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Abstract: In this paper, we investigate a six-dimensional smooth thick braneworld model
which contains a compact extra dimension and an infinite large one. The braneworld is
generated by a real scalar field with a φ6 potential and the bulk is an asymptotically AdS6

spacetime. The geometry achieves the localization of the free U(1) gauge field, which is
a problem in five-dimensional Randall-Sundrum-like models. In addition, we analyze the
stability of the braneworld system and the localization of the graviton.
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1 Introduction

As an extra-dimensional theory, the braneworld scenario provides an alternative framework
for outstanding issues, such as the hierarchy problem [1–4] and the cosmological constant
problem [5, 6]. Hence, the braneworld theory has attracted extensive attention and various
braneworld models have been proposed.

The braneworld theory must be consistent with experiments. The Newtonian potential
indicates there are only three large spatial dimensions. Therefore, it is natural to compact
extra dimensions into a small spatial volume, which needs high energy to observe. One of
the famous theories is the Kaluza-Klein (KK) theory [7, 8]. However, Rubakov and Sha-
poshnikov proposed the possibility of noncompact extra dimensions, known as the domain
wall model [9, 10]. The model shows that we live inside a domain wall generated by a scalar
field in a five-dimensional flat spacetime, but the Newtonian potential is not recovered.
Later, Randall and Sundrum (RS) proposed the RS-2 model where the Newtonian poten-
tial can be recovered on the brane even though the extra dimension is infinite [4]. Various
extensions of the RS-2 model have been investigated [11–17].

The RS-2 model assumes that particles in the standard model (SM) of particle physics
are localized on a hypersurface (3-brane) in the bulk [4]. A more realistic braneworld
model should provide a reasonable dynamic interpretation for this assumption. Combining
the RS-2 model and the domain wall model, braneworld models with thickness and inner
structure were proposed as thick branes [11, 12, 18, 19]. In this scenario, various matter
fields distribute in the bulk. The SM fields corresponding to zero modes of various bulk
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matter fields and interactions should be reproduced on the brane [20], so it is important to
investigate the localization of various bulk matter fields.

For five-dimensional RS-like braneworld models, ref. [21] indicates that not all free
boson fields are localized on the brane. It shows that a free massless scalar field and graviton
are localized but a free U(1) gauge field is not. Hence, the localization mechanisms of gauge
fields have been widely studied [22–35]. The usual way to localize the U(1) gauge field is
adding couplings [22–25, 27–29, 31, 34]. For these mechanisms, some questions have been
raised in ref. [35]. For example, some additional couplings are included in refs. [23–25, 29],
but it is not clear what the meaning of the additional couplings is. Do such mechanisms work
for other braneworld models? Therefore, refs. [26, 30, 32, 33, 35, 36] proposed geometrical
coupling mechanisms by introducing the coupling terms RAMAM and RMNA

MAN , and
found that the unique condition for localization is that the bulk is asymptotically AdS [35].
For geometrical coupling mechanisms, we still have some questions. What do these coupling
terms mean? These coupling terms have effect on the four-dimensional effective action.
Whether the four-dimensional effective theory coincides with observations, especially in a
strong gravity region? In view of all this, we will consider the minimal coupling between
the U(1) gauge field and gravity in this paper.

In ref. [35], the authors found that the localization condition for the free U(1) gauge
field in an asymptotically AdS spacetime is (D − 4) > d, where D is the number of the
bulk dimensions and d is the number of infinite extra dimensions. Note that, for a fixed
d, the condition (D − 4) > d can always be satisfied by introducing compact extra di-
mensions. In this case, the matter fields need to be localized not on the 3-brane but on
a (D − d)-dimensional submanifold containing these compact dimensions. For example,
six-dimensional models with an infinite extra dimension and a compact one satisfy this
condition.

The types of six-dimensional braneworld models can be classified by the geometry of
the extra-dimensional space (the transverse space) which may

• be two infinitely large dimensions [37–40],

• be a 2-sphere [41], a football shape [42], or an apple shape [43],

• be a torus [44, 45],

• include a conical deficit [46–53], and

• be a cylinder [54–57].

The models with a cylinder-like transverse space whose geometry satisfies the localization
condition of free vector fields are studied in refs. [54–57]. They suggest that the matter
fields are localized on a 4-brane denoted by 5-diemnsional manifold M4 × S1, while the
3-brane corresponds toM4.

The consistency conditions of localization of the six-dimensional free U(1) gauge field
have been investigated in refs. [58–60], which must be satisfied for a six-dimensional
braneworld model. The geometry in ref. [54] satisfies the localization condition of the
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free vector field but is not generated by dynamical fields. The aim of this paper is to
propose a braneworld model which satisfies both the consistency conditions [58] and the
localization conditions [35] of the free U(1) gauge field. We expect that our model has the
following properties.

• It is a thick brane model which includes a compact extra dimension and an infinite
one.

• The brane is generated by a dynamical field.

• The spacetime is stable.

• The Newtonian potential can be recovered.

• To be consistent with observations, the compact extra dimension should be sufficiently
small.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the setup of our model.
In section 3, we present a new brane solution. In section 4, the tensor mode of gravitational
perturbations is studied. In section 5, the localization of boson fields is explored. The last
section 6 is devoted to conclusions and outlook.

2 Setup

We consider a six-dimensional braneworld model constructed by a real scalar field φ, and
start with the action

S =
M4
∗

2

∫
d6x
√
−g (R+ Lm) , (2.1)

where g = det(gMN ) with M and N denoting six-dimensional spacetime indices. Here M∗
is the six-dimensional fundamental energy scale. We use the unit M∗ = c = ~ = 1 in the
following. The Lagrangian of the background scalar field is

Lm = −1

2
gMN∂Mφ∂Nφ− VΛ(φ), (2.2)

where

VΛ(φ) = V (φ) + Λ. (2.3)

Here we write the six-dimensional cosmological constant Λ independently. From the La-
grangian (2.2), the energy-momentum tensor is

TMN≡−
2√
−g

δ (
√
−gLm)

δgMN
= ∂Mφ∂Nφ+ gMNLm. (2.4)

The variation of the action (2.1) with respect to the metric gMN yields the field equation

RMN −
1

2
gMNR = TMN , (2.5)
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and the equation of motion for the scalar field φ is

�(6)φ =
∂VΛ

∂φ
, (2.6)

where �(6) = gMN∇M∇N is the six-dimensional d’Alembert operator.
In this work, we are interested in a six-dimensional spacetime M4 × R1 × S1, where

M4 is a four-dimensional Minkowski manifold and R1 × S1 is a transverse manifold. The
metric ansatz can be written as

ds2 = a2(y)ηµνdx
µdxν + dy2 + b2(y)R2

0dθ
2, (2.7)

where y ∈ (−∞,∞) denotes the infinite extra dimension and θ ∈ [0, 2π) denotes the
compact extra dimension with radius R0. Similar to the KK theory, we assume that R0 is
sufficiently small, so that the experimental energy scale (TeV) does not allow us to access
it. With the coordinate transformation Θ = R0θ, the metric becomes

ds2 = a2(y)ηµνdx
µdxν + dy2 + b2(y)dΘ2. (2.8)

Here the warp factors a(y) and b(y) are only dependent on the coordinate y, and ηµν =

diag (−1, 1, 1, 1) is the Minkowski metric. With these assumptions, the field equation (2.5)
reduces to

(µ, ν) :
3a′′

a
+

3a′b′

ab
+

3a′2

a2
+
b′′

b
= −1

2
φ′2 − VΛ(φ), (2.9a)

(y, y) :
4a′b′

ab
+

6a′2

a2
=

1

2
φ′2 − VΛ(φ), (2.9b)

(θ, θ) :
4a′′

a
+

6a′2

a2
= −1

2
φ′2 − VΛ(φ), (2.9c)

and the equation of motion for the scalar field (2.6) can be rewritten as

φ′′ +

(
4
a′

a
+
b′

b

)
φ′ − ∂VΛ

∂φ
= 0, (2.10)

where the prime represents the derivative with respect to y. Note that only three equations
in eqs. (2.9) and (2.10) are independent, while four functions need to be solved. This allows
us to make some reasonable assumptions with regard to the scalar field to guarantee our
solution satisfying the conditions

a(y)|y=0= 1, a′(y)|y=0= 0, b(y)|y=0 6= 0, b′(y)|y=0= 0. (2.11)

In this situation, we start with eqs. (2.9) and (2.10) to obtain an analytical solution in the
following section.

3 Two braneworld solutions in six-dimensional asymptotically AdS space-
time

In this section, we look for solutions satisfying the above conditions (2.11).
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3.1 Solution 1

We adopt the following assumption for the scalar potential VΛ(φ) with

V (φ) =
k2v2

2
+

5

18
k2v4 −

(
k2 +

5k2v2

8

)
φ2 +

(
5k2

12
+

k2

2v2

)
φ4 − 5k2

72v2
φ6, (3.1)

Λ = − 5

18
k2v4. (3.2)

Then, from the Einstein equation (2.9), the scalar field and the warp factors are obtained
as

φ(y) = v tanh(ky), (3.3)

a(y) = b(y) = e−
1
24
v2 tanh2(ky)sech

v2

6 (ky). (3.4)

Here v is a dimensionless parameter and k is a fundamental energy scale with dimension
[k] = L−1. 1/k stands for the thickness of the brane.

3.2 Solution 2

Another solution can be found if the scalar potential V (φ) and the cosmological constant
Λ are assumed as

V (φ) =

(
k2

2
+

5k2v2

24

)
φ2 −

(
5k2

24
+

k2

2v2

)
φ4 +

5k2

72v2
φ6, (3.5)

Λ = −5k2v4

72
. (3.6)

Then, the scalar field and the warp factors are obtained as

φ(y) = v sech(ky), (3.7)

a(y) = b(y) = e
1
24
v2 tanh2(ky)sech

v2

12 (ky). (3.8)

Unless otherwise specified, the following discussion in this paper is based on the solution 2.
For both solutions, the line element has the following form:

ds2 = a2(y)ηµνdx
µdxν + dy2 + a2(y)dΘ2. (3.9)

The main difference between solution 1 and solution 2 is that the brane does not split
for solution 1 while splitting for solution 2.

The scalar potential V (φ) (3.5) and the scalar field φ (3.7) are shown in figure 1.
Noticing that when y → ±∞, the scalar field φ(y)→ 0 and the scalar potential V (φ)→ 0,
the contribution to gravity only comes from the cosmological constant. This means that the
bulk is an asymptotically AdS6 spacetime. When v < 6√

5
, the AdS vacuum is a false one,

and the spacetime may be unstable by considering quantum tunneling. While it corresponds
to a true vacuum when v > 6√

5
. When v = 6√

5
, there are three degenerate vacua and the

vacuum expectation values are
{

0, ± 6
√

2√
5

}
.
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Figure 1. Plots of the scalar potential (3.5) and background scalar field (3.7). The scalar field
φ(y)→ 0 as y → ±∞, which corresponds to the local minimum V (0) of the scalar potential.

For an observer with time-like 6-veiocity satisfying gMNU
MUN = −1, the energy

density of the background scalar field reads

ρ = TMNU
MUN , (3.10)

where the cosmological constant is not included. For a static observer, the energy density
ρ = T 0

0 is shown in figure 2.
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Figure 2. The energy density of the background scalar field. Figure 2(a) shows the change of the
energy density with respect to the parameter v, and figure 2(b) shows that the brane splits into
two separated sub-branes as v → 0.

The volcano-shaped energy density in figure 2 shows that the brane has inner structures.
By comparing ρ0 ≡ ρ(0) and ρmax ≡ Max[ρ(y)], we can define

λ(v) = (ρmax − ρ0)/ρmax, (3.11)

which represents the relative degree of splitting of the brane. Note that this scheme is
only suitable for studying the degree of brane splitting, it can not well reflect the degree of
separation between two sub-branes. When λ(v) > 1/2, we can deem that the two sub-branes
are separated. In this case, for two symmetric sub-branes, we can define the full width at
half maximum (FWHM) for each sub-brane. Then, we present the following method to
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measure the degree of separation between the two sub-branes as

λ̃(v) =
Interval between two sub-branes

FWHM for each sub-brane
. (3.12)

See figure 3 for the schematic diagram of the above description.

FWHM

The interval between two sub-branes

FWHM

(a)

Figure 3. The schematic diagram of the degree of separation between two sub-branes.

The above definition is to facilitate the generalization to the case of multiple sub-
branes. Here we just use the first scheme for our model. We find that λ(v) → 1 as v → 0

(as shown in figure 2(b)), and the degree of splitting λ(v) decreases with v (as shown in
figure 2(a)). The brane is always splitting for any value of v, and this result can be obtained
from ρ′′(y) > 0 at y = 0.

We show the warp factor (3.8) in figure 4(a) and also draw the profile of the extra
dimensions described by the line element ds2

extra = dy2 + b2(y)R2
0dθ

2 in figure 5. The
transverse space contains a noncompact dimension and a compact one. Comparing with a
noncompact five-dimensional configuration, the compact sixth dimension will result in an
expected effect on localization as shown in section 5.
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Figure 4. Plots of the warp factor (3.8) and the corresponding scalar curvature. The spacetime is
asymptotically AdS6 at y → ±∞ and Minkowski at y = 0.
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Figure 5. The profile of the extra dimensions described by the line element ds2extra = dy2 +

b2(y)R2
0dθ

2. The parameter v is set to 1. The compact radius decreases with |y|, which makes
the compact extra dimension difficult to detect. With the warp factor b(y) (3.8), we find that the
area of this two-dimensional surface is finite. This means that although there is an infinitely large
transverse space, the volume of extra dimensions can still be finite. If there is a smooth finite
function on the extra-dimensional manifold, its integral with respect to the extra dimensions will
be finite.

4 Linear tensor perturbations and localization of the graviton

It is well known that the perturbations of the background can be decomposed into three
kinds under the four-dimensional Lorentz transformation: the transverse-traceless (TT)
tensor mode, the transverse vector modes, and the scalar modes, namely the scalar-vector-
tensor decomposition. The three kinds of modes decouple from each other in linear order
[61–65]. So each kind of modes can be investigated independently. In this work, we will
only investigate the TT tensor mode, which can be written as

δgMN = a2(y)

(
hµν(xσ, y,Θ) 04×2

02×4 02×2

)
. (4.1)

Without considering the TT condition, we show the first-order perturbations of the Ricci
tensor

δRµν =
1

2
∂ν∂λh

λ
µ +

1

2
∂µ∂λh

λ
ν −

1

2
�(4)hµν −

1

2
∂µ∂νh

−aa′′hµν − 3a′2hµν − 2aa′h′µν −
1

2
a2h′′µν −

1

2
aa′h′ηµν

−1

2

a2

b2
∂2

Θhµν −
1

2

a2b′

b
h′µν −

aa′b′

b
hµν , (4.2a)

δRµy = −1

2
∂µh

′ +
1

2
∂λh′µλ, (4.2b)

δRµΘ =
1

2
∂Θ∂λh

λ
µ −

1

2
∂Θ∂µh, (4.2c)

δRyy = −1

2
h′′ − a′

a
h′, (4.2d)

δRyΘ = −1

2
∂Θh

′ +
1

2

(
b′

b
− a′

a

)
∂Θh, (4.2e)

δRΘΘ = −1

2
∂2

Θh−
1

2
bb′h′, (4.2f)
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and the first-order perturbation of the scalar curvature

δR =
1

a2
∂ν∂λh

νλ − 1

a2
�(4)h− 1

b2
∂2

Θh− h′′ −
(

5
a′

a
+
b′

b

)
h′, (4.3)

where �(4) = ηµν∂µ∂ν is the four-dimensional d’Alembert operator and h = ηµνhµν . Taking
into account the TT condition h = 0 = ∂µhµν , the equation for the perturbations hµν
reduces to

1

a2
�(4)hµν +

1

b2
∂2

Θhµν + h′′µν +

(
4
a′

a
+
b′

b

)
h′µν = 0. (4.4)

This equation can also be derived by varying the gravitational action including the quadratic
terms of the tensor perturbations. More generally, the above equation can be written as

�(6)hµν = 0. (4.5)

The corresponding action can be written as

S2∼
∫
d6x
√
−ggMN∇Mhµν∇Nhµν . (4.6)

With the coordinate transformation

dz =
dy

a(y)
, (4.7)

we can rewrite the perturbation equation (4.4) as

�(4)hµν +
a2

b2
∂Θ

2hµν + ∂2
zhµν +

(
∂zb

b
+ 3

∂za

a

)
∂zhµν = 0. (4.8)

Performing the KK decomposition

hµν(xσ, z,Θ) =
∑
m,n

ĥ(m)
µν (xσ)ϕ(m,n)(z)e

ilnΘ, (4.9)

where eilnΘ is the compact dimensional part, we obtain the Klein-Gordon (KG) equation
for the four-dimensional part ĥ(m)

µν (xσ):(
�(4) −m2

)
ĥ(m)
µν (xσ) = 0, (4.10)

and the equation for the noncompact extra-dimensional part ϕmn(z):

∂2
zϕ(m,n) +

(
∂zb

b
+ 3

∂za

a

)
∂zϕ(m,n) +

(
m2 − a2

b2
l2n

)
ϕ(m,n) = 0. (4.11)

Here m can be interpreted as the effective mass of the KK graviton, and the azimuthal
number ln = n/R0, where n is an integer due to the periodic boundary condition.

With the transformation

ϕ(m,n) = a−
3
2 b−

1
2 ϕ̃(m,n), (4.12)
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Eq. (4.11) can be rewritten as a Schrödinger-like equation

[
−∂2

z + U2(z)
]
ϕ̃(m,n)(z) =

(
m2 − a2

b2
l2n

)
ϕ̃(m,n)(z), (4.13)

where the effective potential U2(z) has the form

U2(z) =
3

4

(∂za)2

a2
− 1

4

(∂zb)
2

b2
+

6

4

∂za

a

∂zb

b
+

3

2

∂2
za

a
+

1

2

∂2
zb

b
. (4.14)

With the braneworld solution (3.8), the effective potential reduces to

U2(z) = 2
(∂za)2

a2
+ 2

∂2
za

a
. (4.15)

As shown in figure 6(a), we can find that U2(z) → 0 when z → ∞. This means that the
KK modes with m2 − l2n > 0 are free states.
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(a) The effective potential of the graviton
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(b) The wave function of the ground
state with the eigenvalue m2

n − l2n = 0

Figure 6. The effective potential and the wave function of the ground state of Eq. (5.12).

Eq. (5.12) can be factorized as(
−∂z − 2

∂za

a

)(
∂z − 2

∂za

a

)
ϕ̃(m,n)(z) =

(
m2 − l2n

)
ϕ̃(m,n)(z). (4.16)

We give a simple discussion for several cases. For convenience, we adoptmn = |ln| = |n|/R0

to label some special values of m.

• It is clear that Eq. (4.16) has the form as A†Aϕ̃(m,n)(z) = (m2 − l2n)ϕ̃(m,n)(z), where
A = ∂z−2(∂za)/a. According to the Sturm-Liouville theorem, the lowest energy state
of the Schrödinger-like equation has no zero point in its domain of definition. The
eigenvalue corresponding to the lowest energy state is m2

n − l2n = 0. This indicates
that eigenvalues are nonnegative (m2 − l2n > 0). Therefore, the system is spatially
stable under the tensor perturbations in the linear order.

• To avoid tachyons and to ensure that the system is time-stable, m2 > 0 is required
from the KG equation (4.10).
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• The wave function of the ground state (m2
n − l2n = 0) for Eq. (4.16) is ϕ̃(mn,n)(z) =

C1a
2(z) (we have ruled out another linearly independent particular solution that does

not satisfy the localization condition), where C1 is an integration constant.

Due to m2 − l2n > 0, the state with m0 = 0 only has the s-wave (l0 = 0) mode. To obtain
the four-dimensional massless graviton, the massless s-wave (m0 = l0 = 0) mode ϕ̃(0,0)(z)

should be normalizable. The normalization condition for ϕ̃(0,0)(z) is∫ +∞

−∞
|ϕ̃(0,0)(z)|2dz =

∫ +∞

−∞
|ϕ̃(0,0)(y)|2a−1(y)dy = C2

1

∫ +∞

−∞
a3(y)dy = 1. (4.17)

Here C1 is in fact a normalization constant. For the warp factor (3.8), we have∫ +∞

−∞
dy ap(y) <∞, when p > 0. (4.18)

In this six-dimensional braneworld model, all the ground states ϕ̃(mn,n) with mn = |ln| =

|n|/R0 can be localized on the brane. This means that there is a discrete spectrum with
the effective mass mn = |n|/R0 in the four-dimensional effective theory.

The four-dimensional effective gravity comes from the contribution of the massless
s-wave mode (m0 = l0 = 0), the discrete modes of localized four-dimensional massive
gravitons (mn = |ln| = |n|/R0), and the continuous modes (m2 − l2n > 0). Noticing that
the massless s-wave mode is localized on the brane, it will lead to the Newtonian potential.
Moreover the other KK modes will lead to the corrections to the Newtonian potential.

When the thickness of the brane is small compared with the length corresponding to
the fundamental energy scale M∗, the gravitational potential between two particles with
mass M1 and M2 located at y = 0 can be written as

U(r) ∼
∞∑

n=−∞
Gn

M1M2e
−mnr

r
+

1

2πR0M4
∗

∞∑
n=−∞

∫ ∞
|ln|

dm
M1M2e

−mr

r
|ϕ̄(m,n)(0)|2 . (4.19)

Here the effective gravitational constant can be calculated by the relative probability density
of the KK modes at y = 0 as

Gn ∼
1

2πR0M4
∗
|ϕ̄(mn,n)(0)|2 =

1

2πR0M4
∗

|ϕ̃(mn,n)(0)|2

〈ϕ̃(mn,n)|ϕ̃(mn,n)〉
, (4.20)

where ϕ̄(mn,n)(z) = ϕ̃(mn,n)(z)/
√
〈ϕ̃(mn,n)|ϕ̃(mn,n)〉 are the normalized wave functions with

mn = |ln| = |n|/R0. Note that we have Gn = G0 = GN for any n, where GN is the
Newtonian constant. The contribution of the continuous states comes from all possible KK
modes with m2− l2n > 0. The wavefunctions ϕ̄m(y) of the continuous states are normalized
as plane waves, i.e. to unity over a period at |y| → ∞ [11]. The d-dimensional plane wave
continuum density of states md−1 has been considered here [11] (the number of the infinite
extra dimensions d = 1 in this model).

Recall that we have decomposed the solution to the equation of perturbations as a sum
over Kaluza-Klein modes. For bound states, the mass gap is 1/R0. Noticing that

∞∑
n=−∞

Gn
M1M2e

−mnr

r
= GN

M1M2

r

(
1 +

2

er/R0 − 1

)
, (4.21)
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it is easy to obtain the asymptotic behavior at short (r � R0) and long (r � R0) distances:

∞∑
n=−∞

Gn
M1M2e

−mnr

r
∼


R0
r2
, for r � R0,

1
r , for r � R0.

(4.22)

At distances shorter than the compactification radius R0, Newtonian potential will be
modified [1]. The experimental tests of the gravitational force are usually parametrized by
the modified potential [66–68]

U(r) ∼ Gm1m2

r
[1 + α exp(−r/λ)]. (4.23)

From Eq. (4.19), considering the contribution of the KK modes with m0 = 0 and m1 =

1/R0, it is easy to get the parameters as α = 2, λ = R0. The inverse-square law has been
experimentally verified at sub-millimeter distances [66–72], which imposes constraints on
our model that R0 should be less than sub-millimeter.

From Eq. (4.22), it has been shown that the massive KK modes are suppressed at long
distances, or equivalently at low energies. Hence, it makes sense to write down an action
which only includes the massless mode with n = 0. Plugging the massless mode ϕ̄(0,0)(z)

into the action (4.6), we obtain the low energy effective action

Seff = M4
∗πR0

∫
ϕ̄2

(0,0)(z)dz

∫
d4x

[
−1

4
ηµν∂µĥ

(0)
αβ(xσ)∂ν ĥ

(0)αβ(xσ)

]
. (4.24)

It can also be viewed as a low energy approximation of general relativity in four-dimensional
spacetime and the Newtonian potential can be obtained by this action.

5 Localization of scalar fields and vector fields

In this section, we investigate the localization of the bulk massless scalar field and the free
U(1) gauge field, and expect to obtain a four-dimensional effective description.

5.1 Scalar fields

The action for a massless scalar field in six-dimensional spacetime reads

S0 = −1

2

∫
d6x
√
−g gMN∂MΦ∗∂NΦ, (5.1)

and the corresponding equation of motion is

�(6)Φ = 0. (5.2)

With the metric (3.9) and performing the KK decomposition

Φ(xσ, y,Θ) =
∑
m,n

φ(m,n)(xσ)ϕ(m,n)(y)eilnΘ, (5.3)
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the action (5.1) can be written as (considering the different KK modes are orthogonal to
each other)

S0 =
∑
m,n

−1

2

[
I1(m,n)

∫
d4x ηµν∂µφ

∗(m,n)(xσ)∂νφ
(m,n)(xσ)

+I2(m,n)

∫
d4x φ∗(m,n)(xσ)φ(m,n)(xσ)

]
, (5.4)

where

I1(m,n) = 2π

∫
dy a3(y)ϕ∗(m,n)(y)ϕ(m,n)(y), (5.5)

I2(m,n) = 2π

∫
dy
[
a5(y)∂yϕ

∗
(m,n)(y)∂yϕ(m,n)(y) + a3(y)l2nϕ

∗
(m,n)(y)ϕ(m,n)(y)

]
. (5.6)

It is easy to see that I2(m,n) corresponds to the mass parameter of a scalar field φ(m,n)(xσ) in
the four-dimensional effective theory. The localization condition of the zero mode requires

I1(0,0) <∞. (5.7)

The solution of the zero mode (I2(0,0) = 0) is ϕ(0,0)(y) = C1 (satisfying the field equation and
the localization condition). This means that the scalar field is homogeneously distributed
in the transverse space. But it is still localized. The reason is that the spacetime is curved
and the warp factor contributes to the integral. The following discussion may help us to
understand this. The effect of the curved spacetime can be described equivalently in the
following way.

With the coordinate transformation (4.7), we can rewrite line element (3.9) with con-
formal coordinates

ds2 = a2(z)
(
ηµνdx

µdxν + dz2 + dΘ2
)
. (5.8)

Considering the following field transformation

ϕ(m,n) = a−2(z)ϕ̃(m,n), (5.9)

we have

I1(m,n) = 2π

∫
dy a3(y)ϕ∗(m,n)(y)ϕ(m,n)(y) = 2π

∫
dz ϕ̃∗(m,n)(z)ϕ̃(m,n)(z),

(5.10)

I2(m,n) = 2π

∫
dy
[
a5(y)∂yϕ

∗
(m,n)(y)∂yϕ(m,n)(y) + a3(y)l2nϕ

∗
(m,n)(y)ϕ(m,n)(y)

]
= 2π

∫
dz a4(z) ∂z

[
a−2(z)ϕ̃∗(m,n)(z)

]
∂z
[
a−2(z)ϕ̃(m,n)(z)

]
+2πl2n

∫
dz a4(z) ϕ̃∗(m,n)(z)ϕ̃(m,n)(z). (5.11)

From Eq. (5.10), we notice that the warp factor a(z) has been absorbed in the field
ϕ̃(z). The effect of curved spacetime is equivalently represented with the transformation
ϕ(m,n)(y)→ ϕ̃(m,n)(z) which satisfies the following Schrödinger-like equation[

−∂2
z + U0(z)

]
ϕ̃(m,n)(z) = m2ϕ̃(m,n)(z), (5.12)
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where the effective potential U0(z) has the form

U0(z) = 2
(∂za)2

a2
+ 2

∂2
za

a
. (5.13)

The zero mode can be easily solved as

ϕ̃(0,0)(z) = C2a
2(z), (5.14)

which corresponds to the solution ϕ(0,0)(y) = C2. It is important to emphasize that ϕ̃(0,0)(z)

is a bound state.

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
-4

-3

-2

-1

0
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ky

U0/k
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(a) The effective potential (5.13).
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0.0
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1.0

ky

˜
(0,0)

(b) The zero mode (5.14).

Figure 7. Localization of the scalar field under conformal flat spacetime view. The parameter
v = 6√

5
. The blue dashed (black solid) line is corresponding to solution 2 (solution 1) where the

brane is (is not) splitting.

Now we can easily consider the localization of the scalar field (the analytical method
can also be applied to various matter fields) from two equivalent points of view.

• Physical coordinate view
The zero mode ϕ(0,0)(y) = C2 is homogeneously distributed in the transverse space
and so it is localized anywhere. Notice that the spacetime is curved and there is a
minimum coupling between gravity and a scalar field. The warp factor has a non-
trivial contribution to the integral and the localization condition is satisfied as I1(0,0) =

2π
∫
dy a3(y)ϕ∗(0,0)(y)ϕ(0,0)(y) <∞.

• Conformal coordinate view
Under the conformal coordinates and absorbing the conformal factor a2(z) into the
field function ϕ̃(m,n)(z), the effect of curved spacetime is reflected by the effective
potential (5.13) of the Schrödinger-like equation. The ground state wave function of
the Schrödinger-like equation (5.12) is a bound state, i.e., ϕ̃(0,0)(z) = C2a

2(z). This
zero mode ϕ̃(0,0)(z) is localized near z = 0 (see figure 7(b)). The localization condition
is satisfied as I1(0,0) = 2π

∫
dzϕ̃∗(0,0)(z)ϕ̃(0,0)(z) <∞.

These two statements are different descriptions of the same effect of gravity on the zero
mode, but they are equivalent.

With the conformal coordinates view, figure 7(b) shows clearly where the scalar field is
localized when the brane splits. In our six-dimensional model, the scalar zero mode ϕ̃(0,0)(z)
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is localized near z = 0. The zero mode does not split when the brane splits. By comparing
solution 1 and solution 2, it can be found intuitively from figure 7(b) that the scalar zero
mode is localized over a wider area along the extra dimension when the brane splits.

5.2 Vector fields

In this subsection, we study the localization of the free U(1) gauge field following the
method in ref. [58]. This method avoids the difficulty of solving the equation of motion of
the vector field in a higher-dimensional curved spacetime. The effective action on the brane
was derived by the KK decomposition of the vector field, and the consistency condition was
obtained. Now we study whether these conditions are satisfied in our model.

We start with the action as

S1 = −1

4

∫
d6x
√
−gFMNFMN , (5.15)

where
FMN = ∂MAN − ∂NAM (5.16)

is the field strength tensor.
Without loss of generality, we consider the following metric

ds2 = a2(z)
(
ĝµνdx

µdxν + dz2 + dΘ2
)
. (5.17)

The quantities with hat “ ”̂ represent four-dimensional quantities whose indexes are raised
by ĝµν . Such metric includes the case described by our solution. We use the notation
∂µ ≡ ĝµν∂ν in this section. This metric implies that the four-dimensional part and the
extra-dimensional part can be separated through the general KK decomposition

Aµ =
∑
m

X̂(m)
µ (xσ) W

(m)
1 (z,Θ) a−1, (5.18a)

Az =
∑
m

ζ̂(m)(xσ) W
(m)
2 (z,Θ) a−1, (5.18b)

AΘ =
∑
m

ξ̂(m)(xσ) W
(m)
3 (z,Θ) a−1. (5.18c)

We reduce the six-dimensional action to a four-dimensional effective one [58]

S1 = −1

4

∫
d6x
√
−g FMNFMN

= −1

4

∫
d6x
√
−g
(
Fµ1µ2Fµ1µ2 + 2Fµ1zFµ1z + 2Fµ1ΘFµ1Θ + 2FΘzFΘz

)
,

= −1

4

∑
m

∑
m′

∫
d4x
√
−ĝ
[
I

(mm′)
1 F̂ (m)

µ1µ2 F̂
µ1µ2(m′) +

(
I

(mm′)
2 + I

(mm′)
4

)
X̂(m)
µ1 X̂µ1(m′)

+I
(mm′)
3 ∂µ1 ζ̂

(m) ∂µ1 ζ̂(m′) − I(mm′)
6

(
∂µ1 ζ̂

(m) X̂µ1(m′) + X̂(m)
µ1 ∂µ1 ζ̂(m′)

)
+I

(mm′)
5 ∂µ1 ξ̂

(m) ∂µ1 ξ̂(m′) − I(mm′)
8

(
∂µ1 ξ̂

(m) X̂µ1(m′) + X̂(m)
µ1 ∂µ1 ξ̂(m′)

)
+I

(mm′)
7 ζ̂(m)ζ̂(m′) + I

(mm′)
9 ξ̂(m)ξ̂(m′) − I

(mm′)
10

(
ζ̂(m)ξ̂(m′) + ξ̂(m)ζ̂(m′)

)]
, (5.19)
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where F̂ (m)
µν = ∂µX̂

(m)
ν − ∂νX̂(m)

µ and the constants are given by

I
(mm′)
1 ≡

∫
dΘdz W

(m)
1 W

(m′)
1 , (5.20a)

I
(mm′)
2 ≡ 2

∫
dΘdz ∂Θ

(
W

(m)
1 a−1

)
∂Θ

(
W

(m′)
1 a−1

)
a2, (5.20b)

I
(mm′)
3 ≡ 2

∫
dΘdz W

(m)
2 W

(m′)
2 , (5.20c)

I
(mm′)
4 ≡ 2

∫
dΘdz ∂z

(
W

(m)
1 a−1

)
∂z

(
W

(m′)
1 a−1

)
a2, (5.20d)

I
(mm′)
5 ≡ 2

∫
dΘdz W

(m)
3 W

(m′)
3 , (5.20e)

I
(mm′)
6 ≡ 2

∫
dΘdz W

(m)
2 ∂z

(
W

(m′)
1 a−1

)
a, (5.20f)

I
(mm′)
7 ≡ 2

∫
dΘdz ∂Θ

(
W

(m)
2 a−1

)
∂Θ

(
W

(m′)
2 a−1

)
a2, (5.20g)

I
(mm′)
8 ≡ 2

∫
dΘdz W

(m)
3 ∂Θ

(
W

(m′)
1 a−1

)
a, (5.20h)

I
(mm′)
9 ≡ 2

∫
dΘdz ∂z

(
W

(m)
3 a−1

)
∂z

(
W

(m′)
3 a−1

)
a2, (5.20i)

I
(mm′)
10 ≡ 2

∫
dΘdz ∂z

(
W

(m)
3 a−1

)
∂Θ

(
W

(m′)
2 a−1

)
a2. (5.20j)

By varying the four-dimensional effective action (5.19) with respect to X̂
(m)
µ , ζ̂(m), and

ξ̂(m), we have

I
(mm′)
1√
−ĝ

∂µ1

(√
−ĝ F̂ (m)µ1µ2

)
− (I

(mm′)
2 + I

(mm′)
4 )X̂µ2(m) + I

(mm′)
6 ∂µ2 ζ̂ + I

(mm′)
8 ∂µ2 ξ̂ = 0,

(5.21a)

I
(mm′)
3√
−ĝ

∂µ1

(√
−ĝ ∂µ1 ζ̂(m′)

)
− I

(mm′)
6√
−ĝ

∂µ1

(√
−ĝ X̂µ1(m′)

)
− I(mm′)

7 ζ̂(m′) + I
(mm′)
10 ξ̂(m′) = 0,

(5.21b)

I
(mm′)
5√
−ĝ

∂µ1

(√
−ĝ ∂µ1 ξ̂(m′)

)
− I

(mm′)
8√
−ĝ

∂µ1

(√
−ĝ X̂µ1(m′)

)
− I(mm′)

9 ξ̂(m′) + I
(mm′)
10 ζ̂(m′) = 0.

(5.21c)

On the other hand, by varying the six-dimensional action (5.15) with respect to AM , we
obtain the equation of motion

1√
−g

∂M
(√
−ggMP gNQFPQ

)
= 0. (5.22)
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Eq. (5.22) can be written as

1√
−ĝ

∂µ1

(√
−ĝF̂µ1µ2(m)

)
+ (λ1 + λ2)X̂µ2(m) − λ4∂

µ2 ζ̂(m) − λ3∂
µ2 ξ̂(m) = 0, (5.23a)

1√
−ĝ

∂µ1

(√
−ĝ ĝµ1µ2∂µ2 ζ̂(m)

)
− λ5

1√
−ĝ

∂µ1

(√
−ĝ ĝµ1µ2X̂(m)

µ2

)
+ λ6ζ̂

(m) − λ7ξ̂
(m) = 0,

(5.23b)
1√
−ĝ

∂µ1

(√
−ĝ ĝµ1µ2∂µ2 ξ̂(m)

)
− λ8

1√
−ĝ

∂µ1

(√
−ĝ ĝµ1µ2X̂(m)

µ2

)
− λ9ζ̂

(m) + λ10ξ̂
(m) = 0,

(5.23c)

where

λ1 ≡
∂Θ

(
a2
(
∂Θ

(
W

(m)
1 a−1

)))
a−1

W
(m)
1

, λ2 ≡
∂z

(
a2∂z

(
W

(m)
1 a−1

))
a−1

W
(m)
1

,

λ3 ≡
∂Θ

(
W

(m)
3 a

)
a−1

W
(m)
1

, λ4 ≡
∂z

(
W

(m)
2 a

)
a−1

W
(m)
1

,

λ5 ≡
∂z

(
W

(m)
1 a−1

)
a

W
(m)
2

, λ6 ≡
∂Θ

(
∂Θ

(
W

(m)
2 a−1

)
a2
)
a−1

W
(m)
2

, (5.24)

λ7 ≡
∂Θ

(
∂z

(
W

(m)
3 a−1

)
a2
)
a−1

W
(m)
2

, λ8 ≡
∂Θ

(
W

(m)
1 a−1

)
a

W
(m)
3

,

λ9 ≡
∂z

(
∂Θ

(
W

(m)
2 a−1

)
a2
)
a−1

W
(m)
3

, λ10 ≡
∂z

(
∂z

(
W

(m)
3 a−1

)
a2
)
a−1

W
(m)
3

.

Note that we have not required λi (i = 1, 2, · · · , 10) to be constants yet.
Eq. (5.21) derived from the four-dimensional effective action (5.19) needs to be com-

patible with Eq. (5.23) from the six-dimensional one (5.15), which leads to the following
consistency conditions:

I
(mm′)
1 = δmm

′
, I

(mm′)
2 = −λ1δ

mm′
, I

(mm′)
4 = −λ2δ

mm′
, I

(mm′)
6 = −λ4δ

mm′
,

I
(mm′)
8 = −λ3δ

mm′
, I

(mm′)
3 = δmm

′
, I

(mm′)
6 = λ5δ

mm′
, I

(mm′)
7 = −λ6δ

mm′
,

I
(mm′)
10 = −λ7δ

mm′
, I

(mm′)
5 = δmm

′
, I

(mm′)
8 = λ8δ

mm′
, I

(mm′)
9 = λ10δ

mm′
,

I
(mm′)
10 = λ9δ

mm′
. (5.25)

Requiring that λi (i = 1, 2, · · · , 10) are finite constants is a necessary condition but not
sufficient for the consistency conditions (5.25). Furthermore, Eq. (5.24) can be regarded as
the equations by separating variables for Eq. (5.23).

These conditions guarantee the consistency between the fundamental six-dimensional
theory and the four-dimensional effective one. Starting from the effective action, one should
get compatible results with the fundamental six-dimensional theory. On the other hand,
these conditions impose constraints on the higher-dimensional model to ensure that the
higher-dimensional theory cannot be incompatible to observations.
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We further separate variables as

W
(m)
1 (z,Θ) =

∑
n

w
(m,n)
1 (z)eilnΘ, (5.26a)

W
(m)
2 (z,Θ) =

∑
n

w
(m,n)
2 (z)eilnΘ, (5.26b)

W
(m)
3 (z,Θ) =

∑
n

w
(m,n)
3 (z)eilnΘ. (5.26c)

Then, Eq. (5.24) can be rewritten as

λ1 = −ln2, λ2w
(m,n)
1 = ∂z

(
a2∂z

(
w

(m,n)
1 a−1

))
a−1,

λ3

iln
w

(m,n)
1 = w

(m,n)
3 , λ4w

(m,n)
1 = ∂z

(
w

(m,n)
2 a

)
a−1,

λ5w
(m,n)
2 = ∂z

(
w

(m,n)
1 a−1

)
a, λ6 = −ln2, (5.27)

λ7w
(m,n)
2 = iln∂z

(
w

(m,n)
3 a−1

)
a,

λ8

iln
w

(m,n)
3 = w

(m,n)
1 ,

λ9w
(m,n)
3 = iln∂z

(
w

(m,n)
2 a

)
a−1, λ10w

(m,n)
3 = ∂z

(
∂z

(
w

(m,n)
3 a−1

)
a2
)
a−1.

By canonically normalizing the action (5.19), the four-dimensional effective action can
be written as

S = −1

4

∑
m

∑
m′

∫
d4x
√
−ĝ
(
F̂ (m)
µ1µ2 F̂

µ1µ2(m′) +
I

(mm′)
2 + I

(mm′)
4

I
(mm′)
1

X̂(m)
µ1 X̂µ1(m′) + · · ·

)
.

(5.28)
Taking into account the consistency conditions (5.25), we have

λ1 + λ2 = −I
(mm′)
2 + I

(mm′)
4

I
(mm′)
1

, (5.29)

the effective mass m is given by

m2 = λ1 + λ2. (5.30)

Substituting λ1 and λ2 defined in (5.24) into Eq. (5.29), we obtain[
−∂2

z + U1(z)
]
w

(m,n)
1 =

(
m2 − l2n

)
w

(m,n)
1 , (5.31)

where the effective potential U1(z) is

U1(z) =
∂2
za

a
(5.32)

which is shown in figure 8(a). The Schrödinger-like equation (5.31) can be factorized as(
∂z +

∂za

a

)(
−∂z +

∂za

a

)
w

(m,n)
1 =

(
m2 − l2n

)
w

(m,n)
1 . (5.33)
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The above equation possesses the form as B†BW (m,n)
1 = (m2− l2n)W

(m,n)
1 with B = −∂z +

(∂za)/a, which shows that m2 − l2n > 0 for the warp factor considered in this paper and
hence there is no tachyon state.
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(a) The effective potential of the
Schrödinger-like equation.
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(b) The wave function of the ground
state with the eigenvalue m2

n − l2n = 0.

Figure 8. The effective potential and the wave function of the ground state of Eq. (5.31).

The equation (5.33) has the massless s-wave solution w(0,0)
1 (z) = C3a(z), where C3 is

a constant. To obtain the four-dimensional Maxwell electromagnetic theory, the w(0,0)
1 (z)

should be normalizable. According to the consistency conditions (5.25), the normalization
condition for the massless s-wave mode is

I
(00)
1 =

∫ +∞

−∞
|w(0,0)

1 (z)|2dz =

∫ +∞

−∞
|w(0,0)

1 (y)|2a−1(y)dy = C2
3

∫ +∞

−∞
a(y)dy = 1. (5.34)

From Eq. (4.18), we find that the normalization condition can be guaranteed. Hence the
massless s-wave mode can be localized on the brane and the four-dimensional Maxwell
electromagnetic theory can be recovered.

In addition, substituting the definitions (5.20) and (5.24) into the consistency conditions
(5.25), we find that the consistency conditions (5.25) have no contradiction with each other
in this model.

6 Conclusions and discussions

Using a real scalar field as the dynamic field, we obtained two analytical solutions of a
smooth thick brane with a compact extra dimension and an infinite one. The bulk is
an asymptotically AdS6 spacetime and is conformally flat. Furthermore, the spacetime
is stable under the tensor perturbations in the linear order, and the Newtonian potential
on the brane can be recovered. In fact, our model can be regarded as a six-dimensional
extension of the RS-2 model. Similar to the motivation of the RS-2 model, we achieved
the localization of the graviton in the case with an infinite extra dimension and a compact
one. But the free U(1) gauge field is also localized. This is an advantage compared with
the five-dimensional thick brane extension of the RS-2 model.

With the background solution, we analyzed the tensor perturbations. Through the KK
decomposition of the higher-dimensional graviton, we found that the massless s-wave mode
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can be localized on the brane. Phenomenologically, the Newtonian gravity is recovered on
the brane. The massive KK gravitons will give a correction to the Newtonian potential.
The correction includes the contribution of the continuous spectrum (like the RS-2 model)
and the discrete one. Different from the five-dimensional RS-2 model, there are a series
of localized massive modes of the graviton on the brane in our model. The experimental
verification of the inverse-square law requires that R0 should be less than sub-millimeter.

The localization of the massless scalar field is similar to that of gravity, and we inter-
preted the localization picture through two equivalent viewpoints, i.e., the curved spacetime
viewpoint and the conformal flat spacetime viewpoint. The splitting of the brane may imply
the splitting of the effective potentials of the KK modes of matter fields [36, 73–78]. The
calculation in this paper shows that the four-dimensional zero-mass modes of the gravita-
tional field, scalar field and gauge field are still localized near z = 0, although the effective
potentials split for solution 2. By comparing solution 1, it can be found that the zero modes
are localized over a wider area along the extra dimension for solution 2. Through the anal-
ysis of the supersymmetric partner potentials of the effective potentials, the resonant states
of matter fields may occur in solution 2 scenario. These will lead to new physical effects
which will help us to test this model. Further research could be an interesting subject.

Further, we studied the localization of the free scalar field and the free U(1) gauge field.
The spacetime geometry ensures that not only the scalar field but also the free U(1) gauge
field can be localized on the brane. Following the method in ref. [58], we proved that there
is no contradiction among the consistency conditions in our model. It means that a four-
dimensional free U(1) gauge field theory can be obtained by reducing the six-dimensional
action. Localization of the free U(1) gauge field implies that the four-dimensional Maxwell
electromagnetic interaction can also be recovered on the brane. The KK modes of the U(1)

gauge field will make contributions to the Coulomb potential [79], which deserves further
study. In principle, the free U(1) field can be localized on the brane for a D-dimensional
model including compact extra dimensions.

Besides the localization of boson fields, the localization of fermion fields is still worth to
explore. Whenever the dimension of the momentum space increases by two, the dimension
of the spinor space will double. Different from the five-dimensional case, the structure of
spinors will be more abundant in six-dimensional spacetime.
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