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Abstract In the present work, we investigate evolving
wormhole configurations in higher-dimensions, by adding a
Gauss–Bonnet term to the standard Einstein–Hilbert action.
Using a generalized Friedmann–Robertson–Walker space-
time, we derive evolving wormhole geometries by consid-
ering a constraint on Ricci scalar. In standard cosmologi-
cal models, the Ricci scalar is independent of radial coor-
dinate r and is only a function of time. We use this prop-
erty to introduce a particular class of wormhole solutions for
which microscopic wormholes may have been enlarged to
macroscopic sizes in an expanding inflationary cosmologi-
cal background. We find, for the first time, specific solutions
that satisfy the weak energy condition (WEC) throughout the
entire spacetime in four dimensions. In addition to this, we
also present other wormhole solutions that satisfy the WEC
throughout their respective evolution.

1 Introduction

Wormholes are throat-like geometrical structures which con-
nect two parallel universes or otherwise distant parts of the
same universe. In 1988, Morris and Thorne presented a fam-
ily of traversable wormholes [1,2], where the fundamental
ingredient is the flaring-out condition of the wormhole throat.
This condition leads to violation of the null energy condition
(NEC) in the framework of general relativity (GR). Matter
that violates NEC is denoted by exotic matter [3,4]. Then,
One of the most important challenges in wormhole scenarios
is the establishment of standard energy conditions. Several
avenues of research have been explored in order to mini-
mize the usage of exotic matter [5]. For instance, Visser and
Poisson have studied the construction of thin-shell worm-
holes where the supporting matter is concentrated on the
wormhole’s throat [6]. Thin-shell wormholes extensively
investigated in the literature [7–16]. Also, a large amount
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of work has been devoted to build and study wormhole
solutions within the framework of modified gravity theo-
ries among which we quote: wormhole solutions in Brans–
Dicke theory [17–20], f (R) gravity [21–23], Born-Infeld
theory [24,25], third order Lovelock theory [26], Kaluza–
Klein gravity [27,28], scalar-tensor gravity [29] and solu-
tions in the presence of a cosmological constant have been
reported in [30,31]. Recently, the possibility of existence of
traversable wormholes in the context of f (R, T ) gravity have
been reported in the literature, such as wormhole formation
with two types of varying Chaplygin gas [32], wormhole
solutions satisfying the energy conditions in the exponential
f (R, T ) gravity [33], see also [34–38] for other solutions in
this theory.

Though in GR framework, static wormhole configura-
tions require fluid sources that violate the NEC, there are
nonstatic Lorentzian wormholes without the need of WEC
violating matter to sustain them. Such wormhole structures
can live for arbitrarily small or large time intervals [39,40]
or even satisfy the dominant energy condition (DEC) in the
whole spacetime [41]. Work along this line has been extended
towards dynamical wormhole geometries which satisfy the
energy conditions and the averaged energy conditions over
timelike or null geodesics during a time period [42,43]. An
interesting scenario is that the expansion of the Universe
could increase the size of the static wormholes by a fac-
tor which is proportional to the scale factor of the Universe,
in a time-dependent inflationary background [44]. Evolving
wormholes in a cosmological background have been studied
in [42,45–52], and dynamic wormhole spacetimes supported
by two fluids and also by a polytropic equation of state (EoS)
have been investigated in [53,54] and [55], respectively. It is
noteworthy that in modified gravity it is possible to obtain
wormhole solutions by imposing that normal matter satisfies
the energy conditions. This possibility is due to the presence
of additional ingredients, not present in GR, that could sus-
tain wormhole geometries without the need of exotic matter.
Such configurations that respect energy conditions through-
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out the spacetime have been reported in the framework of
Einstein–Cartan gravity [56,57]. An alternative way to obtain
traversable wormhole configurations satisfying WEC or at
least minimum violation of it, is to consider modified matter
sources see e.g., [58,59] and references therein. However,
generalizing the matter sector may not necessarily guarantee
to obtain a setting for non-exotic wormhole geometries [60–
62].

In recent years, there has been considerable interest in the
subject of higher curvature gravity, much of which has been
motivated through attempts to provide a quantum descrip-
tion of the gravitational field. The Einstein–Hilbert action
with higher curvature interactions can lead to a renormal-
izable theory of gravity [63]. In the low energy limit of
string theory, the Gauss–Bonnet term and a linear combi-
nation of the Lovelock terms will add to Einstein–Hilbert
action [64,65]. More recently, higher curvature gravity has
been of interest in holography [66,67] and has been consid-
ered in the context of cosmology [68,69]. Bhawal and Kar
studied N-dimensional Lorentzian wormholes in Einstein–
Gauss–Bonnet gravity [70]. These solutions with normal and
exotic matter which are limited to the vicinity of the throat
was also explored. Explicit wormhole solutions respecting
energy conditions in the whole spacetime were obtained in
vacuum and dust cases with k = −1, where k is the sectional
curvature of an (n−2) symmetric space [71]. However, these
solutions were further extended to the positive k = 1 sec-
tional curvature and for the first time specific solutions that
satisfy the WEC throughout the spacetime were found in [72].
In the context of third-order Lovelock gravity it was shown
that one may impose the matter threading the wormhole to
satisfy the energy conditions, so that it is the higher order cur-
vature terms that sustain these exotic geometries [73]. Also,
dynamic wormhole solutions in this framework with compact
extra dimensions were analyzed in [74].

The present paper investigates expanding wormholes in
higher dimensions that is an important ingredient of the
modern theories of fundamental physics, such as Kaluza–
Klein, string theory and supergravity [75–81]. It is shown
that higher-dimensional evolving wormholes can be obtained
satisfying NEC throughout spacetime [82]. However, in four
dimensions, the solutions satisfy the NEC in specific time
intervals. In this work, we are motivated to find dynamical
solutions in Gauss–Bonnet gravity that satisfy the energy
conditions throughout the spacetime utilizing a homoge-
neous Ricci scalar as presented in standard cosmological
models. This paper is organized as follows: in Sect. 2, we
present a brief review on (n+1)dimensional field equations
of Gauss–Bonnet gravity. In Sect. 3, we obtain wormhole
solutions in different expansionary regimes and examine the
validity of WEC in detail. Our conclusions are drawn in
Sect. 4.

2 Action and field equations

The action in the framework of GB theory is given by

IG =
∫

dnx
√−g [R + α2LGB] , (1)

where n is the dimension of the space-time and α2 is
the Gauss–Bonnet (GB) coefficient. Also, R is the n -
dimensional Ricci scalar and the GB term LGB is given by

LGB = R2 − 4RμνRμν + RμνρσRμνρσ . (2)

In Lovelock theory, for each Euler density of order k̄ in n
dimensional space-time, only terms with k̄ < n contribute
to the equations of motion [84]. Therefore, the allowed solu-
tions of the Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet theory are derived in
n ≥ 5 dimensions. Note that the action (1) is recovered in
the low energy limit of string theory [85–88].

Now, varying the action (1) with respect to metric, one
obtains the field equations

Gμν + α2Gμν = Tμν, (3)

where Tμν is the energy–momentum (EM) tensor, Gμν is the
Einstein tensor and Gμν is the GB tensor, given by

Gμν = 2(−RμσκτRκτσ
ν − 2RμρνσRρσ

− 2RμσRσ
ν + RRμν) − 1

2
LGBgμν. (4)

We use a unit system with 8πGn = 1, where Gn is the n-
dimensional gravitational constant.

In this work, we consider the n-dimensional traversable
wormholes spacetime, by replacing the two-sphere [1,2] with
a (n − 2)-sphere ( d	2

n−2 is the metric on the surface of the
(n − 2) -sphere), given by the following line element

ds2 = −e2φ(r)dt2 + R (t)2
[

dr2

1 − b(r)/r
+ r2d	2

n−2

]
, (5)

where R(t) is the scale factor of the universe, φ(r) being
the redshift function as it is related to the gravitational red-
shift and b(r) is the wormhole shape function. The shape
function must satisfy the flare-out condition at the throat,
i.e., we must have b′(r0) < 1 and b(r) < r for r > r0 in the
whole spacetime, where r0 is the throat radius. The condition
φ(r) = 0 has been discussed in [89–92] that zero tidal force
wormholes are supported by anisotropic fluid with a diago-
nal EM tensor. Our aim here is to study evolving wormholes
with anisotropic pressures in an inhomogeneous spacetime
which merge smoothly to the homogeneous FRW model. In
the present work, we consider φ(r) = 0 in order to ensure the
absence of horizons and singularities throughout the space-
time. These evolving Lorentzian wormholes are conformally
related to another family of static wormholes with zero-tidal
force. The general constraints on these functions have been
discussed by Morris and Thorne in [1,2]. It is clear that if
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b(r) and φ(r) tends to zero the metric (5) becomes the flat
FRWmetric, and as R(t) → const the static Morris–Thorne
wormhole is recovered. In the herein model, we search a way
to determine the shape function b(r) and the scale factor R(t)
in order to construct dynamical wormholes.

In an orthonormal reference frame, the nonzero compo-
nents of the stress-energy tensor read

T μ
ν = diag [−ρ (r, t) , Pr (r, t) , Pt (r, t) , Pt (r, t) , . . .] , (6)

where ρ (r, t) is the energy density and Pr (r, t) and Pt (r, t)
are the radial and transverse pressures, respectively. Thus,
the gravitational field equation (3) provides the components
of T μ

ν as

ρ(r, t) =
(
(n − 1) R2H2 + (n − 3) Q + 2 p

)
(n − 2)

2R2

+α
(
Q + H2R2

)
(n − 2)

(
(n − 1) R2H2 + (n − 5) Q + 4 p

)
2R4 , (7)

Pr (r, t) = −
(
2 Ḣ R2 + (n − 1) R2H2 + (n − 3) Q

)
(n − 2)

2R2

−
(
4 Ḣ R2 + (n − 1) R2H2 + (n − 5) Q

)
(n − 2) α

(
Q + H2R2

)
2R4 , (8)

Pt (r, t) = −2 R2 (n − 2) Ḣ − H2 (n − 1) (n − 2) R2 − ((n − 4) Q + 2 p) (n − 3)

2R2

+α
(−4 R2

(
(n − 2) H2R2 + (n − 4) Q + 2 p

)
Ḣ − H4 (n − 1) (n − 2) R4

)
2R4

+α(−2 ((n − 4) Q + 2 p) H2 (n − 3) R2 − ((n − 6) Q + 4 p) Q (n − 5))

2R4 , (9)

where an overdot denotes a derivative with respect to time.

We define α = (n−3)(n−4)α2 and H = Ṙ(t)
R(t) for notational

convenience and the functions p and Q are given by

p = b′r − b

2r3 , Q = b

r3 . (10)

One can check that for R(t) = constant , equations (7)–
(9) reduce to the field equations as derived in the paper by
Bhawal and Kar [70]. It is also easy to check that, for α = 0
the field equations are those of higher-dimensional evolving
wormholes in Einstein gravity [82].

3 Wormhole solutions

3.1 Energy–momentum conditions

It is well-known that static traversable wormholes in four
dimensions violate energy conditions [93] which is due to
the fulfillment of flaring-out condition near the throat of the
wormhole. However, the energy conditions can be satisfied in
the vicinity of static wormhole throats in higher-dimensional
alternative theories of gravity [94–97] and the whole space-
time in the case of higher-order curvature terms [98]. On
the other hand, evolving wormholes may avoid the energy
condition violation for a limited time period. For the sake of

physical reasonability of wormhole configuration the weak
energy condition (WEC) must be satisfied. This condition
requires that TμνUμU ν ≥ 0 , where Uμ is a timelike vector.
For a diagonal EM tensor, the WEC leads to the following
inequalities

ρ ≥ 0, ρ + Pr ≥ 0, ρ + Pt ≥ 0. (11)

Note that the last two inequalities are defined as the null
energy condition (NEC). Using Eqs. (7)–(9), one finds the
following relationships

ρ + Pr =
(
p − Ḣ R2

)
(n − 2)

R2 − 2α
(
Ḣ R2 − p

)
(n − 2)

(
Q + H2R2

)
R4 , (12)

ρ + Pt = −R2 (n − 2) Ḣ + (n − 3) Q + p

R2 + 2α ((−5 + n) Q + 3 p) Q

R4

+2α
(−R2

(
H2 (n − 2) R2 + (n − 4) Q + 2 p

)
Ḣ + ((n − 3) Q + p) H2R2

)
R4 , (13)
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where a prime and an overdot stand for differentiation
with respect to r and t , respectively. From (12) we get at
the throat

(ρ + Pr )
∣∣
r=r0

= − (n − 2)

(
1 − b′

0

2R2r02 + Ḣ

)

×
(

1 + 2 α H2 + 2α

r02R2

)
. (14)

which shows that for α = 0 and H = constant the NEC,
and consequently the WEC, are violated at the throat, due to
the flaring-out condition. In order to satisfy ρ + Pr > 0 in
GB gravity, one can choose suitable values of H and α at the
wormhole throat.

3.2 Cosmological wormholes

We now have three equations, namely, the field equations
(7)–(9), with the five unknown functions ρ(r, t), Pr (r, t),
Pt (r, t), b(r) and R(t). Therefore, in order to determine the
wormhole geometry, one can adopt several strategies [99–
101]. Here, we are interested to study evolving worm-
holes with anisotropic pressures in an inhomogeneous space-
time which merge smoothly to the cosmological back-
ground. The wormhole solutions presented in a cosmolog-
ical background have the interesting property that their Ricci
scalar is independent of the radial coordinate r similar to
what happens in cosmological settings [102,103]. In other
words, the scalar curvature of the spacetime is a function
of time, only. The Ricci scalar corresponding to the met-
ric (5) will play a fundamental role in our analysis which is
obtained as

R(t, r) = (n − 1)
(
n H2 + 2 Ḣ

) + (n − 2) ((n − 3) Q + 2 p)

R(t)2 .

(15)

It can be seen that the second term depends on r coordinate,
hence in a cosmological background, condition ∂

∂rR (t, r) =
0 leads to the following differential equation

(n − 3)
d

dr
Q (r) + 2

d

dr
p (r) = 0. (16)

The above differential equation provides us with the follow-
ing form for the shape function

b (r) = C1 r
3 + C2 r

−n+4, (17)

where C1 and C2 are constants of integration. Notice that,
the space slice t = const of the metric (5) for shape func-
tion introduced (with C1 = 0) coincides with the space slice
of the n-dimensional extension of the Schwarzschild black
hole [104]. Using the condition b(r0) = r0 at the throat we
get

b(r) = C1 r
3 − r0

n−3
(
C1 r0

2 − 1
)
r−n+4. (18)

Also the condition b′(r0) < 1 leads to the following inequal-
ity

C1 <
n − 3

r02 (n − 1)
. (19)

We can now obtain constant C1 with using the fact that
the space-time is asymptotically FRW along with apply-
ing the normalization C1 = 0,±1 for the curvature con-
stant. It is clear that solutions with C1 = 0 (flat universe)
are asymptotically flat, i.e., b(r)

r tends to zero as r → ∞.
Also, the condition b′(r0) < 1 is satisfied for solution with
C1 = −1 (open universe). The case of wormhole solu-
tion with C1 = 1 (closed universe) cannot be arbitrarily
large.

With b(r) in hand, given by Eq. (18), and using the field
equations (7)–(9), we obtain

ρ(r, t) = ρcb(t) − (n − 1) (n − 2) α r0−4
(
C1 r02 − 1

)2

2R4

(r0

r

)2 n−2
, (20)

Pr (r, t) = Pcb(t) + (n − 2) r−2
0

(
2 αR2 Ḣ + (

α H2 + 1/2
)
(n − 3) R2 + α C1 (n − 5)

) (
C1 r02 − 1

)
R4

(r0

r

) n−1

−α
(
C1 r02 − 1

)2
(n − 5) (n − 2)

2R4

(r0

r

)2 n−2
, (21)

Pt (r, t) = Pcb(t) −
(
2 αR2 Ḣ + (

α H2 + 1/2
)
(n − 3) R2 + α C1 (n − 5)

) (
C1 r02 − 1

)
R4

(r0

r

) n−1

+n α
(
C1 r02 − 1

)2
(n − 5)

2R4

(r0

r

)2 n−2
, (22)
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where ρcb and Pcb components correspond cosmological
background and are given by

ρcb(t) = (n − 2)
(
H2R2 + C1

) ((
H2R2 + C1

)
α + R2

)
(n − 1)

2R4 , (23)

Pcb(t) = −
(((

2 + 4 α H2
)
R4 + 4 α R2C1

)
Ḣ + H2

(
1 + α H2

)
(n − 1) R4

)
(n − 2)

2R4

−
(
(n − 3)C1

(
1 + 2α H2

)
R2 + α C12 (n − 5)

)
(n − 2)

2R4 . (24)

Notice that for our solutions in a cosmological background,
the components of ρ, Pr and Pt are asymptotically inde-
pendent of r . Moreover, their first terms depend only on time

corresponding to a cosmological background as described by
FRW spacetime. Let us now investigate the features of the
evolving wormhole. We can determine the behavior of the
scale factor by applying a linear equation of state between
the radial pressure and energy density of the cosmological
background profiles, i.e., Pcb = ωρcb. We then obtain

R2
(

2 Ḣ R2 + H2 (w + 1) (n − 1) R2

+ ((w + 1) n − w − 3)C1)

+α
(
C1 + H2R2

) (
4 Ḣ R2 + H2 (w + 1) (n − 1) R2

+ ((w + 1) n − w − 5)C1) = 0. (25)

One can check that for α = 0, the solution of Eq. (25)
reduces to the scale factor for higher-dimensional GR [82].
In the following subsections, with the help of the master
equation (25), we will determine the behavior of scale factor
and the related properties of the energy conditions within the
wormhole geometry in the presence of Gauss–Bonnet grav-
ity. Thus, in order to study an evolving wormhole in detail,
we consider three cases C1 = 0 and C1 = ±1.

3.3 Solutions for the case C1 = 0

We firstly solve the differential equation (25) to find the scale
factor for GR case (α = 0) as

R (t) = R1 t
2

(w+1)(n−1) . (26)

In this case, one obtains the following expressions

ρ(r, t) = 2 n − 4

t2 (n − 1) (1 + w)2 , (27)

ρ + Pr = −
(n − 2)

(
r−n+1r0n (n − 1) (n − 3) (1 + w) t

(2+2 w)n−6−2 w
(1+w)(n−1) − 4 r03R1

2
)

2 (1 + w) (n − 1) t2r03R1
2 , (28)

ρ + Pt = r−n+1r0n (n − 1) (n − 3) (1 + w) t
(2+2 w)n−6−2 w

(1+w)(n−1) + 4 r03R1
2 (n − 2)

2 (1 + w) (n − 1) t2r03R1
2 . (29)

We see that for w > −1 the values ρ and ρ + Pt are always
positive, while the quantity ρ + Pr depends on the exponent
of t , i.e, 4

(1+w)(n−1)
. So, for − n−3

n−1 < w or 4
(1+w)(n−1)

< 2 at
t = 0 the value of ρ + Pr is positive, while at large time it is
negative. Moreover, we see that for w < − n−3

n−1 at t = 0 the
value of ρ + Pr is negative, while at large time it is positive.
For w = − n−3

n−1 with scale factor R(t) = R1 t together with

choosing suitable values of n−3
2R12 < r2

0 the WEC is satisfied
(see Fig. 1).

Consider the inflationary expanding regime, i.e (w = −1),
where by solving Eq. (25), we obtain the scale factor as
R(t) = R2eht and in order to check the WEC, we have

ρ(r, t) = (n − 2) (n − 1) h2
(
1 + α h2

)
2

−α (n − 1) (n − 2)

2R2
4r4

0

(
eht

)4

(r0

r

)(2n−2)

, (30)

ρ + Pr = − (n − 2) (n − 3)
(
1 + 2α h2

)
2R2

2
(
eht

)2
r02

(r0

r

)n−1

− (n − 2) (n − 3) α

R24
(
eht

)4
r04

(r0

r

)(2n−2)

, (31)

ρ + Pt = (n − 3)
(
1 + 2α h2

)
2R2

2
(
eht

)2

(r0

r

)n−1

− α (1 + n)

R2
4
(
eht

)4
r04

(r0

r

)(2n−2)

. (32)
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Fig. 1 The behavior of ρ + pr with respect to r and t . The model
parameters are chosen as w = −1/3, R1 = 2 and r0 = 1 in 4 dimen-
sions

It is clear that both ρ + Pr and ρ + Pt tend to zero as t → ∞,
with opposite signs. Therefore, in the limit of large times,
one of the ρ + Pr or ρ + Pt quantities are negative and
consequently the WEC is violated. However, we see that one
can choose suitable value α = − 1

2h2 such that their first term
is eliminated. For this case, the values of theses quantities are
positive at the throat and at infinity. Figure 2 shows that it is
possible to choose suitable values for the constants in order
to satisfy the WEC in whole spacetime.

Finally, Since equation (25) cannot be solved analytically
for R(t), we solve this equation numerically for a few values
of the parameters α and w and investigate the WEC. In Fig. 3
the scale factor versus time is plotted for α = −1, 0, 1 and
w = − 3

4 . Using then the field equations (7)–(9) for numer-

ical values of the scale factor, we can plot the WEC. The
numerical solutions are plotted in Fig. 4. These figures show
that one can choose suitable parameters α = 1,w = − 3

4 with
r0 = 2 in five dimensions. Note that all of the quantities ρ,
ρ + Pr and ρ + Pt are positive at the throat and everywhere.

3.4 Solutions for the case C1 = −1

In this subsection, we study the open background, by using
Eq. (25). We then find the analytical scale factor for w = −1
as

R (t) = R3 sinh

(
t

R3

)
. (33)

In this case, we obtain the quantities ρ,ρ + Pr and ρ + Pt as

ρ(r, t) = (n − 1) (n − 2)

2R3
2

+α

⎛
⎜⎝ (n − 1) (n − 2)

2R3
4

− (n − 1)
(
r2
0 + 1

)2
(n − 2)

2R3
4r04

(
sinh

(
t
R3

))4

(r0

r

)2n−2

⎞
⎟⎠ , (34)

ρ + Pr = −
(
r02 + 1

)
(n − 2) (n − 3)

2 r02R3
2
(

sinh
(

t
R3

))2

(r0

r

)n−1

+α

⎛
⎜⎝−

(
r02 + 1

)
(n − 2) (n − 3)

r02R3
4
(

sinh
(

t
R3

))2

(r0

r

)n−1

−
(
r02 + 1

)2
(n − 2) (n − 3)

R3
4r04

(
sinh

(
t
R3

))4

(r0

r

)2n−2

⎞
⎟⎠ , (35)

Fig. 2 The behavior of ρ + pr
and ρ + pt with respect to r and
t . The model parameters are
taken as α = −0.5, h = 1,
R2 = 1 and r0 = 1 in
5-dimensions in the left and
right plots, respectively
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Fig. 3 The behavior of R(t) with respect to t for w = −3/4, n = 5
and α = −1, 1, 0 from up to down, respectively

ρ + Pt =
(
r02 + 1

)
(n − 3)

2r02R3
2
(

sinh
(

t
R3

))2

(r0

r

)n−1

+α

⎛
⎜⎝

(
r02 + 1

)
(n − 3)

r02R3
4
(

sinh
(

t
R3

))2

(r0

r

)n−1

−
(
r02 + 1

)2
(n + 1)

R3
4r04

(
sinh

(
t
R3

))4

(r0

r

)2n−2

⎞
⎟⎠ . (36)

It is seen that in GR (α = 0), ρ + Pr is always negative,
implying the violation of NEC throughout the spacetime.
However, one can easily show that for t = 0 the WEC is
satisfied by imposing the negative valueα, due to the presence
of the last term in Eqs. (35)–(36). We can also suitably choose
the constants so that the WEC be satisfied in whole spacetime,
Fig. 5.

3.5 Solutions for the case C1 = 1

In the case of a close background, we can choose the worm-
hole throat such that the condition b′(r0) < 1 is satisfied,
i.e, r2

0 < n−3
n−1 . To be a solution of a wormhole, the condition

0 < r − b(r) is also imposed. The condition b(r) = r leads
to two real and positive roots given by r− = r0 and r+ which
satisfies the following equation

r+n−1 − r+n−3 − r0
n−1 + r0

n−3 = 0. (37)

Thus, the spatial extension of this type of wormhole solution
cannot be arbitrarily large. We then have a finite wormhole
within the range r− < r < r+. Figure 6 shows that increas-
ing the dimension of space enlarges the wormhole spatial
extension. In order to study energy conditions for these class

of solutions we proceed with obtaining the behavior of the
scale factor, using Eq. (25) for w = −1, as

R (t) = R4 cosh

(
t

R4

)
. (38)

Also, in order to check the WEC we obtain

ρ(r, t) = (n − 1) (n − 2)

2R4
2

+α

⎛
⎜⎝ (n − 1) (n − 2)

2R4
4

− (n − 1)
(
r02 − 1

)2
(n − 2)

2R4
4r04

(
cosh

(
t
R4

))4

(r0

r

)2n−2

⎞
⎟⎠ , (39)

ρ + Pr =
(
r02 − 1

)
(n − 2) (n − 3)

2 r02R4
2
(

cosh
(

t
R4

))2

(r0

r

)n−1

+α

⎛
⎜⎝

(
r02 − 1

)
(n − 2) (n − 3)

r02R4
4
(

cosh
(

t
R4

))2

(r0

r

)n−1

−
(
r02 − 1

)2
(n − 2) (n − 3)

R4
4r04

(
cosh

(
t
R4

))4

(r0

r

)2n−2

⎞
⎟⎠ , (40)

ρ + Pt = −
(
r02 − 1

)
(n − 3)

2r02R4
2
(

cosh
(

t
R4

))2

(r0

r

)n−1

−α

⎛
⎜⎝

(
r02 − 1

)
(n − 3)

r02R4
4
(

cosh
(

t
R4

))2

(r0

r

)n−1

+
(
r02 − 1

)2
(n + 1)

R4
4r04

(
cosh

(
t
R4

))4

(r0

r

)2n−2

⎞
⎟⎠ . (41)

In this case, we see that in GR (α = 0), ρ + Pt is always neg-
ative, implying the violation of NEC throughout the space-
time. However, we can choose a suitable value of α so that
we have normal matter in the whole spacetime. In Fig. 7, we
depict the quantities ρ , ρ + Pr and ρ + Pt in terms of r and
t for R4 = 1, r0 = 0.1 and n = 5.

4 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have explored higher-dimensional dynam-
ical wormhole solutions in the framework of GB gravity by
considering a constraint on the Ricci scalar. In this context,
the existence of higher curvature may help to construct worm-
hole solutions that respect energy conditions. In a cosmolog-
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Fig. 4 The behavior of ρ , ρ + pt and ρ + pr with respect to t at throat r0 = 2 for the left figure and at r = 5 for the right figure from up to down,
respectively. The constants are chosen as α = 1, r0 = 2 and w = −3/4 in 5-dimensions

Fig. 5 The behavior of ρ, ρ + pr and ρ + pt versus r and t respectively from left to right, for w = −1, r0 = 1, R3 = 1 and α = −0.5 in
5-dimensions

Fig. 6 The behavior of 1 − b(r)/r with respect to r for r0 = 0.1,
n = 9, 7, 5 from up to down, respectively

ical set up, microscopic dynamical wormholes produced in
the early universe may be inflated to macroscopic scales. We
found that choosing a suitable value for α parameter and
wormhole throat could help to obtain wormholes without
the need for exotic matter. We have also briefly presented
solutions in higher dimensional Einstein gravity, α = 0, that
confirms previous results outlined in [82]. Furthermore, for a
specific value of w the WEC is satisfied throughout the entire
spacetime in four dimensions. Also, we found new solutions
that have finite size for which the WEC can be satisfied for
negative GB constant.

Finally, it should be noted that during the past years, sev-
eral branches of theoretical physics such as string theory,
supergravity, Kaluza–Klein theory have predicted the pres-
ence of extra dimensions [105,106]. Hence, it makes sense
to seek for possible existence of geometrical objects within
spacetimes with the number of dimensions greater than four
as for example higher dimensional black holes and worm-
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Fig. 7 The behavior of ρ, ρ + pr and ρ + pt versus r and t respectively from left to right, for w = −1, r0 = 0.1, R4 = 1 and α = −0.5 in
5-dimensions

holes [107–109]. From astrophysical perspective, the near
horizon black hole solutions in higher dimensional mod-
els are important since they can be regarded as windows to
extra dimensions [110,111], and in cosmological scenarios
the possible existence of extra dimensions is significant dur-
ing the evolution of the early universe [112–114]. In [115] the
author has provided some observational criterion in order to
determine whether the extra dimensions are compact or large
and phenomenological aspects of large, warped, and univer-
sal extra dimensions is reviewed in [116]. Wormhole geome-
tries without exotic matter have been studied in [117]. Such
solutions could be thought of as similar to missing energies in
collider phenomenology which are expected to provide sig-
nals of the existence of extra dimensions [118]. Therefore,
the existence of such configurations with extra dimensions in
our universe cannot be a priori excluded, and their possible
astrophysical results could be a subject of further studies.

Data Availability Statement This manuscript has no associated data or
the data will not be deposited. [Authors’ comment: This is a theoretical
study and no experimental data has been listed.]

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation,
distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you
give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, pro-
vide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes
were made. The images or other third party material in this article
are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indi-
cated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permit-
ted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copy-
right holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecomm
ons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
Funded by SCOAP3.

References

1. M.S. Morris, K.S. Thorne, Am. J. Phys. 56, 395 (1988)
2. M.S. Morris, K.S. Thorne, U. Yurtsever, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 1446

(1988)
3. S. Kar, N. Dadhich, M. Visser, Pramana J. Phys. 63, 859 (2004)
4. D. Hochberg, M. Visser, Phys. Rev. D 56, 4745 (1997)
5. M. Visser, S. Kar, N. Dadhich, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 201102 (2003)
6. E. Poisson, M. Visser, Phys. Rev. D 52, 7318 (1995)
7. S.W. Kim, Phys. Lett. A 166, 13 (1992)
8. F.S.N. Lobo, Class. Quantum Gravity 21, 4811 (2004)
9. J.P.S. Lemos, F.S.N. Lobo, Phys. Rev. D 69, 104007 (2004)

10. E.F. Eiroa, C. Simeone, Phys. Rev. D. 70, 044008 (2004)
11. E.F. Eiroa, C. Simeone, Phys. Rev. D. 71, 127501 (2005)
12. F. Rahaman, M. Kalam, S. Chakraborty, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 38,

1687 (2006)
13. C. Bejarano, E.F. Eiroa, C. Simeone, Phys. Rev. D 75, 027501

(2007)
14. M. Thibeault, C. Simeone, E.F. Eiroa, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 38,

1593 (2006)
15. F. Rahaman, M. Kalam, S. Chakraborty, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 16,

1669 (2007)
16. E. Gravanis, S. Willison, Phys. Rev. D 75, 084025 (2007)
17. A.G. Agnese, M. La Camera, Phys. Rev. D 51, 2011 (1995)
18. K.K. Nandi, A. Islam, J. Evans, Phys. Rev. D 55, 2497 (1997)
19. F.S.N. Lobo, M.A. Oliveira, Phys. Rev. D 81, 067501 (2010)
20. S.V. Sushkov, S.M. Kozyrev, Phys. Rev. D 84, 124026 (2011)
21. F.S.N. Lobo, M.A. Oliveira, Phys. Rev. D 80, 104012 (2009)
22. N.M. Garcia, F.S.N. Lobo, Phys. Rev. D 82, 104018 (2010)
23. N. Montelongo Garcia, F.S.N. Lobo, Class. Quantum Gravity 28,

085018 (2011)
24. E.F. Eiroa, G.F. Aguirre, Eur. Phys. J. C 72, 2240 (2012)
25. M. Richarte, C. Simeone, Phys. Rev. D 80, 104033 (2009)
26. M.K. Zangeneh, F.S.N. Lobo, M.H. Dehghani, Phys. Rev. D 92,

124049 (2015)
27. V.D. Dzhunushaliev, D. Singleton, Phys. Rev. D 59, 064018

(1999)
28. J.P. de Leon, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 11, 013 (2009)
29. R. Shaikh, S. Kar, Phys. Rev. D 94, 024011 (2016)
30. A. Anabalon, A. Cisterna, Phys. Rev. D 85, 084035 (2012)
31. J.P.S. Lemos, F.S.N. Lobo, S.Q. Oliveira, Phys. Rev. D 68, 064004

(2003)

123

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


310 Page 10 of 10 Eur. Phys. J. C (2020) 80 :310

32. E. Elizalde, M. Khurshudyan, Phys. Rev. D 98, 123525 (2018)
33. P.H.R.S. Moraes, P.K. Sahoo, Eur. Phys. J. C 79(8), 677 (2019)
34. P.H.R.S. Moraes, P.K. Sahoo, Phys. Rev. D 96(4), 044038 (2017)
35. P.K. Sahoo, P.H.R.S. Moraes, P. Sahoo, Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 46

(2018)
36. P.K. Sahoo, P.H.R.S. Moraes, P. Sahoo, G. Ribeiro, Int. J. Mod.

Phys. D 27(16), 1950004 (2018)
37. E. Elizalde, M. Khurshudyan, Phys. Rev. D 99(2), 024051 (2019)
38. P.H.R.S. Moraes, W. de Paula, R.A.C. Correa, Int. J. Mod. Phys.

D 28(08), 1950098 (2019)
39. S. Kar, Phys. Rev. D 49, 862 (1994)
40. S. Kar, D. Sahdev, Phys. Rev. D 53, 722 (1996)
41. H. Maeda, T. Harada, B.J. Carr, Phys. Rev. D 79, 044034 (2009)
42. A.V.B. Arellano, F.S.N. Lobo, Class. Quantum Gravity 23, 5811

(2006)
43. M. Cataldo, P. Meza, P. Minning, Phys. Rev. D 83, 044050 (2011)
44. T.A. Roman, Phys. Rev. D 47, 1370 (1993)
45. A.V.B. Arellano, F.S.N. Lobo, Class. Quantum Gravity 23, 7229

(2006)
46. M. La Camera, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 26, 857 (2011)
47. A.V.B. Arellano, N. Breton, R. Garcia-Salcedo, Gen. Relativ.

Gravit. 41, 2561 (2009)
48. S.V. Sushkov, Y.-Z. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 77, 024042 (2008)
49. B.N. Esfahani, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 37, 271 (2005)
50. P.K.F. Kuhfittig, Phys. Rev. D 66, 024015 (2002)
51. H. Maeda, T. Harada, B.J. Carr, Phys. Rev. D 77, 024022 (2008)
52. H. Maeda, T. Harada, B.J. Carr, Phys. Rev. D 77, 024023 (2008)
53. M. Cataldo, S. del Campo, Phys. Rev. D 85, 104010 (2012)
54. M. Cataldo, P. Meza, Phys. Rev. D 87, 064012 (2013)
55. M. Cataldo, F. Arostica, S. Bahamonde, Eur. Phys. J. C 73, 2517

(2013)
56. M.R. Mehdizadeh, A.H. Ziaie, Phys. Rev. D 95, 064049 (2017)
57. M.R. Mehdizadeh, A.H. Ziaie, Phys. Rev. D 96, 124017 (2017)
58. F. Rahaman, S. Ray, S. Islam, Astrophys. Space Sci. 346, 245

(2013)
59. F. Parsaei, S. Rastgoo, arXiv:1909.09899 [gr-qc]
60. F.S.N. Lobo, Class. Quantum Gravity Res., 1–78 (2008).

arXiv:0710.4474 [gr-qc]
61. K.A. Bronnikov, Particles 1, 56–81 (2018)
62. A. Baruah, A. Deshamukhya, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 1330, 012001

(2019)
63. K.S. Stelle, Renormalization of higher derivative quantum gravity.

Phys. Rev. D 16, 953 (1977)
64. D. Lovelock, Aequat. Math. 4, 127 (1970)
65. D. Lovelock, J. Math. Phys. 12, 498 (1971)
66. J.M. Maldacena, The large N limit of superconformal field theo-

ries and supergravity. Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38, 1113 (1999)
67. E. Witten, Anti-de Sitter space and holography. Adv. Theor. Math.

Phys. 2, 253 (1998)
68. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Phys. Rep. 505, 59 (2011)
69. T.P. Sotiriou, V. Faraoni, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 451 (2010)
70. B. Bhawal, S. Kar, Phys. Rev. D 46, 2464 (1992)
71. H. Maeda, M. Nozawa, Static and symmetric wormholes respect-

ing energy conditions in Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet gravity. Phys.
Rev. D 78, 024005 (2008)

72. M.R. Mehdizadeh, M.K. Zangeneh, F.S.N. Lobo, Phys. Rev. D
91, 084004 (2015)

73. M.R. Mehdizadeh, F.S.N. Lobo, Phys. Rev. D 93, 124014 (2016)
74. M.R. Mehdizadeh, N. Riazi, Phys. Rev. D 85, 124022 (2012)
75. T. Kaluza, Sitzungsber. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. Berlin (Math. Phys.)

K1, 966 (1921)
76. O. Klein, Z. Phys. 37, 895 (1926)
77. E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 443, 85 (1995)

78. C. Vafa, Nucl. Phys. B 469, 403 (1996)
79. P. Horava, E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 475, 94 (1996)
80. A. Lukas, B.A. Ovrut, K.S. Stelle, D. Waldram, Phys. Rev. D 59,

086001 (1999)
81. A. Lukas, B.A. Ovrut, D. Waldram, Phys. Rev. D 60, 086001

(1999)
82. M.K. Zangeneh, F.S.N. Lobo, N. Riazi, Phys. Rev. D 90, 024072

(2014)
83. H.A. Shinkai, T. Torii, Phys. Rev. D 96(4), 044009 (2017)
84. M.H. Dehghani, N. Bostani, A. Sheykhi, Phys. Rev. D 73, 104013

(2006)
85. D.J. Gross, E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 277, 1 (1986)
86. R.R. Metsaev, A.A. Tseytlin, Phys. Lett. B 191, 354 (1987)
87. C.G. Callan, R.C. Myers, M.J. Perry, Nucl. Phys. B 311, 673

(1988)
88. R.C. Myers, Phys. Rev. D 36, 392 (1987)
89. M. Cataldo, P. Labrana, S. del Campo, J. Crisostomo, P. Salgado,

Phys. Rev. D 78, 104006 (2008)
90. M. Cataldo, P. Meza, P. Minning, Phys. Rev. D 83, 044050 (2011)
91. M. Jamil et al., Eur. Phys. J. C 67, 513 (2010)
92. M. Cataldo, L. Liempi, P. Rodriguez, Phys. Lett. B 757, 130 (2016)
93. D. Hochberg, M. Visser, Phys. Rev. D 56, 4745 (1997)
94. S.H. Mazharimousavi, M. Halilsoy, Z. Amirabi, Phys. Rev. D 81,

104002 (2010)
95. S.H. Mazharimousavi, M. Halilsoy, Z. Amirabi, Class. Quantum

Gravity 28, 025004 (2011)
96. M.R. Mehdizadeh, M.K. Zangeneh, F.S.N. Lobo, Phys. Rev. D

92, 044022 (2015)
97. M.H. Dehghani, Z. Dayyani, Phys. Rev. D 79, 064010 (2009)
98. T. Harko, F.S.N. Lobo, M.K. Mak, S.V. Sushkov, Phys. Rev. D

87, 067504 (2013)
99. S.V. Sushkov, Phys. Rev. D 71, 043520 (2005)

100. F.S.N. Lobo, Phys. Rev. D 71, 084011 (2005)
101. L.A. Anchordoqui, S.E. Perez Bergliaffa, D.F. Torres, Phys. Rev.

D 55, 5226 (1997)
102. E. Ebrahimi, N. Riazi, Astrophys. Space Sci. 321, 217 (2009)
103. E. Ebrahimi, N. Riazi, Phys. Rev. D 81, 024036 (2010)
104. R.C. Myers, M.J. Perry, Ann. Phys. (NY) 172, 304 (1986)
105. A. Pérez-Lorenzana, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 18, 224 (2005)
106. T. Clifton, P.G. Ferreira, A. Padilla, C. Skordis, Phys. Rep. 513,

1 (2012)
107. R. Emparan, H.S. Reall, Living Rev. Relativ. 11, 6 (2008)
108. G.T. Horowitz, Black Holes in Higher Dimensions (Cambridge

University Press, Cambridge, 2012)
109. K.A. Bronnikov, S.G. Rubin, Black Holes (World Scientific, Cos-

mology and Extra Dimensions, 2013)
110. A. Davidson, D. Owen, Phys. Lett. B 155, 247 (1985)
111. M.D. Maia, V. Silveira, Phys. Rev. D 48, 954 (1993)
112. T. Appelquist, A. Chodos, G.P.O. Freund, Modern Kaluza–Klein

Theories (Addison-Wesley, New York, 1987)
113. E.W. Kolb, M.S. Turner, The Early Universe (Adisson-Wesley,

New York, 1990)
114. T. Nakama, J.’ichi Yokoyama, Phys. Rev. D 99, 061303 (2019)
115. J.P. de Leon, Gravit. Cosmol. 15, 345 (2009)
116. G.D. Kribs, arXiv:hep-ph/0605325
117. S. Kar, S. Lahiri, S. SenGupta, Phys. Lett. B 750, 319 (2015)
118. L. Randall, Science 296, 1422 (2002)

123

http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.09899
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.4474
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0605325

	Dynamical wormholes in Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet gravity
	Abstract 
	1 Introduction
	2 Action and field equations
	3 Wormhole solutions
	3.1 Energy–momentum conditions
	3.2 Cosmological wormholes
	3.3 Solutions for the case C1=0
	3.4 Solutions for the case C1=-1
	3.5 Solutions for the case C1=1

	4 Concluding remarks
	References




