λ5 for
a specific y0 is illustrated in Figure [1a]. As shown, the
choice of scalar field, whether phantom or dilatonic, is
irrelevant to the formation and form of the wormhole,
i.e. its geometry. The geometry with a dilatonic scalar
field is plotted in blue, and a phantom-type field in red.
In addition, the value L = 10 is graphical, related to
the throat size of the wormhole, and is represented by a
black dashed line. This is determined by the sign of the
integration constant k0 (See Table [I]), which dictates the
sign of the metric function k(x, y).

Figure [1b] presents the geometry of a dilatonic worm-
hole for different values of y0, illustrating the behavior
of the wormhole as a function of the polar entry angle.
As y0 approaches zero (that is, θ → π/2), the throat
approaches to L, with its smallest size near the poles.
This behavior is consistent with that of a phantom-type
wormhole.

B. Solution λN1

The same analysis was applied to the wormhole corre-
sponding to λN1. Again, the formation of the wormhole
is independent of the scalar field type. In Figure [2a] the
dilatonic wormhole is shown in blue, the phantom-type is
shown in red, and the value of L is plotted with a black
dashed line.

In Figure [2b], the geometry of the dilatonic wormhole

(a) A comparative analysis of the curves z(ρ) for
phantom scalar field and dilatonic scalar field using the
solution associated with λ5. The respective values used
are λ0 = 1/10, k0 = {−5/4, 3/4}, y0 = 0.9, f = 1, and

L = 10.

(b) The geometry of the wormhole pertaining to the λ5

solution is examined. The values used include
λ0 = 1/102, f = 1, k0 = 1/12, and L = 10, along with
various y0 to demonstrate the behavior of the curves

z(ρ). In addition, two black dotted lines were
incorporated at z(0) = ±L. Note: k(x, y) < 0 was used
to focus on the study of phenomena that satisfy NEC.

FIG. 1
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is shown for various values of y0. Once again, near the
equatorial plane, the throat approaches L, while near the
poles, it reaches its minimum value.

VI. TIDAL FORCES

To analyze the tidal forces, the calculations will be
performed in the astronaut’s reference frame for simplic-
ity. The spheroidal coordinates (x, y) will continue to
be used for the derivations, and the results will later be

(a) A comparative analysis of the curves z(ρ) for a
phantom scalar field and a dilatonic scalar field
employing the solution associated with λN1. The

parameters used are λ0 = 1/10, y0 = 0.9, f = 1, and
k0 = {−5/4, 3/4} respectively, L = 10.

(b) The geometry of the wormhole corresponding to the
λN1 solution. The parameters used include λ0 = 1/103,
f = 1, k0 = 1/12, L = 10, and the variation of y0 to

demonstrate the behavior of the curves z(ρ).
Additionally, two black dotted lines were included in

z(0) = ±L, the size of the wormhole throt.

FIG. 2

interpreted using the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (r, θ).
It will be assumed that in the reference frame of

the astronaut Ô, its 4-velocity is purely temporal

ϑµ̂ = (1, 0, 0, 0), ensuring the orthogonality of the 4-

acceleration and 4-velocity W µ̂ϑµ̂ = 0 ⇒ W µ̂ =

(0, a, 0, 0). Furthermore, the astronaut is considered to
traverse the compact object radially, without any rota-
tion, to simplify the scenario. Thus, using the geodesic
deviation equation, which relates the geometry of the
wormhole to the tidal forces experienced by the traveler

∆aµ̂ = −c2Rµ̂

α̂
ˆ
β σ̂
ϑα̂ξ

ˆ
βϑσ̂, (31)

we can determine the danger zones, where ξµ̂ is the
4-distance from the astronaut’s head to his feet, and

Rµ̂
α̂

ˆ
β σ̂

are the components of the Riemann Tensor in

the reference frame of the astronaut.
To obtain the components of the Riemann tensor in

the reference frame of the astronaut Ô, we use special
relativity tools. The process is as follows: starting from
an arbitrary reference frame O, the Riemann tensor is
transformed into the comoving reference frame Ô with
(19). It is then transformed from the comoving reference
frame to the astronaut’s reference frame using the matrix

MRE =

 β −γβ 0 0
−γβ β 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 , (32)

where β = ϑ/c, ϑ is the speed of Ô with respect of Ô,

and γ = 1/
√

1− β2.
By doing this and considering the relevant assumptions

previously mentioned, we arrive at the following

R
r̂ t̂ r̂ t̂

= R
r̂t̂r̂t̂

, (33a)

Rˆ
θ t̂

ˆ
θ t̂

= γ2R
θ̂t̂θ̂t̂

+ γ2β2R
θ̂r̂θ̂r̂

, (33b)

R
φ̂ t̂ φ̂ t̂

= γ2R
φ̂t̂φ̂t̂

+ γ2β2Rφ̂r̂φ̂r̂. (33c)

If we consider the height of the astronaut |ξ| ≈ 2m and
the maximum gravity the human body can withstand as
that of Earth gEarth, the following inequality must hold

|R
µ̂ t̂ µ̂ t̂

| ≤ gEarth

2m ∗ c2
≈ (105Km)−2. (34)

When considering that the astronaut travels at rela-
tivistic speeds (β ≈ 0 ⇒ γ ≈ 1), then R

µ̂ t̂ µ̂ t̂
≈

R
µ̂t̂µ̂t̂

. If relativistic speeds are taken into account, it

is necessary to consider the terms Rµ̂r̂µ̂r̂. The absolute
value of the components of the Riemann tensor will be
plotted at Ô, and each will be analyzed to determine the
optimal entry angles to the WH.
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A. Riemann components in Ô corresponding to λ5

To gain a clearer understanding of the tidal forces
within the wormhole, it is essential to examine the com-
ponents of the Riemann tensor. Upon calculating these
components, the following expressions are obtained

R
x̂t̂x̂t̂

=
e−2k(x,y)

L2(x2 + y2)5
(
λ0xy

)2
(1− y2), (35a)

R
ŷt̂ŷt̂

=
e−2k(x,y)

4L2(x2 + y2)5
λ20(x

2 + 1)(x2 − y2)2, (35b)

R
φ̂t̂φ̂t̂

=
e−2k(x,y)

4L2(x2 + y2)4
λ20

(
x4 + y2

+ x2(1− 3y2)

)
, (35c)

Rŷx̂ŷx̂ = 4k0Rφ̂t̂φ̂t̂
, (35d)

Rφ̂x̂φ̂x̂ =
e−2k(x,y)

L2(x2 + y2)5
λ20

{
3x2y2(1− y2)

+ k0

(
x6 + y4 + x4(1− 2y2) + x2y2(5y2 − 6)

)}
. (35e)

Through the graphical representation of each compo-
nent, the behavior of tidal forces is elucidated more ef-
fectively in Boyer-Linquist coordinates (r, θ). Figure [3]
illustrates the primary components under the assump-
tion of non-relativistic velocities and dilatonic scalar field
(k0 = 1/12). The graphs presented on the left de-
pict three-dimensional surfaces, whereas those on the
right-hand side represent contour lines, providing a more
explicit interpretation of the magnitude of each graph.
These visualizations employ a color gradient, where blue
signifies the lowest magnitude values and red denotes the
higher magnitude values of R

µ̂t̂µ̂t̂
in the axis z. Further-

more, regions rendered in white indicate areas where the
magnitude increases drastically, signifying an exponen-
tial growth in the associated Riemann component.

The x, y axis corresponds to the radius r and the po-
lar angle θ. Analysis of graphs [3a] and [3c] demon-
strates that traversing the wormhole’s center is achiev-
able by varying the parameter θ, thereby allowing nav-
igation through it. In contrast, graph [3e] reveals that
access to the wormhole center is prohibited. However,
all graphs consistently show the absence of tidal forces
at the center of the wormhole r = l1 = 1, θ ≈ π/2 that
could potentially cause its destruction. It is also cru-
cial to consider the magnitude: the components R

θ̂t̂θ̂t̂

and R
φ̂t̂φ̂t̂

are marginally smaller in magnitude relative

to R
r̂t̂r̂t̂

, which is the predominant component for non-
relativistic velocities, notwithstanding a lack of rigorous
precision.
Figure [4a] presents a comparative analysis between se-

lecting a phantom or a dilatonic scalar field, where only
component Rφ̂r̂φ̂r̂ exhibits variation based on the choice
of scalar field, while all other components remain un-
changed. Likewise, Figures [4e] and [4b] pertain to com-
ponent Rφ̂r̂φ̂r̂ under the selection of either a phantom

scalar field (k(x, y > 0) or a dilatonic field (k(x, y < 0),
and their importance is underscored when considering
relativistic velocities; Figure [4c] also holds significance
in this context.
Analogous to the component in R

φ̂t̂φ̂t̂
, the graphs in

[4] indicate that it is not feasible to access the center of
the wormhole without succumbing to tidal forces, partic-
ularly when relativistic velocities are considered.
Finally, considering all components and their respec-

tive magnitudes, that is, the orders of magnitude among
them, it is possible to conclude that the safest angles of
entry for both relativistic and non-relativistic velocities
are approximately θ ≈ 0, π/2, π, and it is possible to nav-
igate the wormhole without necessitating any alterations
in the parameter θ. Thus, the safest entry points for this
wormhole lie near the poles, both north and south, and
the equatorial plane.

B. Riemann components in Ô corresponding to λN1

For the case of λN1, the components of the Riemann
tensor are given by the following expressions:

R
x̂t̂x̂t̂

=
e−2k(x,y)

4L2(x2 + y2)

(
λ0x

)2
(1− y2), (36a)

R
ŷt̂ŷt̂

=
e−2k(x,y)

4L2(x2 + y2)

(
λ0y
)2
(x2 + 1), (36b)

R
φ̂t̂φ̂t̂

=
e−2k(x,y)

4L2
λ20, (36c)

Rŷx̂ŷx̂ = 4k0Rφ̂t̂φ̂t̂
, (36d)

Rφ̂x̂φ̂x̂ =
e−2k(x,y)

4L2(x2 + y2)
λ20

{
4k0y

2

+ x2
(
3(1− y2) + 4k0[2y

2 − 1]

)}
. (36e)

Figures [5] and [6] display all the graphs of the ele-
ments. Figure [5] shows the key elements in the case
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(a)
(b)

(c)
(d)

(e)
(f)

FIG. 3: Graphical representations of the elements R
µ̂t̂µ̂t̂

, µ̂ = r̂, θ̂, φ̂ associated with λ5. The parameters

λ0 = 1/102, k0 = 1/12, l1 = 1 and L = 10 were used, and the coordinates (r, θ) were selected to improve the physical

visualization. The plots on the left depict the 3-D surface generated by R
µ̂t̂µ̂t̂

, µ̂ = r̂, θ̂, φ̂, while the plots on the

right illustrate the contour lines. Both sides employ color schemes relevant to high values (red color) and low
values (blue color).

.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)
(f)

FIG. 4: Graphs of the cross elements Rµ̂r̂µ̂r̂, µ̂ = θ̂, φ̂ associated with tidal forces for relativistic speed of λ5. The

parameters λ0 = 1/102, k0 = 1/12, l1 = 1, and L = 10 were used, and the coordinates (r, θ) were selected to enhance
the physical visualization. In figure a), the consequences of choosing either a phantom or dilatonic scalar field are

compared, using k0 = {−7/12, 1/12} consecutively and corresponding to the colors yellow and red.
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of non-relativistic velocities, once again for a dilatonic
scalar field (k0 = 1/12). Figure [6] presents the relevant
components for the relativistic velocity case. In Figure
[6a], it is shown once again that there are no significant
differences in the choice of the scalar field type, except
for the component Rφ̂r̂φ̂r̂ , as seen in Figures [6e] and

[6b].
Using the graphs to better analyse, we can observe

that the behaviour of (λN1) is very similar to the corre-
sponding (λ5) solution. In this case, the optimal entry
angles to avoid destruction are not limited to regions near
the poles, as the components R

r̂t̂r̂t̂
, R

φ̂t̂φ̂t̂
and R

φ̂t̂φ̂t̂
are

bounded along the z-axis, allowing entry from various an-
gles. However, if we wish to completely avoid any tidal
forces, it is necessary to enter regions near the poles; but,
in this case, we will need to vary θ.

An interesting point is that when relativistic velocities
and a phantom scalar field are considered, in order to
completely avoid tidal forces, it is necessary to follow the
path defined by Figure [6b].

VII. GEODESICS

To obtain the geodesic curves, we used the following
equation:

d2xµ

dτ2
= −Γµ

αβ

dxα

dτ

dxβ

dτ
. (37)

We employ numerical methods to solve equation (37),
using the same parameters as specified in Section Tidal
Forces. The initial conditions for all graphs were t(0) = 0,
x(0) = 25, y(0) = {0.01, 0.25, 0.50, 0.75, 0.95}, φ(0) = 0,
t′(0) = 1, x′(0) = −1, y′(0) = 0, and φ′(0) = 0. The
program used was Wolfram Research, Inc., Mathemat-
ica, Version 14.0.0.0, Champaign, IL (2024), and the
numerical method used was Herminte, 3-degree,[11] with
a precision goal and an accuracy goal of 10 digits.

For both solutions, the geodesics were plotted in
spheroidal coordinates (x, y) to better interpret the be-
havior of the curves. Figure [7a] corresponds to λ5, while
Figure [7b] corresponds to λN1. For both scenarios,
geodesic y0 = 0 is excluded due to extreme sensitivity
near the ring singularity, which poses significant chal-
lenges for numerical plotting.

In the solutions presented, the geodesics are observed
to navigate the wormhole smoothly. Most notably, when
a geodesic is directed toward the ring singularity, the
compact structure of the spacetime deflects it, either
redirecting the trajectory to circumvent the singularity
or causing it to return to its original universe. This dy-
namic inherently prevents any direct encounter with the
ring singularity, ensuring a smooth passage through the
wormhole.

VIII. UNITS

The key to interpreting the physics of these objects lies
in the units. To determine the magnitudes of the elec-

tromagnetic fields and rotation, it is necessary to know
the units of all the variables used.

We start with the Lagrangian, which has energy den-
sity units in the International System of Units (SI):

L =
√
−g
(
− c4

8πG
R+

c4

8πG
2ϵ0(∇ϕ)2

+
1

µ0
e−2α0ϕF 2

)
, (38)

where c is the speed of light, G is the gravitational con-
stant and, for this occasion we will use ε0 as vacuum
permittivity and µ0 vacuum permeability. And for:

R [=] (Length)−2,

{ϕ, α0, ϵ0} [=] Dimensionless,

Fµν [=] Teslas.

The square line element in cylindrical coordinates ds
takes the following form:

ds2 = −f
{
d(ct)− ω

L
d(Lφ)

}2

+ f−1

{
e2k(dρ2 + dz2) +

ρ2

L2
d(Lφ)2

}
, (39)

where f and k are dimensionless, and {ρ, z, ω, ct} has
length units. When spheroidal coordinates are consid-
ered (5),

{x, y} [=] Dimensionless,

L [=] Length,

with L providing the units to the coordinates.

To obtain the correct units for the four-potential, we
will use:

σ0 ≡ 8πG

µ0c4
⇒ 1

√
σ0

≈ 2.46× 1018[Meters*Teslas].

(40)
Then

Aµ =
[
At, 0, 0, Aφ

]
=
[
Φ/c, 0, 0, Aφ

]
=

√
f0

2κ0
√
σ0
e−λ

[
1, 0, 0,−ω

L

]
, (41)

where Φ is the electric potential, and has volt unit and λ
is dimensionless.

Therefore, the electromagnetic field, takes the form:
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(a)
(b)

(c)
(d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 5: The graphical representations of elements R
µ̂t̂µ̂t̂

, µ̂ = r̂, θ̂, φ̂ associated with λ5. The parameters

λ0 = 1/103, k0 = 1/12, l1 = 1, and L = 10 were used, and the coordinates (r, θ) were selected to enhance the

physical visualization. The graphs on the left depict the surface in 3-D generated by R
µ̂t̂µ̂t̂

, µ̂ = r̂, θ̂, φ̂, while the

graphs on the right illustrate the contour lines. Both sides employ color schemes relevant to high values (red
color) and low values (blue color).
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(a) (b)

(c)
(d)

(e)
(f)

FIG. 6: Graphs of the cross elements Rµ̂r̂µ̂r̂, µ̂ = θ̂, φ̂ associated with tidal forces for relativistic speed of λ5. The

parameters λ0 = 1/103, k0 = 1/12, l1 = 1, and L = 10 were used, and the coordinates (r, θ) were selected to enhance
the physical visualization. In figure a), the consequences of choosing either a phantom or dilatonic scalar field are

compared, using k0 = {−7/12, 1/12} consecutively and corresponding to the colors yellow and red.
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(a) Graphs pertinent to the geodesics of the λ5

solution in spheroidal coordinates are presented.
Diverse values of y0 were used to derive the

curves, along with the initial conditions: t(0) = 0,
x(0) = 25, y(0) = {0.01, 0.25, 0.50, 0.75, 0.95},
φ(0) = 0, t′(0) = 1, x′(0) = −1, y′(0) = 0,
φ′(0) = 0, as well as the parameters f = 1,

L = 10, λ0 = 1/102.

(b) Graphs pertinent to the geodesics of the λN1

solution in spheroidal coordinates are presented.
Diverse values of y0 were used to derive the

curves, along with the initial conditions: t(0) = 0,
x(0) = 25, y(0) = {0.01, 0.25, 0.50, 0.75, 0.95},
φ(0) = 0, t′(0) = 1, x′(0) = −1, y′(0) = 0,
φ′(0) = 0, as well as the parameters f = 1,

L = 10, λ0 = 1/103.

FIG. 7: The values for x > 0 pertain to one universe,
whereas those for x < 0 correspond either to an

alternate universe or to the same universe at a distinct
location for both graphs. It should be noted that the

geodesic associated with y0 = 0 in both figures,
approaches the ring singularity without making contact;
the geometry provokes a rebound, causing it to return

with an exceptionally high velocity.
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Bz

−Bρ

]
=

−1/
√
σ0

L(x2 + y2)

√
f0

2κ0

[
x
√

(x2 + 1)(1− y2) −y
√
(x2 + 1)(1− y2)

y(x2 + 1) x(1− y2)

] [
∂x
∂y

](ω
L
e−λ

)
, (42)

[
Eρ

Ez

]
=

c/
√
σ0

L(x2 + y2)

√
f0

2κ0

[
x
√
(x2 + 1)(1− y2) −y

√
(x2 + 1)(1− y2)

y(x2 + 1) x(1− y2)

] [
∂x
∂y

] (
e−λ

)
, (43)

in which E denotes the electric field and B represents
the magnetic field, with respective units of tesla and
volt/meter.

If we consider a test particle near the wormhole, we
can derive the angular velocity induced by the wormhole
on the particle.

Recall that the contravariant and covariant compo-
nents of the angular momentum of a particle are given
by:

pα = gαβpβ .

Taking into account the metric (39), the t and ϕ com-
ponents of the contravariant angular momentum are:

pφ = gφφpφ + gφtpt,

pt = gtφpφ + gttpt.

Now, assuming that the particle is solely influenced
by the spacetime deformation caused by the object, we
set pt as the only non-zero component, while all other
components are zero. Taking these considerations into
account, the angular velocity is given by:

φ̇ =
dφ

dt
=

fω

f2ω2 − L2(x2 + 1)(1− y2)
c. (44)

Finally, by drawing an analogy with black holes and
considering the physical meaning of the constants accom-
panying the variable transformations [12]

Lx = r − l1, z = Lxy, L2 + l21 = l20, (45)

we obtain the following definitions.

l1 =
MG

c2
[=] Length, (46)

Jk ≡ 2GJ

c3
[=] Length2, (47)

a ≡ Jk
2l1

[=] Length, (48)

Q2
L ≡ G

c4
Q2

ε0
[=] Length2, (49)

H2
L ≡ G

c4
H2

µ0
[=] Length2, (50)

l20 ≡ a2 +Q2
L +H2

L [=] Length. (51)

In this context, Rs = 2l1 denotes the Schwarzschild
radius, J is characterized by having angular momentum
as its unit, M is associated with mass as its unit, and
{Q,H} are described by the units electric charge and
magnetic charge, respectively.
This paper will present three instances of wormholes

and detail their respective parameters in two tables.
Assuming the wormhole’s shape is an oblate spheroid
Rp = Re/3, which means that the equatorial radius is
three times the dimension of the polar radius, then, the
angular momentum formula is:

J =
10

45
Mr2φ̇. (52)

The angular velocity can be computed considering
θ = π/4, λ0 = 1/102 for λ5 and λ0 = 1/103 for λN1.
Consequently, this allows for the determination of the
variable a, thereby allowing the acquisition of Q2

L +H2
L

for each value of L < Rs = 2l1 for λ5 and for λN1. The
results will be shown in the Table (II), and (III). The
electromagnetic field related to λN1 represents an excep-
tion as it exhibits an exponential decrease.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

Upon analyzing all the characteristics presented in this
study, it becomes evident that the λ5 solution exhibits
the most stable and physically viable behavior, largely
due to its asymptotic properties when utilizing a dila-
tonic scalar field, which satisfies the Null Energy Condi-
tion (NEC). In contrast, the λN1 solution is only asymp-
totically flat with a phantom scalar field, which does not
fulfill the NEC. However, a detailed examination of the
spatial geometry reveals that the type of scalar field does
not influence the formation of the wormhole.
Additionally, when examining the behavior of tidal

forces for both relativistic and non-relativistic velocities
in the λ5 solution, the ideal entry angles that prevent
disintegration upon passing through the wormhole are
near the polar regions θ ≈ {0, π} and, equatorial plane
θ ≈ π/2. It is feasible to traverse the wormhole at a con-
stant θ. Interestingly, there is an absence of tidal forces
precisely at the center of the structure (r = l1, θ = 0),
for either dilatonic or phantom scalar fields.

Conversely, the λN1 solution requires closer attention
to tidal force magnitudes for both relativistic and non-
relativistic velocities and with either scalar field type, as
these forces are bounded. For this solution, it is possible
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TABLE II: Dimension of the parameters of the WH (λ5). The first row, consisting of three values of L, corresponds
to a Sun-like wormhole, i.e., one with a mass equal to that of the Sun, M =M⊙ ≈ 1.989× 1030 kg, consequently, the
Schwarzschild radius is Rs ≈ 2.953× 103 m. To determine the rotation parameters, a radius equivalent to the Sun’s

radius, r ≈ 7× 108 m, is considered. The second row, composed of three values of L, corresponds to a
magnetar-type wormhole, i.e., one with M = 2M⊙, Rs ≈ 6× 103 m, and a radius of r ≈ 105 m. Finally, the last row,

also consisting of three values of L, corresponds to a wormhole the size of a supermassive black hole, with
parameters M = 107M⊙, Rs ≈ 3× 1010 m, and a radius of r ≈ 1012 m.

L
(Meters)

φ̇
(Seconds−1)

a
(Meters)

Q2
L +H2

L

(Meters)
E

(Volt/Meters)
B

(Teslas)

101 8.653× 10−11 3.143× 10−2 2.181× 106 1.064× 108 −1.757× 107

102 8.653× 10−10 3.143× 10−1 2.191× 106 1.064× 109 −1.757× 107

103 8.653× 10−9 3.143× 100 3.181× 106 1.064× 1010 −1.757× 107

101 4.501× 10−3 3.337× 10−2 8.722× 106 5.537× 1015 −1.267× 1011

102 4.501× 10−2 3.337× 10−1 8.732× 106 5.537× 1016 −1.267× 1011

103 4.501× 10−1 3.337× 100 9.722× 106 5.537× 1017 −1.267× 1011

101 4.368× 10−17 3.238× 10−2 2.181× 1020 5.372× 101 −1.248× 104

103 4.368× 10−15 3.238× 100 2.181× 1020 5.372× 103 −1.248× 104

105 4.368× 10−13 3.238× 102 2.181× 1020 5.372× 105 −1.248× 104

TABLE III: Parameters for a Sun-like wormhole (λN1),
with M =M⊙ ≈ 1.989× 1030 kg, which results in a
Schwarzschild radius of Rs ≈ 2.953× 103 m. To

evaluate the rotational parameters, a radius equivalent
to the Sun’s, r ≈ 7× 108 m, is used.

L
(Meters)

φ̇
(Seconds−1)

a
(Meters)

Q2
L +H2

L

(Meters)
100 −1.238× 10−6 −4.444× 103 1.983× 106

101 −1.238× 10−5 −4.444× 104 −1.757× 107

to enter through various regions as long as the peak mag-
nitudes remain within survivable limits for an astronaut.
To minimize tidal forces during transit, entry is optimal
near the equatorial plane, requiring a variation in θ to
pass through the center of the wormhole. In this case,
tidal forces are present in the center of the wormhole.

Plotting the geodesics further confirms that the ring
singularity is causally disconnected from these solutions,
i.e. the geodesics never reach the ring singularity of the
object; this behavior is induced by the geometry of the
object itself, as noted in [7], [13].

Finally, using the example of WH with solar mass, a
pulsar and a super massive black hole and applying rela-
tion (51) in the last chapter, it was determined that the
physically most plausible WH is λ5, see Table II. This

conclusion arises from the absence of contradictions of
the wormhole’s parameters and the electromagnetic field,
which exhibits a magnitude smaller than that of a mag-
netar. For the λN1 case, it is possible to achieve such a
compact object, see Table III. However, its throat would
be extremely small, approximately 1 meter. Increasing
the dimension leads to a contradiction: the sum of the
square charges in units of length becomes negative, and
the electromagnetic field is practically zero. The field
only starts to gain some strength as one moves closer to
the WH’s center, rendering the existence of a WH with
such characteristics unfeasible.
In both cases, the wormhole’s rotation is slightly

smaller than that of the Sun.
Considering the parameters proposed in this study,

which were derived by extending the analysis of black
holes to wormholes, among the essential parameters for
the characterization of a wormhole are the mass, the elec-
tric charge, the magnetic charge, the Schwarzchild radius,
the angular momentum per unit mass and the throat
size.
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