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We consider static and spherically symmetric wormhole solutions in extended metric-affine theo-
ries of gravity supposing that stability and traversability of these objects can be achieved by means
of the more geometric degrees of freedom with respect to general relativity. In particular, we con-
centrate on f(R) metric, f(T ) teleparallel, and f(Q) symmetric teleparallel models, where f is a
smooth function of curvature, torsion, and non-metricity, respectively. In these extended frame-
works, R, T, and Q rule entirely the background geometry without the need to invoke any exotic
energy-momentum tensor as matter field source. Assuming that the solution does not present any
kind of singularities, we start from the flaring out and null energy conditions to gather together a
series of constraints. They allow us to have general indications, which are only necessary but not
sufficient and concern only the existence of a throat rather than a global spacetime configuration,
to build up then traversable wormholes through a purely geometric approach. The stability cannot
be simply assessed via inequalities, because it requires the explicit solution for a detailed analysis.

I. INTRODUCTION

Wormholes (WHs) are exotic (astrophysical) compact
objects configuring as particular and non-trivial topolog-
ical structures endowed with no horizons and no singu-
larities. Physically, they structure as spacetime-tunnels
to connect two isolated regions of the same universe, or
even also two completely different universes [1, 2].

Historically, the concept of WH can be dated back to
1916, few months after Schwarzschild published the first
solution to the Einstein field equations, in a paper by
Flamm [3]. He conjectured the hypothesis of a “grav-
itational conduit ”, based on the possibility to create a
connection between two regions of the same or different
spacetimes via a black hole (being an attracting region
and configuring thus as the “entrance”) and a white hole
(being a time reversal of a black hole, which ejects matter,
fulfilling thus the role of the “exit”). This line of think-
ing was refined more mathematically in 1921 by Weyl in
relation to his studies on the mass in terms of the elec-
tromagnetic field energy [4].

Flamm’s initial ideas were resumed more formally in
1935 by Einstein & Rosen within the theory of general rel-
ativity (GR) [5]. However, the terminology “wormhole”
was introduced by Misner and Wheeler in 1957, defin-
ing such objects as spaces with muliply-connected topology
[6]. In 1962 nevertheless, Fuller and Wheeler proved that
the Einsten-Rosen WH is unstable, because the light, or
any timelike particle, is not able to cross this region [7].
The first correct mathematical treatment of WHs was
provided independently by Ellis and Bronnikov between
1969 – 1973 through the Ellis drainhole model, represent-
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ing a static, spherically symmetric, and traversable WH
solution to the Einstein vacuum field equations sourced
by a scalar field φ, minimally coupled to the geometry of
spacetime through a negative coupling polarity (opposite
to the standard positive one). In 1988 Morris & Thorne,
revised this description by requiring the presence of neg-
ative energy. This was achieved via some forms of exotic
matter, being different from the standard perfect fluids
generally sourcing GR field equations [8].

In the current scenario, we know that there are two
main issues to be taken into account to construct WH so-
lutions, which are: traversability and energy conditions.
The former is connected to the fact that the WH shortcut
occurs through a minimal surface area, called WH throat
[9]. Geometrically, it is obtained through the flaring out
condition, which translates into imposing an inequality
involving the shape function and its derivative [8, 10].
The latter point is more delicate and strongly depends
on the chosen gravity framework. In GR, we have that
employing a standard matter energy-momentum tensor

T
(sm)
µν , the radial tension overcomes the mass-energy den-

sity, fulfilling thus the null energy condition (NEC), i.e.,

T
(sm)
µν kµkν ≥ 0 where kµ is any null vector [1, 8, 11, 12].

On the other hand, if we resort to an exotic matter

energy-momentum tensor T
(em)
µν , it violates the NEC and

then T
(em)
µν kµkν < 0, which entails negative energy and

may be addressed by invoking quantum field theory ef-
fects (see e.g., [13–16]). A different situation occurs in
extended theories of gravity [17, 18], where it is possible

to construct WH solutions with T
(sm)
µν without violating

the NEC (see e.g., [19–25]). In all gravity models, the
traversability alone is not sufficient to construct a WH,
but we need another fundamental ingredient, represented
by the stability. This implies that the WH throat keeps
open for sufficiently long times (see e.g., [26–28]).
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In the WH literature, several and different techniques
have been exploited to deal with the above-mentioned is-
sues, among which we cite: quantum mechanical-based
matter fields [16, 29] or cosmological fluids [30, 31]; cut-
ting and pasting method to minimize the NEC viola-
tion [32, 33]; thin shell WHs obtained by smoothly glu-
ing together the interior WH solution with the exterior
Schwarzschild metric via the Israel junction condition
[32, 34]; setting the WHs in extended/alternative the-
ories of gravity (see e.g., [25, 28, 35, 36]), where NEC
results to be improved and generalised [20].

In the realm of gravity frameworks beyond GR, it may
be possible to construct WHs in terms of gravity only
thanks to the more degrees of freedom. Specifically, in
this work we study static and spherically symmetric WH
solutions in f(R), f(T ), and f(Q) gravity theories in the
vacuum, with f being a smooth function of the geometric
invariant on which it depends. Therefore, we first a-priori
impose the non-singular properties which the WH solu-
tion must fulfill. Then, we require the WH traversability
by checking the validity of the NEC only in terms of pure
gravity. In this setting, the gravitational curvature fluid
energy-momentum tensor1 becomes the main responsible
for sustaining such peculiar topological structures. In-
stead, the stability is a more thorny issue, that requires
the explicit solution for carrying out further non-trivial
calculations. Once all these issues have been checked, we
finally ascertain to have determined a WH solution.

The paper is structured in three parts: first, we recall
the properties of a static and spherically symmetric Mor-
ris & Thorne-like WH (Sec. II); then we investigate the
traversability, together with other non-singularity condi-
tions, in a pure gravity framework within f(R), f(T ), and
f(Q) theories (Sec. III); finally in Sec. IV, we discuss the
obtained results, comment on the stability requirement,
draw the conclusions, and outline future perspectives.

II. STATIC AND SPHERICALLY

SYMMETRIC WORMHOLES

Let us consider WHs in the extended theories of grav-
ity f(R), f(T ), and f(Q) in the vacuum (sourced only
by gravity), without resorting to any kind of exotic mat-
ter energy-momentum tensor. We further impose the
spherical symmetry condition on the WH solutions. In
this respect, it is useful to mention the Birkhoff theorem,
which would assure that the WH solution is also static.
It is possible to show that this theorem does not hold
in the whole f(R) model, but only in the subcase where

1 In these extended gravity frameworks beyond GR, we can re-
arrange the field equations in the vacuum in the GR-like form,
namely Gµν = χTµν . Gµν is the Einstein tensor, χ plays the
role of a coupling constant, and Tµν is the gravitational cur-
vature fluid energy-momentum tensor stemming from the more
geometrical degrees of freedom of the underlying theory.

R = R(r) (namely R is time-independent) [37, 38]. In-
stead, in the f(T ) theory this theorem is applicable if we
impose null spin connections (namely the Weitzenböck
connection) [39, 40]. Eventually, in the f(Q) gravity the
validity of the Birkhoff theorem has not yet proved, but
the situation can be approached similarly to what has
been done in the case of the f(T ) gravity.

Given these premises, we consider static and spheri-
cally symmetric WHs, which are described, in spherical-
like coordinates (t, r, θ, ϕ) and geometrical units G = c =
1 (independently of the gravity framework which they
belong to), by the Morris & Thorne-like metric [8]

ds2 = −e2Φ(r)dt2 +
dr2

1− b(r)/r
+ r2dΩ2, (1)

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2, Φ(r) and b(r) are the red-
shift and shape functions, respectively. Equation (1) de-
scribes a two-parameter family of metrics depending only
on Φ(r) and b(r), which must be constructed to give a
traversable and stable configuration. It is important to
note that a WH solution can be assigned either (i) a-
priori, namely by solving some field equations in a given
gravity framework (see e.g., [28, 34, 41, 42]), or (ii) a-
posteriori, meaning that it can be reconstructed via as-
trophysical methods through the fit of the observational
data, once they will be discovred (see e.g., [43–48]).

We follow the definition of a WH (i.e., a self-gravitating
system having no horizons and singularities, and be-
ing stable and traversable) and require that this object
is asymptotically flat, because we want to model iso-
lated gravitational sources. In addition, we consider that
the WH solution is symmetric with respect to the WH
mouth, which translates in having a symmetric geometry
in the two universes. Given these premises, the geomet-
rical properties of metric (1) can be stated as follows [8]:

1. defined the WH throat with rmin, Φ(r) is a smooth
and everywhere finite function for all r ≥ rmin, with
Φ(r) → 0 as r → +∞. In other words, we require
that it is non-singular through all over the two uni-
verses, as well as at the WH mouth;

2. b(r) is a smooth function for all r ≥ rmin with the
additional constraints: (1) b(r) ≤ r (for defining
a proper radial distance l); (2) the presence of the
WH throat, defined as the minimum radius, implies
rmin = b0 and b(rmin) = b0; (3) b′(r) < b(r)/r
near the WH throat (flaring out condition), where
from now on the prime stays for the derivative with
respect to r; (4) b(r)/r → 0 as r → +∞.

The WH mass M is defined, according to the Arnowitt,
Deser, Misner (ADM) formalism, as the total mass of the
system contained in the whole spacetime [1], i.e.,

M ≡ lim
r→+∞

m(r) =
b0
2

+ 4π

∫ ∞

b0

ρ(x)x2dx, (2)

where ρ(r) represents the mass-energy density. This def-
inition is also known as the Morris-Thorn mass func-
tion, which can be easily derived by employing Eq. (14)
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in Ref. [8]. The gravity theory enters in the function
ρ(r), since we can generally recast the field equations (in
whatever gravity framework) in a GR-like form. Another
important remark is that Eq. (2) describes the mass in
the whole zones between the WH throat, albeit the inte-
gral extends only over one region. This apparent contra-
diction is resolved by considering the symmetry existing
between the two universes. Beside the mass, the WH
solution (i.e., Φ(r), and b(r)) can also depend on other
n parameters q1, · · · , qn, stemming from the underlying
gravity framework (see e.g, Refs. [45, 47, 48]).

III. TRAVERSABLE WORMHOLE SOLUTIONS

In this section, we analyse the WH solutions (1) in the
vacuum field equations in f(R) (Sec. III A), f(T ) (Sec.
III B), and f(Q) (Sec. III C) theories of gravity.

In each one of the above-mentioned gravity frame-
works, we impose the validity of the NEC near the WH
throat. Without loss of generality, we can study the prob-
lem in the equatorial plane and we can set θ = π/2 in
Eq. (1). We use the symbol ∇α to denote the covariant
derivative, which acts on a generic (1, 1) tensor Aµ

ν as

∇αA
µ
ν = ∂αA

µ
ν − Γλ

ναA
µ
λ + Γµ

λαA
λ
ν , (3)

where Γµ
αβ is the affine connection in the considered the-

ory. The field equations descend from the action

S :=

∫

f(X)
√−g d4x, (4)

where f is a smooth function of X = R, or T , or Q, and
g is the determinant of the metric (1). In the particular
case where f(X) = x0 X + Λ with x0 and Λ being con-
stants, the three theories are all dynamically equivalent to
GR, giving rise to the so-called geometric trinity of grav-
ity [49–51]. By minimizing the action with respect to the
metric tensor for f(R) and f(Q), and the tetrad field for
f(T ), we obtain the related field equations, which can be
all recast in the GR-like form as follows [37, 52, 53]

Gµν =
1

ḟ(X)
T (curv)
µν . (5)

Here, Gµν is the Riemannian Einstein tensor, ḟ(X) :=
∂Xf(X) and, more in general, over-dots represent the
derivatives of the function f(X) with respect to X ,

and T
(curv)
µν is the (gravitational) curvature fluid energy-

momentum tensor, which assumes different forms in the
three above-cited gravity frameworks. It is worth notic-
ing that 1/ḟ(X) plays the role of an effective gravita-
tional coupling. Imposing that the graviton is not a
ghost, it is physically consistent with the assumption
ḟ(X) > 0 (see Ref. [54], and references therein).

Therefore, the WH traversability is related to the form

of T
(curv)
µν . Pursuing the approach devised by Morris &

Thorne, we consider the following tetrad field [8]

eAα = diag(
√−gtt,

√
grr,

√
gθθ,

√
gϕϕ), (6)

where capital Latin indices refers to the tangent
Minkowski spacetime, whereas Greek ones are the indices
on the manifold. This allows to define the (proper) total
mass-energy density −ρ(r), and the (proper) radial and
tangential pressures pr(r) and pt(r), respectively. Their
expressions are given by the following transformations

−ρ(r) := T
(curv)

t̂t̂
≡ eAte

B
tT

(curv)
AB =

1

gtt
T

(curv)
tt , (7a)

pr(r) := T
(curv)
r̂r̂ ≡ eAre

B
rT

(curv)
AB =

1

grr
T (curv)
rr , (7b)

pt(r) := T
(curv)
ϕ̂ϕ̂ ≡ eAϕe

B
ϕT

(curv)
AB =

1

gϕϕ

T (curv)
ϕϕ . (7c)

Therefore, we must impose in each gravity environment
the validity of the NEC, namely [20]

(ρ+ pr) ≥ 0, (8a)

(ρ+ pt) ≥ 0. (8b)

A. f(R) metric gravity

We first briefly describe the gravity framework (Sec.
III A 1), and then analyse the NEC conditions (8) pro-
viding thus constraints on both the theory itself and the
metric components (Sec. III A 2).

1. Geometric structure and field equations

The (metric) f(R) gravity is constructed upon the
symmetric metric tensor gµν (1), from which it is then
possible to determine the other geometric quantities.

Based on the metric compatibility condition ∇αgµν =
0, we can define the Levi-Civita connection

Γα
µν :=

1

2
gαρ
(

∂µgρν + ∂νgµρ − ∂ρgµν

)

, (9)

which then allows to introduce the Riemann tensor

Rα
βµν := ∂µΓ

α
βν − ∂νΓ

α
βµ +Γα

λµΓ
λ
βν − Γα

λνΓ
λ
βµ, (10)

as well as the Ricci tensor and scalar curvature

Rαβ := Rµ
αµβ , (11a)

R := gαβRαβ . (11b)

T
(curv)
µν in the field equations (5) reads as [37, 55]

T (curv)
µν :=

1

2
gµν

[

f(R)−Rḟ(R)

]

+∇µ∇ν ḟ(R)

− gµν2ḟ(R), (12)

where 2 := gµν∇µ∇ν is the curved d’Alembert operator.
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2. Conditions for traversable wormholes in f(R) gravity

Starting from the assumptions ḟ(R) > 0 and R(r) > 0,
we work out Eq. (8a), which entails

−∇t∇tḟ(R)

gtt
+

∇r∇r ḟ(R)

grr
≥ 0. (13)

Exploiting the following identity

∇µ∇ν ḟ(R) = ∂µ∂ν ḟ(R)− ∂r ḟ(R)Γr
µν , (14)

where ∂αḟ(R)Γα
µν = ∂rḟ(R)Γr

µν since the metric com-
ponents depend only on the radial coordinate r. There-
fore, Eq. (13) becomes

[ḟ(R)]′
Γr

tt

gtt
+ [ḟ(R)]′′

1

grr
− [ḟ(R)]′

Γr
rr

grr

=R′(r)

{

f̈(R)

[

Γr
tt

gtt
+

R′′(r)

grrR′(r)
− Γr

rr

grr

]

+

...
f(R)R′(r)

grr

}

≥ 0 , (15)

where the prime is the derivative with respect to the ra-
dial coordinate. The affine connections appearing in Eq.
(15) have the following explicit expressions (cf. Eq. (9))

Γr
tt = e2Φ(r)Φ′(r)

(

1− b(r)

r

)

, (16a)

Γr
rr = −b(r)− b′(r)r

2r2

(

1− b(r)

r

)−1

. (16b)

Therefore, Eq. (15) can be written as

R′(r)

{

f̈(R)

[(

1− b(r)

r

)(

−Φ′(r) +
R′′(r)

R′(r)

)

+
b(r) − b′(r)r

2r2

]

+
...
f(R)R′(r)

(

1− b(r)

r

)}

≥ 0. (17)

Evaluating this expression at the WH throat, we obtain

[R′(r)f̈(R)]r=b0

[

b(r0)− b′(r0)r0
2r20

]

≥ 0. (18)

The term in the square bracket can be neglected using
the flaring out condition (see Sec. II), which leads to

[R′(r)f̈(R)]r=b0 ≥ 0 ⇒ R′(r)f̈(R) ≥ 0, (19)

where the extension to general r can be done because we
suppose that R(r) > 0 and therefore the sign of f̈(R) is
the same at b0 and in a generic r, therefore the product
R′(r)f̈(R) keeps always the same sign.

Using the above result, we have that Eq. (17) gives a
further constraint, i.e.,

...
f(R) ≥ − f̈(R)

R′(r)

[

b(r) − b′(r)r

2r(r − b(r))
+ Φ′(r) − R′′(r)

R′(r)

]

. (20)

Let us now focus on the other NEC (8b). Along the
line followed above, using

Γr
ϕϕ = −(r − b(r)), (21)

it leads to

R′(r)f̈(R)

(

1− b(r)

r

)(

1

r
− Φ′(r)

)

≥ 0. (22)

As it can be promptly checked, if Eq. (22) is evaluated at
the WH throat, it does not give significant information.
However, using Eq. (19), we obtain

Φ′(r) ≤ 1

r
. (23)

Now, we take into account the initial constraint R(r) > 0.
The scalar curvature (11b), related to the metric (1), is

R(r) =
1

r2

{

b′(r)

(

rΦ′(r) + 2

)

−
(

4r − 3b(r)

)

Φ′(r)

− 2r

(

r − b(r)

)(

Φ′′(r) + Φ′(r)2
)}

. (24)

Employing R(r) > 0 and the conditions assumed on the
shape function (see Sec. III), we obtain

1

rΦ′(r) + 2

[

2r

(

r − b(r)

)(

Φ′′(r) + Φ′(r)2
)

+

(

4r − 3b(r)

)

Φ′(r)

]

< b′(r) <
b(r)

r
≤ 1. (25)

Evaluating the above expression at the WH throat and
using again the flaring out condition (see Sec. III), we
derive the following constraint on b′(b0)

b0Φ
′(b0)

2 + b0Φ′(b0)
< b′(b0) < 1. (26)

Furthermore, considering the terms on the most left hand
side of the inequality in Eq. (25) and imposing that they
are minor than b(r)/r, it is possible to extract another
inequality, which constraints Φ′(r), namely

Φ1(r) < Φ′(r) < Φ2(r) ≤
1

r
, (27)

where

Φ1(r) = −r(r − b(r)) +
√

∆(r)

r2(r − b(r))
, (28a)

Φ2(r) = −r(r − b(r))−
√

∆(r)

r2(r − b(r))
, (28b)

∆(r) = r3(r − b(r))

[

− r(r − b(r))Φ′′(r) + 1

]

. (28c)

Imposing that ∆(r) > 0, we have this other inequality

Φ′′(r) <
1

r(r − b(r))
. (29)



5

The condition Φ2(r) ≤ 1/r gives

b(r) ≤ r

[

r2Φ′′(r) + 3

r2Φ′′(r) + 4

]

≤ r. (30)

To resume, we have obtained the following constraints
(19), (20), (25), (27), (29), and (30), which entail restric-
tions on theories of gravity and metric components apt
to describe WH solutions subject only to pure gravity.

We highlight an important aspect of the WH solutions
in f(R) gravity based on Refs. [56, 57], where the au-
thors provides a no-go theorem. It claims that the nonex-
istence for static and spherically symmetric WHs in the
absence of any exotic matter violating the NEC within
the scalar-tensor theories, hence also in the f(R) gravity.
Given these premises, it follows that a throat is possible
without invoking exotic matter, but a WH as a global
configuration seems to be not possible under reasonable
and generic conditions. However, we stress that the in-
equalities we have determined are only necessary, but not
sufficient to declare the existence of WHs.

B. f(T ) teleparallel gravity

This section describes the f(T ) gravity theory (Sec.
III B 1), and then analyse the NEC Eqs. (8) to determine
the constraints for traversable WHs (Sec. III B 2).

1. Geometrical structure and field equations

In the extended teleparallel theory of gravity, the fun-
damental geometric objects are represented by the tetrad
field hA

µ and the spin connection ωA
Bµ [58, 59]. Tetrads

solder the metric gµν with the Minkowoski metric ηAB

through the following equations

ηAB = hµ
Ah

ν
Bgµν , gµν = hA

µh
B
ν ηAB. (31)

Tetrads respect also the orthonormality conditions

hA
µh

µ
B = δAB, hA

µh
ν
A = δνµ. (32)

The affine connection is curvature-less and metric com-
patible, whose explicit expression is given by [58, 59]

Γα
µν := h α

A

(

∂µh
A
ν + ωA

Bµh
B
ν

)

. (33)

In this extended framework, we have to stress that it is
not possible to exploit the Weitzenböck connection and
a generic tetrad hA

µ, without obtaining meaningless re-

sults. In fact, chosen a tetrad hA
µ, we must associate

to it the related spin connection ωA
Bµ, entrusted to de-

scribe the inertial effects inside the tetrad (see Ref. [59],
and discussions therein). In other words, we must always
consider the right couple

{

hA
µ, ω

A
Bµ

}

.

The torsion tensor coincides with the antisymmetric
part of the affine connection (33), namely [58, 59]2

Tα
µν := Γα

[νµ]

= −hα
A

(

∂µh
A
ν − ∂νh

A
µ + ωA

Bµh
B
ν − ωA

Bνh
B
µ

)

. (34)

We then introduce the contortion tensor [58, 59]

Kα
µν :=

1

2

(

Tµ
α
ν + Tν

α
µ − Tα

µν

)

, (35)

as well as the superpotential

S µν
A := Kµν

A + h µ
A T βν

β − h ν
A T βµ

β . (36)

We are now able to define the torsion scalar [58, 59]

T :=
1

2
Tα

µνS
µν

α . (37)

We have all the ingredients to finally write the field equa-

tions (5), where T
(curv)
µν is given by [52, 59]

T (curv)
µν = −1

2
gµν

[

f(T )− ḟ(T )T

]

− f̈(T )Sνµ
ρ∇ρT. (38)

The spin connection satisfies the field equations [59]

f̈(T )S[AB]
ν∂νT = 0, (39)

which can be equivalently obtained by varying the action
(4) with respect to the spin connection.

2. Conditions for traversable wormholes in f(T ) gravity

We first set the tetrad (6), i.e., hA
α = eAα, whose re-

lated spin connection is given by [59]

ωt̂
Aµ =







0 0 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 1 − sin θ
0 0 sin θ 0






, (40a)

ωr̂
Aµ =







0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 − cos θ
0 0 cos θ 0






, (40b)

ωθ̂
Aµ =







0 0 0 sin θ
0 0 0 cos θ
0 0 0 0

− sin θ − cos θ 0 0






, (40c)

ωϕ̂
Aµ =









0 0 0 sin2 θ

0 0 0 sin(2θ)
2

0 0 0 0

− sin2 θ − sin(2θ)
2 0 0









, (40d)

2 We use the notation A[µν] = Aµν−Aνµ and A(µν) = Aµν+Aνµ.
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where the overhat index means that it is evaluated in the
tetrad frame (corresponding to capital Latin indices).

Assuming ḟ(T ) > 0 and T (r) > 0, we then calculate
the NEC (8a), which is given by

f̈(T )Stt
ρ∇ρT

gtt
− f̈(T )Srr

ρ∇ρT

grr

=
f̈(T )S r

tt T ′(r)

gtt
≥ 0, (41)

Exploiting the following expression

S r
tt = −2

r

(

1− b(r)

r

)

e2Φ(r), (42)

we obtain

f̈(T )T ′(r)
2

r

(

1− b(r)

r

)

≥ 0. (43)

Evaluating this inequality at the WH throat, it gives no
significant information. Instead, in general we have

f̈(T )T ′(r) ≥ 0, (44)

which is valid for all r in the WH solution’s domain.
Moving on the NEC (8b) and using

Sϕϕ
r = r2

(

1− b(r)

r

)(

1

r
+Φ′(r)

)

, (45)

we obtain

f̈(T )T ′(r)

(

1− b(r)

r

)(

1

r
− Φ′(r)

)

≥ 0. (46)

This inequality implies (cf. Eq. (44))

Φ′(r) ≤ 1

r
. (47)

The expression of T (r) is

T (r) = −4(r − b(r)) (1 + 2rΦ′(r))

r3
(48)

From T (r) > 0, we deduce (cf. Eq. (44))

Φ′(r) < − 1

2r
<

1

r
. (49)

Therefore, we have found the constraints (44) and (49)
for having a WH solution in pure f(T ) gravity.

C. f(Q) symmetric teleparallel gravity

We first recall the basic definitions of the f(Q) gravity
theory (see Sec. III C 1), and then calculate the NEC
Eqs. (8), where we then derive the related constraints by
making us of pure gravity only (see Sec. III C 2).

1. Geometrical structure and field equations

In the extended symmetric teleparallel theories of grav-
ity, the fundamental geometrical objects are represented
by the metric tensor gµν and the affine connection Γα

µν .
They are deputed to describe two independent concepts.
The former is ascribed to rule the casual structure,
whereas the latter defines the geodesic scaffold. In this
framework, they are not required to coincide as in GR.
This theory is characterised by vanishing curvature and
torsion. The gravitational effects are expressed in terms
of the following non-metricity tensor

Qαµν := ∇αgµν = ∂αgµν − Γλ
α(µgν)λ. (50)

Then, we can introduce the non-metricity scalar

Q := −1

4
QαµνQ

αµν +
1

2
QαµνQ

ανµ +
1

4
QαQ

α

− 1

2
QαQ̄

α, (51)

where

Qα = Q ν
αν , Q̄α = Qν

να. (52)

Defined the non-metricity conjugate

Pα
µν := −1

4
Qα

µν +
1

4
Q(µ

α
ν) +

1

4
gµνQ

α (53)

− 1

4

[

gµνQ̄
α +

1

2
δα(µQν)

]

, (54)

we have the field Eqs. (5), where T
(curv)
µν is [53]

T (curv)
µν =

1

2
gµν

[

f(Q)− ḟ(Q)Q

]

− 2f̈(Q)Pα
µν∂αQ. (55)

Varying the action (4) with respect to the affine connec-
tion, we obtain the related field equations

∇µ∇ν

(√
−gḟ(Q)Pµν

α

)

= 0. (56)

2. Conditions for traversable wormholes in f(Q) gravity

We assume ḟ(Q) > 0 and Q(r) > 0, and then we
analyse the NEC (8a), where we have

2f̈(Q)Pα
tt∂αQ

gtt
− 2f̈(Q)Pα

rr∂αQ

grr

= 2f̈(Q)Q′(r)

[

P r
tt

gtt
− P r

rr

grr

]

= −2f̈(Q)Q′(r)

[

P r
tt

e2Φ(r)
+ P r

rr

(

1− b(r)

r

)]

≥ 0. (57)

For a static and spherically symmetric solution, we know
that the affine connection can be written in the most
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general form as (see solution set 2 in Ref. [53], for details)

Γt
µν =









A(r) B(r) 0 0
B(r) Γt

rr(r) 0 0
0 0 Γt

θθ(r) 0
0 0 0 Γt

θθ(r) sin
2 θ









, (58a)

Γr
µν =









C(r) D(r) 0 0
D(r) Γr

rr(r) 0 0
0 0 Γr

θθ(r) 0
0 0 0 Γr

θθ(r) sin
2 θ









, (58b)

Γθ
µν =







0 0 c 0
0 0 E(r) 0
c E(r) 0 0
0 0 0 − cos θ sin θ






, (58c)

Γϕ
µν =







0 0 0 c
0 0 0 E(r)
0 0 0 cot θ
c E(r) cot θ 0






, (58d)

where

A(r) = −c+ k − c(2c− k)Γt
θθ(r), (59a)

B(r) = (2c− k)Γt
θθ(r)[1 + cΓt

θθ(r)]

Γr
θθ(r)

, (59b)

C(r) = −c(2c− k)Γr
θθ(r), (59c)

D(r) = c+ c(2c− k)Γt
θθ(r), (59d)

E(r) = −1 + cΓt
θθ(r)

Γr
θθ(r)

, (59e)

c, k are real constant, and everything depends on the
functions Γt

rr(r),Γ
t
θθ(r),Γ

r
rr(r),Γ

r
θθ(r) with Γr

θθ(r) 6=
0. In addition, we have further constraints [53]

Γt
θθ

′(r) = −Γt
θθ(r)

Γr
θθ(r)

[

1 + Γt
θθ(r)(3c− k

+ (2c− k)Γt
θθ(r))

]

− Γt
rr(r)Γ

r
θθ(r), (60a)

Γr
θθ

′(r) = −1− cΓt
θθ(r)

[

2 + (2c− k)Γt
θθ(r)

]

− Γt
rr(r)Γ

r
θθ(r), (60b)

where Γt
rr

′(r) and Γr
rr

′(r) cannot be expressed in terms
of the other components. There are additional restric-
tions depending on the fact that the field equations must
be diagonal and its tr component must vanish. This leads
to distinguish two cases (see Table 3 in Ref. [53])

if c 6= 0 and k 6= 2c
{

Γt
θθ(r) = k

2c(2c−k) ,

Γt
rr(r) = − k(8c2+2ck−k2)

8c2(2c−k)2(Γr

θθ
(r))2 ;

(61a)

if c = 0 and k = 0
{

Γt
rr(r) = − Γt

θθ
(r)

(Γr

θθ
(r))2 . (61b)

Depending on the chosen expression of the affine con-
nection, the ensuing calculations can be carried out and
entail different outcomes. Therefore, we can distinguish
two independent scenarios.

• Case (61a). The terms enclosed in the square
brackets of Eq. (57) reads as

P r
rr

(

1− b(r)

r

)

+
P r

tt

e2Φ(r)

=
b(r)− r

8r2

[

r(4c− k)
(

8c2 − 6ck + k
)

c(k − 2c)2Γr
θθ(r)

+ 8

]

+ (c− 1)cΓr
θθ(r)e

−2Φ(r). (62)

Therefore, Eq. (57) becomes

− 2f̈(Q)Q′(r)

[

b(r) − r

8r2

(

r(4c− k)
(

8c2 − 6ck + k
)

c(k − 2c)2Γr
θθ(r)

+ 8

)

+ (c− 1)cΓr
θθ(r)e

−2Φ(r)

]

≥ 0. (63)

Depending on the sign of the terms in the square
brackets of Eq. (63), we can also infer the sign of

f̈(Q)Q′(r). Nevertheless, even if we evaluate Eq.
(63) at the WH throat, we still do not gather help-
ful information. Analysing the terms in the square
brackets with respect to Γr

θθ(r), we have a second
order algebraic equation admitting two real roots

S+ =
eΦ(r)

[

2(r − b(r))(2c− k)eΦ(r) +
√
2
√
∆
]

4(c− 1)cr2(2c− k)
, (64a)

S− =
eΦ(r)

[

2(r − b(r))(2c− k)eΦ(r) −
√
2
√
∆
]

4(c− 1)cr2(2c− k)
, (64b)

∆ = (r − b(r))
[

2(r − b(r))(k − 2c)2e2Φ(r)

+(c− 1)r3(4c− k)
(

8c2 − 6ck + k
)]

. (64c)

Emulating the previous gravity frameworks, we
may assume f̈(Q)Q′(r) ≥ 0, from which we obtain

S− ≤ Γr
θθ(r) ≤ S+. (65)

Now, imposing that ∆ ≥ 0, we get

b(r) = r, or b(r) ≤ b̄(r) ≤ r, (66)

where

b̄(r) =
r3(c− 1)(4c− k)

(

8c2 − 6ck + k
)

2e2Φ(r)(k − 2c)2
+ r. (67)

The condition b̄(r) ≤ r implies

(c− 1)(4c− k)
(

8c2 − 6ck + k
)

≤ 0. (68)
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Analysing also the NEC (8b), where we use

P r
tt

gtt
+

P r
ϕϕ

gϕϕ

=
r[r − b(r)]Φ′(r) + b(r) − Γr

θθ(r) − r

2r2

+ (c− 1)cΓr
θθ(r)e

−2Φ(r), (69)

we finally obtain

−2f̈(Q)Q′(r)

[

r(r − b(r))Φ′(r) + b(r) − Γr
θθ(r) − r

2r2

+ (c− 1)cΓr
θθ(r)e

−2Φ(r)

]

≥ 0. (70)

This allows to get

Φ′(r) ≤
r − b(r) + Γr

θθ(r)
[

1− 2(c−1)cr2

e2Φ(r)

]

r(r − b(r))
. (71)

• Case (61b). The terms enclosed in the square
brackets of Eq. (57) now reads as

P r
tt

e2Φ(r)
+ P r

rr

(

1− b(r)

r

)

=− (r − b(r))









2Γr
θθ(r) + r

(

Γt
θθ(r) + 2

)

2r2Γr
θθ(r)









. (72)

Therefore, Eq. (57) becomes

f̈(Q)Q′(r)

(

r − b(r)

)

×









2Γr
θθ(r) + r

(

Γt
θθ(r) + 2

)

2r2Γr
θθ(r)









≥ 0. (73)

Also in this case, the inequality strongly depends
on the sign of the terms inside the square brackets,
and even if we evaluate this expression at the WH
throat, we do not have more information. There-
fore, as done in the previous case, we assume that
f̈(Q)Q′(r) ≥ 0, which implies

2Γr
θθ(r) + r(Γt

θθ(r) + 2)

Γr
θθ(r)

≥ 0. (74)

Analysing also the NEC (8b), where we use

P r
tt

gtt
+

P r
ϕϕ

gϕϕ

=
(r − b(r)) (rΦ′(r) − 1)− Γr

θθ(r)

2r2
, (75)

we finally obtain

−2Q′(r)f̈(Q)

[

(r − b(r)) (rΦ′(r)− 1)− Γr
θθ(r)

2r2

]

≥ 0.

(76)

This entails

Φ′(r) ≤ r − b(r) + Γr
θθ(r)

r(r − b(r))
. (77)

Since in this theory metric and affine structures are sep-
arated, the inequalities become in general more tangled
with respect to the f(R) and f(T ) theories. The as-
sumption Q(r) > 0 is a complicate function of the affine
connections and metric components in both cases (61a)
and (61b). Thus, from this last condition it is not possi-
ble to extract a simple inequality. Therefore, the general
constraints we have derived are: (1) for the case (61a),
we have Eqs. (65), (66), (68), (71), and Q(r) > 0; (2) for
the case (61b), we have Eqs. (74), (77), and Q(r) > 0

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have analysed static and spherically
symmetric WH solutions, parametrized by the redshift
Φ(r) and shape b(r) functions in f(R), f(T ), and f(Q)
theories in the vacuum. In other words, we exploited
only gravity without resorting to any kind of exotic mat-
ter stress-energy tensor. As preliminary requirements we
impose b(r) ≤ r and b′(r) < b(r)/r (i.e., flaring out con-
dition), as well as other regularity conditions for avoid-
ing the appearance of singularities3, see Sec. II. After, we
use the (gravitational) curvature fluid energy-momentum

tensor T
(curv)
αβ as the source to make the WH traversable,

and then we disclose the calculations for the NEC to pro-
vide further constraints on the gravity theory itself and
on the metric components (see Table I).

Therefore, applying the NEC conditions, we have
found useful inequalities in f(R) and f(T ) theories,
which permitted to fix the traversability issue. Never-
theless, in f(Q) theory the situation is more tangled due
to the independence of the metric tensor and the affine
connections. This is the main reason, which leads to dis-
tinguish two cases depending on the choice of the affine
connections. Having further information on the func-
tional form of the affine connections, it is possible to infer
tighter constraints on the WH solutions.

As an application, let us consider the following general
models f1(X) = X1+ε and f2(X) = X+εX logX , where
|ε| ≪ 1. The task is to fix the sign of ε in order to obtain
a WH solution sourced only by gravity. As shown in
Table I, we have f̈(X)x′ ≥ 0 in all the considered gravity
frameworks. Assuming that X ∼ r−α > 0 with α > 0,

3 The Schwarzschild solution satisfies both NEC and flaring out
condition, but it is not a WH, because it posses the physical
singularity in r = 0. This example shows that to have a WH
solution, we must be sure to satisfy all the requirements.
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TABLE I. Summary of the constraints on the WH solutions
determined in different gravity frameworks, where the further
degrees of freedom of the extended gravitational theories can
be the source to build up WH topological structures.

THEORY CONSTRAINTS

R′(r)f̈(R) ≥ 0
...
f(R) ≤ −

f̈(R)
R′(r)

[

b(r)−b′(r)r
2r(r−b(r))

− Φ′(r) +
R′′(r)
R′(r)

]

f(R) Φ1(r) < Φ′(r) < Φ2(r) ≤
1
r
a

Φ′′(r) < 1
r(r−b(r))

b(r) ≤ r
[

r2Φ′′(r)+3
r2Φ′′(r)+4

]

f(T ) f̈(T )T ′(r) ≥ 0

Φ′(r) < − 1
2r

f̈(Q)Q′(r) ≥ 0 (assumption)

S− ≤ Γr
θθ
(r) ≤ S+

b

f(Q) b(r) ≤ b̄(r) ≤ r c

CASE (61a) (c− 1)(4c − k)
(

8c2 − 6ck + k
)

≤ 0

Φ′(r) ≤
r−b(r)+Γr

θθ
(r)

[

1−
2(c−1)cr2

e
2Φ(r)

]

r(r−b(r))

Q(r) > 0

f̈(Q)Q′(r) ≥ 0 (assumption)

f(Q)
2Γr

θθ
(r)+r(Γt

θθ
(r)+2)

Γr

θθ
(r)

≥ 0

CASE (61b) Φ′(r) ≤
r−b(r)+Γr

θθ
(r)

r(r−b(r))

Q(r) > 0

a The functions Φ1(r) and Φ2(r) are given in Eq. (28).
b The expressions of S−,S+ are reported in Eqs. (64a) and (64b).
c The expression of b̄(r) can be found in Eq. (67).

this leads to X ∼ r−α−1 < 0. Therefore, we obtain

f̈1(X)X ′ = ε(1 + ε)Xε−1X ′ ≥ 0 ⇒ ε ≤ 0, (78a)

f̈2(X)X ′ = ε
X ′

X
≥ 0 ⇒ ε ≤ 0. (78b)

This example is very significant, because it demonstrates
that although we have not yet explicitly determined the
WH solution, thanks to the derived inequalities it is pos-
sible to select at least the sign of ǫ. This result is thus
important for determining the underlying gravity theory.

Another fundamental issue relies upon the stability of
the WH solution. This condition does not provide in-
equalities as done for the traversability, because the in-
volved calculations are more cumbersome. A WH solu-
tion sourced only by gravity can be conceived in a differ-
ent manner with respect to that supported by an exotic

matter fluid. Indeed, T
(curv)
µν can be seen as a topologi-

cal and geometric fluid endowed with “a rigid structure”.
For these reasons, we can consider a kind of hydrody-
namic stability, which implies to impose the following
conditions along the radial and tangential directions, re-

spectively. They are given by [8]
(

∂pr(r)

∂ρ(r)

)

r=b0

=

(

p′r(r)

ρ′(r)

)

r=b0

= 0, (79a)

(

∂pt(r)

∂ρ(r)

)

r=b0

=

(

p′t(r)

ρ′(r)

)

r=b0

= 0, (79b)

and employing Eqs. (7), we have
(

p′r(r)

ρ′(r)

)

r=b0

=
T

(curv)
rr (b0)e

2Φ(b0) (b′(b0)− 1)

b0

(

T
(curv)
tt

′(b0)− 2T
(curv)
tt (b0)Φ′(b0)

) = 0, (80a)

(

p′t(r)

ρ′(r)

)

r=b0

=
e2Φ(b0)

(

2T
(curv)
ϕϕ (b0)− rT

(curv)
ϕϕ

′(b0)
)

b30

(

T
(curv)
tt

′(b0)− 2T
(curv)
tt (b0)Φ′(b0)

) = 0. (80b)

It could be also possible to calculate an average hydrody-
namic stability by defining the following average pressure
p(r) = 1

3 [pr(r) + 2pt(r)]. In this way, we obtain
(

∂p(r)

∂ρ(r)

)

r=b0

=

(

p′(r)

ρ′(r)

)

r=b0

=
e2Φ(b0)

3b30

[

b20T
(curv)
rr (b0) (b

′(b0)− 1)− 2b0T
(curv)
ϕϕ

′(b0)

T
(curv)
tt

′(b0)− 2Ttt(b0)Φ′(b0)

+
4T

(curv)
ϕϕ (b0)

T
(curv)
tt

′(b0)− 2Ttt(b0)Φ′(b0)

]

= 0. (81)

The computations of such terms gives not simple equa-
tions, but must be disclosed once one posses an ex-
plicit WH solution framed in a precise gravity frame-
work. However, to be more precise, the stability require-
ment demands to check the behavior of the solution under
time-dependent perturbations. This is of course a more
complex problem, which must be verified once we deter-
mine a solution. Nevertheless, the strategy based on first
checking the hydrodynamic stability could give already a
hint for fulfilling the more general claim.

As final remark, we can say that our approach con-
stitutes general indications, represented by Table I, for
constructing WH solutions supported only by gravity in
f(R), f(T ), and f(Q) theories. This strategy has never
been investigated in the literature, to the best of our
knowledge. The above calculations and results allow not
only to inquire the existence of viable WH solutions, but
also to figure out possible links among different gravity
theories. In a forthcoming paper, possible astrophysical
applications will be discussed.
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