arXiv:2202.04188v2 [gr-qc] 2 Apr 2022

On the traversability of wormhole solutions in asymptotically safe gravity

M. Nilton,^1 J. Furtado,^2 and G. Alencar^1 1Universidade Federal do Ceará, Fortaleza, Ceará, Brazil^∗ 2Universidade Federal do Cariri(UFCA), Av. Tenente Raimundo Rocha, Cidade Universitária, Juazeiro do Norte, Ceará, CEP 63048-080, Brasil^† (Dated: November 12, 2022)

In this paper we study the traversability of a wormhole in the context of Asymptotically Safe Gravity (ASG) for two different cases, namely, the spherical case and the pseudospherical case. We carried out an analysis in the throat of the wormhole with an specific choice of the cutoff function f = ξR. Recently, this study has been performed in Ref [52], however the authors consider only a classical source with constant state parameter ω. Here we have generalized their study in two ways: a) with a classical state parameter which is dependent of the position ω(r) and b) with an ASG improvement of the source. We have showed that it is possible to have traversability with exotic and non-exotic matter, but the kind of matter is highly dependent on the wormhole’s parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

The idea of wormhole, i.e., a bridge connecting two asymptotically flat regions of the same universe or two different universes was first hypothesized in [1] and it was known as Einstein-Rosen bridge. However, wormholes traversability was only studied more than fifty years later by Morris and Thorne [2]. An important feature of wormholes in Einstein’s theory of gravity is that it’s traversability requires that, in the case of an anisotropic fluid as source, we must have a radial pressure p_r such that the dimensionless exoticity function ξ_e = −(p_r + ρ)/ρ it must be positive, with ρ being the energy density of the fluid [2]. This type of matter was called exotic and it is shown that leads a violation of the energy conditions [3]. This exotic matter content can be seen in a large number of wormholes being possible to have wormholes with phantom as energy source [4, 5] or even Casimir energy [6–10]. Therefore the search for traversable wormholes in modified theories of gravity [11–17] without the requirement of exotic matter became an intense topic of research in the literature.

Among the modified theories of gravity, the Asymptotically Safe Gravity (ASG) has attracted a lot of attention recently due to fact that it presents a particularly interesting method for treating quantum effects [18]. Furthermore, the ASG formalism proved to be a strong candidate for a quantum theory of gravity for having cured the problem of the curvature singularity of black-holes [19–23, 53]. It is also related to other methods for describing quantum gravity, such as the destructive interference of singular spacetimes in the Lorentzian path integral approach to quantum gravity and the Finite Action Principle [25–28], where the ASG method motivates the presence of terms of curvature of higher-order in the action. In particular, we will apply the ASG method in the context of wormholes in order to verify if there is a possibility that they are traversable with non-exotic matter, contrary to what is predicted by classical theory.

The main idea in the ASG approach is to consider the quan-

∗Electronic address: matheus.nilton@fisica.ufc.br †Electronic address: job.furtado@ufca.edu.br

tum effects in gravity as asymptotically safe quantum field theory, which is UV complete. For this, we have to solve the exact renormalization group equation (ERGE) in order to determine the gravitational flow Γ_k. However, obtain exact solutions of the ERGE is a difficult task, and so, we have to appeal to the truncation method, that is, project the flow in a sub-space theory that accounts all the necessary physics, and then we extract the β-functions of the theory. The β-functions are a set of differential equations for all the running coupling constants that are essentials to describe the interactions in the theory. Once we have the β-functions, we must search for the fixed points. The theory is said asymptotically safe and free of UV divergences if exists a non-Gaussian fixed point such that the running coupling constants tend to it in the UV limit. There are several works verifying the existence of such a fixed point for the gravity renormalization group flow in various scenarios [29–46]. The minimal truncation is the Einstein- Hilbert truncation, which consists in associate the flow Γ_k with the classical action for the gravitational field, with the gravitational coupling constants, i.e, the Newton’s constant and the cosmological constant, becoming a function of the renormalization group scaling parameter k. Disregarding the cosmological influence this leads to the following form of the running coupling constant

G(k) =

G_0 1 + ωG_0k^2

, (1)

where ω =^4_π (1 − π^2/144) and G_0 is the measured value of the Newton’s constant [19, 29]. Therefore, the effects of gravity quantization in the ASG scenario can be effectively treated by turning the classical coupling constant into a running one, which emerges from the solution for the β-function [29, 47– 50].

As was argued in [57], for gravitational systems the parameter k must be identified as a function of 20 curvature invariants, denoted by χ, corresponding to the 20 independent components of the Riemann tensor, which describes the tidal forces. This identification makes the geodesic deviation determine the scale of distances in space-time in an absolute way, so that small distances are defined as those in which the geodesic deviation is negligible. This considerations leads to an antiscreening running coupling constant [57]

G(χ) =

G_0 1 + f (χ)

, (2)

where χ parameter is a function of the curvature invariants (such as R, R_{αβ}R^{αβ}, R_{αβκλ}R^{αβκλ},...) and f (χ) = ξ/χ is called anti-screening function, where ξ is a dimensionless constant which measures the corrections due the ASG, in way that in the limit ξ → 0 we recover the results predicted by General Relativity.

With this, we can make the improvement by putting the running constant (2) directly in the classical solutions or in the field equations, for example. However, as is argued in [57], the more physical way is to introduce it directly into the action. Therefore, as a consequence of the quantum corrections emergent from ASG, the Einstein-Hilbert action is modified by the simply replacement of the Newton’s constant by the improved coupling constant (2), providing the following form for the effective action in ASG context S = 1 16π � d^4 x √ −g G(χ)

R + S_M , (3)

where S_M is the action of the matter fields. With the action improvement the general covariance of the theory is saved and, in addition, the dynamics of the quantum corrections encoded in (2) will appear naturally in the field equations. It consequently leads to quantum improved field equations of the form

G_{μν} = 8πG(χ)T_{μν} + G(χ)X_{μν}, (4)

where T_{μν} is the improved energy momentum tensor and X_{μν} is a covariant tensor related to the derivation of G(χ) with respect to the metric [52], which is given by

X_{μν} = � ∇_μ∇_ν − g_{μν}□ � G(χ)^{−1} − 1 2 � RK(χ) δχ δg^{μν}

+ ∂_k � RK(χ) ∂χ ∂(∂_kg^{μν}) �

+∂_k∂_λ � RK(χ) ∂χ ∂(∂_λ∂_kg^{μν}) � , (5)

with K(χ) =^2_{G(χ)2}^{∂G(χ)}_{∂χ} .

The tensor X_{μν} describes the dynamics coming from the the RG improved coupling G(χ) and can be interpreted as an effective energy-momentum tensor T^{e f f}_{μν} , related to the 4- momentum of the field G(χ). The above equation can be written as 1 G(χ) � G_{μν} − T^{e f f}_{μν} � = 8πT_{μν} (6)

We should bear in mind that T_{μν} is not classic. In order to properly consider the effects of ASG, we will also consider corrections to the matter sector[53–56]. It is therefore carrying a parameter ξ which comes from the improvement of the classical matter. Here we are not interested in an specific improvement of the matter sector and will consider a general case. As we will see below, this we enlarge the parameters of our system to four.

For non-vacuum solutions it is common to adopt a simple choice for χ, such as χ = R^{−1} or χ = (R_{αβ}R^{αβ})^{1/2} [57–61]. The simple choice χ = R^{−1} is particularly important since we want to compare with the results obtained by Ref. [52]. For example, we will find other possibilities of non-exotic matter, not found in Ref. [52], when χ = R^{−1}. Of course, if we consider other possibilities of χ new results should be achieved. However we let this for future studies. We also point that this model can also be compared to other modified gravity theories, such as f (R) [62].

In the context of ASG, several studies were carried out in the attempt of investigating the effects of quantum improvement in compact objects, such as black-holes [63–65] and in the traversability of wormholes. In [52], the authors have shown that improved pseudospherical wormholes could be traversible with nonexotic matter, while spherical ones could not. In [66], the authors investigated the Ellis-Bronnikov wormhole solution in the ASG context and it was showed that, for a perfect fluid, it is not possible to get a traversible Ellis- Bronnikov wormhole without exotic matter, and in order to be traversible the wormhole requires very exotic phantom-like matter in some regions of the modified spacetime and even at the throat. And more recently, it was showed in [67] that Schwarzschild-like wormholes exhibit the possibility of having nonexotic matter as source for certain values of the radial coordinate.

In this paper we study the traversability of a wormhole in the context of asymptotically safe gravity for two different cases, namely, the spherical case and the pseudospherical case. We carried out an analysis in the throat of the wormhole with an specific choice of the cutoff function f = ξR. We have also considered a position dependent equation of state in a zero tidal model aiming to investigate if it is possible to have a traversable wormhole with non-exotic matter in the context of ASG.

This paper is organized as follows: In the next section we discuss the traversability of a pseudospherical wormhole in the context of ASG for a non-linear equation of state in the throat of the wormhole. In section III we perform the same analysis for a spherical wormhole and in section IV we present our conclusions.

II. THE PSEUDOSPHERICAL CASE

We begin this discussion with the Pseudospherical wormholes, a class of hyperbolic wormholes whose metric is given by the ansatz

ds^2 = e^{2Φ(r)}dt^2 − dr^2 1 − b(r)/r

− r^2dΩ_{2(p)}, (7)

where e^{2Φ} is the redshift function, b(r) the shape function and dΩ_{2(p)} = dθ^2 + sinh^2 θdϕ^2 is the line element of a 2- pseudosphere, being important in the context of the spacetimes with the negative curvature, being a kind of “anti-

Morris-Thorne metric” analogous to de Sitter and anti-de Sitter spacetimes. In particular, as it shown in [68], this class of wormholes in the context of general relativity leads a negative energy density and a positive radial pressure at the throat, contrary to what happens in the Morris-Thorne usual case.

Considering an anisotropic fluid T^μ_ν = Diag[ρ, −p_r, −p_l, −p_l] as source to the wormhole spacetime, the improved field equations for the metric (7) provides the following modified field equations [52]

8πG_0ρ = � 1 + f

� b^′ − 2 r^2 − � 1 − b r � � f^{′′} + 2 r f^′ �

+ b^′ r − b 2r^2 f^′ (8)

8πG_0 p_r = − � 1 + f � � b r^3 − 2 r^2 − 2Φ^′ r � 1 − b r �

+ � 1 − b r � � Φ^′ + 2 r � f^′ (9)

8πG_0 p_l = − � 1 + f � � b^′r − b

2r^2 � Φ^′ + 1 r �

− � 1 − b r � � Φ^{′′} + Φ^{′2} +

Φ^′ r �

+ � 1 − b r � � Φ^′ + 1 r � − b^′ r − b 2r^2 � f^′ + � 1 − b r � f^{′′} ,(10)

where ρ is the energy density, p_r and p_l are the radial and lateral pressures, respectively, and the prime stands for the derivative with respect to r.

We will consider, initially, the simplest choice for the antiscreening f function in terms of the Ricci scalar, thus we define f = ξR. Furthermore, we will consider that the anisotropic matter threading the wormhole obeys a state equation of the form p_r(r, ξ) = ω(r, ξ)ρ(r, ξ), where ρ and p_r are respectively given by the Eqs. (8) and (9) and ω(r, ξ) is the position-dependent state parameter that determines whether the matter is exotic or not as a position-function. Note that the parameter ξ is a scaling constant, so that the usual General Relativity is recovered when ξ → 0. Using the equations (8) and (9) the equation of state we have

ωb^′r + b − 2(ω + 1)r − 2Φ^′r^2 � 1 − b r � = r^3 1 + f � 1 − b r � (ω f^{′′} + 2 r (1 + ω) f^′ + Φ^′ f^′) − ω b^′ r − b 2r^2 f^′ � .

Furthermore, we consider a wormhole without tidal-forces putting Φ(r) = 0. The zero-tidal force consideration is interesting since a stationary observer travelling through the wormhole should not see a tidal force greater than Earth’s gravity [2]. Also, the constant travel speed consideration through the wormhole leads naturally to the zero tidal force conditions. Besides, we define the dimensionless radial coordinate u ≡ r/r_t, where r_t is the throat radius, so that under these conditions the equation (11) becomes

ω˙b̃u + b̃ − 2(ω + 1)u = u^3 1 + f � 1 − b̃ u � � ω f̈ + 2 u (1 + ω) ḟ �

−ω ˙b̃u − b̃ 2u^2 ḟ � � � , (11)

where b̃ ≡ b/r_t and the dot represents the derivative with respect to u.

Our objective is to analyze the influence of ASG to the energy conditions and to the state parameter, given by ω = p_r(r, ξ)/ρ(r, ξ). As said before, ρ(r, ξ) and p(r, ξ) depends on ξ due to the improvement of ASG. In the classical limit ξ → 0, f = 0 and Eq. (11) recover the general relativity case. In this sense, the classical solution is obtained only in the limit ξ → 0 and we get b_{(0)} and p_{(0)} = ω_{(0)}ρ_{(0)} where ρ_{(0)} = ρ(r, 0) and so on. In order to get the influence of ASG we departure from this zeroth order solution and solve the above equation interactively as proposed in Ref.[52]. We consider an expansion of the form b̃(u) ≈ b̃_{(0)}(u) + b̃_{(1)}(u), where the term of zeroth order is the solution of the equation (11) when we have no ASG contribution (ξ = 0). Also, in order to consider the most general case, i.e., an arbitrary state parameter ω(u, ξ), we must perform a similar expansion for the state parameter as ω(u) = ω_{(0)}(u) + ω_{(1)}(u, ξ), where the zeroth order is the contribution independent of ASG.

Such expansion for the state parameter is reasonable since from Einstein’s equations (8) and (9) we can see that the energy density and radial pressure can also be separated in an ASG independent part and dependent one and write

ρ = ρ_{(0)}(u) + ρ_{(1)}(u, ξ) (12) p_r = p_{r(0)}(u) + p_{r(1)}(u, ξ), (13)

where ρ_{(0)} and p_{r(0)} are the usual General Relativity contributions for the energy density and radial pressure respectively and ρ_{(1)} and p_{r(1)} are the contributions due the ASG. This highlights the fact that the corrections due to ASG can be treated by considering an effective energy momentum tensor. Therefore, the state parameter ω

ω(u) = p_r ρ = � p_{r(0)} + p_{r(1)}

ρ_{(0)} � � 1 + ρ_{(1)} ρ_{(0)}

�_{−1} ≈ � p_{r(0)} ρ_{(0)} + p_{r(1)} ρ_{(0)} � � 1 − ρ_{(1)} ρ_{(0)} �

= ω_{(0)}(u) + ω_{(1)}(u, ξ), (14)

also presents naturally a decomposition into GR and ASG parts. It is important to note that in the classical limit ξ → 0 we will also have a linear equation of state p_{r(0)} = ω_{(0)}(u)ρ_{(0)} with a state parameter ω_{(0)}(u) dependent on the position, being a more general case than that considered in Ref.[52], where the authors consider only the special solution ω_{(0)} = constant of General Relativity. Therefore, when ξ = 0 we have

ω_{(0)}(u)˙b̃_{(0)}u + b̃_{(0)} − 2(ω_{(0)}(u) + 1)u = 0. (15)

However, since we are considering a general positiondependent state parameter ω_{(0)} = ω_{(0)}(u), and we restrict ourselves to regions close to the throat, we will expand it around the u = 1 so that

(ω_t + κ(u − 1))˙b̃_{(0)}u + b̃_{(0)} − 2((ω_t + κ(u − 1)) + 1)u = 0, (16)

where we define the parameters κ = dω_{(0)}(u)/du|_{u=1} and ω_t = ω_{(0)}(1). Note that once we have a general equation of state in the GR limit, p_{r(0)} = ω_{(0)}(u)ρ_{(0)}, the parameters κ and ω_t arising from the linearization of ω_{(0)} are free. The solution is easily solved and gives

b̃_{(0)}(u) = 2u − ω^{1κ−ωt}_t u^1κ−ωt (κ(u − 1) + ω_t)^1ωt−κ (17) for the initial condition b̃_{(0)}(1) = 1. Therefore, the zeroth order solution already depends on two parameters.

In order to obtain the differential equation for the b̃_{(1)} term, we have to use the expansions b̃ ≈ b̃_{(0)} +b̃_{(1)} and ω ≈ ω_{(0)} +ω_{(1)} in Eq. (11), which give us the following equation

� ω_{(0)} ˙b̃_{(0)}u + b̃_{(0)} − 2(ω_{(0)} + 1)u � + ω_{(0)} ˙b̃_{(1)}u + b̃_{(1)} + ω_{(1)} ˙b̃_{(1)}u + ω_{(1)}(˙b̃_{(0)} − 2)u =

u^3 1+ f � (1 −^{b̃(0)+b̃(1)}_u )((ω_{(0)} + ω_{(1)}) f̈ +^2_u (1 + (ω_{(0)} + ω_{(1)})) ḟ ) − (ω_{(0)} + ω_{(1)})^{(˙b̃(0)+˙b̃(1))u−(b̃(0)+b̃(1))}_{2u2} ḟ � . (18)

In the left-hand side of the Eq.(18), the term in parenthesis is exactly the zero–order term, which naturally vanishes due the Eq. (15), and we will disregard the product ω_{(1)}b̃_{(1)} since it is a higher-order term in ξ. Now, due the presence of the terms of derivative of f in the right-hand side of the Eq. (18), all the terms that involve order 1 will be negligible because the linearity in ξ of f and therefore it gives terms of higher-order in ξ.

Thus, the term of the first order is obtained substituting the b̃_{(0)} and ω_{(0)} on the right side of (11) and we get

ω_{(0)} ˙b̃_{(1)}u + b̃_{(1)} + ω_{(1)}(˙b̃_{(0)} − 2)u = u^3 1 + f � � � � 1 − b̃_{(0)} u � � ω_{(0)} f̈ + 2 u (1 + ω_{(0)}) ḟ � − ω_{(0)}

˙b̃_{(0)}u − b̃_{(0)}

2u^2 ḟ � � � . (19)

Note that the b̃_{(1)}, and therefore the complete shape function b̃, will not only depend on the ω_{(0)}, but also depends of ω_{(1)}. Therefore ω_{(0)} and ω_{(1)} can not be determined by the dynamics, but enter as unknown functions. However we can repeat the procedure to obtain b_{(0)} to solve Eq. (19) near the throat. For this we expand ω_{(0)} and ω_{(1)} around the throat as ω_{(1)} = ω_T ζ + λζ(u − 1), where ω_T = ω_{(1)}(1) and λ = dω_{(1)}(u)/du|_{u=1}. Therefore we get two more parameters ω_T and λ. With this, we can see that the shape function will have 4 free parameters, two due the linearization of ω_{(0)} (ω_t and κ) and two due the linearization of ω_{(1)}(ω_T and λ). Thus, in what follows we will scan over the admissible values for the matter dynamics by analyzing the wormhole traversability in terms of the values of these 4 parameters.

With the above considerations, we use ω_{(0)}(u) = ω_t +κ(u−1) in the anti-screening function using the Ricci Scalar. We get

f = ξR = −2ζω^{1κ−ωt}_t u^{1κ−ω}t^{−3}[κ(u − 1) + ω_t]^{1ω}t^{−κ −1}, (20)

where ζ = ξ/r^2_t , and this provide for b̃_{(1)} the following equation

ω_{(0)} ˙b̃_{(1)}u + b̃_{(1)} + ω_{(1)} �˙ b̃_{(0)} − 2 � = ζω^{1κ−ωt}_t u^{1κ−ωt} (κ(u − 1) + ω_t)^{1ωt−κ −1} u^3(κ(u − 1) + ω_t) − 2ζΛ � 2u � 2κ^2 � 6u^2 − 8u + 3 � + 4κ(4u − 3)ω_t + κ + 6ω^2_t − ω_t − 1 �

−Λ � κ^2(u(28u − 39) + 15) − 1 + 2ω_t + 15ω^2_t − 30ω_t − 2 + κ(u(39ω_t + 5)) � , (21)

where for question of brevity we omit the expansion for ω_{(1)} in the left-hand side of the Eq. (19) and Λ is defined as

Λ = ω^{1κ−ωt}_t u^{1κ−ω}t (κ(u − 1) + ω_t)^{1ω}t^{−κ} . (22)

The solution for b̃_{(1)} and consequently for b̃(u) are expressed in terms of hypergeometric_2F_1 functions and too lengthy to be reported here.

Hence we need to study how the wormhole’s traversability is affected under different configuration of such parameters. Also, differently from the analysis performed in [66, 67], in this case it is not possible to write the expressions for pressure and energy density in terms of the wormhole parameters without specifying a value for the free parameters, since the shape function b̃(u) presents an explicit dependence on them.

As a first case, let us consider the configuration where ω_T = κ = λ = 0 and ω_t � 0. In this case the shape function b̃(u) recovers the result presented in [52] and consequently the discussions on the wormhole’s traversability follows what is reported in [52]. However such choice imposes severe restrictions on the system, since in this particular case we are working with a constant and ASG independent state parameter ω.

Now, we will investigate the presence of regions with exotic matter. For this, we will apply the traversability conditions and see what restrictions these conditions bring to the parameters:

• Throat Condition: To guarantee the existence of the throat, we need the following conditions: No event horizon, the condition of a minimum b(r_t) = r_t, and the flare-out condition b^′(r_t) < r_t.

Since we are considering a zero-tidal model it is straightforward to see that there will be no event horizons. Furthermore, we already had the minimum condition, b̃(1) = 1, by construction. Therefore, only the flare-out condition remains, ˙b̃(1) < 1, which gives for our model

−ζ[κ(ω_t + 1) + ω_t(7ω_t + ω_T + 6) + 1] + (2ω_t + 1)ω^2_t + 2ζ^2ω_T ω^2_t (ω_t − 2ζ)

− 1 < 0. (23)

Figure 1: Flare-out condition for pseudospherical wormhole in ASG context with ζ = 0.05. Note that the flare-out condition is satisfied in the region where ordinary matter is permited and this leads a region with exotic quintessence-like matter.

Note that the flare-out condition establishes a connection between ω_t, ω_T , ζ and κ and it diverges when ω_t = 2ζ. As we can see from fig.(1), when ω_T � 0 we have a shift in the smallest root of the flare-out condition function, which apparently sets a small region where phantom-like matter is permitted by the flare-out condition. However we must remember that the state parameter on the throat is written as ω = ω_t + ζω_T , so that for the chosen parameters we have ω = −0.88 (quintessense-like matter) for ω_t = −1.28, which is the smallest root for the flare-out condition in fig.(1).

• Antiscreening condition: this condition is entirely related to ASG. The exact renormalization group equation determines the dynamics of the running coupling constant G(χ), however the functional renormalization group methods along with other assumptions [29, 51] requires that we must have f (χ)|_{u→u0} > 0, which gives for our model 2ζ � ζω_t(κ + ω_T + 6) + ζ(κ − 2ζω_T + 1) + (3ζ − 1)ω^2_t � ω^2_t (ω_t − 2ζ)

> 0.

(24) Note that the antiscreening condition is important to guarantee the antiscreening behavior of gravity, that is, the running coupling constant decreasing with the energy. Similarly to the flare-out condition, the antiscreening condition also exhibits a divergence when ω_t = 2ζ, but does not exclude the possibility of traversability with phantom-like matter.

• The null energy condition: The null energy condition is important to guarantee the absence of Phantom matter as a source. For a zero–tidal model it can be written directly from Einstein equations (8), (9) and (10), in which we substitute the shape function b̃(u) and the cutoff function f (u). Therefore, the radial null energy condition, i.e. p_r + ρ > 0, can be written as presented in (25). Similarly to the previous conditions, the radial null energy condition it is also divergent when ω_t = 2ζ. Note that differently from the throat and antiscreening condition, the radial null energy condition presents an explicit dependence on the λ parameter. Also we can see from fig.(3) that the asymptotic behaviour of the

Figure 2: Antiscreening condition for pseudospherical wormhole in ASG context with ζ = 0.05. Note that in this case we also have an asymptote in ω_t = 0.1 as well as the flare-out condition and a large region with phantom matter is allowed in this condition. Again there is the possibility of the presence of ordinary matter in this condition.

Figure 3: p_r + ρ for pseudospherical wormhole in ASG context with ζ = 0.05. This condition also allow ordinary matter to have traversability and also the possibility of phantom-like matter. However the presence of phantom matter is have to be analyzed carefully as in done in flare-out condition.

null energy condition is similar to the behaviour presented by the flare-out condition, so that the apparent permission of phantom-like matter must be analysed carefully, as we did previously.

Also, the lateral null energy condition, i.e. p_l + ρ > 0 must be similarly analyzed. Analogously to the radial null energy condition, in this case we also have a divergence when ω_t = 2ζ. The proper expression for the lateral null energy condition was omitted here for the sake of simplicity, however its behaviour is presented in fig. (4). In general the radial and lateral null energy conditions present similar behaviour, at least in the pseudospherical case, being the radial null energy condition a bit more restrictive.

1 8πω^5_t (ω_t − 2ζ)^3 � −ζ((ω_t + 1)(κ + 5ω_t + 1) + ω_tω_T ) + (ω_t + 1)ω^2_t + 2ζ^2ω_T � × × � −2ζ^2ω^2_t � 2ζ(λ − 11) + 3κ^2 + κ(−8ζ + ω_T + 14) − 2ζω_T + ω_T + 8 � +ζ^2ω_t � (10ζ − 7)κ^2 + 4κ(ζ(2ω_T + 9) − 2) + 2ζ(2ζλ − 2(ζ − 2)ω_T + 7) − 1 � + ζω^3_t (−14ζκ + κ + ζ(30ζ + λ − ω_T − 35) + 1) + 4ζ^3(κ + 1)(3κ − 2ζω_T ) + ω^5_t − 3ζ(8ζ + 1)ω^4_t � > 0 (25)

Finally, in order to properly study the traversability in the present context, we need to investigate the regions in the space of parameters where all the above conditions are satisfied simultaneously.

In figure (5) we can see the region of validity in the space of parameters where all the conditions are simultaneously satisfied at the throat of the wormhole. We have set ω_T = λ = 0 in order to disregard the influence of ASG in the state parameter. In fig. (5a) we have considered ζ = 0.005 and we can see that around κ = 0 there is no traversability. However by increasing

Figure 4: p_l + ρ and p_r + ρ for pseudospherical wormhole in ASG context with ζ = 0.05, κ = 0, ω_T = 0 and λ = 0. This plot presents a comparison between radial and lateral null energy conditions. We can see that, in the pseudospherical case, both radial and lateral null energy conditions have a similar behaviour being the radial one a bit more restrictive.

the value of κ traversability becomes allowed with ordinary matter, while by decreasing the value of κ the traversability is only possible with exotic matter (ω_t < 0). We can also see, by comparing figures (5a), (5b) and (5c), that the increase in the value of ζ leads to an increase of traversable regions. This dependence on ζ is expected, since the greater is the ζ the greater is the quantum influence in the wormhole.

III. THE SPHERICAL CASE

Now, we turn our attention to the spherical case, whose metric is given by

ds^2 = e^{2Φ(r)}dt^2 − dr^2 1 − b(r)/r

− r^2dΩ_{2(s)} , (26)

where now dΩ_{2(s)} = dθ^2 + sin^2 θdϕ^2 is the line element of a 2-sphere.

Again, considering an anisotropic fluid that generates the wormhole spacetime we obtain the modified field equations

8πG_0ρ = � 1 + f

� b^′ r^2 − � 1 − b r � � f^{′′} + 2 r f^′ �

+ b^′ r − b

2r^2 f^′ (27)

8πG_0 p_r = − � 1 + f � � b r^3 − 2Φ^′ r � 1 − b r �

+ � 1 − b r � � Φ^′ + 2 r � f^′ (28)

8πG_0 p_l = − � 1 + f � � b^′r − b

2r^2 � Φ^′ + 1 r �

− � 1 − b r � � Φ^{′′} + Φ^{′2} +

Φ^′ r �

+ � 1 − b r � � Φ^′ + 1 r � f^′ + f^{′′} � − b^′r − b 2r^2 f^′ ,(29)

We will follow exactly the same procedure as in the previous case, considering the Ricci scalar to define our cutoff function, f = ξR, and consider an equation of state, p_r = ω(r)ρ, so that the state parameter ω(r) is a position-dependent function. Furthermore, we consider a spherical wormhole with zero– tidal force, Φ(r) = 0. With this, we obtain from p_r = ω(r)ρ the following dimensionless equation

ω˙b̃u + b̃ = u^3 1 + f � � � � 1 − b̃ u � � ω f̈ + 2 u (1 + ω) ḟ � − ω ˙b̃u − b̃ 2u^2 ḟ � � � (30) where again we have u ≡ r/r_t and b̃ ≡ b/r_t.

In order to solve the equation (30) we will use the iteration method, as in the previous case. The zeroth order solution is solution of the above equation with the right side being zero, which gives

b̃_{(0)}(u) = ω^{1κ−ωt}_t u^1κ−ωt (κ(u − 1) + ω_t)^1ωt−κ (31)

with the contour condition b̃_{(0)}(1) = 1. Using this b̃_{(0)}, the cutoff function is given by

f = ξR = 2ζω^{1κ−ωt}_t u^{1κ−ωt −3}[κ(u − 1) + ω_t]^{1ωt−κ −1}, (32)

which provides for the b̃_{(1)} equation

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5: In (a) we see the traversability region for pseudospherical worhmholes in the ASG context for ζ = 0.005, in (b) we have set ζ = 0.05 while in (c) ζ = 0.1. In all cases ω_T = λ = 0. Note that the traversability is allowed with nonexotic matter at throat as well as reported in [52]. However, we have the possibility to have traversability with quintessence-like matter.

ω_{(0)}b̃_{(1)} + ω_{(1)} ˙b̃_{(0)} + b̃_{(1)} = 1 ω^2_t (2ζ + ω_t)^2 ζ � κ^2(u − 1) � 10ζ + ω_t(8ζ + 5ω_t + 6) � + 2ζκ [2u(ω_t + 2)(2ω_t + 1) − ω_t(5ω_t + 11) − 4] +

+κω_t [2u(ω_t(5ω_t + 9) + 3) − ω_t(11ω_t + 19) − 6] + +(ω_t + 1)(3ω_t + 1) � (7u − 8)ω^2_t + 2ζ(u(4ω_t − 1) − 5ω_t + 1) � (33)

Similarly to what was done in the pseudospherical case, in order to properly solve eq. (33) for b̃_{(1)} we must consider the first order expansion of ω_{(1)} around the throat as ω_{(1)} = ω_T ζ + λζ(u − 1).

In the spherical case, as well as in the pseudospherical one, the solution for b̃_{(1)} and consequently for b̃(u) is expressed in terms of hypergeometric_2F_1 functions and are omitted here for the sake of brevity. Thus, the wormhole’s traversability will be studied under different configuration of parameters, namely, (ω_t, ω_T , κ, λ, ζ). As pointed out previously, the wormhole’s traversability is studied by analyzing the region of validity of three conditions.

• Throat Condition: Since we are considering a zero-tidal

model there will be no event horizons and the minimum condition, b̃(1) = 1, is satistied by construction. Therefore, only the flare-out condition remains, ˙b̃(1) < 1, which gives for our model

− ζ(κ + 1) + ζω_t(κ + 3ω_t − ω_T + 6) + ω^2_t − 2ζ^2ω_T ω^2_t (2ζ + ω_t)

< 1. (34)

Note that, differently from the pseudospherical case, in this case the flare-out condition is satisfied for ω_t < −1, which sets lower limit for phantom-like matter.

• Antiscreening condition: as already mentioned in the

previous section, this condition is related to ASG and requires that f (χ)|_{u→u0} > 0, which gives for our model

Figure 6: Flare-out condition for spherical wormhole in ASG context with ζ = 0.05. Note that in the spherical case the flare-out condition allow the presence of phantom-like matter, and is satisfied for all matter with ω_t > 1, including nonexotic matter.

2ζ � ζω_t(κ − ω_T + 6) + ζ(κ − 2ζω_T + 1) + (3ζ + 1)ω^2_t � ω^2_t (2ζ + ω_t) > 0 (35)

• The null energy condition: The null energy conditions for a zero–tidal model can be written directly from Einstein equations (27), (28) and (29) in which we substitute the shape function b̃(u) and the cutoff function f (u),

Figure 7: Antiscreening condition for spherical wormhole in ASG context with ζ = 0.05. As we can see the antiscreening condition allows the presence of the ordinary matter in the spherical case.

yielding p_r + ρ > 0 as presented in (36). The lateral null energy condition, i.e. p_l + ρ > 0 was omitted due its length. Unlike the pseudospherical case, in the spherical case the radial and lateral null energy conditions differ significantly one from another, as we can see in figure (10). Such difference contributes enormously to the fact that in the spherical case, as we will see later, there are only a few traversable regions.

Note that for the three conditions in the spherical wormhole case, differently from the pseudospherical case, the divergence appears when ω_t = −2ζ. However, similarly to the pseudospherical case, the dependence on λ is only present on the null energy conditions.

− 1 8πω^5_t (2ζ + ω_t)^3 � ζω_t(κ − ω_T + 6) + ζ(κ − 2ζω_T + 1) + ω^3_t + (5ζ + 1)ω^2_t � × � −2ζ^2ω^2_t � 2ζ(λ + 11) + 3κ^2 + κ(8ζ − ω_T + 14) − (2ζ + 1)ω_T + 8 � + +ζ^2ω_t � −(10ζ + 7)κ^2 + 4κ(ζ(2ω_T − 9) − 2) + 2ζ(−2ζλ + 2(ζ + 2)ω_T − 7) − 1 � −ζω^3_t [14ζκ + κ + ζ(30ζ + λ − ω_T + 35) + 1] + 4ζ^3(κ + 1)(2ζω_T − 3κ) + ω^5_t + 3ζ(1 − 8ζ)ω^4_t � > 0

Let us highlight here that under a particular choice of parameters, namely ω_t = 1, ω_T = 8 and κ = λ = 0, we can recover exactly the result found by [67] on the state parameter ω on the throat in the Ellis-Bronnikov wormhole for small ξ approximation. This result reinforces that the most general result for the zero-tidal wormhole in ASG is achieved by considering ω = ω_{(0)} + ω_{(1)} as considered here.

Finally, analogously to the previous section, in order to study the traversability in the present context, we need to investigate the regions in the space of parameters where all the above conditions are simultaneously satisfied.

As we can see in figure (8), we have plotted the region of validity in the space of parameters where all the conditions are simultaneously satisfied at the throat of the wormhole. Analogously to the previous section, we have considered initially ω_T = λ = 0 in order to disregard the influence of ASG in the state parameter. In fig. (8a) we have considered ζ = 0.005 and we can see that there is a tiny region of traversability with exotic matter (−1/3 < ω < 0) when κ ≈ −3. For ζ = 0.05 we can see a larger traversable region with exotic matter (−1/3 < ω < 0) when κ < 0. And for ζ = 0.1 there is also a traversable region with ordinary matter when κ < 0. Similarly to the pseudospherical case, by comparing figures (8a), (8b) and (8c), that the increase in the value of ζ leads to an increase of traversable regions.

It is important to point out that, contrary to what is reported in [52], in the spherical case it is also possible to have traversability with ordinary matter in the ASG when we consider a non-linear equation of state.

IV. FINAL REMARKS

In this paper we study the traversability of a wormhole in the context of asymptotically safe gravity for two different cases, namely, the spherical case and the pseudospherical case. We carried out an analysis in the throat of the wormhole with an specific choice of the cutoff function f = ξR. We have also considered a non-linear equation of state, so that the state parameter ω(u) = ω_{(0)}(u) + ω_{(1)}(u, ζ) is written in terms of an ASG independent contribution and an ASG dependent one.

For both pseudospherical and spherical cases we have obtained the shape function, which are lengthy expressions in terms of hypergeometric_2F_1 functions under the consideration of a zero tidal wormhole. In possession of the shape functions we could perform a full analysis of the three conditions that guarantee the wormhole’s traversability in the present context, namely, the throat condition, the antiscreening condition and the null energy condition.

For the pseudospherical wormhole, when ω_T = κ = λ = 0 and ω_t � 0 the shape function recovers the results presented in [52]. The flare-out condition excludes the possibility of phantom-like matter at the throat while the other two conditions allow it. We have studied the region of simultaneous va-

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 8: In (a) we see the traversability region for spherical worhmholes in the ASG context for ζ = 0.005, in (b) we have set ζ = 0.05 while in (c) ζ = 0.1. In all cases ω_T = λ = 0. Note that in the spherical case we have the possibility to have traversability with nonexotic matter, only for ζ = 0.1 and κ around −3. This result differs from what was observed in [52].

Figure 9: p_r + ρ for spherical wormhole in ASG context with ζ = 0.05. In the spherical case the null energy condition have

a tiny region with phantom-like matter followed by a quintessence-like matter region. Again, the nonexotic matter is allowed for this condition.

Figure 10: p_l + ρ and p_r + ρ for spherical wormhole in ASG context with ζ = 0.05, κ = 0, ω_T = 0 and λ = 0. This plot presents a comparison between radial and lateral null energy conditions. We can see that, in the spherical case, both radial

and lateral null energy conditions behaves differently.

lidity of the three conditions (fig. (5)) where we have showed that, exactly on the throat, we only have traversability with non-exotic matter and with exotic (−1/3 < ω < 0) matter depending on the value of κ.

For the spherical wormhole, when ω_t = 1, ω_T = 8 and κ = λ = 0, we recover exactly the result found by [67] on the state parameter ω on the throat in the Ellis-Bronnikov wormhole for small ξ approximation. Similarly to the analysis performed for the pseudospherical case, all the three conditions were studied separately at first. In this case the flare-out condition allows the presence of phantom-like matter but the antiscreening condition forbids it. The region of simultaneous validity of the three conditions is presented in fig. (8) where we have a tiny region of traversability with non-exotic matter even when κ ≈ −3, differently from what is reported in [52].

Finally we have showed that the traversable regions exhibit, in both cases, a strong dependence with the ζ parameter. Such dependence is expected, since the greater is the ζ the greater is the quantum influence in the wormhole. A natural continuation of this work consists in the consideration of other choices for the cutoff function, such as the squared Ricci and the Kretschmann scalar.

Acknowledgements

G.A. would like to thank Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq) and Fundação Cearense de Apoio ao Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (FUNCAP) and M.N. would like to thank Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior - Brasil (CAPES) for finantial support

Appendix A: shape functions

The shape function for the pseudospherical wormhole case is written as b̃(u) = 1 ω^2_t (κ − ω_t)^2 � ζ (κ − ω_t) (ω_t − 2ζ)^2 � ω^{1κ−ωt +1} t 2F_1 � 1, 1, 1 + 1 ω_t − κ , κ κ − ω_t � u^{1κ−ωt} (ω_t + κ(u − 1))^{1ωt−κ} × × � κ^2 (10ζ + ω_t (8ζ − 5ω_t − 6)) + κ (8ζ + ω_t (22ζ + ω_t (10ζ − 11ω_t − 19) − 6)) − 2 (ω_t + 1) (3ω_t + 1) � ζ − 5ζω_t + 4ω^2_t � + + 1 κ � (κ − ω_t) (ω_t + κ(u − 1))_2F_1 � 1, 1, 1 + 1 ω_t − κ , uκ κ − ω_t � � κ^2 (ω_t (5ω_t + 6) − 2ζ (4ω_t + 5)) +

+ (ω_t + 1) (3ω_t + 1) � 2ζ − 8ζω_t + 7ω^2_t � + 2κ (ω_t (ω_t (5ω_t + 9) + 3) − 2ζ (ω_t + 2) (2ω_t + 1)) � + + ω_t −κ + ω_t + 1 � κω^{1κ−ωt}_{t 2} F_1 � 1, 1, 2 + 1 ω_t − κ , κ κ − ω_t � u^{1κ−ωt} (ω_t + κ(u − 1))^{1ωt−κ} + (κ − ω_t − 1) (κ − ω_t) � × × � κ^2 (ω_t (6ω_t + 7) − 2ζ (5ω_t + 6)) + κ (ω_t (ω_t (13ω_t + 22) + 7) − 2ζ (7ω_t (ω_t + 2) + 5)) +

+ (ω_t + 1) (3ω_t + 1) � 2ζ − 8ζω_t + 7ω^2_t � + ω_t ω_t + κ(u − 1) × × � 2uω_t (κ − ω_t)^2 (ω_t + κ(u − 1)) ω^{1κ−ωt}_t � −u^{1κ−ω}t � (ω_t + κ(u − 1))^{1ω}t^{−κ} × × � ζ � − log (ω_t + κ(u − 1)) + log (ω_t) + log(u) � ω_t (ω_T − λ) (ω_t + κ(u − 1)) + (κ − ω_t) � −ω_t � ω^2_t + ζλ(u − 1) � + κ^2(u − 1)ω_t − κ(u − 2)ω^2_t + ζκ(u − 1)ω_T � (A1)

The shape function for the spherical wormhole case is

b̃(u) = 1 ω^2_t (κ − ω_t)^2 � ζ (κ − ω_t) (2ζ + ω_t)^2 � −ω^{1κ−ωt +1} t 2F_1 � 1, 1, 1 + 1 ω_t − κ , κ κ − ω_t � u^{1κ−ωt} (ω_t + κ(u − 1))^{1ωt−κ} × × � κ^2 (10ζ + ω_t (8ζ + 5ω_t + 6)) + κ (8ζ + ω_t (22ζ + ω_t (10ζ + 11ω_t + 19) + 6)) + 2 (ω_t + 1) (3ω_t + 1) � −ζ + 5ζω_t + 4ω^2_t �

+ 1 κ � (κ − ω_t) (ω_t + κ(u − 1))_2F_1 � 1, 1, 1 + 1 ω_t − κ , uκ κ − ω_t � � κ^2 (10ζ + ω_t (8ζ + 5ω_t + 6)) +

+ (ω_t + 1) (3ω_t + 1) � −2ζ + 8ζω_t + 7ω^2_t � + 2κ (4ζ + ω_t (10ζ + ω_t (4ζ + 5ω_t + 9) + 3)) � + + ω_t −κ + ω_t + 1 � κω^{1κ−ωt}_{t 2} F_1 � 1, 1, 2 + 1 ω_t − κ , κ κ − ω_t � u^{1κ−ω}t (ω_t + κ(u − 1))^{1ω}t^{−κ} + (κ − ω_t − 1) (κ − ω_t) � × × � κ^2 (2ζ (5ω_t + 6) + ω_t (6ω_t + 7)) + κ (2ζ (7ω_t (ω_t + 2) + 5) + ω_t (ω_t (13ω_t + 22) + 7))

+ (ω_t + 1) (3ω_t + 1) � −2ζ + 8ζω_t + 7ω^2_t � + ω^{1κ−ωt +1}_t u^{1κ−ωt} (ω_t + κ(u − 1))^{1ωt−κ −1} × × � ζω_t (ω_T − λ) (ω_t + κ(u − 1)) � − log (ω_t + κ(u − 1)) + log (ω_t) + log(u) � + (κ − ω_t) � −ω_t � ω^2_t + ζλ(u − 1) � + κ^2(u − 1)ω_t − κ(u − 2)ω^2_t + ζκ(u − 1)ω_T � (A2)

[1] A. Einstein and N. Rosen, Phys. Rev. 48, 73-77 (1935) [2] M. S. Morris and K. S. Thorne, Am. J. Phys. 56, 395-412 (1988) [3] M. Alcubierre and F. S. N. Lobo, Fundam. Theor. Phys.

189, pp.-279 (2017) doi:10.1007/978-3-319-55182-1 [arXiv:2103.05610 [gr-qc]].

[4] S. V. Sushkov, Phys. Rev. D 71, 043520 (2005) [5] F. S. N. Lobo, Phys. Rev. D 71, 084011 (2005)

[6] R. Garattini, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, no.11, 951 (2019) [7] K. Jusufi, P. Channuie and M. Jamil, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, no.2, 127 (2020) [8] G. Alencar, V. B. Bezerra and C. R. Muniz, [arXiv:2104.13952 [gr-qc]].

[9] P. H. F. Oliveira, G. Alencar, I. C. Jardim and R. R. Landim, [arXiv:2107.00605 [hep-th]].

[10] I. D. D. Carvalho, G. Alencar and C. R. Muniz, [arXiv:2106.11801 [gr-qc]].

[11] M. G. Richarte and C. Simeone, Phys. Rev. D 76, 087502 (2007) [erratum: Phys. Rev. D 77, 089903 (2008)] [12] J. Matulich and R. Troncoso, JHEP 10, 118 (2011) [13] M. G. Richarte and C. Simeone, Phys. Rev. D 80, 104033 (2009) [erratum: Phys. Rev. D 81, 109903 (2010)] [14] N. Montelongo Garcia and F. S. N. Lobo, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 40, 3067-3076 (2011) [15] A. Övgün, K. Jusufi and İ. Sakallı, Phys. Rev. D 99, no.2, 024042 (2019) [16] X. Y. Chew, B. Kleihaus and J. Kunz, Phys. Rev. D 94, no.10, 104031 (2016) [17] X. Y. Chew, B. Kleihaus and J. Kunz, Phys. Rev. D 97, no.6, 064026 (2018) [18] S. Weinberg, Understanding the Fundamental Constituents of Matter, edited by A. Zichichi (Plenunm Press, New York, 1978); General Relativity, edited by S.W. Hawking and W. Israel (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, England, 1979) [19] A. Bonanno and M. Reuter, Phys. Rev. D 62, 043008 (2000) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.62.043008 [arXiv:hep-th/0002196 [hep-th]].

[20] F. Saueressig, N. Alkofer, G. D’Odorico and F. Vidotto, PoS FFP14, 174 (2016) doi:10.22323/1.224.0174 [arXiv:1503.06472 [hep-th]].

[21] J. M. Pawlowski and D. Stock, Phys. Rev. D 98, no.10, 106008 (2018) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.106008 [arXiv:1807.10512 [hep-th]].

[22] A. Platania, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, no.6, 470 (2019) doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6990-2 [arXiv:1903.10411 [grqc]].

[23] L. Bosma, B. Knorr and F. Saueressig, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, no.10, 101301 (2019) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.101301 [arXiv:1904.04845 [hep-th]].

[24] A. Ishibashi, N. Ohta and D. Yamaguchi, Phys. Rev. D 104, no.6, 066016 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.066016 [arXiv:2106.05015 [hep-th]].

[25] J. N. Borissova and A. Eichhorn, Universe 7, no.3, 48 (2021) doi:10.3390/universe7030048 [arXiv:2012.08570 [gr-qc]].

[26] J. Chojnacki and J. H. Kwapisz, [arXiv:2111.08407 [gr-qc]]. [27] B. L. Giacchini, T. d. Netto and L. Modesto, Phys. Rev. D 104, no.8, 084072 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.084072 [arXiv:2105.00300 [gr-qc]].

[28] J. Chojnacki and J. Kwapisz, Phys. Rev. D 104, no.10, 103504 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.103504 [arXiv:2102.13556 [gr-qc]].

[29] M. Reuter, Phys. Rev. D 57, 971-985 (1998) [30] O. Lauscher and M. Reuter, Phys. Rev. D 65, 025013 (2002) [31] D. F. Litim, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 201301 (2004) [32] P. F. Machado and F. Saueressig, Phys. Rev. D 77, 124045 (2008) [33] D. Benedetti, P. F. Machado and F. Saueressig, Mod. Phys. Lett.

A 24, 2233-2241 (2009) [34] E. Manrique, S. Rechenberger and F. Saueressig, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 106, 251302 (2011) [35] N. Christiansen, D. F. Litim, J. M. Pawlowski and A. Rodigast, Phys. Lett. B 728, 114-117 (2014) [36] T. R. Morris and Z. H. Slade, JHEP 11, 094 (2015)

[37] M. Demmel, F. Saueressig and O. Zanusso, JHEP 08, 113 (2015) [38] A. Platania and F. Saueressig, Found. Phys. 48, no.10, 1291- 1304 (2018) [39] N. Christiansen, K. Falls, J. M. Pawlowski and M. Reichert, Phys. Rev. D 97, no.4, 046007 (2018) [40] K. G. Falls, D. F. Litim and J. Schröder, Phys. Rev. D 99, no.12, 126015 (2019) [41] G. Narain and R. Percacci, Class. Quant. Grav. 27, 075001 (2010) [42] K. y. Oda and M. Yamada, Class. Quant. Grav. 33, no.12, 125011 (2016) [43] A. Eichhorn and A. Held, Phys. Lett. B 777, 217-221 (2018) [44] A. Eichhorn and M. Schiffer, Phys. Lett. B 793, 383-389 (2019) [45] M. Reichert and J. Smirnov, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.6, 063015 (2020) [46] J. Daas, W. Oosters, F. Saueressig and J. Wang, Phys. Lett. B 809, 135775 (2020) [47] M. Reuter and H. Weyer, Phys. Rev. D 69, 104022 (2004) [48] M. Reuter and H. Weyer, JCAP 12, 001 (2004) [49] A. Eichhorn, J. H. Kwapisz and M. Schiffer, [arXiv:2112.09772 [gr-qc]].

[50] A. Eichhorn, [arXiv:2201.11543 [gr-qc]]. [51] W. Souma, Prog. Theor. Phys. 102, 181-195 (1999) [52] R. Moti and A. Shojai, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) no.12, 124042 [53] A. Ishibashi, N. Ohta and D. Yamaguchi, Phys. Rev. D 104, no.6, 066016 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.104.066016 [arXiv:2106.05015 [hep-th]].

[54] R. Moti and A. Shojai, [arXiv:2111.14639 [gr-qc]]. [55] J. E. Daum, U. Harst and M. Reuter, JHEP 01, 084 (2010) doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2010)084 [arXiv:0910.4938 [hep-th]].

[56] N. Christiansen and A. Eichhorn, Phys. Lett. B 770, 154-160 (2017) doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2017.04.047 [arXiv:1702.07724 [hep-th]].

[57] R. Moti and A. Shojai, Phys. Lett. B 793, 313-319 (2019) [58] R. Moti and A. Shojai, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.6, 064013 (2020) [59] A. Babic, B. Guberina, R. Horvat and H. Stefancic, Phys. Rev.

D 71, 124041 (2005) [60] S. Domazet and H. Stefancic, Phys. Lett. B 703, 1-6 (2011) [61] S. Domazet and H. Stefancic, Class. Quant. Grav. 29, 235005 (2012) [62] M. Hindmarsh and I. D. Saltas, Phys. Rev. D 86, 064029 (2012) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.86.064029 [arXiv:1203.3957 [gr-qc]].

[63] O. Ruiz and E. Tuiran, [arXiv:2112.12519 [gr-qc]]. [64] D. J. Liu, B. Yang, Y. J. Zhai and X. Z. Li, Class. Quant.

Grav. 29 (2012), 145009 doi:10.1088/0264-9381/29/14/145009 [arXiv:1205.4792 [gr-qc]].

[65] Á. Rincón and G. Panotopoulos, Phys. Dark Univ. 30 (2020), 100639 doi:10.1016/j.dark.2020.100639 [arXiv:2006.11889 [gr-qc]].

[66] G. Alencar, V. B. Bezerra, C. R. Muniz and H. S. Vieira, Universe 7 (2021) no.7, 238 [67] M. Nilton and G. Alencar, doi:10.3390/universe7090332 [68] M. Cataldo, L. Liempi and P. Rodríguez, Phys. Rev. D 91, no.12, 124039 (2015) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.91.124039 [arXiv:1506.04685 [gr-qc]].