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The present work investigates the general wormhole solution in Einstein gravity with an expo-
nential shape function around an ultrastatic and a finite redshift geometry. The geodesic motion
around the wormholes is studied in which the deflection angle of the orbiting photon sphere is found
to be negative after a certain region, indicating the presence of repulsive effect of gravity in both
the ultrastatic and finite redshift wormholes. Various unbounded and bounded timelike trajectories
are presented on the wormhole embedding diagrams, in which some of the bound orbits involve
intersection points that may lead to causality violating geodesics. Another class of closed timelike
geodesics are obtained in the unstable circular trajectory that appeared at the wormhole throat.
Finally, the trajectories are classified in terms of the family of CTG orbits.

I. INTRODUCTION

In General Relativity, the Einstein’s Field equation of-
fers a number of interesting solutions, wormholes being
one of them. Wormholes may be considered as bridges
or gateways between two points of the same asymptoti-
cally flat universe or between two different universes. The
concept of this type of interconnecting bridges between
space-times was first put forward by Einstein and Rosen
[1] in the year 1935. Their exact solution is the example
of the first ever wormhole and was called The Einstein-
Rosen bridge. The word ’Wormhole’ which is so popular
among physicists today was first coined by Misner and
Wheeler [2]. Since then a lot of attention has been paid to
their geometries and physical effects, traversability being
the front runner. Traversability of wormholes were first
examined by Morris and Thorne [3, 4]. Their ground-
breaking work which serves as the pillar of wormhole
physics provided the first ever solution of the Einstein
Field Equation for a traversable wormhole. The stress-
energy components obtained for a traversable wormhole
always violates the null energy condition [3, 5–10]. As
it is the weakest of all classical energy conditions, it sig-
nifies all other energy conditions are also violated. In
general, the energy conditions are obeyed by all classical
matter, hence the construction of traversable wormhole
requires the presence of exotic matter, for instance, the
Ellis wormholes of General Relativity [11–17]. On the
other hand, if modified theories of gravity is considered,
the requirement of exotic matter to obtain traversable
wormhole is highly reduced, for example see [18–25].

In the context of exact solution of wormhole geometries
and corresponding energy conditions in Einstein gravity
and in different modified gravity theories which may yield
various interesting results, readers are referred to articles
on wormhole geometries in modified gravity, such as in
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f(R) gravity [26–28], in f(R, T ) gravity [29–32], non-
local gravity [33], and other theories [34–51].

While discussing the traversability, one of the impor-
tant topics of investigation is the motion of particles
in wormhole space-time, especially in traversable worm-
holes. It is a matter of interest to check whether the
geodesics can pass through the throat of the wormhole.
Several works have been carried out on the account
for different types of wormholes and shape functions.
Motion of test particles in Schwarzschild-like wormhole
spacetime have been studied by Cataldo et al. [52].
Their results show that particles moving along the ra-
dial geodesics reach the throat with zero tidal velocity
in finite time, while the particle velocity reaches max-
imum at infinity if it travels along a radially outward
geodesic, where as for non-radial geodesics, the particles
may cross the throat with some restrictions. A detailed
study of the geodesic structure for three possible worm-
holes configuration: Reissner–Nordström-like wormhole,
Schwarzschild-like wormhole and Minkowski-like worm-
hole was done by Olmo et al. [53]. They concluded
that it is possible to have geodesically complete paths
for all these wormhole space-times. Geodesic structure in
non-static rotating traversable ‘Teo’ wormhole was stud-
ied by Chakraborty and Pradhan [54]. Ellis [11] also
constructed a static, spherically symmetric, geodesically
complete, horizon less spacetime manifold with a topo-
logical hole (drainhole) at its center by coupling the ge-
ometry of Schwarzschild spacetime to a scalar field. A
detailed general study on null and timelike geodesics were
investigated by Mishra and Chakraborty for dynamic
spherically symmetric wormhole, rotating wormhole and
for Morris-Thorne wormhole with a special attention to
Ellis wormhole as well [55]. They examined the pho-
ton spheres and the angle between radial and tangential
vectors on the photon trajectory using Rindler and Ishak
method. Taylor investigated the traversability conditions
for geodesics in a class of wormhole geometry in terms of
the radius and shape of the wormhole throat [56]. The
geodesics can be traversed through the throat, reflected
by the potential of a wormhole or trapped in the unstable
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bound orbit at the throat. Here, the geodesic trajecto-
ries are visualized on the wormhole embedding diagram
by numerically solving the geodesic equations. Recently,
geodesic motion around a class of conformally coupled
scalar field traversable wormhole (constructed by Barcelo
and Visser [57]) in Einstein gravity was studied by Wil-
lenborg et al. [58]. They solved the geodesic equations
analytically and discussed the possibility of various or-
bit types and parameter dependence. For recent studies
on geodesic motion and photon sphere at the wormhole
throat, readers may refer to [59–62].

In this present work, motivated by the above studies,
we intend to investigate the geodesic motion of test parti-
cles around a traversable wormhole while also focusing on
the possibility of closed timelike geodesics within their or-
bits. In section II, we have reviewed the wormhole model
in Einstein’s gravity, and further calculation is added for
the field equations with an exponential shape function
in a specified redshift geometry. At the same time, re-
spective null and weak energy conditions are studied for
the geometry in section III. Section IV is dedicated to
discuss the wormhole geometry and geodesic equations
where the deflection angle of photons, the circular time-
like geodesics are also obtained. In section V, we exhib-
ited various geodesic trajectories on the wormhole em-
bedding diagram, prior to the classification of various
trajectories. We ended the study with concluding re-
marks in section VI.

II. MATHEMATICAL MODEL OF THE
WORMHOLE SOLUTION

In this section, we present a brief review of the math-
ematical background for construction of a traversable
wormhole solution prior to the analysis of particle dy-
namics around the geometry. Among various possibili-
ties, we undergo the restricted choices of Morris-Thorne
type shape function and redshift function while dis-
cussing their effect on the geodesic motion.

The static spherically symmetric Morris-Thorne worm-
hole is given by the metric,

ds2 = −e2Φ(r)dt2 + (1− b(r)/r)−1dr2 + r2dΩ2. (1)

where, dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2θdϕ2 is the metric on the two
sphere S2, and b(r), eΦ(r) denotes the shape function and
redshift function of the wormhole, respectively. Here, the
two angular coordinates θ and ϕ respectively range from
0 to π and 0 to 2π. It is pointed out that the redshift
function must be finite everywhere to ensure that the
spacetime is free from singularities and horizons. On the
other hand, the shape function and the redshift function
must hold the following properties:

1. b(b0) = b0, as the radial coordinate has a minimum
at the wormhole throat (b0 be the throat radius).
Thus, r covers from b0 to ∞ in the radial direction.

2. b(r)
r ≤ 1 for r > b0, so that the radial component of

the metric grr < 0 (equality sign only hold at the
throat),

3. b(r)
r → 0 and Φ(r) → 0 as r → ∞, to ensure the

asymptotically flat geometry,

4. b(r)−rb′(r)
b(r)2 > 0 for r > b0, which is nothing but the

flaring-out condition, and

5. b′(r) ≤ 1 at r = b0.

Further, by neglecting any source of matter coupling,
the energy-momentum component of any anisotropic
fluid is given by T ν

µ = diag(−ρ, pr, pt, pt). Here,
ρ, pr, and pt respectively denote the energy density, ra-
dial and tangential pressures of the fluid. Now, simple
calculations of Einstein field equation for the geometry
given by (1) yield,

ρ = − b′

8πr2
, (2)

pr = − b

8πr3
+

(
1− b

r

)
Φ′

4πr
, (3)

pt =
1

8π

(
1− b

r

)(
Φ′′ + (Φ′)2 − rb′ − b

2r(r − b)
Φ′

+
Φ′

r
− rb′ − b

2r2(r − b)

)
, (4)

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to
r. We considered the natural units in the calculation for
which G = c = 1.
At this point, we are going to analyze the characteris-

tics and possible matter content of the wormhole model.
For that purpose, we shall consider a special type of shape
function of the wormhole, i.e. the exponential shape
function, which is given by

b(r) = re−(r−b0). (5)

The characteristics and properties of the shape function
have already been discussed in numerous studies [63–65]
establishing that it nicely fits with the aforementioned
properties. In [64], the significance of the shape function
and the tidal force experienced by a wormhole traveler in
this particular case are discussed in detail. In this article,
the choice of the exponential shape function is purely
arbitrary, however, the results (particularly the geodesic
movements of test particles) coming out of this shape also
held by other usual shape functions and wormholes, e.g.
Ellis wormhole and wormhole supported by conformally
coupled massless scalar field. It will be briefly discussed
in the following sections.
On the other hand, to discuss the wormhole properties

for the shape function, first a zero-tidal force wormhole is
considered. The zero-tidal force wormhole, also known as
the ultrastatic wormhole, always has a particular point
of interest. Here, Φ(r) = 0 i.e. in a gravitational ac-
celeration free frame, if a particle is dropped from rest,
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remains at rest [3, 4, 52]. Later on, we introduce a tidal
force on the geometry, according to the redshift function
whose expression is provided by,

Φ(r) =
γ

2r
, (6)

where γ is an arbitrary constant. γ can possess any value
but zero that keeps the redshift finite. Now, substituting
the shape and redshift function into the field equations
(2), (3), (4), the ρ, pr, and pt takes the form,

ρ = −
(
1− r

8πr2

)
e(b0−r), (7)

pr =
1

8πr3

(
−γ + (γ − r)e(b0−r)

)
, (8)

pt =
γ

16πr3

(
1 +

γ

2r

)(
1− e(b0−r)

)
+

e(b0−r)

16πr

(
1− γ

2r

)
.(9)

Notice that, for γ = 0, the zero-tidal force wormhole
is recovered. Hence, in this literature, the study of zero-
tidal force wormholes is carried out in the form of γ = 0.
Subsequently, a rather convenient choice of γ i.e. γ =
1 is considered for the analysis of non-zero tidal force
throughout the study.

III. ENERGY CONDITIONS

For the construction of a traversable wormhole, it is
worth noting that the wormhole throat must be threaded
by a matter that necessarily violates the null and weak
energy conditions (NEC and WEC), called as exotic mat-
ter or phantom matter.

In the point of view of GR, the inequality TµνX
µXν ≥

0 corresponding to the energy-momentum tensor for any
timelike vector (X ∈ any tangent space on the 4-D space-
time), must be followed where the local energy density
for an observer is denoted by TµνV

µV ν for unit tangent
vector V on the worldline of the observer. This corre-
sponds to the NEC, which in principle pressure form is
written as ρ + pi ≥ 0,∀ i. The WEC admits the NEC
(TµνX

µXν ≥ 0, for any timelike vector Xµ), along with
the claim that for any timelike observer, the local energy
density (ρ) must be positive, i.e. in principle pressure
form WEC describes ρ ≥ 0 and ρ+ pi ≥ 0,∀ i.

Now, for the current study, the calculation of ρ, (ρ +
pr), and (ρ+ pt) is rather straightforward from Eq. (7),
(8) and (9). Plots of the three energy condition com-
ponents for zero-tidal force (i.e. γ = 0) and non-zero
tidal force (i.e. γ = 1) wormhole are exhibited in Fig. 1.
Further, the transition points from positive to negative
and vice versa have been listed in Table I. However, it
must be noted that the points having a value less than
the throat radius are not in the scope of the paper.

It is observed that irrespective of the tidal force, ρ ≥ 0
in r ∈ [ b0,∞) , the equality only holds at the throat.
Alongside, (ρ + pt) is satisfied for both the cases. Still,
the NEC and thus WEC is violated due to the violation

of (ρ+ pr). For γ = 0, (ρ+ pr) is violated for r ∈ [b0, 2],
thus supporting the presence of exotic matter. But, for
r ∈ [ 2,∞) , NEC and WEC are satisfied. In a non-zero
tidal force wormhole, i.e. γ = 1, (ρ + pr) is completely
violated, making the presence of exotic matter possible
throughout the geometry. Hence, the results support the
well-established theoretical foundation for construction
of a traversable wormhole.

IV. THE GEOMETRY AND GEODESICS

Prior to the discussions on geodesics and particle move-
ment in traversable wormholes, a few relevant ideas must
be pointed out first.
The shape of the wormhole can always be visualized

for constant time slices in the equatorial plane. We em-
bed the geometry into a higher dimensional ordinary 3D
Euclidean space given by the metric

ds2 = dz2 + dr2 + r2dϕ2. (10)

We can now show that the embedding function is

dz

dr
= ±

(
r

b(r)
− 1

)−1/2

. (11)

The radial coordinate ranges from spatial infinity r = ∞
to the throat radius rmin = b0. The embedding function
z(r) flares out in the throat region, where the flaring-out
condition is obtained by inverting z(r) as

d2r

dz2
=

b(r)− rb′(r)

2b(r)2
> 0 for r ≥ b0. (12)

Further, referring to Eq. (1), it is noted that radial co-
ordinate r cannot describe the whole spacetime, as it
contains coordinate singularity at the throat. Therefore,
it is only valid to describe one side of the throat. So, we
shall denote the whole spacetime by introducing proper
distance l(r), such that the Eq. (1) takes the form,

ds2 = −e2Φ(r(l))dt2 + dl2 + r(l)2dΩ2, (13)

where,

l(r) = ±
∫ r

b0

(
1− b(r)

r

)−1/2

dr. (14)

Here, the position of the throat lies at l = 0, and the
two spatial infinities l → ±∞ define the two sides of the
wormhole throat, where the sign of proper radius is pos-
itive and negative respectively for upper and lower uni-
verses. Notice that, if the wormhole describes a bridge
between two different universes, then the upper universe
can be considered as our universe where the lower one
denotes other universe. Otherwise, if the geometry con-
nects two distant parts of our universe, the upper and
lower universe define our locality and the distant sublo-
cality in the same universe.
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FIG. 1: The variation of ρ, (ρ+ pr), (ρ+ pt) as a function of radial parameter r, for checking the NEC and WEC.
The throat radius b0 = 1 is considered for (a) zero-tidal force wormhole (i.e. γ = 0), (b) non-zero tidal force

wormhole with γ = 1.

γ Terms Result
γ = 0 ρ ≥ 0 for r ∈ [ 1,∞)

ρ+ pr ≥ 0 for r ∈ [ 2,∞)
ρ+ pt ≥ 0 for r ∈ [ 0.67,∞)

γ = 1 ρ ≥ 0 for r ∈ [ 1,∞)
ρ+ pr Always < 0
ρ+ pt ≥ 0 for r ∈ [ 0.89,∞)

TABLE I: Numerical results for the possible regions where respective energy condition components are satisfied.

To find out the geodesic equations on the equatorial
plane where θ = π

2 , we shall consider the Lagrangian
equation of motion of the wormhole metric defined in (1)

as, L = 1
2gαβ

dxα

dτ
dxβ

dτ . Hence, the first order geodesics are
obtained from the canonical conserved momentum and
are given by

ṫ = Ee−2Φ(r), (15)

ϕ̇ = L/r2, (16)

ṙ2 =

(
1− b(r)

r

)(
E2e−2Φ(r) − L2

r2
+ ε

)
, (17)

where ε = 1, 0,−1 denotes the spacelike, null and time-
like geodesics, and E,L are the energy and angular mo-
mentum of the particle, respectively. The overdot is the
differentiation with respect to the affine parameter for
null geodesics, and proper time for timelike geodesics.

For radial null geodesics, Eq. (17) becomes

ṙ2 =

(
1− b(r)

r

)(
E2e−2Φ(r) − L2

r2

)
. (18)

Here, to discuss the photon orbits, one may introduce,(
dr

dϕ

)2

=

(
1− b(r)

r

)(
E2

L2
r4e−2Φ(r) − r2

)
. (19)

Considering a source of photon radius rs is causing the
geometry, photons coming from spatial infinity never hit

the surface if an existing solution obeys the condition
r0 > rs, such that ṙ2 = 0. We describe r0 to be the
turning point or the distance of closest approach [55] for
which,

L2

E2
= r20e

−2Φ(r0) (if
b(r)

r
̸= 1 for any r > rs). (20)

Thus, the impact parameter takes the form

µ =
L

E
= ±r0e

−Φ(r0). (21)

If a photon coming from spatial infinity, i.e.
lim
r→∞

(
r,−π

2 − α
2

)
, passes through the turning point

(r0, 0) and reach lim
r→∞

(
r, π

2 + α
2

)
, then the deflection an-

gle α(r0) becomes [66],

α(r0) = −π+2

∫ ∞

r0

dr

r

[(
1− b(r)

r

)((
reΦ(r0)

r0eΦ(r)

)2

− 1

)]1/2 .
(22)

The photon sphere exists for which the photons get
trapped inside a sphere having fixed r, and could not
approach lim

r→∞

(
r, π

2 + α
2

)
, and the integral diverges. In-

troducing the shape and redshift function from Eq. (5)
and (6), the deflection angle of Eq. (22) has been inte-
grated numerically. A plot of the variation of deflection
angle with r0 for throat radius b0 = 1 is shown in Fig.
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FIG. 2: Variation of the numerically integrated
deflection angle against r0. The plots transit to

negative deflection angle at r0 = 4.05, and r0 = 1.65
respectively for γ = 0, and γ = 1. The vertical dashed

line represents the throat radius at b0 = 1.

2. Notice that the deflection angle attains negative value
after a certain distance, both for the zero and non-zero
tidal force wormholes. This phenomenon represents the
presence of repulsive effect of gravity on the geometry. It
must be noted that repulsive gravity nature is quite well-
known in modified gravity theories with exotic matters
and phantom energies [67–72]. Recently, it is observed
that the dRGT massive gravity [73, 74] is a common
source of the effect where massive gravitons may play a
vital role in the phenomenon [75]. In the form of negative
deflection angle, the repulsive effect of gravity was inves-
tigated by Panpanich et al. [76]. However, the effect
is not caused by the introduction of exponential shape
function. Rather, for the choice of redshift function (in
Eq. (6)), one may readily verify the negative deflection
angle with well-known shape functions, such as the El-
lis wormhole shape. Comparing the values of transition
points for γ = 0, and γ = 1, one can conclude that the
repulsive effect is higher for wormhole geometries with a
finite tidal force.

A. Timelike geodesics

In this subsection, first we shall discuss a few key mo-
tions of massive particles around wormhole geometry.
For ultrastatic wormholes, initial velocity, position and
accelerations of radial timelike geodesics were briefly dis-
cussed by Cataldo et al. [52]. Now, the complete (non-
radial) timelike geodesic accelerations can be obtained
by differentiating the first order radial timelike geodesic
equation given by Eq. (17).

r̈ =
(
1− e−(r−b0)

) L2

r3
+

1

2

(
E2 − L2

r2
− 1

)
e−(r−b0).

(23)
At this point, we are about to study the circular time-

like geodesics which has some particular point of interest.
For usual cases, it is well established that circular time-

like geodesics can only exist at the throat and for them
radial velocity vanishes, that means ṙ = 0. Here, the
acceleration for ṙ = 0 is

r̈ =
(
1− e−(r−b0)

) L2

r3
. (24)

As at r = b0, the acceleration vanishes; one can always
verify that circular timelike geodesics can only exist at
the throat.
For ultrastatic wormholes, the radial geodesic equation

in terms of proper distance can be written as(
dl

ds

)2

= E2 − V (L, l), (25)

where the potential related to conserved momentum and
proper distance is given by

V (L, l) =
L2

r(l)2
+ ε, (26)

which is always positive for L ̸= 0 and goes to zero for
l → ±∞. Here,

dV

dl

∣∣∣
l=0

= 0, (27)

and

d2V

dl2

∣∣∣
l=0

= −L2

r4

(
b(r)

r
− b′(r)

) ∣∣∣
l=0

< 0. (28)

Eq. (27) describes that the potential possesses a global
maximum at the throat, and the inequality in Eq. (28)
results from the flaring out condition. If r(l) concave up,
the only turning point is given by l = 0 which differenti-
ates the bound orbits from the transmitting unbounded
orbits. We have some stable circular geodesic orbits if
r(l) is not necessarily concave up, and the potential well
has oscillatory motion around turning points [56, 77].
The timelike geodesic trajectories can always be clas-

sified into bounded and unbounded orbits. Whereas,
geodesics coming from spatial infinity reach the throat
and reflect back to the same spatial infinity are called as
bound orbits; in unbounded trajectory, geodesics pass
through the throat to reach other universes and thus
other spatial infinity. In traversable wormholes, it is of
the utmost importance that the massive (timelike) parti-
cle trajectory started from one universe crosses the throat
to travel to the other universe (or at a distant point of
the same universe). This unbounded trajectory is also
termed as the escape orbit.
Recalling Eq. (17) in terms of proper distance, we have

l̇2 =

(
E2e−2Φ(r) − L2

r2
− 1

)
. (29)

If the particle coming from infinity gets deflected after
approaching the throat at a closest distance b0, then the
bound orbit condition appears to be,(

E2e−2Φ(b0) − L2

b20
− 1

)
≤ 0, (30)
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which is simplified to,

L√
E2e−2Φ(b0) − 1

≥ b0. (31)

Otherwise the trajectory is an escape orbit. Readers are
referred to [55] for a detailed study of bound and escape
orbit conditions for different choices of wormholes.

Imposing the values of our choices, the bound orbit
condition given by Eq. (31) is modified to

L√
E2e−γ/b0 − 1

≥ b0, (32)

and for zero-tidal force wormhole, it is written as

L√
E2 − 1

≥ b0. (33)

V. THE GEODESIC TRAJECTORIES AND CTG

To obtain the massive particle orbits, one can write
the geodesic equation as(

dr

dϕ

)2

=
(
1− e−(r−b0)

)[(
E2e−γ/r − 1

L2

)
r4 − r2

]
.

(34)
where the wormhole shape function and redshift function
from Eq. (5), (6) have been imposed on Eq. (17). Now,
in terms of proper length this equation is modified to(

dl

dϕ

)2

=

[(
E2e−γ/r(l) − 1

L2

)
r(l)4 − r(l)2

]
. (35)

Aiming to solve Eq. (35) for its visualization on the
wormhole embedding, we recall the equation of embed-
ding function i.e. Eq. (11) and the proper distance given
by Eq. (14). For our choice of shape function (i.e. Eq.
(5)), the analytical solution of these equations are

z(r) = ±2 arctan
√

e(r−b0) − 1, (36)

l(r) = ±2 log[er/2(1 +
√
1− e(b0−r))]. (37)

Now, in order to plot the trajectories, we invert Eq.
(37) to use it in Eq. (35). As the final expression of
Eq. (35) is difficult to solve analytically, the numerical
solution of the equation is further used in a 3D para-
metric plot on wormhole embedding to obtain the orbits.
The isometric embedding of the traversable wormhole is
visualized by plotting Eq. (36). Finally, the orbits are
obtained for different values of energy (E) and angular
momentum (L) of the test particles.

The aim of the study is to obtain the bounded and
unbounded orbits on the wormhole embedding for zero
and non-zero tidal force (i.e. γ = 0 and γ = 1) worm-
holes, and thus exploring the possibility of closed timelike
geodesics within their trajectories. At the same time, it
is necessary to investigate the effect of a tidal force on

the geodesics. Thus, various particle motion is exhib-
ited within the wormhole geometry in Figures 3, 4, 5,
and 6. In Fig. 3 and 4, escape and bound orbits of a
zero-tidal force wormhole are shown for different values
of E, L and b0. The evolution of these orbits for non-
zero tidal force (with γ = 1) are examined in Fig. 5, and
6. For all these trajectories, the throat radius is chose to
be b0 = 1, and the angular momentum of the test parti-
cle is kept fixed at L = 15.6 to show the variation with
increasing energy (E). It is expected to have a smaller
deviation in trajectories as the deflection angle is signifi-
cantly lesser in a wormhole with tidal force. It is however
verified in Fig. 5, and 6, where the energy required to
mimic a trajectory as in Fig. 3 and 4 is higher for the
same value of L and b0. Further, in bound orbits, par-
ticles are subjected to stay in the same universe. Thus,
the positive and negative solutions of Eq. (35) draws
the same trajectory respectively in the upper and lower
universe of the wormhole. These trajectories in lower
universe are shown in blue lines as visualized in Fig. 4
and 6.

It is interesting to note that some of the bound orbits
from Fig. 4, 6 contain intersection points which might be
considered as invariant under types of wormhole space-
times as previous studies [52, 56, 58] obtained similar
results in different circumstances. Referring to [78], the
causal points of light rays have been discussed in detail,
where a light flash emitted by an observer at a specific in-
stant of time overlaps with its trajectory at some previous
points while traveling on the wormhole embedding. It is
the point of interest, if these intersection points called for
past events. Notice that at the causal points, a particle
has two choices among staying on the present orbit, or
taking its past trajectory where after a certain time it
travels back to the same point. These intersecting orbits
may act like closed timelike or null orbits respectively for
massive particles and photons.

In most of the classes of wormholes, intersecting CTG
trajectories are seen only in the bound orbits. Thus, a
particle necessarily has to be in the same universe (or
in the same sublocality of an universe) to attain a CTG
motion. However, it may not be impossible to get CTG
in escape orbits also, for instance see [58].

Recalling the discussion of section IVA involving
circular timelike geodesics at the throat, we exhibit a
different class of orbit in Fig. 7. However, such orbits
have also been obtained previously in [56, 58]. It is a
perfect example of closed timelike geodesic trajectory at
the wormhole throat (in another word, a horizontal slice
of the geometry at the throat) which is much similar
to the closed timelike orbits of cylindrical wormholes
[79–82] and other cylindrical symmetric rotating space-
times. The particle coming from the lower universe
creates a closed timelike orbit at the throat and rotates
infinitely so that it never escapes. In this specific orbit
the particle travels for a certain time and returns back
to its previous past-self where it entered the loop. A
similar kind of circumstances occur in the closed timelike



7

(a) Escape orbit for
E = 15.633, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(b) Escape orbit for
E = 15.64, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(c) Escape orbit for
E = 15.7, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(d) Escape orbit for
E = 16.1, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(e) Escape orbit for
E = 20.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(f) Escape orbit for
E = 23.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

FIG. 3: Escape orbits for zero-tidal force (i.e. γ = 0) wormhole on the isometric embedding diagram with dl/dϕ
solution for different values of parameters. The throat radius is chosen to be b0 = 1. Variations of the trajectories
are exhibited for gradually increasing energy (E) where the angular momentum is fixed at L = 15.6. Orbits start

from the lower universe, cross the throat and pass to the upper universe.

geodesics of cylindrical symmetric space-times as well.
Readers are referred to [83] for a detailed analysis in
axially symmetric spacetimes. However, these circular
timelike geodesics at the throat are highly unstable as
examined by introducing small deviations of parameters.

Classification of the dl/dϕ orbits:

In the following we shall discuss a set of different tra-
jectories found while the dl/dϕ motion on the isomet-
ric embedding is investigated. The classification of these
timelike orbits consisted of the following trajectories
• Unbounded escape orbit - A geodesic trajectory
coming from one asymptotic region reaches the other one
after approaching and crossing the wormhole throat.
• Bound orbit - A geodesic that effectively remains in
the same asymptotic region. In this journey, the geodesic
usually deflects from the throat region and returns to the
same universe where it came from.
• Intersecting CTG orbit - A geodesic that intersects
its trajectory for once or multiple occasions. The over-
lapping point may introduce the closed timelike geodesic

orbits allowing the theoretical time reversal possible. Fig.
4c-4f and 6c-6f are a few examples of this orbit. Referring
to Fig. 4f, 6e, 6f, a family of interacting CTGs may also
be obtained in this category.
• Throat-CTG orbit - Circular timelike geodesics are
only found at the throat which may also attain CTGs as
in Fig. 7. However, these trajectories are highly unsta-
ble.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we intended to study a general worm-
hole solution in Einstein’s gravity by assuming an expo-
nential shape function and a restricted redshift function
given by Eq. (5) and (6) respectively, where the γ pa-
rameter readily determines the tidal force. We recover
ultrastatic wormhole geometry when γ is considered to
be zero. On the account of comparing a non-zero tidal
force wormhole (with a finite redshift function) with the
one with zero-tidal force, γ = 1 is considered. In this
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(a) Bound orbit for
E = 10.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(b) Bound orbit for
E = 12.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(c) Bound orbit for
E = 14.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(d) Bound orbit for
E = 15.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(e) Bound orbit for
E = 15.6, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(f) Bound orbit for
E = 15.63, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

FIG. 4: Bound orbits for zero-tidal force (i.e. γ = 0) wormhole on the isometric embedding diagram with dl/dϕ
solution for different values of parameters. The throat radius is chosen to be b0 = 1. Variations of the trajectories
are exhibited for gradually increasing energy (E) where the angular momentum is fixed at L = 15.6. Orbits started
from the upper/lower universe, deflected from the throat region and returned to the same universe. The black and
blue trajectories in the upper and lower universe respectively denote the results of positive and negative segments of

dl/dϕ. The orbits in 4c-4f contain intersecting closed timelike geodesic trajectories.

context, the behaviour of null and weak energy condition
components are visualized. Although the energy density
is positive as obtained in both the occasions, (ρ + pr) is
negative at the throat region confirming the presence of
exotic fluid for traversability. Subsequently, the need for
the exotic matter is found to be higher in finite tidal force
wormholes. In summary, the construction of wormhole
structure is successfully investigated prior to the discus-
sion of the main aim of the article which is the geodesic
motion and the involvement of closed timelike geodesics
around these orbits.

In the next section, the geometry of the wormhole is
discussed by means of curvature of the spacetime, and
the size and shape of the throat. The deflection an-
gle of orbiting photons, as obtained from the geodesic
equations, enabled the presence of a repulsive effect of
gravity on the geometry. The negative deflection angle
which verified the effect is smaller in a non-zero tidal
force wormhole than the zero-tidal force, and goes nega-

tive for a significantly smaller radial value than the zero-
tidal force geometry. However, the nature of the effect is
invariant under the choice of shape and redshift function
alone. The investigation effectively established that for
usual classes of shape functions (such as Ellis wormhole)
also provide the property on deflection angle with a non-
zero tidal force. Recently, a repulsive gravity effect is
found in a numbers of wormhole solutions. It may have
a significant role due to the presence of exotic matter at
the throat. Thus, the study of this effect in wormhole
geometries, and its relation with the type of matter fluid
is still an open field of discussion.

It must be noted that both the zero and non-zero tidal
force is introduced to investigate the possible effects of
tidal force on the particle trajectory and CTG. However,
it did indicate that the non-zero tidal force wormhole
demands more particle energy to attain the same trajec-
tory and effects as compared to zero-tidal force due to
the smaller deflection angle.
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(a) Escape orbit for
E = 25.773, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(b) Escape orbit for
E = 25.78, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(c) Escape orbit for
E = 25.9, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(d) Escape orbit for
E = 26.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(e) Escape orbit for
E = 30.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(f) Escape orbit for
E = 35.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

FIG. 5: Escape orbits for non-zero tidal force (i.e. γ = 1) wormhole on the isometric embedding diagram with dl/dϕ
solution for different values of parameters. The throat radius is chosen to be b0 = 1. Variations of the trajectories
are exhibited for gradually increasing energy (E) where the angular momentum is fixed at L = 15.6. Orbits start

from the lower universe, cross the throat and pass to the upper universe.

In section IVA, we examined the circular timelike
geodesics which can only be present at the wormhole
throat. The bound and unbounded orbits are then dis-
cussed in terms of the potential function with proper ra-
dial distance. However, the timelike bound orbit condi-
tion in a finite redshift as well as in an ultrastatic worm-
hole are investigated and given by Eq. (32) and (33).
Further, various timelike geodesic orbits parameterized
by the energy and angular momentum of the particles,
size and shape of the wormhole throat, are presented in
a set of figures. Considering the parameters with different
values, we construct the geodesic orbits on the isometric
wormhole embedding by numerically solving Eq. (35).
In Fig. 3 and 4, escape and bound orbits are respectively
exhibited for ultrastatic wormholes where in Fig. 5 and
6, those orbits are for the non-zero tidal force wormhole.
The gradually increasing energy of the particle (E) for
a fixed angular momentum (L = 15.6) shows the respec-
tive changes in trajectories for throat radius b0 = 1. The
bound orbits that obey Eq. (32) and (33), and are sub-
jected to get deflected by the throat and consequently

stay in the same asymptotic region of the wormhole,have
two different solutions for positive and negative segment
of Eq. (35). These orbits mimic each other in the upper
and lower universes and are shown in black and blue lines
respectively.

Consequently, in this article, we have discussed the
existence and nature of closed timelike geodesic trajec-
tories that are effectively found in the bound orbits. In
this context, trajectories overlap with its past worldlines
while orbiting on the wormhole embedding. In these
intersection points, particles are provided with choices
to follow the present orbits, or taking the past world-
lines where they travel back to the same intersection
points after a certain times. This may allow particles
to undergo backward time travel within wormhole em-
bedding. Some orbits encounter these causal points once
or twice, whereas few undergo a set of (family of) inter-
acting CTGs. The question is whether these CTGs re-
sult from the choice of shape function considered in this
study (exponential shape function (5)). To clarify the
doubt, we refer to [52, 56, 58], where geodesic orbits for
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(a) Bound orbit for
E = 17.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(b) Bound orbit for
E = 20.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(c) Bound orbit for
E = 25.5, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(d) Bound orbit for
E = 25.7, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(e) Bound orbit for
E = 25.77, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

(f) Bound orbit for
E = 25.772, L = 15.6, b0 = 1

FIG. 6: Bound orbits for non-zero tidal force (i.e. γ = 1) wormhole on the isometric embedding diagram with dl/dϕ
solution for different values of parameters. The throat radius is chosen to be b0 = 1. Variations of the trajectories
are exhibited for gradually increasing energy (E) where the angular momentum is fixed at L = 15.6. Orbits started
from the upper/lower universe, deflected from the throat region and returned to the same universe. The black and
blue trajectories in the upper and lower universe respectively denote the results of positive and negative segments of

dl/dϕ. The orbits in 6c-6f contain intersecting closed timelike geodesic trajectories.

a Schwarzschild-like wormhole, asymptotically flat linear
factor shape function along with Ellis wormhole shape,
and wormhole supported by conformally coupled mass-
less scalar field are discussed in details. Although they
did not mention the causal points, all of these studies ob-
tained intersecting orbits, thus allowing for CTGs. Fur-
thermore, it is worth noting that these closed curves are
always necessarily geodesics, as it is straightforward to
show that these wormholes do not allow the presence of
closed timelike curves on the embedding.

On the other hand, the unstable circular timelike orbit
at the throat is another source of CTG as obtained in Fig.
7. We have investigated that test particles entering the
loop get trapped forever, where they travel back to their
past self endlessly after each rotation. Again, referring to
[56], these orbits are generally possible in wormhole ge-

ometries, and is like a copy of what obtained in cylindrical
symmetric rotating spacetimes admitting closed timelike
orbits, as referred earlier [83]. At the same time, cylin-
drical wormholes studied by Bronnikov et al. [79–82]
discussed closed orbits that may lead to similar investi-
gations.
Finally, we concluded the study by classifying the

bounded and unbounded orbits in terms of CTGs present
in their trajectories .
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FIG. 7: Bound orbit with E = 1545, L = 1566, b0 = 1,
containing closed timelike loop. Particles coming from
the lower universe enters the closed loop at the throat

and stays there for infinite times.
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