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We construct a class of wormhole geometries supported by the non-local gravitational self-energy
that regularizes the particle and black-hole sectors of spacetime. Using this framework, inspired
by T-duality, we show that two entangled particles (or particle–black-hole pairs) naturally source
an Einstein-Rosen–type geometry in which the required violation of the strong energy condition
arises from intrinsic quantum-gravity effects rather than from ad hoc exotic matter, which is matter
that violates the null energy condition. We classify the resulting wormholes, analyze their hori-
zons, throat structure and embedding properties, and we identify the exotic energy needed at the
minimal surface. Imposing the ER = EPR requirement of non-traversability and the absence of a
macroscopic throat, we find that only the zero-throat geometry is compatible with an entanglement-
induced Einstein–Rosen bridge, providing a concrete realization of ER = EPR within a fully reg-
ular spacetime. Finally, we briefly discuss possible implications for microscopic ER networks from
vacuum fluctuations, replica-wormhole interpretations of Hawking radiation, and possible links to
entanglement-driven dark-energy scenarios.

PACS numbers: 04.20.Gz, 04.60.Bc, 03.65.Ud

I. INTRODUCTION

A geometric precursor to wormholes was noted by
Flamm in 1916 [1], who observed that the spatial slice of
the Schwarzschild solution can be visualized as a curved
surface linking two asymptotically flat regions. Nearly
two decades later, Einstein and Rosen made this con-
nection explicit by identifying a minimal surface joining
two identical sheets, introducing what is now known as
the Einstein–Rosen bridge [2]. Since then, a wide range
of classical and quantum–gravity extensions of worm-
hole physics have been explored [3–31], driven in large
part by advances in quantum gravity, quantum informa-
tion theory, and holography [32–52]. This has motivated
the search for geometries capable of realizing ER bridges
without singularities or exotic matter in the traditional
sense.

A major conceptual development came with the ER =
EPR conjecture of Maldacena and Susskind [53], which
proposes a correspondence between Einstein–Rosen (ER)
bridges [2] and the Einstein–Podolsky–Rosen (EPR)
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correlations underlying quantum entanglement [54, 55].
This idea suggests that spacetime connectivity and quan-
tum entanglement may reflect two aspects of a single
underlying structure. Despite its appeal, no generally
accepted geometry has been identified that realizes an
ER bridge compatible with the particle sector. In this
work we construct a regular ER-like geometry from non-
local gravitational self-energy and classify which worm-
holes satisfy ER=EPR.

The original Einstein–Rosen construction is derived
from the Schwarzschild metric, which contains a curva-
ture singularity and therefore cannot represent a non-
singular particle-like configuration. It is instead appli-
cable only to macroscopic gravitational systems such as
black holes, particularly supermassive ones. In addition,
as shown in [56, 57], the Einstein–Rosen bridge requires
exotic matter that violates the null energy conditions
[7, 58, 59], and such matter cannot arise within standard
General Relativity (GR). This limitation implies that the
classical Einstein–Rosen wormhole cannot be realized as
a stable or traversable configuration. Thus, this moti-
vates the study of alternative geometries or extensions
of GR capable of supporting wormhole solutions without
the need for exotic energy sources.

In the literature one can study a specific gravitational
potential arising from string T-duality [60], in which both
the potential and the resulting spacetime geometry are
manifestly free of singularities. String T-duality relates
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string theories compactified on higher-dimensional spaces
of radius R to theories compactified on radii R⋆2/R,

where R⋆ =
√
α′ denotes the self-dual radius associated

with the Regge slope α′. Under this duality transfor-
mation, the Kaluza–Klein excitation number n and the
winding number w are interchanged, reflecting the sym-
metry between momentum and winding modes in closed
string spectra. The corresponding quantum-corrected
propagator remains regular at all scales and naturally
incorporates an ultraviolet cutoff set by the zero-point
length l0 = 2L [61–63]. This short-distance regulator
is a characteristic feature of T-duality–inspired effective
models and ensures the absence of curvature singular-
ities. Such T-duality–motivated frameworks have been
extensively explored in black hole and cosmological con-
texts [64–71], where they provide a robust mechanism
capable of resolving singularities in both neutral and
charged black hole solutions, yielding fully regular ge-
ometries consistent with the underlying string-theoretic
structure. Hence, in the following analysis T-duality is
employed purely as a guiding heuristic for introducing a
minimal length and a regular core, rather than as a direct
result derived from string theory.

In this work we are interested in constructing a worm-
hole connecting two entangled states by employing a
regular spacetime geometry capable of describing both
the particle sector and the black hole sector, including
Planck-mass particle–black hole configurations. In this
framework, the gravitational self-energy plays a central
role in determining the geometry and its physical inter-
pretation. The appearance of exotic matter at the worm-
hole throat, required to satisfy the junction conditions,
is directly associated with the violation of classical en-
ergy conditions. In regular spacetimes, such violations
arise naturally from quantum gravity effects rather than
from ad hoc stress–energy sources. Consequently, this
setting provides a consistent mechanism through which
quantum-induced energy-condition violations may trig-
ger a smooth transition between black hole and wormhole
phases for two entangled states.

A central result of this work is that, among all worm-
hole geometries supported by the non-local gravitational
energy, only the zero-throat configuration satisfies the
causal and geometric requirements of the ER = EPR
correspondence. As we will show, the non-local energy
uniquely selects the zero-throat, non-traversable worm-
hole as the only geometry compatible with ER = EPR,
thereby providing a concrete entanglement-induced re-
alization of an Einstein–Rosen bridge in a fully regular
spacetime.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we
review the non-local gravitational self-energy and the
resulting regular spacetime geometry that unifies the
particle and black-hole sectors. In Section III we em-
ploy this framework to construct the full family of Ein-
stein–Rosen–type wormhole geometries sourced by two
entangled subsystems, analyzing their horizons, throat
structure, embedding properties, and the exotic matter

required at the minimal surface. In Section IV we exam-
ine the physical consistency of these geometries within
the ER = EPR correspondence, identifying which solu-
tions admit an interpretation as entanglement-induced
Einstein–Rosen bridges and discussing broader implica-
tions for quantum gravity. Finally, Section V contains
our conclusions.

II. REGULAR SPACETIME FROM
NON-LOCAL GRAVITATIONAL ENERGY

In this section we briefly review the basics of non-local
gravitational energy and the corresponding regular space-
time geometry, following [69].

A. Non-local gravitational self energy

We start by recalling the quantum-corrected static in-
teraction potential derived from the field theory with
the path integral duality proposed in [65]. Specifically,
the momentum-space massive propagator induced by the
path integral duality is written as [64, 67]

G(k) = − l0√
k2 +m2

0

K1

(
l0

√
k2 +m2

0

)
, (1)

with l0 being the zero-point length and K1(x) is a mod-
ified Bessel function of the second kind. Without loss of
generality, we consider the massless propagator case, i.e.
m0 = 0. Specifically, we have two cases: at small mo-
menta, we obtain the conventional massless propagator
G(k) = −k−2. At large momenta, the exponential sup-
pression is responsible for curing UV divergences [64, 67].
Consider a static external source J which consists of two
point-like masses, m and M , at relative distance r⃗, then
by means of the generating functional of connected di-
agrams W [J ] that equals the integral of the interaction
energy over the time span T one can find the potential
as [65]

VG(r) = − 1

m

W [J ]

T

= −M

∫
d3k

(2π)
3 GF (k)|k0=0 exp

(
ik⃗r⃗

)
= − M√

r2 + l20
. (2)

Using Poisson’s equation gives an energy density function
for the bare matter as [65]

ρbare(r) =
1

4π
∇2VG(r) =

3l20M

4π (r2 + l20)
5/2

. (3)

In contrast to general relativity, which is a local theory,
here we aim to incorporate an additional term (i.e., the
self-energy associated with the gravitational field) that
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arises as a non-local effect, leading to a new contribu-
tion in the field equations. Specifically, we consider a
modified, non-local theory of gravity recently proposed
in Ref. [69], where it was shown that a non-local gravi-
tational effect can be deduced by assuming

ρGSE(x) =

∫
R(x− y)ρbare(y)d3y, (4)

where GSE stands for “gravitational self energy”, and
with R the spatial kernel. Note that this expression is
local in time and non-local in space. In addition, we have
[69]

R(x− y) =
C(x)√

|x− y|2 + l20
, (5)

where C(x) is some parameter with appropriate units.
We can set C(x) = ρbare(x). By neglecting the dimen-
sions, one can write ρbare = Mδ(x). Under this choice
and since we are interested in the static case, there are no
dynamical new equations for the matter. We can com-
pute the average self-energy using the fact that

EGSE :=
1

2

∫
ρGSE(x) d3x, (6)

and by using the relation for the gravitational potential

VG(x) = −
∫

ρbare(y)√
|x− y|2 + l20

d3y , (7)

it follows that [69]

EGSE = −1

2

∫
VG(x) ρ

bare(x) d3x. (8)

Using Gauss’s law for gravity ∇·g = −4πρbare, and going
to the Newtonian limit, we can compute the nonlocal
gravitational self-energy as

EGSE = − 1

8π

∫
g · (∇VG) d

3r. (9)

For the distant observer, only this term gives a contri-
bution. To obtain the gravitational self-energy term to
the energy-momentum tensor we will use a coordinate-
independent quantity observable by an asymptotic ob-
server in the Newtonian limit, namely the Newtonian
gravitation field defined as

g = −∇VG(r) = − Mr

(r2 + l20)
3/2

r̂. (10)

The gravitational self-energy term is then proportional
to the volume integral of the square of g [69]

EGSE =
1

8π

∫ r

0

g2(r′)d3r′

= − 5M2r3

16(r2 + l20)
2
− 3M2l20r

16(r2 + l20)
2

(11)

+
3M2

16l0
arctan

(
r

l0

)
.

This result plays an important role in the spacetime
geometry.

B. Regular spacetime geometry

Let us now review the solution of the spacetime geome-
try presented in [69]. We impose a spherically symmetric
metric of the form

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + f(r)−1dr2 + r2(dθ2 +sin2 θdϕ2), (12)

with

f(r) = 1− 2m(r)

r
. (13)

By using the conservation of the energy-momentum ten-
sor ∇µT µν = 0, we can obtain [69] the condition ρ =
−Pr, and then it follows that

PT = −ρ− r

2

dρ

dr
. (14)

In general, for the total energy-momentum tensor one
can write the following relation [69]

Tµν = −ρgµν + τµν , (15)

where ρ is now the total energy density given by [69]

ρ = ρbare + ρGSE, and τµν = τbareµν + τGSE
µν , (16)

where

τµν = diag (0, 0,−(r/2) (∂rρ),−(r/2) (∂rρ)) . (17)

Now, the Poisson’s equation gives an energy density
function for the bare matter and the energy density. In
Eq. (3) we obtained the radial (Pr) and transverse (PT )
pressure as [69]

P bare
r = −ρbare = − 3l20M

4π (r2 + l20)
5/2

, (18)

P bare
T =

3l20M(3r2 − 2l20)

8π (r2 + l20)
7/2

. (19)

An important point to be mentioned is that by using
the bare matter energy-momentum tensor it can be seen
that the Strong Energy Condition (SEC) (i.e. ρbare +∑

i P
bare
i ≥ 0) is violated in the region r <

√
2/3 l0 [69].

One can also obtain the pressure components of the GSE
energy-momentum tensor as

PGSE
r = −ρGSE = − M2r2

8π(r2 + l20)
3

(20)

and

PGSE
T =

r2M2(r2 − 2l20)

8π (r2 + l20)
4 . (21)

Similarly, for the GSE energy-momentum tensor, one
can see that the SEC (i.e. ρGSE+

∑
i P

GSE
i ≥ 0) is again

violated in the region r <
√
2 l0 [69]. In the following,
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we will see that such a violation of energy conditions can
play an important role in the wormhole stability, which
requires exotic matter at the throat.

Furthermore, we can assume that the total mass of the
system is given by the bare mass plus the mass/energy
stored in the gravitational field. Specifically, we can com-
pute the mass enclosed in some region by using the energy
density for the bare matter and non-local gravitational
energy, namely [69]

m(r) = 4π

∫ r

0

[
ρbare(r′) + ρGSE(r′)

]
r′2dr′. (22)

This mass represents the bare mass plus the contribution
from smeared gravitational self-energy. In this way, by
solving the above integral for the metric function, we
extract the result [69]

f(r) = 1− 2Mr2

(r2 + l20)
3/2

+
M2r2

(r2 + l20)
2
F (r), (23)

where

F (r) =
5

8
+

3l20
8r2

− 3(r2 + l20)
2

8l0r3
arctan

(
r

l0

)
. (24)

As shown in [69], depending on the value of the mass
parameter, we can have:

(i) The particle sector, if the mass belongs to the
region M ≪ MPl.

(ii) The particle-black hole sector, if the mass is of
Planck mass order, i.e. M ∼ MPl. In fact we can have
the existence of extremal configurations with extremal
mass Mext ∼ MPl, along with a single degenerate
horizon rext = r− = r+. By evaluating the solution
numerically it was found that rext = 1.53231[lPl] and
Mext = 1.16537[MPl]. This case plays an important role
in the present paper.

(iii) Finally, there is the astrophysical black hole sector
in the region M ≫ MPl, or the large mass limit. We will
not focus on this case in the present work.

III. CONSTRUCTION OF THE
ENTANGLEMENT-INDUCED WORMHOLE

GEOMETRY

In this section we construct the full spacetime geom-
etry associated with an entangled two-particle system
within the non-local gravitational framework introduced
in the previous section. Starting from the regular met-
ric supported by the gravitational self-energy, we show
how an Einstein-Rosen–type bridge naturally emerges
once the two entangled subsystems are embedded in this
geometry. In particular, we will analyze several dis-
tinct mass regimes, such as extremal particle–black-hole

configurations, light two-particle states, and minimal-
length geometries, and we will evaluate the resulting
wormhole metrics, horizons, throat radii, embedding di-
agrams, and the appearance of exotic matter required at
the minimal surface. Hence, this section develops the
complete geometric catalogue of wormholes produced by
entanglement-induced non-local gravitational energy.

A. Einstein-Rosen type wormhole

Having established in the previous section the regu-
lar geometry and the non-local gravitational energy that
governs the short-distance structure of spacetime, we now
turn to the explicit construction of the wormhole sourced
by two entangled subsystems. Inspired by the ER = EPR
conjecture, let us construct an Einstein–Rosen wormhole
geometry connecting two entangled particles. As an ex-
ample, we can consider a pair created in a maximally
entangled state connected by an ER bridge with the spin
state

|Ψ⟩ = 1√
2
(|↑A↓B⟩+ |↓A↑B⟩) . (25)

Therefore, it is natural to propose a possible geometric
interpretation in terms of a wormhole structure or the
spacetime connecting entangled particles, analogous to
the ER = EPR conjecture. At first, this seems to pose a
problem, since one expects that it does not fit with en-
tanglement, where you need to be able to go either way.
However, it is known from the no-communication theo-
rem that quantum entanglement does not allow sending
information (or communication) but only in a sense of
correlation between pairs.
Returning to the ER = EPR conjecture, the key idea

is that quantum correlations, and specifically entangle-
ment, may have a geometric interpretation, suggesting
a connection between entanglement and the structure of
spacetime. To apply this idea, we first need to determine
the spacetime geometry arising from our non-local theory
of gravity, which was recently studied in [69]. In partic-
ular, we impose the spacetime metric (23), introducing a
new coordinate to facilitate this construction, namely

u2 = r2 + l20 =⇒ u± = ±
√

r2 + l20, (26)

where u ∈ (−∞,−umin]∪ [umin,∞). The wormhole met-
ric reads

ds2± = −f(u±)dt
2 +

du2
±(

1− l20
u2
±

)
f(u±)

+ (u2
± − l20) dΩ

2,

(27)
with

f(u±) = 1− 2M

|u±|

(
1− l20

u2
±

)
+

M2

u2
±
F (u±), (28)
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where

F (u±) =
5

8
− l20

4u2
±
−

3u2
±

8l0

√
u2
± − l20

arctan


√

u2
± − l20

l0

 .

(29)
This metric is similar to the charge wormhole solution

reported in [46]. In contrast, the spacetime (27) is purely
neutral, and has not been reported before. We interpret
u± mathematically as two congruent parts or “sheets”,
joined by a hyperplane at the wormhole throat. By con-
struction, there should exist a smooth transition between
the wormhole interior and the two external geometries.
Later on we will point out an issue regarding the smooth-
ness of the metric at the wormhole throat, which can be
resolved by adding exotic matter at the throat.

To find the total mass, for large distances |u±| ≫ l0,
we can write

f(u±) = 1−
2
(
M + 3πM2

32l0

)
|u±|

+
M2

u2
±

. . . . (30)

Therefore, for large distances |u±| → ∞, the
Arnowitt–Deser–Misner (ADM) mass/energy reads

M = M +
3πM2

32l0
, (31)

which agrees with [69]. Moreover, the surface area of the
2-sphere at fixed u± is:

A =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

√
gθθgϕϕ dθ dϕ = 4π(u2

± − l20). (32)

In constructing the wormhole geometry, we will consider
two mass scales of specific wormhole configurations:
the particle–black hole case with rmin = rext having
M ∼ MPl, i.e. with black holes having Planck mass, and
two examples of wormholes for the particle case with
mass scale M ≪ MPl with rmin = ζl0 and rmin = 0,
respectively.

B. Entangled particle-black hole configuration

As we have seen, the scenario at hand predicts particle-
black hole objects with masses of the order of the Planck
mass. Motivated by this, we aim to construct a cor-
responding wormhole spacetime. In particular, we con-
sider another example of entangled particles that could
give rise to wormhole formation: a pair of particle–black
hole objects in an extremal configuration with maximal
mass and radius. As we shall see, such a wormhole has a
horizon and it is one-way traversable. Such a spacetime
possesses a horizon at r = rext and mass M = Mext.
To proceed, we employ the extremal configuration,

where for the minimal value we set

rmin = rext and M = Mext, (33)

and solving the following conditions: f(rext,Mext) = 0
and f ′(r,M)|r=rext,M=Mext

= 0, we get rext = 1.53231[l0]

and Mext = 1.16537[MPl]. For the minimal value of the
new coordinate we obtain

|umin
± | =

√
r2ext + l20 = 1.8297l0, (34)

hence we get the interval u ∈ (−∞,−1.8297l0] ∪
[1.8297l0,∞). This now implies that the determinant
of the metric is non-zero, i.e. det gµν > 0, along with the
wormhole throat which is now located at

rthroat =
√

u2
min − l20 = rext. (35)

Using (32) we can compute the surface area of the 2-
sphere at fixed u±, which reads A = 4πr2ext.
At the throat of the wormhole, rthroat, there exists a

coordinate singularity (or horizon), which becomes evi-
dent when we set ds2 = 0 and fixed angles. From the
metric we then obtain

du±

dt
= ±f(u±)

√
1− l20

u2
±

∣∣∣∣∣
|u±|=uext

= 0, (36)

since f(u±) = 0 for the extremal case. This implies
that the wormhole has a horizon, and it is an one-way
traversable wormhole with a vanishing Hawking temper-
ature. In addition, since for this case the wormhole has
a horizon, we can associate to it a Bekenstein–Hawking
entropy, which reads

SBH =
kBc

3A

4Gℏ
, (37)

where A = 4πr2throat (restoring the international unit
system). On the other hand, since rthroat = rext =
1.53231 l0 (with rext the cut through the ER bridge with

minimal length) and using l0 = ξlPl = ξ
√
ℏG/c3, in

leading order terms and up to a factor of proportionality
we obtain the entanglement entropy between a pair of
particles, according to [72] (but see also [46]) as

SBH = (1.53× ξ)2
πkBc

3l2Pl

Gℏ
∼ kB ln(2). (38)

Therefore, in order to have a complete correspondence
we can set ξ =

√
ln(2)/π × (1.53)−1 = 0.3.

C. Entangled state of two particles

The second case concerns an entangled state of two
particles with mass scale M ≪ MPl. Such a scenario
is more plausible; for example, we can consider an e+e−

pair created in a maximally entangled state, connected
by an ER bridge. Since the particles can have charge such
as the electron-positron case, one should add the effect
of charge in the spacetime geometry. In fact, in [66], in
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context of T-duality such a charged metric was derived
and recently used in [46] in constructing a charged worm-
hole. We can add such an effect in our case and obtain
the most general effect by combining the gravitational
self energy and the electromagnetic field. In order to do
this we can follow a similar approach as in the previous
section, and working with the radial coordinate we can
calculate the effect of electromagnetic field as

EEM =
1

8π

∫ r

0

E2(r′)d3r′

= − 5Q2r3

16(r2 + l20)
2
− 3Q2l20r

16(r2 + l20)
2

+
3Q2

16l0
arctan

(
r

l0

)
, (39)

where E is the electric field and in T-duality reads [66, 73]

E = − Qr

(r2 + l20)
3/2

r̂. (40)

For the total energy density we have

ρ = ρbare + ρGSE + ρEM, (41)

and in terms of the total mass

m(r) = 4π

∫ r

0

[
ρbare(r′) + ρGSE(r′) + ρEM(r′)

]
r′2dr′

(42)
we extract the final solution

f(r) = 1− 2Mr2

(r2 + l20)
3/2

+
(M2 +Q2) r2

(r2 + l20)
2

F (r), (43)

where the function F (r) is given in (24). This implies
that the effect of charge is simply added by shifting the
mass in the second term as M2 → M2 +Q2. Finally, we
can construct the Einstein-Rosen type wormhole geom-
etry using u± = ±

√
r2 + l20 with the wormhole metric

(27), which we rewrite here

ds2± = −f(u±)dt
2 +

du2
±(

1− l20
u2
±

)
f(u±)

+ (u2
± − l20)dΩ

2,

(44)
where

f(u±) = 1− 2M

|u±|

(
1− l20

u2
±

)
+

M2 +Q2

u2
±

F (u±). (45)

We normally expect the effect of mass to dominate the
wormhole geometry, hence we will neglect the effect of
charge in our elaboration by assuming M ≫ Q.

D. Specific wormhole subclasses

We will elaborate two neutral wormhole examples:
traversable/non-traversable wormholes without a horizon
and non-traversable wormholes with a horizon.

1. Traversable/non-traversable wormholes without a
horizon

We construct an Einstein-Rosen type wormhole geom-
etry between such particles using the choice

rmin = ζl0, and M < Mext, (46)

where ζ = 1, 2, 3, ... In a sense, with the last equations
we have imposed a quantization of the minimal area or,
equivalently, the minimal throat radius of the wormhole
geometry. In terms of the new coordinates, it yields

|umin
± | =

√
r2min + l20 = l0

√
ζ2 + 1 . (47)

Moreover, we have the following interval u ∈
(−∞,−l0

√
ζ2 + 1] ∪ [l0

√
ζ2 + 1,∞). Similarly, the

wormhole metric yields det gµν > 0, along with the worm-
hole throat which is now located at

rthroat =
√
u2
min − l20 = ζl0. (48)

In terms of (32), for each case for the surface area at
the wormhole throat we obtain

A = 4π(u2
min − l20) = 4πζ2l20. (49)

We see that at the throat of the wormhole |u±| =

l0
√
ζ2 + 1 there is no apparent/coordinate singularity.

Furthermore, this choice leads to a regular and non-
vanishing determinant of the metric, i.e. det(gµν) = 0.
To see this, we can set ds2 = 0, and from the metric we
acquire

du±

dt

∣∣∣∣
|u±|=l0

√
ζ2+1

= ± ζ√
ζ2 + 1

f(u±), (50)

where, in all cases, f(u±) ̸= 0 provided M < Mext.
This wormhole has no horizon, and furthermore if we
set ζ = 1 for the throat we obtain rthroat = l0 while
|umin

± | =
√
2 l0. Since l0 denotes the minimal length,

no real particle can pass through the wormhole throat.
Hence, for traversability we require at least ζ ≥ 2, which
yields rthroat ≥ 2l0.

2. Non-traversable wormholes with horizon

The second example for an Einstein-Rosen type worm-
hole geometry for two entangled particles is a special case
when ζ = 0, namely

rmin = 0, and M < Mext. (51)

We can write this condition in terms of the new coor-
dinates as |umin

± | = l0, which belongs to the interval
u ∈ (−∞,−l0] ∪ [l0,∞). In this case the wormhole met-
ric yields det gµν = 0, along with zero wormhole throat
rthroat = 0. From (32) we see that the surface area at the
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wormhole throat is zero, i.e. A = 4π(u2
min− l20) = 0. This

implies that this wormhole geometry is not traversable.
Furthermore, at the throat of the wormhole |u±| = l0
there is an apparent/coordinate singularity which can be
seen by solving ds2 = 0, namely

du±

dt
= ±f(u±)

√
1− l20

u2
±

∣∣∣∣∣
|u±|=l0

= 0, (52)

where f(u±) is regular for |u±| = l0. In summary, this
wormhole represents a non-traversable wormhole with a
horizon at the throat.

E. Hawking temperature and radiation

Let us now elaborate the Hawking temperature associ-
ated to the horizons of the wormhole solutions of teh pre-
vious subsection. To calculate the Hawking temperature
we use a topological method based on the Gauss-Bonnet
theorem [74, 75]. We rewrite the metric (27) for the re-
gion u = u+, in a form of two-dimensional Euclidean
spacetime having τ = it and dΩ2 = 0, that is given by

ds2 = f(u)dτ2 +
du2

f(u)h(u)
, (53)

where we defined the function h(u) = 1− l20
u2
±
. The Hawk-

ing temperature can be found from [74] as

TH =
ℏc

4πχkB

∑
j≤χ

∫
uh

√
gR du . (54)

Applying this expression for the wormhole metric (53),
we find the Ricci scalar

R = −h(u)f ′′(u)− h′(u)f ′(u)

2
, (55)

and
√
g = 1/

√
h(u), using the fact that the Euler charac-

teristic of Euclidean geometry is χ = 1 at the wormhole
horizon uh. We can apply this for two wormholes hori-
zons (setting ℏ = c = kB = 1). The first one is for the
extremal case uh = uext and the second one for zero-
throat wormhole having uh = l0. Finally, we solve the
integral (54) obtaining

TH =
1

4π

∫ ∞

uh

R√
g du = −

√
u2 − l20
u

f ′(u)

∣∣∣∣∣
∞

uh

. (56)

For the extreme wormhole case we know that f(uext) =
f ′(uext) = 0 vanishes, while asymptotically the solution
has the form of (30), and thus we get limu→∞ f(u) = 1
yielding f ′(u) = 0 as u → ∞. This results to TH = 0,
as expected. Lastly, from the thermodynamical point of
view this exteremal wormhole is stable.

For the second case having uh = l0, it can be easily seen
that the first term vanishes, i.e. limu→l0

√
u2 − l20 = 0,

and moreover f ′(u) = 0 as u → ∞ at asymptotic infin-
ity, again giving a vanishing Hawking temperature. We
conclude that this wormhole is also thermodynamicaly
stable. Note that the same conclusions can be obtained
using a standard approach in calculating Hawking tem-
perature.

F. Embedding diagrams

Let us now analyze in detail the embedding diagrams,
since these are useful to impose the requirement that the
spacetime metric (27) describes a wormhole geometry.
Of particular interest is the equatorial slice θ = π/2 at
a fixed moment in time, t = const. Under these con-
straints, the metric (27) reduces to

ds2 =
du2

±(
1− l20

u2
±

)
f(u±)

+
(
u2
± − l20

)
dϕ2. (57)

We can further compute the proper length or distance
using

l = ±
∫ ±∞

umin

du±√(
1− l20

u2
±

)
f(u±)

. (58)

This reduced metric can be embedded into a three-
dimensional Euclidean space, which in cylindrical coor-
dinates (r, ϕ, z) takes the form

ds2 = dz2 + du2
± +

(
u2
± − l20

)
dϕ2. (59)

The embedded surface z(u±) can then be obtained by
comparing the last two line elements and solving for the
slope:

dz

du±
= ±

√√√√ 1(
1− l20

u2
±

)
f(u±)

− 1. (60)

In Figs. 1-3 we present the embedding diagrams
for three types of wormhole geometries. The first
corresponds to a spacetime generated by two entangled
particle-black holes, and the second and third correspond
to a spacetime generated by two entangled particles.
In the first case the wormhole has a horizon, and
we can further say that this spacetime is an one-way
traversable wormhole. On the other hand, in the second
case the wormhole has no horizon, and in principle this
spacetime is a two-way traversable wormhole, while in
the third case the wormhole again has a horizon and it
is non-traversable. Note that a significant difference in
their geometrical structure can be observed by changing
the mass scale.
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FIG. 1: Embedding diagram of the one-way traversable worm-
hole with horizon (extremal configuration). This represents
an entanglement-induced wormhole geometry between two en-
tangled particle–black holes of Planck-mass order. We have
used umin = 1.8297 and Mext = 1.16537, and we have set the
Planck quantities to unity, namely MPl = l0 = 1.

FIG. 2: Embedding diagram of the two-way traversable worm-
hole without a horizon for the case ζ = 2 which implies that
umin =

√
5. This represents an entanglement-induced worm-

hole geometry between two entangled particles of particle mass
sector. We have set M = 0.1 along with MPl = l0 = 1.

FIG. 3: Embedding diagram of the non-traversable wormhole
with horizon having zero throat radius rthroat = 0 and umin =
1, respectively. This also represents an entanglement-induced
wormhole geometry between two entangled particles of particle
mass sector. We have further set the mass parameter to M =
0.1, along with MPl = l0 = 1.

G. Exotic matter

We proceed by elaborating further the wormhole ge-
ometry and examine the presence of exotic matter at the
throat. Recall that exotic matter is defined as matter
that violates the null energy condition [7, 58, 59]. The
metric (27) is smooth everywhere apart from the worm-
hole throat located at umin. In fact, it does not satisfy
the Einstein field equations there, requiring a source of
exotic matter. The issue of smoothness for the origi-
nal Einstein–Rosen metric was discussed in [56, 57], and
more recently in the context of the BTZ wormhole in [76].
To support our argument, we use the Levi-Civita iden-

tity [56, 57]

Rt
t = − 1√

−gtt
∇2

(3)

(√
−gtt

)
, (61)

where ∇2
(3) is the three-dimensional spatial Laplacian.

The metric (27) solves the Einstein field equations for all
|u±| ̸= umin, however, at |u±| = umin the metric is not
smooth, that is, there is a jump and a matter source is
needed. This can be seen from the fact that the involved
equation contains second-order derivative terms like

∂2

∂u2
±

√
−gtt ∼

∂2

∂u2
±
|u±| ∼ 2δ(u±) . (62)

As shown above, the metric is smooth everywhere
apart from the minimal surface u = umin, where the
second derivative of

√
−gtt is discontinuous, namely

∂2

∂u2

√
−gtt ∼ 2 δ(u − umin) . This discontinuity implies

the presence of a thin layer of matter localized at the
throat, described by a surface stress–energy tensor

Sa
b = − 1

8π
([Ka

b]− δab[K]) , (63)

where Kab is the extrinsic curvature of the constant-u
hypersurface and [X] denotes the jump across u = umin.
For the metric (27), the induced metric on the throat

is

hab = diag
(
−f(umin), u

2
min − l20, u

2
min − l20

)
. (64)

A short calculation yields the surface energy density

σ = − 1

4π

√
f(umin)

umin
, (65)

and the transverse pressures

pT =
1

8π

[
∂uf(u)√

f(u)

]
u=umin

. (66)

Hence, the total amount of exotic matter required at the
throat is

Ωexotic =

∫
σ dA = 4π(u2

min − l20)σ

= −(u2
min − l20)

√
f(umin)

umin
. (67)
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For microscopic throats, umin ∼ l0, the exotic matter
content scales as

Ωexotic ∼ −O(l0), (68)

which is of Planck-scale magnitude and therefore finite
and extremely small. This is consistent with the fact
that the spacetime is regular, and exotic matter appears
only as a localized thin layer induced by quantum grav-
itational effects. In what follows, we shall elaborate in
more detail on some of the implications of our results in
the context of the ER = EPR conjecture.

IV. PHYSICAL INTERPRETATION AND
ER=EPR CONSTRAINTS

Having obtained the full set of wormhole geome-
tries supported by the non-local gravitational energy,
we now examine which of these configurations can be
consistently interpreted as entanglement-induced Ein-
stein–Rosen bridges. In this section we examine the
quantum-gravity origin of exotic matter, evaluate the
causal and non-traversability conditions required for a
wormhole to represent an entangled EPR pair, and deter-
mine which of the geometries obtained in Sec. III satisfy
these constraints. We further explore broader implica-
tions, such as microscopic ER networks in the quantum
vacuum and wormholes associated with Hawking-pair en-
tanglement, to show how the emergent wormhole struc-
tures may reflect the connection between entanglement
and spacetime.

A. Quantum-gravity-induced exotic matter and
black-hole–to–wormhole transitions

Both the bare energy density ρbare and the non-local
gravitational self-energy density ρGSE violate the SEC in
a compact region

|u| ≲
√

5

3
l0, (69)

due to the regularizing zero-point length. This violation
arises naturally from the quantum structure of spacetime
and does not require an ad hoc choice of stress–energy
sources.

Regular black holes constructed in this framework con-
tain a built-in region where the SEC fails. Such a re-
gion provides precisely the exotic stress–energy required
to support a wormhole throat. Consequently, when two
regular black holes are quantum-mechanically entangled,
it becomes plausible for the correlated cores to be con-
nected by a non-traversable wormhole, in accordance
with the ER = EPR correspondence. In contrast, classi-
cal singular black holes do not possess an interior region
capable of sourcing exotic matter. Hence, the ER = EPR
conjecture is realized more naturally for regular black
holes than for their singular counterparts.

B. ER=EPR constraints

The ER = EPR correspondence requires that any geo-
metric realization of quantum entanglement must satisfy
several core physical constraints. These arise from fun-
damental features of quantum theory and general relativ-
ity, in particular the no-communication theorem, causal
structure, and the properties of non-traversable worm-
holes. The purpose of this subsection is to analyze these
requirements in detail and to determine which wormhole
geometries obtained in our construction are compatible
with the ER = EPR framework.
Quantum entanglement correlates spatially separated

subsystems, however it does not allow communication
between them. The no-communication theorem states
that no choice of local measurement performed by one
observer can affect the statistics observed by another ob-
server. Any spacetime interpretation of entanglement
must therefore prohibit the transfer of signals or informa-
tion across the corresponding Einstein-Rosen bridge. A
traversable wormhole would violate this principle, since
even a very small region in which null geodesics could
propagate from one exterior region to the other, would
enable superluminal or acausal communication. Conse-
quently, a physically acceptable ER bridge must be non-
traversable for both lightlike and timelike trajectories.
On the other hand, non-traversability can arise for

two reasons. Either the wormhole geometry contains an
event horizon that causally disconnects the two exterior
regions, or the throat radius is too small for classical
or quantum fields to penetrate. The first mechanism is
the conventional method by which non-traversability is
ensured in classical GR. A horizon prevents any signal
from crossing the bridge, and the induced causal struc-
ture agrees with the standard interpretation of the EPR
correlations. The presence of a horizon is furthermore
consistent with the original Einstein–Rosen construction,
where the bridge appears as a non-traversable wormhole
created from the maximal extension of the Schwarzschild
spacetime. Any candidate geometry for ER = EPR must
reproduce this causal feature.
In classical GR, black holes contain curvature singular-

ities which obstruct any smooth continuation into an in-
terior region that could support a wormhole throat. The
regular geometries obtained in non-local gravity resolve
these singularities and introduce a minimal length scale
l0. This length scale plays a dual role. Firstly, it ensures
that the geometry remains finite at the core, preventing
divergences in curvature invariants. Secondly, it produces
quantum-gravity-induced violations of the SEC, which
supply the exotic matter required to sustain a worm-
hole throat. This suggests that regular black holes are
more natural candidates for ER bridges than their sin-
gular counterparts.
The solutions presented in Sec. III produce three fam-

ilies of wormhole geometries. Each one must be assessed
with respect to the two ER = EPR requirements: (i)
non-traversability and (ii) causal horizons.
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1. Particle–black-hole wormhole (extremal case). This
geometry contains an event horizon located at the
minimal radius rext, thus satisfying the causal re-
quirement. However, the wormhole is one-way
traversable in the sense that infalling observers can
cross the horizon and reach the interior, although
no signals can return. This partial traversability is
not entirely compatible with ER = EPR since the
presence of a one-way path is in tension with strict
non-communication. Therefore, this geometry is
only marginally acceptable.

2. Two-particle wormholes with ζ ≥ 2. These space-
times exhibit a smooth throat of finite non-zero
radius and have no horizon. Lightlike and time-
like geodesics can propagate across the throat in
both directions. This creates a two-way traversable
wormhole. Such geometries directly conflict with
the no-communication theorem. As a result, they
cannot represent ER bridges.

3. Minimal-throat wormhole (rthroat = l0). The
throat radius equals the fundamental minimal
length scale l0. No classical particle with finite rest
mass can traverse such a throat, since any localized
wavepacket cannot be compressed below this scale.
The spacetime is horizonless, yet it remains physi-
cally non-traversable for realistic matter. This ge-
ometry satisfies the non-traversability requirement
but does not satisfy the horizon requirement. It is
therefore partially compatible with ER = EPR.

4. Zero-throat wormhole (rthroat = 0, M ≪ MPl).
In this configuration the throat area vanishes and
an apparent horizon forms at u = l0. No null or
timelike geodesic can cross from one exterior region
to the other. The spacetime is fully regular and
the causal structure precisely matches the require-
ments of the ER = EPR framework. It possesses a
horizon, satisfies strict non-traversability for both
light and massive particles, and is supported by
quantum-gravity-induced exotic matter in a finite
region. Hence, only the zero-throat configuration
simultaneously satisfies all causal and geometric re-
quirements of ER = EPR. This solution is there-
fore the most physically consistent candidate for a
geometric realization of entanglement.

The wormhole configurations considered in our con-
struction are, to some extent, quantum–mechanical ob-
jects. As such, systems with higher mass are expected
to be unstable, while systems with very small mass
can be stable for longer periods of time. This is a re-
sult of instabilities induced by self–gravitational effects.
The characteristic timescale of an instability can be es-
timated using the uncertainty relation τ ∼ ℏ

∆E , where
∆E denotes the energy uncertainty. One possible esti-
mate for ∆E follows from (30) which can be written as

f(u±) = 1− 2E(u±)
u±

+ . . . , where the energy is defined as

E(u±) = M− M2

2u±
, where total mass M is given by Eq.

(31). From this last equation, we can get the uncertainty

in energy as ∆E ∼ M2

2u2
±
∆u±. If we assume that the un-

certainty in distance is of the order of the distance, i.e.,
∆u± ∼ u± and by restoring the physical constants ℏ, c
and G, for the instability timescale of the wormhole we
obtain

τ ∼ ℏMPl u±

M2lPlc2
. (70)

Thus, we found that the instability time of the worm-
hole is strongly dependent on the mass of the system.
This time also depends on the distance u± and, in gen-
eral, for the uncertainty distance we can have u± ≫ lPl.
As a special case, we can have two entangled particles
located at some minimal uncertainty distance u± ∼ lPl,
and further if we take Planck mass wormhole with M ∼
MPl, the wormhole collapses extremely rapidly. How-
ever, for smaller masses M ≪ MPl, the system can ex-
ist for much longer times. Therefore, two entangled ob-
jects with large masses would correspond to a wormhole
connection that decays almost instantaneously, while for
small masses and imposing u± ≫ lPl, the connection can
exist for a long period of time. For example, if we take
the distance u± ∼ 10−7 m and M ∼ 10−30 kg we get
τ ∼ 1030 s. Although such a small mass wormhole can
exist for a long period of time, in reality it will eventually
collapse within a short timescale due to environmental ef-
fects.
Combining the physical and geometric criteria, the

zero-throat wormhole with mass M ≪ MPl emerges as
the preferred ER bridge geometry in the present model.
Moreover, it satisfies all constraints required by the ER =
EPR correspondence: it is non-traversable and regular,
it possesses a horizon, it avoids causal paradoxes, and
it naturally incorporates exotic matter through quantum
gravity effects. Other wormhole geometries produced by
the construction satisfy only a subset of these require-
ments. Therefore, the zero-throat configuration provides
the most coherent and physically admissible realization
of an Einstein–Rosen bridge associated with entangled
quantum states.

C. Implications

The above analysis identifies the zero-throat wormhole
geometry as the most physically admissible realization of
an ER bridge, within our construction. While this result
is primarily theoretical, it naturally leads to two spec-
ulative but conceptually appealing implications regard-
ing the microscopic structure of spacetime, and possible
connections to dark-energy phenomenology and Hawking
radiation.
a. Quantum-vacuum fluctuations and microscopic

ER networks. The quantum vacuum is not an empty
background but a highly dynamical state characterized
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by fluctuations of quantum fields. Virtual particle pairs
are continuously created and annihilated, and within the
ER = EPR framework [53] any entangled pair can, in
principle, be associated with a non-traversable Einstein–
Rosen bridge. In the context of our model, the zero-
throat wormhole configuration, with M ≪ MPl and
a horizon located at the minimal length scale l0, pro-
vides a concrete geometric realization of such microscopic
bridges.

If vacuum fluctuations continually generate entan-
gled virtual particles, the resulting spacetime foam may
contain an immense network of Planck-scale, horizon-
supported, non-traversable wormholes. Since the en-
tanglement entropy associated with these configurations
scales holographically,

Sent ∝
R2

H

ℓ2Pl

, (71)

a sufficiently large ensemble of microscopic ER bridges
could, in principle, reproduce an entropy of order

SDE ∼ 10122kB , (72)

consistent with the holographic entropy associated with
dark energy [77]. While this idea is speculative, it offers a
natural mechanism within our framework for generating
a macroscopic entanglement entropy from microscopic
wormhole structures, in line with previous suggestions
in the literature [46–48, 78–80].

b. Hawking radiation and entangled wormhole pairs.
A second speculative but physically motivated realization
of the ER = EPR idea arises in the context of Hawk-
ing radiation [81]. When a black hole emits a Hawk-
ing quantum, the outgoing particle remains quantum-
mechanically entangled with its interior partner. Geo-
metrically, this entanglement can be described as a tiny,
non-traversable wormhole connecting the two quanta,
consistent with the ER = EPR correspondence [53].

This interpretation is further supported by modern de-
velopments in the gravitational path-integral approach.
In particular, replica wormholes [82, 83] have been shown
to be essential for reproducing the Page curve [84, 85],
thereby demonstrating how information becomes en-
coded in the Hawking radiation. These results suggest
that wormhole-like structures emerge in the semiclassi-
cal expansion of the gravitational path integral.

Within our construction, the zero-throat wormhole
again provides a natural geometric candidate for such
microscopic connections. Each pair of entangled Hawk-
ing quanta could correspond to a minimal-length non-
traversable ER bridge, providing a simple and concrete
realization of the ER = EPR correspondence during the
evaporation process. Although idealized, this viewpoint
aligns with contemporary approaches to the black-hole
information problem and offers a possible microscopic
origin for the wormhole structures appearing in replica-
based entropy calculations.

The aforementioned two speculative scenarios, namely
the vacuum network of Planck-scale ER bridges and the

Hawking-pair wormholes, illustrate how the geometries
derived in our construction may have broader implica-
tions for understanding spacetime microstructure, entan-
glement entropy, and the quantum-gravitational nature
of correlations. While preliminary, both ideas represent
natural extensions of the ER = EPR correspondence
once the zero-throat wormhole is adopted as the funda-
mental geometric element associated with quantum en-
tanglement.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we applied concepts from T-duality and
incorporated the effects of non-local gravitational energy
stored in the field into the wormhole spacetime geome-
try. We constructed an Einstein-Rosen wormhole geom-
etry for entangled states, involving two particles or two
particle–black holes. We argued that at the throat of
the wormhole, matter with negative energy is required to
keep the wormhole open. In fact, even for regular space-
times the Strong Energy Condition is violated which imp-
ies that when two entangled particles form a wormhole,
such exotic energy at the wormhole throat is required to
stabilize the geometry, i.e. to keep the wormhole throat
open. This result follows from the fact that ER = EPR
strictly requires a non-traversable bridge with no macro-
scopic throat, so that no causal signal can pass between
the entangled subsystems.
Compared to the well-known Einstein–Rosen metric,

which is derived from the singular Schwarzschild solution
and thus fails to describe the particle sector and the need
for exotic matter, our wormhole construction is based on
a regular geometry that consistently describes both the
particle and black hole sectors. In this case, the presence
of exotic matter, linked to the violation of energy con-
ditions, emerges naturally from quantum gravity effects
in regular spacetimes, allowing for a smooth black hole-
wormhole transition between two entangled states. The
full dynamics of this transition is beyond the scope of
this work. On one hand, this perspective provides a po-
tential argument in support of the ER = EPR conjecture
[53], while on the other hand it offers an argument that
quantum entanglement and spacetime are intimately re-
lated [86].
Such wormholes should be, to a large extent, quantum-

mechanical objects, and by using the time-energy un-
certainty relation we estimated the possible timescale of
these wormholes, which depends on the mass of the sys-
tem. Specifically, Planck-mass wormholes would collapse
rapidly due to self-gravitational effects, while low-mass
wormholes (such as those associated with elementary par-
ticles) could exist for a long period of time. However,
even these wormholes are expected to collapse within a
short timescale due to environmental effects.
Finally, we speculated that our wormhole models can

contribute in the form of entanglement entropy in the
universe, and thus they can be applied to describe the
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dark energy from the vacuum fluctuations. The quantum
fluctuations of particles can lead to a network of non-
traversable Einstein–Rosen bridges. In addition, such
wormholes can play important role in the context of
Hawking radiation. Namely, Hawking quanta can be
quantum-entangled and under the ER = EPR conjecture,
this entanglement can be reinterpreted geometrically as
a microscopic non-traversable wormhole connecting the
two particles via the replica wormholes connecting in this
way the interior of the black hole and the Hawking radi-
ation in the exterior of the black hole.

The framework developed in the present manuscript
opens the possibility of studying fully dynamical and
backreacting wormhole formation in evolving entan-
gled systems, including time-dependent entanglement
entropy, decoherence, or particle creation in curved
spacetime. Extending our analysis to multi-particle
or network-like entanglement patterns, where non-local
gravitational energy could induce a web of microscopic
ER bridges, may illuminate their role in spacetime foam
or holographic tensor-network models, as well as in
higher-spin, charged, or supersymmetric sectors. Em-
bedding the construction in a semiclassical or effective-
field-theory framework, combined with numerical sim-
ulations of the wormhole–particle–black-hole dynamics,
could clarify the interplay between non-local gravita-
tional energy, quantum information flow, and black-
hole evaporation, enabling a quantitative characteriza-
tion of the wormhole stability under realistic pertur-
bations. Confronting these developments with holo-

graphic and quantum-information–inspired approaches
would help elucidate how quantum correlations affect
spacetime geometry and how ER = EPR manifests be-
yond the static two-particle sector, advancing a deeper
understanding of the geometric nature of entanglement
and its role in shaping the microscopic structure of space-
time.
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