arXiv:gr-qc/0512029 v2 20 Jul 2006

Thin-shell wormholes in Einstein–Maxwell theory with a Gauss–Bonnet term

Marc Thibeault^{1,∗}, Claudio Simeone^{1,†} and Ernesto F. Eiroa^{2,‡}

1 Departamento de Física, Facultad de Ciencias Exactas y Naturales, Universidad de Buenos Aires, Ciudad Universitaria Pab. I, 1428, Buenos Aires, Argentina 2 Instituto de Astronomía y Física del Espacio, C.C. 67, Suc. 28, 1428, Buenos Aires, Argentina

July 20, 2006

Abstract

We study five dimensional thin-shell wormholes in Einstein–Maxwell theory with a Gauss– Bonnet term. The linearized stability under radial perturbations and the amount of exotic matter are analyzed as a function of the parameters of the model. We find that the inclusion of the quadratic correction substantially widens the range of possible stable configurations, and besides it allows for a reduction of the exotic matter required to construct the wormholes.

PACS number(s): 04.20.Gz, 04.50.+h, 11.27.+d Keywords: Lorentzian wormholes; exotic matter; Gauss–Bonnet term

1 Introduction

Traversable Lorentzian wormholes are solutions of the equations of gravitation which connect two regions of the same universe, or of two universes, by a throat [1, 2]. The throat is defined as a minimal area hypersurface which satisfies a flare-out condition [3]. This requires the presence of exotic matter, that is, matter which violates the null energy condition (NEC) [1, 2, 3, 4]. Because it has been shown that the amount of exotic matter necessary for the existence of a wormhole can be made infinitesimally small by a suitable choice of the geometry [5], considerable efforts have been addressed to precisely quantify such amount for different configurations, and to show how it can be minimized [6]. Indeed, the total amount of exotic matter has been pointed as an indicator of the physical viability of traversable wormholes [7].

Another central aspect of a wormhole –in fact, of any physically meaningful solution within any theory of gravitation– is its stability. Within the framework of traversable wormholes, stability under perturbations preserving the symmetry of the original configuration has been widely analyzed. In particular, this problem has received considerable attention in the case of thin-shell wormholes, that is, wormholes which are mathematically constructed by cutting and pasting two manifolds to obtain a geodesically complete new manifold [8]. In this case the exotic matter is located in a shell placed at the joining surface; the framework for dealing with these wormholes is the Darmois–Israel formalism, which leads to the Lanczos equations, that is, to the equations of gravitation projected

∗e-mail: marc@df.uba.ar †e-mail: csimeone@df.uba.ar ‡e-mail: eiroa@iafe.uba.ar

on the joining surface [9, 10]. The solution of these equations, once provided an equation of state for the matter on the shell, determines the dynamical evolution. Such a procedure has been applied to spherically and cylindrically symmetric configurations associated to wormhole solutions within general relativity [11, 12, 13].

The theory of gravity in five dimensions corresponding to the Einstein–Hilbert action supplemented with a Gauss–Bonnet term is, in a certain sense, the most general (metric) theory of gravity one can construct satisfying the conservation of the equations of motion which still remain being of second order [14]. This theory, and its analogue in D dimensions, was extensively studied in the last three decades and, in particular, the attention focused on it was mainly due to the fact that the theory arises within the string theoretical framework [15]. For instance, a version of this appears as corrections (proportional to the inverse of the string tension) to the low energy effective action of the heterotic string theory [16] as well as in Calabi–Yau compactification of the M-theory [17]. Besides, these theories result closely related to Chern–Simons gravity in odd dimensions which turns out to correspond to a particular choice of the parameters of the model; see Ref. [18]. Physically, adding the Gauss–Bonnet (higher order) terms in the gravitational action corresponds to the inclusion of short distance corrections to general relativity. The study of black hole solutions in Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet theory was initiated in the decade of 1980, when the statical spherically symmetric solution was reported by Boulware and Deser in Ref. [19]. Subsequently, Wiltshire derived in Ref. [20] the charged black hole geometry in both Maxwell and Born–Infeld electrodynamics. Both geometrical and thermodynamical aspects of black holes are substantially modified by the addition of the Gauss–Bonnet term [21].

Lorentzian wormholes in spacetimes with more than four dimensions were analyzed by several researchers [22, 23]. In particular, wormholes in Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet gravity were considered in Ref. [22]. In the present work, the idea is then to use Lorentzian wormholes as a test bed to explore some of the qualitative changes that could happen in General Relativity with the addition of a Gauss-Bonnet term. More precisely, we shall study how the stability under radial perturbations of five dimensional spherically symmetric thin-shell wormholes in Einstein–Maxwell theory and the amount of exotic matter needed are affected by the presence of a Gauss-Bonnet term. In Section 2 we shall construct a generic thin-shell wormhole and write down the corresponding Lanczos equations; in Section 3 we shall analyze its mechanical stability under perturbations preserving the symmetry, and in Section 4 the energy conditions will be studied, and the total amount of exotic matter will be calculated. The dependence of the results in terms of the parameters of the model will be analyzed in detail. It will be shown that the inclusion of the Gauss–Bonnet term permits stability configurations with more physical values of β^2 with small charge; also, we will see that the amount of exotic matter can be reduced for given values of the parameters. Section 5 is devoted to a brief summary and discussion. Throughout the paper we set units so that c = G = 1.

2 Charged thin-shell wormholes

The five-dimensional Einstein–Maxwell theory with a Gauss–Bonnet term representing a quadratic curvature correction is given by [19, 20] S = ∫ d^5x √ −g [ R − 2Λ − 1 4 F_{μν} F^{μν} + α ( R_{αβγδ}R^{αβγδ} − 4R_{αβ}R^{αβ} + R^2 )] , (1)

where the signature chosen is (− + + + +), Λ is the cosmological constant, and α is a constant of dimensions (length)^2. The variational principle δS = 0 leads to the Einstein–Maxwell equations R_{μν} − 1 2 g_{μν} R + Λg_{μν} = 1 2 ( T^{EM}_{μν} + T^{GB}_{μν} ) , (2)

T^{EM}_{μν} = F_{μα}F^α_ν − 1 4 g_{μν} F_{αβ} F^{αβ}, (3)

T^{GB}_{μν} = α [ 8R_{αβ}R^{α β}_{μ ν} − 4R_{μαβγ}R^{αβγ}_ν + 8R_{μα}R^α_ν − 4RR_{μν} + g_{μν} ( R_{αβγδ}R^{αβγδ} − 4R_{αβ}R^{αβ} + R^2 )] , (4) where T^{EM}_{μν} is the usual electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor, and T^{GB}_{μν} is an effective tensor associated with the quadratic Gauss–Bonnet term included in the action. These equations admit a spherically symmetric solution given by [20]

ds^2 = −f(r)dt^2 + f^{−1}(r)dr^2 + r^2(dθ^2 + sin^2 θdχ^2 + sin^2 θ sin^2 χdφ^2), (5)

f(r) = 1 + r^2 4α − r^2 4α √ 1 + 16Mα πr^4 − 8Q^2α 3r^6 + 4Λα 3 . (6)

The non null components of the electromagnetic tensor in an orthonormal frame are F_{t̂r̂} = −F_{r̂t̂} = Q/4πr^3. It is not difficult to check that in the limit α → 0 the five dimensional Einstein–Maxwell solution with cosmological constant is recovered. In this limit, for Λ = 0 the five dimensional Reissner–Nordström metric is obtained, so M > 0 and Q can be identified with the mass and charge respectively. For α ≠ 0, there is a minimum value of the radial coordinate r_{min} such that the function inside the square root in Eq. (6) is positive for r > r_{min}, so the metric (5) is well defined. The geometry has a curvature singularity at the surface defined by r = r_{min} [20]. Depending on the values of the parameters, this singular surface can be surrounded by an event horizon with radius r_h, so the metric (5) represents a black hole, or in absence of the event horizon, it is a naked singularity.

We shall construct a spherically symmetric thin-shell wormhole starting from the generic geometry (5), and introduce the explicit form (6) in the final results. We take two copies of the region r ≥ a, with a greater than r_h and r_{min} to avoid possible horizons and singularities in our geometry, and paste them to obtain a geodesically complete new manifold with a matter shell at the surface r = a, where the throat of the wormhole is located. The procedure follows the steps of the Darmois-Israel formalism; in terms of the original coordinates X^γ = (t, r, θ, χ, φ), on the shell we define the coordinates ξ^i = (τ, θ, χ, φ), with τ the proper time. Thus, using an orthonormal basis {e_{τ̂} , e_{θ̂}, e_{χ̂}, e_{φ̂}}, the extrinsic curvature at the two sides of the shell reads K^±_{îĵ} = −n^±_γ ( ∂^2X^γ ∂ξ^î∂ξ^ĵ + Γ^γ_{αβ} ∂X^α ∂ξ^î ∂X^β ∂ξ^ĵ )| | r=a , (7)

where n^±_γ are the unit normals to the surface. Defining κ_{îĵ} = K^+_{îĵ} − K^−_{îĵ} and κ = tr(κ_{îĵ} ), we obtain the Lanczos equations (the Einstein’s equations on the shell)

κ_{îĵ} − κg_{îĵ} = −8πS_{îĵ} , (8)

where g_{îĵ} = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) and S_{îĵ} = diag(σ, p_{θ̂}, p_{χ̂}, p_{φ̂}) is the surface energy-momentum tensor. To allow for the analysis of radial perturbations, we let the throat radius to vary with the proper time: a = a(τ). As a consequence of the generalized Birkhoff theorem proved in Ref. [20], the geometry will remain given by (5) and (6) for any r greater than a(τ). The resulting expressions for the energy density and pressures for a generic metric function f turn to be

S_{τ τ} = σ = − 3 4πa √ f(a) + ȧ^2, (9)

S_{θ̂θ̂} = S_{χ̂χ̂} = S_{φ̂φ̂} = p = − 2 3 σ + 1 8π ( 2ä + f^′(a) √ f(a) + ȧ^2 ) , (10)

where the overdot and the prime means, respectively, the derivatives with respect to τ and r. As it was to be expected, the energy density is negative, revealing the existence of exotic matter at the shell. It is easy to see from Eqs. (9) and (10) that the following conservation equation is fulfilled: d dτ ( σa^3 ) + p d dτ ( a^3 ) = 0. (11)

For a static configuration of radius a_0 we simply have

σ_0 = − 3 4πa_0 √ f(a_0), p_0 = − 2 3 σ_0 + 1 8π ( f^′(a_0) √ f(a_0) ) . (12)

Note that as the wormhole radius approaches which would be the event horizon radius r_h in the original metric, the energy density approaches to zero, but, instead, the pressure diverges unless f^′(r_h) = 0; this will be discussed in detail in section 4.

3 Stability analysis

We shall study the stability of the configuration under small perturbations preserving the symmetry; for this we shall follow the procedure first applied to thin-shell wormholes in Ref. [11]. The dynamics of the shell results from the Eqs. (9) and (10) or, alternatively, from one of them and the conservation equation (11). In any case an equation of state for the matter on the shell must be provided; because we are interested in studying small radial perturbations around a radius of equilibrium a_0, we propose a linear relation

p = p_0 + β^2(σ − σ_0), (13)

where σ_0 and p_0 are the energy density and pressure corresponding to the equilibrium radius of the wormhole; for ordinary matter β^2 would be the speed of sound, but due to the presence of exotic matter we shall regard it as an arbitrary constant.

These equations lead to an explicit relation between the energy density and the radius: σ(a) = ( σ_0 + p_0 β^2 + 1 ) ( a_0 a )_{3(β}2_{+1)} + β^2σ_0 − p_0 β^2 + 1

. (14)

Introducing this in Eq. (9) we obtain the equation of motion

ȧ^2 + V (a) = 0, (15)

where the potential V (a) is defined as V (a) = f(a) − 16π^2 9 a^2σ^2. (16)

It is easy to verify that the potential fulfils V (a_0) = V^′(a_0) = 0, so that the stable equilibrium configurations correspond to the condition V^{′′}(a_0) > 0. The second derivative of the potential for the generic metric (5) is given by

V^{′′}(a_0) = f^{′′}(a_0) −

32π^2 9 [ σ^2_0 + 4a_0σ_0σ^′_0 + a^2_0 ( σ^′_0^2 + σ_0σ^{′′}_0 )]

= f^{′′}(a_0) −

32π^2 9 [ σ^2_0 + 9(σ_0 + p_0)^2 + 9β^2σ_0(σ_0 + p_0) ]

= f^{′′}(a_0) + ( 3β^2 + 2 a_0 ) [ f^′(a_0) −

2f(a_0) a_0 ] − f^{′2}(a_0) 2f(a_0)

. (17)

Hence the stability of the configuration requires the relation

β^2 > a^2_0f^{′2}(a_0) − 2a^2_0f^{′′}(a_0)f(a_0) 6a_0f^′(a_0)f(a_0) − 12f^2(a_0) − 2 3 (18)

if f^′(a_0) − 2f(a_0)/a_0 > 0, and

β^2 < a^2_0f^{′2}(a_0) − 2a^2_0f^{′′}(a_0)f(a_0) 6a_0f^′(a_0)f(a_0) − 12f^2(a_0) − 2 3 (19)

if f^′(a_0) − 2f(a_0)/a_0 < 0. Although it is possible to write explicitly an analytic expression of β^2 as a function of the parameters, the complexity of the formulas (18) and (19) inhibits to get a clear insight of the stability regions. It is thus preferable, as it is customary, to draw the curves V^{′′}(a_0) = 0, which allow for an intuitive understanding of the behavior of the configuration. We shall consider the cases Λ = 0 and Λ ≠ 0 separately, and thoroughly discuss the dependence of the regions of stability with different choices of the parameters.

3.1 Case Λ = 0 As pointed above, the square root of the parameter α of the theory introduces a length scale such that the Gauss–Bonnet corrections become relevant when the typical dimensions of a given configuration are of order √ |α|. Thus, it is natural to perform an analysis for different cases depending on the relation existing between α and the mass M.

In the case of null cosmological constant the metric from which we start presents a singularity located at r_{min} given by the greatest real and positive solution of the equation

r^6 + 16Mα π r^2 −

8Q^2α 3 = 0. (20)

If Eq. (20) has no real positive solutions we have r_{min} = 0, where the metric diverges. This singularity is surrounded, in principle, by two horizons with radii

r_± = M π − α ± [( M π − α )_2 − Q^2 3 ]_{1/2} 1/2 . (21)

The event horizon is placed at r_h = r_+, and r_− is the inner horizon. For α > −M/π, r_{min} < r_h and the singularity can be shielded by the event horizon. But when α ≤ −M/π, we have a naked singularity because r_{min} ≥ r_h. For |α| < M/π, it is easy to see that there exists a critical value of the charge |Q_c| = √ 3 | | | M π − α | | | , (22)

Figure 1: The stability regions (marked with an S) are shown for Λ = 0 and α/M = 0.1, which implies |Q_c|/M = 0.38. Only physically admissible regions, r > r_h or r > r_{min}, are considered (see the text). For the upper left figure |Q| = 0; in the upper right figure, |Q| = 0.99|Q_c|; in the lower left, |Q| = 1.01|Q_c|; and for the last one |Q| = 2|Q_c|.

such that if |Q| < |Q_c| there are two horizons, if |Q| = |Q_c| there is only one (degenerate) horizon, and if |Q| > |Q_c| there are no horizons. For |α| ≥ M/π, no horizons exist for any value of the charge (except the nonphysical solution r_h = 0 for α = M/π and Q = 0). As mentioned in Section 2, the wormhole radius a_0 is taken greater than r_h to avoid the presence of event horizons in our wormhole geometries. Note that when there is no horizon, the presence of the singular surface in r = r_{min} compels us to consider values of a_0 greater than r_{min} for the radius of the wormhole throat.

The associated stability analysis reveals both analogies and remarkable differences with the general relativity case corresponding to α → 0: 1) Two distinct regimes take place for |α| < M/π and |α| ≥ M/π. In the first range most relevant results regarding the stability of the solutions appear, while in the second one stability requires β^2 < 0 (Figs. 4 and 5). 2) For α > 0 the critical value of charge, |Q_c|, is smaller than the value corresponding to general relativity; instead for α < 0 the critical charge is larger than in the absence of the Gauss–Bonnet terms. For α → 0 (five dimensional Reissner–Nordström metric) the critical value of the charge is |Q_c| = √ 3M/π. 3) As larger values of α are considered, the regions of stability become enlarged (including β^2 < 1, which is an interesting feature) without the necessity of large values of the charge; in particular (see upper

Figure 2: The stability regions are shown for Λ = 0 and α/M = 0.25, which implies |Q_c|/M = 0.12. For the upper left figure |Q| = 0; in the upper right figure, |Q| = 0.99|Q_c|; in the lower left, |Q| = 1.01|Q_c|; and for the last one |Q| = 2|Q_c|.

left in Fig. 2), this is possible with zero charge, which constitutes a drastic difference comparing with the general relativity case. Besides, for |Q| ⪆ |Q_c| we find a range of radii a_0 for which stability is achieved with any value of the parameter β^2 (lower left in Fig. 2). 4) For −M/π < α < 0 the regions of stability turn to be smaller than without the Gauss–Bonnet quadratic contribution (see Fig. 3).

3.2 Anti–De Sitter case The presence of the cosmological constant introduces a restriction on the admissible values for α: it must be Λα > −3/4, in order to keep the metric real for large values of r. Now the singular surface radius r_{min} is given by the greatest real and positive solution of the equation ( 1 + 4Λα 3 ) r^6 + 16Mα π r^2 −

8Q^2α 3 = 0, (23)

or r_{min} = 0 if all real solutions are non positive. The addition of the cosmological constant makes more complicated the structure of the horizons in the original manifold. Indeed we now have that

Figure 3: The stability regions are shown for Λ = 0 and α/M = −0.1, which implies |Q_c|/M = 0.725. For the upper left figure |Q| = 0; in the upper right figure, |Q| = 0.99|Q_c|; in the lower left, |Q| = 1.01|Q_c|; and for the last one |Q| = 2|Q_c|.

Figure 4: The stability regions are shown for Λ = 0 and α/M = 1/π, which implies |Q_c|/M = 0. The left figure corresponds to |Q|/M = 0, and the right one to |Q|/M = 0.1.

the horizons are real and non-negative solutions of the equation

Λr^6 − 6r^4 + 12 ( M π − α ) r^2 − 2Q^2 = 0, (24)

Figure 5: The stability regions are shown for Λ = 0 and α/M = 1.01/π. The left figure corresponds to |Q| = 0 and the other one to |Q|/M = 0.2.

subject to the constraints r_h > r_{min} and r^2_h ≥ −4α. For α ≤ 3 [ −1 + √ 1 − 16MΛ/(3π) ] /(8Λ), we

have a naked singularity because r_h ≤ r_{min}. When 3 [ −1 + √ 1 − 16MΛ/(3π) ] /(8Λ) < α < M/π, there is a critical value of charge now given by

|Q_c| = 2 |Λ| { −2 + 3Λ ( M π − α ) + 2 [ 1 − Λ ( M π − α )]_{3/2}}1/2 . (25)

The number of horizons are two when |Q| < |Q_c|, one (degenerate) for |Q| = |Q_c| and zero if |Q| > |Q_c|. When α > M/π we have again a naked singularity. As it was previously said the value of a_0 is taken greater than r_{min} and r_h.

The critical value of charge for fixed α is an increasing function of Λ, then for Λ < 0 its value is smaller than for Λ = 0. For small values of |Λ|, which are the most interesting ones from a physical point of view, a numerical calculation shows that the stability regions slightly change compared with the case Λ = 0. For the sake of brevity, the plots are not included.

3.3 De Sitter case

The case Λ > 0 is considerably different from the point of view of the character of the horizons in the original manifold: for Λ > 0 a cosmological horizon exists. Therefore the shell should always be placed inside the cosmological horizon. The positions of the singular surface and the horizons are obtained again from Eqs. (23) and (24) respectively. When 0 < Λ ≤ 3π/(16M) we have that r_{min} ≥ r_h for 3 [ −1 − √ 1 − 16MΛ/(3π) ] /(8Λ) ≤ α ≤ 3 [ −1 + √ 1 − 16MΛ/(3π) ] /(8Λ), so there is a naked singularity. With other combinations of the parameters it is r_{min} < r_h, if r_h exists. For M/π − 1/Λ < α < M/π, besides the cosmological horizon, there are two, one or zero additional horizons for |Q| < |Q_c|, |Q| = |Q_c| and |Q| > |Q_c|, respectively, with the critical value of charge again given by Eq. (25). When α < M/π − 1/Λ or α > M/π there are no horizons and we have again a naked singularity. As in the other cases, the value of a_0 is taken greater than r_{min} and r_h.

As in the preceding case, |Q_c| increases with Λ, so that the critical value in De Sitter case is greater than for Λ = 0. Now there is a change in the values of α for which the largest regions of stability are found, namely M/π − 1/Λ < α < M/π. However, the stability analysis for small Λ does not reveal any remarkable aspect differing from the case Λ = 0, except that the stability region corresponding to β^2 < 0 becomes limited for large values of the wormhole radius due to the presence of the cosmological horizon. Again, for the same reason as in the Anti-De Sitter case, the plots are omitted.

4 Energy conditions and exotic matter

Quantifying the amount of exotic matter has been considered as a way to characterize the viability of traversable wormholes [7]. Here we shall analyze the energy conditions and evaluate the total amount of exotic matter for the wormholes constructed in Section 2, in the case of static configurations, i.e. for a = a_0.

The weak energy condition (WEC) states that for any timelike vector u^μ it must be T_{μν} u^μu^ν ≥ 0; the WEC also implies, by continuity, the null energy condition (NEC), i.e. that for any null vector k^μ it must be T_{μν} k^μk^ν ≥ 0 [2]. In an orthonormal basis the WEC reads ρ ≥ 0, ρ + p_j ≥ 0 ∀j, while the NEC takes the form ρ + p_j ≥ 0 ∀j. In the case of the wormhole constructed above with radial pressure p_r = 0, we have σ < 0, σ + p_r < 0, so that both energy conditions are violated. The transverse pressure is p_t = p and the sign of σ + p_t, instead, is not fixed, but depends on the values of the parameters.

There have been several proposals for quantifying the amount of exotic matter in the wormhole; two of them are the integrals [5, 6] ∫ ρ √ −g d^4x, ∫ (ρ + p_i) √ −g d^4x, (26)

where g is the determinant of the metric tensor. The most usual choice is the integral including the pressure associated to the violation of the energy conditions: Ω = ∫ (ρ + p_r) √ −g d^4x. (27)

In our case, introducing the new coordinate R = ±(r − a_0) with ± corresponding to each side of the shell, we have Ω = 2π∫ 0 π∫ 0 π∫ 0 ∞∫ −∞ (ρ + p_r) √ −g dRdθ dχ dφ. (28) Because the shell does not exert radial pressure, and the energy density is located on a surface, so that ρ = δ(R)σ_0, then we simply have

Ω = 2π∫ 0 π∫ 0 π∫ 0 σ √ −g | r=a_0 dθ dχ dφ = 4π 2a^3_0σ_0. (29)

Thus we find that Ω = −3πa^2_0 √ f(a_0). (30)

Replacing the explicit form of the metric (6), simple expressions for the behavior of Ω with the wormhole radius can be obtained for the limiting case a → ∞, which makes sense only for Λ ≤ 0 and Λα > −4/3. For Λ = 0 we have Ω ≈ −3πa^2_0. (31)

Figure 6: Amount of exotic matter (for Λ = 0) as a function of the charge, for different values of the parameter α and the wormhole radius a_0. Left: a_0 = 2.1r_h; right: a_0 = 1.1r_h. In both cases, α_1 = 0.1M/π, α_2 = 0.5M/π, and α_3 = 0.9M/π. The horizon radius depends on the value of α. Note the difference in the scales in the energy axis between the two graphics.

For Λ < 0 the limiting expressions differ depending on the sign of α; for α > 0 we obtain

Ω ≈ − 3πa^3_0 2 √ α [ 1 − √ 1 + 4Λα 3 ]_{1/2} , (32)

while for α < 0 we have Ω ≈ − 3πa^3_0 2 √ |α| [√ 1 + 4Λα 3 − 1 ]_{1/2} . (33)

A natural question is which are the conditions such that the amount of exotic matter can be reduced. Because Ω is proportional to σ_0, which, as anticipated in Section 2, approaches to zero when the wormhole radius tends to the event horizon of the original metric, we shall analyze this limit in detail. We consider values of α for which horizons effectively exist; the number of horizons in the original manifold is in this case determined by the value of the charge. When |Q| is less that the critical value of charge |Q_c| defined in Section 3, there are two horizons (within this analysis we are not interested in the cosmological horizon which appears in the case Λ > 0, which is always much greater than the others for small Λ). In this case f(r_h) = 0 and f^′(r_h) ≠ 0. For a_0 near the event horizon radius r_h, we have

σ_0 = − 3 4πr_h √ f^′(r_h) √ a_0 − r_h + O(a_0 − r_h)^{3/2}, (34)

p_0 = 1 8π √ f^′(r_h) √ a_0 − r_h

+ O(a_0 − r_h)^{1/2}, (35)

so that as a_0 approaches r_h the total amount of exotic matter Ω tends to vanish, but the pressure takes unlimitedly large values. Instead, when |Q| = |Q_c|, f(r_h) = f^′(r_h) = 0 and f^{′′}(r_h) ≠ 0, we have σ_0 = − 3 4 √ 2πr_h √ f^{′′}(r_h)(a_0 − r_h) + O(a_0 − r_h)^2, (36)

p_0 = √ 2 8π √ f^{′′}(r_h) + O(a_0 − r_h), (37) so that the amount of exotic matter Ω can be made as small as desired, keeping the pressure finite, by taking a_0 near r_h. One can also verify that if |Q| > |Q_c| then the original metric includes no horizons, and the amount of exotic matter has a minimum for a_0 slightly greater than r_{min}, while the pressure for this a_0 remains finite.

In Figs. 6 we have plotted the total amount of exotic matter for different choices of the parameters (always with α > 0 and Λ = 0), in the case |Q| ≤ |Q_c|, so that at least one horizon exists. In each figure, when α changes we keep fixed the relation between the wormhole radius and the horizon; the range of possible values of charge is reduced as α increases. We can see that: 1) for a given value of α and a fixed radius of the wormhole, the total amount of exotic matter decreases as the charge is made larger; 2) for a given charge, the amount of exotic matter is reduced by increasing the value of α; 3) the exotic matter present is reduced by placing the wormhole throat nearer the horizon.

5 Discussion

We have studied five dimensional spherically symmetric thin-shell wormholes in Einstein–Maxwell theory with the addition of a Gauss–Bonnet term. We have analyzed the mechanical stability under perturbations preserving the symmetry, and evaluated the total amount of exotic matter and related its behavior with that of the pressure of the shell, as a function of the parameters of the model and of the theory.

For null α our paper extends to five dimensions the analysis made in previous works [11, 12] in four dimensional gravity. But when α ≠ 0 new interesting results are obtained. We have found that the inclusion of the quadratic correction (Gauss–Bonnet term) allows for much more freedom in the choice of the configurations to render them stable. In particular, a central positive feature of the inclusion of the quadratic correction is that, differing from the general relativity case (α = 0), considerably larger regions of stability appear, even for vanishing charge; in this sense, we should emphasize that values of the parameter β^2 positive and smaller than unity are now possible, while in the case α = 0 this could be achieved only with the aid of large values of charge (Q close to √ 3M/π). Regarding the amount of exotic matter Ω and pressure, the analysis shows that, in the case that an event horizon exists in the original manifold from which we started our thin-shell construction, Ω can be minimized by choosing a wormhole radius near the event horizon. In general this is correlated with an unlimited increase of the pressure, except if the parameters are chosen so that the inner and outer horizons coincide: in this case the exotic energy can be reduced as desired, keeping the pressure finite. Besides, we have shown that as the Gauss–Bonnet term is made more relevant by increasing the parameter α, the amount of exotic matter results to be substantially reduced.

Acknowledgments

This work has been supported by Universidad de Buenos Aires (UBA) and CONICET. We wish to thank G. Giribet for valuable discussions and suggestions.

References

[1] M. S. Morris and K. S. Thorne, Am. J. Phys. 56, 395 (1988).

[2] M. Visser, Lorentzian Wormholes (AIP Press, New York, 1996). [3] D. Hochberg and M. Visser, Phys. Rev. D 56, 4745 (1997).

[4] D. Hochberg and M. Visser, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 746 (1998); D. Hochberg and M. Visser, Phys. Rev D 58, 044021 (1998).

[5] M. Visser, S. Kar and N. Dadhich, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 201102 (2003). [6] C. Barceló and M. Visser, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 11, 1553 (2002); K. K. Nandi, Y.-Z. Zhang and K. B. Vijaya Kumar, Phys. Rev. D 70, 127503 (2004); T. A. Roman, gr-qc/0409090; E. F. Eiroa and C. Simeone, Phys. Rev. D 71, 127501 (2005).

[7] K. K. Nandi, Y.-Z. Zhang and N. G. Migranov, gr-qc/0409053.

[8] M. Visser, Phys. Rev. D 39, R3182 (1989); M. Visser, Nucl. Phys. B328, 203 (1989). [9] N. Sen, Ann. Phys. (Leipzig) 73, 365 (1924); K. Lanczos, ibid. 74, 518 (1924); G. Darmois, Mémorial des Sciences Mathématiques, Fascicule XXV ch V (Gauthier-Villars, Paris, 1927); W. Israel, Nuovo Cimento 44B, 1 (1966); 48B, 463(E) (1967).

[10] P. Musgrave and K. Lake, Class. Quantum Grav. 13, 1885 (1996). [11] E. Poisson and M. Visser, Phys. Rev. D 52, 7318 (1995).

[12] E. F. Eiroa and G. E. Romero, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 36, 651 (2004); F. S. N. Lobo and P.

Crawford, Class. Quantum Grav. 21, 391 (2004).

[13] C. Barceló and M. Visser, Nucl. Phys. B584, 415 (2000); M. Ishak and K. Lake, Phys. Rev.

D 65, 044011 (2002); E. F. Eiroa and C. Simeone, Phys. Rev. D 70, 044008 (2004); F.S.N. Lobo and P. Crawford, Class. Quantum Grav. 22, 4869 (2005).

[14] D. Lovelock, J. Math. Phys. 12, 498 (1971).

[15] E. S. Fradkin and A. A. Tseytlin, Phys. Lett. B163, 12 (1985); B. Zwiebach, Phys. Lett.

B156, 315 (1985); E. Bergshoeff, E. Sezgin, C. N. Pope and P. K. Townsend, Phys. Lett. B188, 70 (1987); R. R. Metsaev, M. A. Rahmanov and A. A. Tseytlin, Phys. Lett. B193, 207 (1987).

[16] D. J. Gross and J. H. Sloan, Nucl. Phys. B291, 41 (1987). [17] M. Guica, L. Huang, Wei Li and A. Strominger, hep-th/0505188.

[18] M. Bañados, C. Teitelboim and J. Zanelli, Lovelock–Born–Infeld Theory of Gravity in J. J.

Giambiagi Festschrift, La Plata (edited by H. Falomir, R. Gamboa, P. Leal and F. Schaposnik, World Scientific, Singapore) (1990).

[19] D.G. Boulware and S. Deser, Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 2656 (1985).

[20] D. L. Wiltshire, Phys. Lett. B169, 36 (1986); D. L. Wiltshire, Phys. Rev. D 38 2445 (1988). [21] M. Aiello, R. Ferraro and G. Giribet, Phys. Rev. D 70, 104014 (2004). [22] B. Bhawal and S. Kar, Phys. Rev. D 46, 2464 (1992).

[23] S. Kar and D. Sahdev, Phys. Rev. D 53, 722 (1996); M. Cataldo, P. Salgado and P. Minning, Phys. Rev. D 66, 124008 (2002); A. Debenedictis and D. Das, Nucl. Phys. B653, 279 (2003).