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Abstract: This study investigates the localization of spinor fields in braneworld models in
six or higher dimensions. We study the reduction from a Dirac spinor in 2n+2 dimensional
spacetimes to spinors in 2n dimensions. The high-dimensional Dirac can be reduced to two
Weyl spinors or Dirac spinors. In conformally flat extra-dimensional spacetime, fermions
cannot be localized through minimal coupling with gravity. To achieve the localization
of spinor fields, we introduce a tensor coupling term given by Ψ̄ΓMΓNΓP · · ·TMNP ···Ψ,
which ensures SO(n, 1) symmetry. For a tensor TMNP ··· of odd order, the left and right
chiralities of high-dimensional spinors are decoupled. We find that a special form of tensor
coupling Ψ̄ΓM∂MF (ϕ,R,R

µνRµν , · · · )Ψ may facilitate the localization of the spinor field
when F (ϕ) = ϕn.
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1 Introduction

If the existence of extra dimensions is assumed, how can a concise, self-consistent, and
unified theory consistent with the current theoretical framework be constructed?

The idea of extra dimensions originated from attempts to unify different forces in
nature. For example, in the Kaluza-Klein (KK) theory [1, 2], the 4-dimensional gravity
and electromagnetism are described by a 5-dimensional metric. This led to the idea of
explaining fundamental interactions in terms of spacetime geometry. However, when the
extra dimension is compactified into a loop, the reduction of the 5-dimensional Fermion field
does not result in a chiral theory in 4 dimensions, which conflicts with the experimental
observation that only left-handed neutrinos exist. Therefore, it is necessary to modify the
KK theory in order to produce chiral fermions. The most common solution is to use orbifold
compactification [3]. For models with infinitely large extra dimensions or thick branes, an
appropriate localization mechanism should also be used to obtain a 4-dimensional chiral
theory.

In theories of extra dimensions, it is possible that extra dimensions are non-compact
and infinitely large, e.g., there is an infinitely large extra dimension in the 5-dimensional
Randall-Sundrum (RS) braneworld model [4]. However, in this case, to ensure consistency
with 4-dimensional observations, a localization mechanism must exist to confine matter
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fields within a specific spatial range, namely the brane in which we live. For such a model
to be realistic, this mechanism could take forms such as a domain wall [5, 6].

It is known that it is not possible to simultaneously localize free scalar and vector fields
in a 5-dimensional RS-like braneworld model. The most natural approach is the minimal
coupling between matter field and gravity by introducing additional compact dimension to
allow for the localization of the U(1) gauge field [7, 8]. This prompts us to consider 6 or
higher-dimensional spacetime. However, the localization of fermions in braneworld models
with spacetime dimension greater than 5 remains an area requiring systematic investigation.

In Ref. [9], Budinich studied the relationship between high-dimensional pure spinor
and 4-dimensional spinor using Clifford algebra in flat spacetime. This work provides some
insight into how fermions can be described in higher-dimensional spacetime. However, the
spacetime with a braneworld is not flat. This means that, in addition to studying the
algebraic structure of spinors, we also need to consider the generalized Dirac equation in
higher-dimensional curved spacetime in order to construct a consistent theory of fermion
dynamics.

In order to obtain 4-dimensional free massless fermions, the KK zero mode must be
localized on the brane. Reference [21] proved that a 5-dimensional massless Dirac fermion
is generally non-normalizable with the use of minimal coupling of gravity and gauge fields
under quite general assumptions about the geometry and topology of the internal mani-
fold. The localization mechanism has been widely studied in the context of 5-dimensional
braneworld models [12–20].

To ensure the localization of the spinor zero mode, in a 5-dimensional braneworld
model, the introduction of the Yukawa coupling allows for the localization of the fermion
field on the brane. Matter, gauge, and Higgs fields are allowed to propagate in the bulk, and
the Standard Model fields and their interactions can be reproduced by the corresponding
zero KK modes [10, 11]. By including a Yukawa-type coupling to a scalar field of a domain-
wall type, we can ensure the chirality as well as the localization of the fermions. However,
these mechanisms do not work well in higher-dimensional braneworld models. In higher
dimensions, if one carefully considers each component of a higher-dimensional spinor field,
the localization of fermions presents a general difficulty. The left and right chiral massless
KK modes are decoupled, but the massive KK modes are not. The coupling between the
higher-dimensional left and right chiralities cannot be avoided as long as a mass term or
a Yukawa coupling term is present; the interaction between 4-dimensional fermions results
from this coupling. This means that a mass term for higher-dimensional fermions prevents
one from obtaining a 4-dimensional free fermion. However, we hope that a reasonable
effective theory should include a description of the free field, that is, a description of the
propagation process of free particles.

The aim of this paper is to provide general discussions applicable to higher-dimensional
spacetime, rather than constructing a specific model. We hope to construct a localization
mechanism that meets the following physical requirements:

• (a) The high-dimensional spinor field and its interactions satisfy the Lorentz invari-
ance.
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• (b) Localization of the spinor zero mode, resulting in a low-dimensional effective the-
ory.

• (c) In the effective theory, a description of an effective low-dimensional free field is
required.

We will study whether fermions can be naturally localized and obtain 4-dimensional free
massless fermions by introducing a coupling term into the higher-dimensional fundamental
theory and decouple the left and right chiralities of higher-dimensional spinors. We require
that this decoupling should not break the SO(n, 1) symmetry. We hope to obtain a 4-
dimensional chiral theory through a reasonable localization mechanism. Therefore, we take
the background of different topologies in the 6-dimensional braneworld as an example to
study the distinction in fermion chirality.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce a general localization
mechanism, study the kinetic equations of high-dimensional spinors, and present the results.
In section 3, we take 6-dimensional spacetime as an example. Under some specific coupling
forms, we study the localization conditions of the fermion zero modes. Differences in the
chirality of fermions under different spacetime topological backgrounds are discussed. The
last section 4 is devoted to conclusions and outlook. In the appendix, we will provide the
mathematical foundations of Clifford algebra and high-dimensional spinors that are needed
for this paper, for reference.

2 Fermion localization in high-dimensional spacetime

To achieve a localization mechanism, one might consider the coupling between the spinor
and the background dynamic field. Such a coupling can greatly facilitate localization,
particularly in highly symmetric spacetimes, where the interaction term ensures the material
field distribution is consistent with the symmetry of the brane.

To ensure the invariance of the Lagrangian under a Lorentz transformation, a spinor
and its adjoint should be combined to form the Lorentz scalar Ψ̄Ψ or the Lorentz vector
Ψ̄ΓAΨ, as well as other combinations. First, it is natural to consider the following action for
the spinor in a (2n+2)-dimensional spacetime with a Yukawa-like coupling [12–16, 18, 22–
26]. We introduce

S1 =

∫
d2n+2x

√
−g
[
Ψ̄ΓMDMΨ+ ηF (ϕ,R,RµνRµν , · · · )Ψ̄Ψ

]
, (2.1)

where F (ϕ,R,RµνRµν , · · · ) represents a scalar function dependent on the scalar field ϕ, the
curvature scalar R, and other geometric scalars.

The introduction of the mass term or Yukawa coupling couples the left- and right-
handed chiralities of the fermion. The left- and right-handed chiralities of the fermion
transform as independent entities under the Lorentz transformation (C.1). This prohibits
decoupling the left- and right-handed chiralities through coordinate selection. In order
to obtain a 4-dimensional effective free field, we aim to find the 4 components that have
independent equations of motion from other components of the high-dimensional spinor.
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The Yukawa term appears to introduce a contradiction between high-dimensional Lorentz
symmetry and 4-dimensional free field theory.

Given a coupling between left and right chiral spinors in a (2n + 2)-dimensional fun-
damental theory, a 2n-dimensional free field cannot be derived through action reduction
from either the left or right chiral spinors. One potential solution involves inserting an odd
number of Gamma matrices between Ψ̄ and Ψ, as exemplified by

Ψ̄ΓA1ΓA2 · · ·ΓA2k+1
Ψ, (2.2)

where the indices are fixed as A1, A2, · · · , A2k+1, such as Ψ̄Γ2nΨ or Ψ̄Γ0Γ1Γ2Ψ. The cou-
pling forms (2.2) do not possess Lorentz invariance. A spinor and its adjoint must combine
to form a Lorentz scalar. Next, we introduce the form of the interaction

Ψ̄ΓMΓNΓP · · ·TMNP ···Ψ

to resolve this contradiction.
A possible solution involves imposing the type of coupling Ψ̄ΓMξMΨ, where ξM is

a vector. We can also extend the coupling to an odd-order tensor field, for example,
Ψ̄ΓMΓNΓPTMNPΨ. Based on the preceding analysis, we focus on coupling with a vec-
tor field ξM as opposed to a scalar function F . The action takes the form

S2 =

∫
d2n+2x

√
−g
[
Ψ̄ΓMDMΨ + εΨ̄ΓMξMΨ

]
. (2.3)

The Dirac equation is given by

[∂M +ΩM + εξM ] ΓMΨ
(
xN
)
= 0. (2.4)

Consider the ’Weyl’ representation of the Gamma matrices and note that ΓAΓB are block
diagonal matrices. We have

ΩM =
1

4
ΩAB
M ΓAΓB =

(
ω1M 0

0 ω2M

)
, (2.5)

where the spin connection ΩAB
M is defined in Eq. (B.20). From Eq. (2.40), we find that the

left and right chirality fermions satisfy independent equations of motion with the coupling
term Ψ̄ΓMξMΨ.

First, we consider the general form of the diagonal metric to obtain mathematically
general results. For such a metric, the line element ds2 is expressed as:

ds2 = −a20(xN )dx20 +
2n+1∑
k=1

a2k(x
N )dx2k, (2.6)

where a0(xN ) and ak(x
N ) are the warp factors for all spacetime coordinates. The spin

connection Ωj is given by

Ωj =
1

2
Γj

2n+1∑
i=0,i ̸=j

Γi∂iaj(x
N )

ai(xN )
. (2.7)
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Furthermore, we have

ΓMΩM =
1

2

2n+1∑
j=0

2n+1∑
i=0,i ̸=j

Γi∂iaj(x
N )

ai(xN )aj(xN )
. (2.8)

A vector field GM can be defined, its components Gi are given by

Gi =
1

2

2n+1∑
j=0,i ̸=j

∂iaj(x
N )

aj(xN )
. (2.9)

Although GM is not the spin connection and its components Gi are functions depending on
the choice of coordinates, GM serves as an alternative to the spin connection in the Dirac
equation within the coordinate framework established by Eq. (2.6). Therefore, we have

ΓMΩM = ΓAEM
A GM ; (2.10)

subsequently, the Dirac equation takes the form[
ΓA(EM

A ∂M + EM
A GM ) + εΓMξM

]
Ψ(ξN ) = 0. (2.11)

As discussed in the previous section, Ψ̄ΓMξMΨ does not couple the left and right
chiralities. This decoupling enables the existence of two independent 4-dimensional Dirac
free fields in the 4-dimensional effective theory. Utilizing the Weyl representation, we can
decompose Eq. (2.11) into two independent components; these correspond to the left chiral
spinor ΨL and the right chiral spinor ΨR, as given by

D̂
(2ι)
L = PRΓ

AEM
A (∂M + εξM +GM ), (2.12)

D̂
(2ι)
R = PLΓ

AEM
A (∂M + εξM +GM ), (2.13)

where D̂L and D̂R are operators that act on ΨL and ΨR, respectively, as indicated in
Eq. (2.11). Employing these operators, we rewrite the equation as

D̂
(2ι)
L Ψ

(2ι)
L = D̂

(2ι)
L

(
Ψ

(ι)
1

0

)
= 0, (2.14)

D̂
(2ι)
R Ψ

(2ι)
R = D̂

(2ι)
R

(
0

Ψ
(ι)
2

)
= 0. (2.15)

It is noteworthy that the matrix operators PRΓ
A and PLΓ

A are degenerate. As a result,
the dimension can transition from 2ι to ι. We refer to the degenerate operators as D̂(ι)

L

and D̂(ι)
R , which operate solely on the two independent 2n-component spinors Ψ(ι)

1 and Ψ
(ι)
2 ,

respectively.
The action corresponding to this decomposition can be further split into its right and

left chiral components as follows:

S = SL + SR, (2.16)
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where SL and SR are defined by

SL =

∫
d2nx

√
−g
[
Ψ̄

(ι)
1 D̂

(ι)
L Ψ

(ι)
1

]
, (2.17)

and

SR =

∫
d2nx

√
−g
[
Ψ̄

(ι)
2 D̂

(ι)
R Ψ

(ι)
2

]
. (2.18)

We start by defining the operators

D̃
(2ι)
L = PRΓ

AEM
A ∂M , (2.19)

D̃
(2ι)
R = PLΓ

AEM
A ∂M . (2.20)

For the diagonal metric, and further representing the frame using warp factors, we find

D̃
(2ι)
L = PRΓ

i∂̃i, (2.21)

D̃
(2ι)
R = PLΓ

i∂̃i, (2.22)

where ∂̃i ≡ a−1
i ∂i (no sum over i), and we define ξ̃i ≡ εa−1

i ξi (no sum over i) and G̃i =

ai
−1Gi. This transformation of the field allows us to describe the interaction of the field ξM

in curved spacetime in the same manner as in flat spacetime. It should be noted that these
operators, D̃(2ι)

L and D̃(2ι)
R , are applied only to what we will refer to as the "half-component"

of the spinors. Thus, the non-zero elements of these operators can be denoted as D̃(ι)
L and

D̃
(ι)
R .

To illustrate the reduction from 6 to 4 dimensions, we examine the following action
terms. The action SL is given by

SL =

∫
d6x

√
−g
[
Ψ̄

(ι)
1 D̃

(ι)
L Ψ

(ι)
1 + Ψ̄

(ι)
1 (ξ̃a + G̃a)γ

aΨ
(ι)
1

+Ψ̄
(ι)
1 (ξ̃5 + G̃5)γ

5Ψ
(ι)
1 + iΨ̄

(ι)
1 (ξ̃6 + G̃6)Ψ

(ι)
1

]
,

(2.23)

while the action SR is

SR =

∫
d6x

√
−g
[
Ψ̄

(ι)
2 D̃

(ι)
R Ψ

(ι)
2 + Ψ̄

(ι)
2 (ξ̃a + G̃a)γ

aΨ
(ι)
2

+Ψ̄
(ι)
2 (ξ̃5 + G̃5)γ

5Ψ
(ι)
2 − iΨ̄

(ι)
2 (ξ̃6 + G̃6)Ψ

(ι)
2

]
,

(2.24)

where γa are generators representing the subalgebra of the Clifford algebra. This action is
partitioned into SL and SR, which correspond to Ψ

(ι)
1 and Ψ

(ι)
2 , respectively.

Though the actions SL and SR appear as 4-dimensional actions, it should be noted that
Ψ1 and Ψ2 remain as spinor fields in the bulk. For a complete reduction to 4-dimensional
effective actions, the KK decomposition is also required.

The diagonal metric Eq. (2.6) is a relatively common situation. However, in the con-
text of the brane-world scenario, the space of extra dimensions and the four-dimensional
space can be decomposed independently. This decomposition facilitates the formulation
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of a 4-dimensional effective theory. Notably, the four-dimensional space is conformally
flat. By assuming a flat brane, our focus is directed towards the localization of the matter
field on the brane, avoiding the complexities of the brane’s internal structure. In the con-
text of braneworld models within high-dimensional spacetimes, the additional dimensions
are typically characterized by a pronounced symmetry. For scenarios involving two extra
dimensions, this manifests as a specific orientation in the additional dimensional space,
denoted as x5. Considering the metric:

ds2 = a4(x
5)ηµνdx

µdxν + a5(x
5)dx5dx5 + a6(x

5)dx6dx6, (2.25)

The integral of the Lagrangian can be decomposed into 4 dimensional and extra dimensional

SL,R =

∫
d4x ψ̄

(ι)
1,2(x

a)γa∂aψ
(ι)
1,2(x

a)

+ α̃5
∂5ϕ1,2
ϕ1,2

∫
d4x ψ̄

(ι)
1,2(x

a)γ5ψ
(ι)
1,2(x

a)

± α̃6
∂6ϕ1,2
ϕ1,2

∫
d4x ψ̄

(ι)
1,2(x

a)i ψ
(ι)
1,2(x

a)

+
3∑

a=0

α̃4 [εξ4 +G4]

∫
d4x i ψ̄

(ι)
1,2(x

a)γaψ
(ι)
1,2(x

a)

+ α̃5 [εξ5 +G5]

∫
d4x i ψ̄

(ι)
1,2(x

a)γ5ψ
(ι)
1,2(x

a)

± α̃6 [εξ6 +G6]

∫
d4x i ψ̄

(ι)
1,2(x

a)i ψ
(ι)
1,2(x

a),

(2.26)

where, we define
α̃4,5,6 =

√
−g (ϕ∗1ϕ1) a−1

4,5,6. (2.27)

Under the premise of metric (2.25), we have

G4 ≡ G0 = G1 = G2 = G3 = 0 (2.28)

G5 =
1

2

2n∑
j=1
j ̸=5

∂5 ln aj , (2.29)

G6 = 0. (2.30)

Corresponding to the kinetic energy term in 4-dimensional effective theory, the localization
condition is ∫

dx5dx6α̃4 = 1. (2.31)

In the context of high-dimensional spacetime, we aim to derive 4-dimensional free fields
while preserving the underlying symmetries. A common approach is to couple bulk fermion
and vector fields in the form Ψ̄ΓMξMΨ. However, brane-world models often utilize a scalar
field to characterize the dynamical background. One can construct a vector field from the
derivative of such a scalar field, allowing us to use the covariant derivative of the scalar field
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or a scalar function based on geometric background quantities as the vector field coupling to
the fermion. This setup provides a mechanism for localizing matter fields through derivative
coupling, a topic that has been explored in literature [17, 19]. It is worth noting that the
couplings used in these localization mechanisms can be considered as special cases of the
more general coupling scheme Ψ̄ΓMΓNΓP · · ·TMNP ···Ψ.

In the proposed model, the action takes the form

S3 =

∫
d6x

√
−g
[
Ψ̄ΓMDMΨ+ εΨ̄ΓM∂MF (ϕ,R,R

µνRµν , . . .)Ψ
]
, (2.32)

where the vector field ξM (x5) is expressed as the derivative of a scalar function F (x5) .
This scalar function F is a function of the scalar field ϕ, the Ricci scalar R, and other
curvature invariants like RµνRµν , among other possible terms 1. Under this assumption,
we have ξ4 = 0 and the action can be written as

SL,R =

∫
dx5dx6α̃4

∫
d4x ψ̄

(ι)
1,2(x

a)γa∂aψ
(ι)
1,2(x

a)

+

∫
dx5dx6α̃5

(
∂5ϕ1
ϕ1

+ ε∂5F +G5

)∫
d4x ψ̄

(ι)
1,2(x

a)γ5ψ
(ι)
1,2(x

a)

∓
∫
dx5dx6α̃6

∂6φ1

φ1

∫
d4x ψ̄

(ι)
1,2(x

a)ψ
(ι)
1,2(x

a). (2.33)

Note that the left- and right-handed parts of the high-dimensional spinor corresponds to
independent Dirac spinors in the reduced effective action. The action not only includes
zero-mass Dirac fermions but also a series of massive ones. The introduction of higher-
dimensional spacetime provides us with an explanation for the generation mechanism of
particle masses, which is distinct from the Higgs mechanism. This stands in contrast to the
decomposition of a Dirac spinor into Weyl spinors, where the Weyl spinor is massless. In
the effective four-dimensional theory, there are multiple massive particles, which are four-
dimensional Dirac spinors, not Weyl spinors, even though we employ chiral representations
in the study of higher-dimensional spinors.

In the coupling form Ψ̄ΓMξMΨ, both the left- and right-handed components of the
higher-dimensional fermionic field satisfy independent equations of motion. Therefore, the
covariant derivative can be defined with respect to either the left- or right-handed part of
the higher-dimensional spinor. Furthermore, the equations of motion can be separated into
4-dimensional and extra-dimensional parts. We can then separate the variables as follows:

D̂
(2ι)
L = D̂

(2ι)
Lbrane + D̂

(2ι)
Lextra, (2.34)

D̂
(2ι)
R = D̂

(2ι)
Rbrane + D̂

(2ι)
Rextra, (2.35)

1The ξM in equation is actually a vector function constructed from the background dynamical fields and
geometric scalars, rather than a vector constructed from the spinor field. It does not act as an independent
dynamical field or degree of freedom. This vector field appears as a spacetime background field, and its
dynamical terms are unrelated to the spinor field under consideration, and are only related to the dynamical
description of the spacetime background. When considering the localization of fermions, we did not take into
account the back-reaction of fermions on the spacetime background. As a specific example, the dynamics
of the spacetime background are described by (3.4) and (3.3).
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where

D̂
(2ι)
Lbrane = PLΓ

AEM
A (∂M + εξM +GM ), M = 0, 1, 2, 3, (2.36)

D̂
(2ι)
Lextra = PLΓ

AEM
A (∂M + εξM +GM ), M = 5, 6, (2.37)

D̂
(2ι)
Rbrane = PRΓ

AEM
A (∂M + εξM +GM ), M = 0, 1, 2, 3, (2.38)

D̂
(2ι)
Rextra = PRΓ

AEM
A (∂M + εξM +GM ), M = 5, 6. (2.39)

In light of the 4-dimensional effective action (2.33), D̂extra can be considered as a ’mass’
operator. ψ1 and ψ2 serve to represent the 4-dimensional part of higher-dimensional left-
and right-hand particles, respectively. These correspond to a set of 4-dimensional massless
and massive fermions in the effective theory.

The 6-dimensional Dirac equation can be expressed as[
a−1
4 Γµ∂µ + a−1

5 Γ5 (∂5 +G5 + ε∂5F ) + a−1
6 Γ6∂6

]
Ψ
(
xN
)
= 0, (2.40)

where G5, G6, and F are functions of x5 and x6. Through the decomposition of (B.22)
under the Weyl representation, the 6-dimensional Dirac equation can be split into two
components: [

a−1
4 γµ∂µ + a−1

5 γ5 (∂5 +G5 + ε∂5F ) + a−1
6 i∂6

]
Ψ

(4)
1 = 0,[

a−1
4 γµ∂µ + a−1

5 γ5 (∂5 +G5 + ε∂5F )− a−1
6 i∂6

]
Ψ

(4)
2 = 0.

(2.41)

At this point, the 8-component spinor decomposes into two independent 4-component
spinors. Each 4-component spinor further decomposes into two 2-component spinors by the
following decomposition:

Ψ
(4)
1 =

(
Ψ

(2)
11

Ψ
(2)
12

)
=
∑
m1

(
ψ
(2)
11m1

(x)ϕ
(2)
11m1

eilΘ

ψ
(2)
12m1

(x)ϕ
(2)
12m1

eilΘ

)
,

Ψ
(4)
2 =

(
Ψ

(2)
21

Ψ
(2)
22

)
=
∑
m2

(
ψ
(2)
21m2

(x)ϕ
(2)
21m2

eilΘ

ψ
(2)
22m2

(x)ϕ
(2)
22m2

eilΘ

)
. (2.42)

As analyzed in the previous section, the reduction of the action of the Dirac spinor
field in higher-dimensional spacetime yields two independent 4-dimensional Dirac spinors.
If we take the 4-dimensional Weyl representation, then we have

γµ∂µψ
(4)
L = mψ

(4)
R , γµ∂µψ

(4)
R = mψ

(4)
L ,

γ5ψ
(4)
L = ψ

(4)
L , γ5ψ

(4)
R = −ψ(4)

R ,

and

a−1
4 m1ϕ12 + a−1

5 [∂5 +H5]ϕ11 + ia−1
6 ∂6ϕ11 = 0, (2.43a)

a−1
4 m1ϕ11 − a−1

5 [∂5 +H5]ϕ12 + ia−1
6 ∂6ϕ12 = 0, (2.43b)

a−1
4 m2ϕ22 + a−1

5 [∂5 +H5]ϕ21 − ia−1
6 ∂6ϕ21 = 0, (2.43c)

a−1
4 m2ϕ21 − a−1

5 [∂5 +H5]ϕ22 − ia−1
6 ∂6ϕ22 = 0. (2.43d)
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where we have defined

H5(x
5, x6) = G5(x

5, x6) + ε∂5F (x
5, x6). (2.44)

We can always do a coordinate transformation

a−1
4 ∂̃5 = a−1

5 ∂5. (2.45)

which gives a5 = a4. Then, the equation can be written as

m1ϕ12 + [∂5 +H5]ϕ11 + ia4a
−1
6 ∂6ϕ11 = 0, (2.46a)

m1ϕ11 − [∂5 +H5]ϕ12 + ia4a
−1
6 ∂6ϕ12 = 0, (2.46b)

m2ϕ22 + [∂5 +H5]ϕ21 − ia4a
−1
6 ∂6ϕ21 = 0, (2.46c)

m2ϕ21 − [∂5 +H5]ϕ22 − ia4a
−1
6 ∂6ϕ22 = 0. (2.46d)

This includes the case where the bulk spacetime is conformally flat. The effect of H5 can be
equivalently described by a field transformation. The field is transformed by the conformal
factor as follows:

ϕij = Υ(x5)ϕ̃ij , (2.47)

where the conformal transformation factor of the field is given by

Υ(x5) = exp

(
−
∫
H5(x

5)dx5
)

= exp

(
−
∫
G5(x

5)dx5
)
exp

(
−εF (x5)

)
. (2.48)

With

exp

(
−
∫
G5(x

5)dx5
)

=
1

√
a1a2a3a4a6

, a5 = a4. (2.49)

Then, α̃4 is reduced to

α̃4(x
5, x6) =

(
e−εF (x5)ϕ̃

)∗ (
e−εF (x5)ϕ̃

)
. (2.50)

The localization condition requires convergence of the integral of α̃4. When F is a real
function, the localization condition can be written as∫

exp
(
−2εF (x5)

)
ϕ̃ϕ̃∗dx5dx6. (2.51)

Following the field transformation described above, the integrated function in the lo-
calization condition can be decomposed into two parts. Here, the field ϕ̃ satisfies the
Schrödinger-like equation, and the effective potential is determined by the warp factor,
representing the contribution of the minimal coupling between fermions and gravity. Fur-
thermore, e−2εF (x5) depends only on the coupling term F rather than the warp (conformal)
factor.

The minimal coupling to gravity can be analyzed independently. Thus, this allows us to
focus on the geometry of spacetime. For example, one can study the difference in localization
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behavior under different topologies of spacetime. In contrast, the contributions of other
interactions can be analyzed independently. Consequently, the localization condition can
work under relatively relaxed conditions, and a universal localization mechanism can be
constructed.

Another outcome of conformally transforming the field is that it restores the equations
of motion to their flat spacetime form. With the relationship

∂5ϕij = Υ∂5ϕ̃ij −Hϕ̃ij , (2.52)

this allows Eq. (2.46) to be further simplified to

m1ϕ̃12 = −∂5ϕ̃11 − ib∂6ϕ̃11, (2.53a)

m1ϕ̃11 = +∂5ϕ̃12 − ib∂6ϕ̃12, (2.53b)

m2ϕ̃22 = −∂5ϕ̃21 + ib∂6ϕ̃21, (2.53c)

m2ϕ̃21 = +∂5ϕ̃22 + ib∂6ϕ̃22, (2.53d)

with the expression for b
(
x5
)

given by

b
(
x5
)
= a4a

−1
6 . (2.54)

It is worth noting that the warp factor a4a−1
6 appears in pairs. This indicates that the

bulk’s overall conformal transformation does not affect the form of the equations. It is also
important to note that just like the asymptotically AdS bulk and the flat bulk, the local-
ization of fermions cannot be achieved through minimal coupling to gravity. Eq. (2.53) can
subsequently be transformed into a set of independent second-order differential equations

m1
2ϕ̃11 = −∂5∂5ϕ̃11 − b2∂6∂6ϕ̃11 − i∂5b∂6ϕ̃11, (2.55a)

m1
2ϕ̃12 = −∂5∂5ϕ̃12 − b2∂6∂6ϕ̃12 + i∂5b∂6ϕ̃12, (2.55b)

m2
2ϕ̃21 = −∂5∂5ϕ̃21 − b2∂6∂6ϕ̃21 + i∂5b∂6ϕ̃21. (2.55c)

m2
2ϕ̃22 = −∂5∂5ϕ̃22 − b2∂6∂6ϕ̃22 − i∂5b∂6ϕ̃22. (2.55d)

In polar coordinates x6 = θ, the field function ϕ̃ must satisfy a periodic condition. The
field function can be decomposed into the following variables

ϕ̃ = ur(r)uθ(θ), (2.56)

with uθ(θ) = eil6θ. Upon separation of variables, the equations of motion take the form

m1
2u11r = −∂5∂5u11r + V11u11r, (2.57a)

m1
2u12r = −∂5∂5u12r + V12u12r, (2.57b)

m2
2u21r = −∂5∂5u21r + V21u21r, (2.57c)

m2
2u22r = −∂5∂5u22r + V22u22r, (2.57d)

with the corresponding potentials given by

V11(r) = V22(r) = l6
2b2(r) + l6∂rb(r), (2.58a)

V12(r) = V21(r) = l6
2b2(r)− l6∂rb(r). (2.58b)
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If spacetime is conformally flat, we can find a coordinate such that a4 = a6, thereby
implying that b = 1. 2 In this case, the equations become simplified, and the four two-
component fermions satisfy

m2ϕ̃ = −∂5∂5ϕ̃− ∂6∂6ϕ̃. (2.59)

The above equation shares a similar form with the Klein-Gordon equation in flat spacetime,
so we have

ϕ̃1 = eil5x
5
eil6x

6
, (2.60)

where l5 and l6 represent the quantized momenta associated with the fermion’s movement
in the extra dimensions. This yields the energy-momentum relation

m2 = l25 + l26. (2.61)

If l5 and l6 are real, then the localization condition depends only on the integral of the
background scalar field: ∫

e−2εF (x5)dx5. (2.62)

In the present section, the condition has been derived for the localization of a bulk
fermion in a conformal flat spacetime, analogous to the normalization condition of the
Schrödinger bound state wave function. Although the asymptotic AdS spacetime helps
to localize gravitation, scalar, and vector fields, it proves ineffective for localizing spinor
fields, since the asymptotic AdS and flat bulk yield equivalent localization conditions. Con-
sequently, additional interactions or non-minimal couplings between fermionic fields and
gravity or background fields are requisite in these extra-dimensional geometries. With in-
teractions present, the aforementioned criterion is augmented by an integral, the nature of
which is dictated by the coupling term εΨ̄ΓM∂MF (ϕ,R,R

µνRµν , · · · )Ψ. This criterion is
commonly observed in the localization of the braneworld model. The subsequent section
will delve into three common extra-dimensional topologies that arise in the 6-dimensional
braneworld scenario.

3 Examples of 6-dimensional models

Remarkably, such a metric form (2.25) can correspond to a variety of topological configura-
tions. In this section, our focus shifts to exploring whether there exists a spacetime structure
wherein the spinor field can achieve localization via minimal coupling to gravity. Addition-
ally, we aim to elucidate the tensor coupling mechanism, investigating the terms that can
serve as specific interactions for the localization mechanism, given by F (ϕ,R,RµνRµν , . . .).

2In the next section, we will see that for two conformally flat topologies in six dimensions, we may not
always make the choice of the coordinate systems such that a4 = a6. Therefore, we cannot assert that the
spinor field propagates freely along the extra dimensions. The shape of the effective potential will depend
on the choice of coordinates, but the judgment of whether the spinor field is localized is independent of the
coordinate choice. In more specific cases, we need to further clarify the topology of spacetime.
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3.1 M4 × S2 topology of spacetime

In the first case, we assume that spacetime is M4 × S2, where M4 is the 4-dimensional
Minkowski spacetime and S2 is a two-dimensional compact space. As long as the extra
dimensions are compact and continuous, the field function yields a finite integral. Therefore,
the localization problem in compact extra dimensions can be naturally solved. However,
large-scale compact extra dimensions may also bring some problems. For example, the ADD
model [27] with too large extra dimensions will cause non-recoverable Newtonian gravity on
the brane. To address this issue, we can consider the possibility of curving extra dimensions,
like the RS model. Further, we can even consider constructing brane solutions with compact
and warped extra dimensions. Despite the no-go theorem stating that [28–30], generating
a smooth brane on a compact extra-dimensional circular ring using a canonical scalar field
in the context of 5-dimensional general relativity is not possible. However, this limitation
does not preclude the possibility in higher dimensions.

3.2 M4 ×R1 × S1 topology of spacetime

The second case is that there is both a compact and a non-compact extra dimension.

Figure 1. The profile of the extra dimensions described by the line element ds2extra = dy2 +

b2(y)R2
0dθ

2, where y ∈ (−∞,∞). In Ref. [8], this transverse space geometry is introduced to
achieve the localization of free U(1) gauge field.

Assuming the bulk is conformally flat, we can express the spacetime metric as

ds2 = a2(z)(ηµνdx
µdxν + dz2 + dΘ2), (3.1)

where, ηµν is the four-dimensional Minkowski metric, and a(z) is a warp factor with Z2

symmetry that depends on the extra dimension z, with z ∈ (−∞,∞). In this case, the
compact radius R0 of the second extra dimension is absorbed into the coordinate dΘ =

R0dθ. The localization condition (2.62) can also be applied for this case. Because the
sixth dimension is compact, the field function, which follows the direction x6 = Θ, must
satisfy periodic boundary conditions, thereby requiring l6 to be real. On the other hand,
to ensure a non-divergent solution at the boundary of the fifth dimension, l5 must be real.
This ensures that we have m2 = l25 + l26 ≥ 0, and hence excludes the existence of tachyon
states. The integral with respect to x6 is convergent. Thus, in this scenario, the localization
condition simplifies to ∫

e−2εF (z)dz <∞. (3.2)
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If one only considers the minimal coupling between the fermion and gravity, namely
F = 0, it becomes evident that Eq. (3.2) cannot be satisfied. Indeed, Eq. (3.2) necessitates
an asymptotic behavior for the coupling term e−2εF (z) that must decline more rapidly than
1/|z| as |z| → ∞. The introduction of a non-vanishing coupling F is necessary. Exploring
new mechanisms with a coupling that satisfy the above condition is an important topic in
the context of braneworlds.

Assuming that the spacetime structure is governed by the dynamical scalar field ϕ, the
warp factor dictates the asymptotic behavior of the background dynamical field through
the field equations. Consequently, one must first establish the dynamics of spacetime. It
is generally assumed, in general relativity, that a thick brane with Z2 symmetry emerges
from a background dynamical field ϕ(z) with the action

S =
M4

2

∫
d6x

√
−g (R+ Lm) , (3.3)

where, M denotes the fundamental scale of the theory, g is the determinant of the metric
gMN , R is the scalar curvature, and Lm is, given the Lagrangian of the background scalar
field ϕ:

Lm = −1

2
gMN∂Mϕ∂Nϕ− VΛ(ϕ), (3.4)

associated with the scalar potential

VΛ(ϕ) = V (ϕ) + Λ. (3.5)

In this context, Λ symbolizes the cosmological constant and V (ϕ(z → ±∞)) → 0.
In the context of braneworld models, the introduction of a non-zero cosmological con-

stant can lead to an asymptotically AdS spacetime, which has desirable properties for the
localization of a scalar field and gravity. This asymptotic behavior is commonly assumed
in many braneworld models. In accordance with the Einstein field equations, the following
relationship exists between the background scalar field and the curvature factor:

2(D − 2)a′(z)2

a(z)2
− (D − 2)a′′(z)

a(z)
=
(
ϕ′(z)

)2
, (3.6)

where D is the dimension of the spacetime. For the asymptotically AdS bulk spacetime
under consideration, we should have:

a(z → ±∞) → 1

|z|
, (3.7)

ϕ′(z → ±∞) → 0. (3.8)

Moreover, the asymptotic behavior of the background scalar field is characterized by one
of the following three cases:

case I: |ϕ(z)| → ∞ and
|ϕ(z)|
log|z|

→ 0, (3.9)

case II: ϕ(z) → v±, (3.10)

case III: ϕ(z) → 0, (3.11)
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at the boundary |z| → ±∞, where v+ and v− are constants, respectively, which usually
correspond to local stable points in the system, taking into account both gravity and the
scalar potential.

If the scalar potential V (ϕ)|ϕ→±∞ → Vmin = 0, where Vmin is the minimum value of
V (ϕ), this corresponds to case I when |ϕ(z)| → log(log|z|). If we consider F = ϕ, the
localization condition (3.2) requires that

log |z|/ϕ(z) → 0 at z → ±∞, (3.12)

which conflicts with the asymptotic behavior of the background scalar (3.9). Nevertheless,
considering F = ϕn for n > 1 may provide a viable localization mechanism, since the
localization condition corresponding to (3.2) for this case is not in conflict with (3.9).

For the other two cases of ϕ(z → ±∞) → v± and ϕ(z → ±∞) → 0, we can refer to the
two explicit solutions given in Ref. [8] as examples. Now we show an example for ϕ→ v±.
The scalar potential, the scalar field, the warp factors, and the 5-dimensional cosmological
constant are given by [8]

V (ϕ) =
k2v2

2
+

5

18
k2v4 −

(
k2 +

5k2v2

8

)
ϕ2 +

(
5k2

12
+

k2

2v2

)
ϕ4 − 5k2

72v2
ϕ6, (3.13)

ϕ(y) = v tanh(ky), (3.14)

a(y) = b(y) = e−
1
24

v2 tanh2(ky)sech
v2

6 (ky), (3.15)

Λ = − 5

18
k2v4. (3.16)

Here v is a dimensionless parameter, k is a fundamental energy scale with dimension [k] =

L−1, and 1/k stands for the thickness of the brane. When converted to the z coordinate
with dz = a−1(y)dy, we have

ϕ(z) → v
−1 + k2z2

1 + k2z2
→ v when z → ∞, (3.17a)

ϕ(z) → v
1− k2z2

1 + k2z2
→ −v when z → −∞. (3.17b)

In this scenario, the function F (ϕ) needs to diverge when ϕ → ±v in order to satisfy the
localization condition.

For the case where ϕ → 0, a brane solution can be found if the scalar potential V (ϕ)

and the cosmological constant Λ are given by

V (ϕ) =

(
k2

2
+

5k2v2

24

)
ϕ2 −

(
5k2

24
+

k2

2v2

)
ϕ4 +

5k2

72v2
ϕ6, (3.18)

Λ = −5k2v4

72
. (3.19)

The expressions for the scalar field and the warp factors are taken from Ref. [8] and are
presented as follows:

ϕ(y) = v sech(ky), (3.20)

a(y) = b(y) = e
1
24

v2 tanh2(ky)sech
v2

12 (ky). (3.21)
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When converted to the z coordinate, the field ϕ(z) evolves as follows,

ϕ(z) → v
2kz

1 + k2z2
→ 2v

1

kz
→ 0, when z → ±∞. (3.22)

This serves as a specific example. In fact, as long as ϕ(z) → z−α with α > 0, the spacetime is
asymptotically AdS. For this case, we can also consider the localization mechanism with the
coupling function F (ϕ) = ϕn. This leads to the integration factor exp(−2εϕn), which tends
toward exp(−2ε|z|−nα) when |z| → ∞. For n ≥ 0, where e−2εF (ϕ) ∼ 1 at the boundary,
the localization condition cannot be met. Conversely, for n < 0, the integration factor
e−2εF (ϕ) → exp(−2ε|z||nα|) at |z| → ∞, and the localization condition can be satisfied.

As described earlier, we have transformed the effects of gravity into flat spacetime
through field transformation. This lack of coupling prevents the fermion from being localized
on the brane. For an asymptotically AdS spacetime, the curved spacetime does not help
to localize the matter field. This implies that the introduction of the coupling term is
necessary, and the coupling function F (ϕ) cannot go to a constant at the boundary. One
should carefully choose the form of the coupling F (ϕ), such that it still maintains a strong
coupling between the fermion and the background scalar field at infinity. We have shown
that F = ϕn is a possible choice of localization scheme. For ϕ(z → ±∞) → ∞, the
localization condition requires n > 1. Conversely, for ϕ(z → ±∞) → 0, it requires n < 0.

If the warp factor is solely a function of one of the extra dimensions, then minimal
gravitational coupling fails to distinguish between the high-dimensional left and right chi-
ral massless fermions. This is consistent with the results of the 5-dimensional Randall-
Sundrum-like model.

When a4 = a6, all the extra-dimensional components of the four 2-component spinors
obtained from the 8-component spinor decomposition satisfy the same equation of motion.
In other words, the localization mechanism fails to distinguish between the left- and right-
handed chiralities of the fermion. However, for the topology M4 × R2, which will be
considered subsequently, minimal coupling between fermions and gravity is sufficient to
distinguish chirality.

3.3 M4 ×R2 topology of spacetime

For the topology M4 × R2, there are two non-compact extra dimensions. The brane on
which we live has a codimension of 2 with respect to the bulk, and the extra dimensions
have a non-trivial structure shown in Fig. 2. We are interested in the bulk spacetime, which
is symmetric with respect to the brane. The metric of the spacetime is assumed to be

ds2 = a24(r)ηµνdx
µdxν + a24(r)dr

2 + a26(r)dθ
2. (3.23)

Eq. (3.23) describes this metric, which satisfies the requirements of Assumption 4. Under
this metric, the extra-dimensional part of the fermion satisfies the Schrödinger-like equation
given by Eq. (2.57).
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Figure 2. The profile of the extra dimensions described by the line element (3.23).

We further assume that the spacetime is conformally flat. Consequently, the metric
can be expressed as

ds2 = a24(r)(ηµνdx
µdxν + dr2 + r2dθ2). (3.24)

Then we find b = a4a
−1
6 = 1

r , and

V11(r) = V22(r) =
l6(l6 − 1)

r2
, (3.25a)

V12(r) = V21(r) =
l6(l6 + 1)

r2
. (3.25b)

Eq. (3.25) gives the potential terms under this conformally flat metric. The extra-
dimensional parts of the left-handed and right-handed chiral components of the four-
dimensional fermions Ψ

(4)
1 (the analysis for Ψ

(4)
2 is similar) satisfy the Schrödinger-like

equations with different effective potentials. Given by

m1
2u11r = −∂5∂5u11r +

l6(l6 − 1)

r2
u11r, (3.26a)

m1
2u12r = −∂5∂5u12r +

l6(l6 + 1)

r2
u12r. (3.26b)

This means that in this topology, gravity differentiates between the left-handed and right-
handed chiralities of the 4-dimensional fermions. We need to emphasize that here the
left- and right-handed chiralities refer to those of the 4-component spinor, not the eight-
component spinor. This may lead to a chiral theory on the brane. For an asymptotically
AdS spacetime with the topology M4 × R2, the localization mechanisms of the minimal
gravity coupling and the geometric coupling mentioned earlier cannot ensure the localization
of fermions on the brane. The reason is as follows:

• In the case of the minimal gravity coupling (F = 0), we have V11(r) → 0, V12(r) → 0

at r → ∞. This means that u11r and u12r are not “bound states,” and the localization
condition is not satisfied3.

• For the geometric coupling with F (R) = Rn, the integral factor e−2εF (R(z)) converges
to a constant when z → ±∞ since the scalar curvature R is a constant at the boundary

3We have noticed that there are infinitely degenerate states in the zero mass KK mode. Among these,
the case of l6 = 0, 1 is particularly special, since it leads to the effective potential V11 = V22 = 0. (For
l6 = −1, 0, V12 = V21 = 0 as well.) This is the same situation as in Eq. (2.59). When l6 takes other
values, a potential barrier rather than a potential well will form at the origin, and the effective potential is
a monotonic function of r
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of the extra dimensions in asymptotically AdS spacetime. Thus, the localization
condition cannot be satisfied.

Even if the bulk topology changes, it still requires that the kinetic term of the scalar field
has no contribution at the boundary of the spacetime in the asymptotically AdS spacetime.
Therefore, the coupling with F (ϕ) = ϕn remains a viable option. Notice that V11 → 0

and V22 → 0 when r → ∞, u11(r) and u12(r) will converge to free wave functions at
the boundary. When ϕ → 0 as r → ∞, the localization condition is satisfied for n < 0.
Furthermore, we can finely adjust F (ϕ) to satisfy z×e−2εF (ϕ) ∼ 1 so that only one chirality
of the fermion is localized on the brane.

If the topology of extra dimensions is R2 and the bulk is conformally flat, a minimal
coupling to gravity without other interactions cannot localize fermions. If the bulk is con-
formally AdS and a derivative coupling mechanism such as partial derivative coupling with
the background scalar field or curvature is introduced, then the two topologies considered
in this section also yield similar results for fermion localization. The main difference be-
tween the two is that the topology of M4 ×R1 ×S1 does not distinguish between left- and
right-handed fermions, whereas the topology of M4 ×R2 does. Since there is a difference
in the effective potentials for the left- and right-handed fermions, the 4-dimensional chiral
theory can be restored by fine-tuning the coupling function F (ϕ).

4 Conclusion and discussion

Due to the constraints imposed by the no-go theorem [28–30], the 5-dimensional braneworld
model ignores a significant number of potential extra-dimensional topological structures
and thick brane solutions. Therefore, these should be considered in higher-dimensional
spacetime. In circumventing the no-go theorem, two potential avenues emerge: firstly,
delving into models with increased dimensions, and secondly, contemplating modifications
to gravity. By introducing a dilaton field, one can construct a high-dimensional spacetime
with compact dimensions, and this approach simultaneously circumvents the two conditions
for the no-go theorem to hold [31].

Additionally, for the localization mechanism of matter fields, the most direct approach
is to extend the dimensions of spacetime, a technique that is particularly effective for
handling other types of matter fields, especially U(1) gauge fields. Previous studies have
shown that a 6-dimensional spacetime can facilitate the localization of U(1) gauge fields
through minimal coupling with gravity, a feat unattainable in 5-dimensional RS-like models
[32].

However, the extension of dimensions poses challenges for the localization of fermions,
as every two-dimensional increase in the momentum space results in a doubling of the
dimensionality of the spinor representation space. It becomes necessary to map the degrees
of freedom in the higher-dimensional theory to those in the effective 4-dimensional theory,
with the aim of recovering the 4-dimensional chiral theory.

Our work builds upon the research detailed in Ref. [9], which explores the relationship
between high-dimensional and 4-dimensional fermions in the context of braneworlds, using
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the relationship between Clifford algebra and its subalgebra. Our ongoing research focuses
on the localization of fermions in higher dimensions and aims to develop a comprehen-
sive theory to explain their behavior in these scenarios. We explore the representation of
spinor fields in even-dimensional spacetimes, derive the equations of motion for spinors in
curved spacetime, and furnish common calculations pertinent to braneworld models. Our
findings indicate that in a conformally flat, extra-dimensional spacetime, fermions cannot
be localized solely through minimal gravitational coupling. Such a result necessitates the
consideration of the interaction between background dynamical fields and fermions.

To preserve Lorentz symmetry in higher-dimensional spacetime, and to facilitate the
decoupling of the components of the higher-dimensional spinor to obtain a 4-dimensional
effective free field theory, we introduce the Ψ̄ΓMΓNΓP · · ·TMNP ···Ψ coupling mechanism.
For instance, we opt for the partial derivative of a scalar function for constructing a first-
order tensor that couples with the spinor field as follows: εΨ̄ΓM∂MF (ϕ,R,R

µνRµν , · · · )Ψ.
The inclusion of these coupling terms yields an interaction term e−2εF (z), which appears in
the integral of the localization conditions.

For the localization of fermions, it is necessary that the coupling function be sufficiently
large as z → ∞ to provide a sufficiently strong interaction that localizes the fermion. In
an asymptotically AdS bulk, the field function tends toward a constant value as z → ∞.
Both the background dynamical fields and the background geometry should remain finite
at infinity. In such a scenario, we suggest a coupling mechanism of F (ϕ) = ϕn. Localization
conditions dictate that the different behavior of the field ϕ imposes different requirements
on the value of n. When the bulk topology is M4 × R1 × S1, for ϕ(z → ±∞) → ∞, the
localization condition requires n > 1, while for ϕ(z → ±∞) → 0, it requires n < 0.

In braneworld theory, it is desirable to consider a model in which left-handed chiral
particles can be localized, while right-handed chiral particles cannot be localized. This
provides a theoretical basis for the restoration of the standard model fermion chiral theory,
and it is also one of the motivations for braneworld models. However, not all models are
capable of realizing this concept. Interestingly, the topology of the extra dimensions affects
the localization of left- and right-handed chiral fermions. In conformally flat spacetimes,
different extra-dimensional topological structures can result in differences in the chirality of
fermions. If we only consider the minimal coupling between fermions and gravity and ignore
other localization mechanisms, no difference arises between the left and right chiralities of
fermions in a bulk with the topology of M4×R1×S1. However, the left and right chiralities
of fermions are distinguished in M4 ×R2.

The complex geometry of higher-dimensional spacetimes, an increased number of de-
grees of freedom of the matter field, and the possibility of coupling in localization mecha-
nisms result in a wide range of potential braneworld models. However, if we aim for the
models to be straightforward, we face various difficulties and contradictions. In order to
obtain a 4-dimensional chiral theory, we suggest further study of new localization mecha-
nisms for the topology M4 × R2 in the context of conformally flat extra dimensions. In
contrast, the topology of M4 × R1 × S1 allows the localization of free vector fields that
have minimal coupling to gravity, while the topology of M4 ×R2 does not [8]. Therefore,
the U(1) gauge field and the spinor field have distinct topological requirements for extra
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dimensions.
One approach could be to retain the benefits of both topological structures in a higher-

dimensional spacetime, for instance, in M4 × R2 × S1. Through minimal coupling with
gravity, the question of whether the left and right chiralities of fermions can be distinguished
or if the U(1) gauge field can be localized simultaneously warrants further research. Addi-
tional investigation is required to develop a higher-dimensional braneworld theory that is
both concise and self-consistent, without being confined to 5 or 6 dimensions.

A Clifford algebra Cℓ(2n+ 1, 1)

Given a (2n+2)-dimensional complex space CN , the (2n+2)-dimensional Clifford algebra
Cℓ(2n+ 1, 1) generated by Dirac matrices ΓA (A = 0, 1, 2, · · · , 2n+ 1) is defined by

{ΓA,ΓB} = 2ηABI2n+2, (A.1)

where I2n+2 represents a (2n+2)× (2n+2) unit matrix and ηAB = diag(−,+,+, · · · ,+) is
the Minkowski metric. The above definition can be generalized to the scenario of a curved
spacetime {

E A
M ΓA, E

B
N ΓB

}
= 2gMNI2n+2 (A.2)

with
gMN = E A

M E B
N ηAB. (A.3)

In this paper, E A
M are the vielbein fields, A,B, · · · and M,N, · · · denoting the “Lorentz

index” and “spacetime index”, respectively.

B Representations of the Gamma matrix

Denoting the generators of Cℓ(2n+1, 1) and of Cℓ(2n− 1, 1) as ΓA and γa respectively, we
can express the 2n+ 2 generators ΓA and the “volume element” Γ2n+3 as follows:

Γ0 = σ1 ⊗ γ0,

ΓA = σ1 ⊗ γa, (A = a = 1, 2, · · · , 2n− 1)

Γ2n = σ1 ⊗ γ2n+1,

Γ2n+1 = σ2 ⊗ I2n ,

Γ2n+3 ≡ (−i)n
2n+1∏
A=0

ΓA = σ3 ⊗ I2n =

(
I2n 0

0 −I2n

)
. (B.1)

Here, σi are the Pauli matrices:

σ1 =

(
0 1

1 0

)
, σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, σ3 =

(
1 0

0 −1

)
. (B.2)

And γ2n+1 is defined as

γ2n+1 ≡ (−i)(n−1)
2n−1∏
a=0

γa = σ3 ⊗ I2n−1 . (B.3)
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The volume element Γ2n+3 anticommutes with all the other 2n + 2 Gamma matrices ΓA,
and all of these 2n+3 Gamma matrices generate the (2n+3)-dimensional Clifford algebra
Cℓ(2n + 2, 1). The volume element can also generate a projection operator to obtain the
subalgebra Cℓ0(2n+1, 1) of Cℓ(2n+1, 1), where the subscript “0” indicates the subalgebra.
In this framework, the chiral projection operator can be written as:

PL =
I2n+1 + Γ2n+3

2
=

(
I2n 0

0 02n

)
, (B.4)

PR =
I2n+1 − Γ2n+3

2
=

(
02n 0

0 I2n

)
, (B.5)

These projection operators PL and PR act to decompose a 2n+1-component Dirac spinor
Ψ(2ι) into two 2n-component Weyl spinors Ψ

(ι)
1 and Ψ

(ι)
2 as follows:

Ψ
(2ι)
L = PLΨ

(2ι) =

(
Ψ

(ι)
1

0

)
, and Ψ

(2ι)
R = PRΨ

(2ι) =

(
0

Ψ
(ι)
2

)
, (B.6)

where 2ι = 2n+1 represents the number of spinor components. Ψ
(ι)
1 and Ψ

(ι)
2 are vectors of

the representation space of the even subalgebra Cℓ0(2n + 1, 1) of Cℓ(2n + 1, 1) and their
non-zero components span ι-dimensional Weyl spinor spaces.

For D = 2 mod 4 each Weyl representation is its own conjugate. Majorana condition
(ζ = B∗ζ∗ = B∗Bζ) is possible if D = 0, 1, 2, 3, or 4 (mod 8). Therefore, one might obtain
Majorana-Weyl spinors (For example, in the 10-dimensional case). For a more detailed
discussion, one can refer to the Table B.1 in Ref. [33].

B.1 Weyl representation for Cℓ(3, 1) and Cℓ(5, 1)

As an example, one concrete form of the Gamma matrices for Cℓ(3, 1) can be written as

γ0 = iσ2 ⊗ I2 =

(
0 I2
−I2 0

)
, γi = σ1 ⊗ σi =

(
0 σi
σi 0

)
, i = 1, 2, 3 (B.7)

and

γ5 = −iγ0γ1γ2γ3 = σ3 ⊗ I2 =

(
I2 0

0 −I2

)
. (B.8)

In this convention, the matrix γ0 is anti-hermitian, while the other gamma matrices are
hermitian (γ5 is also hermitian). The Dirac operator acts as γµ∂µψ = mψ, and it is easy
to see that γ5ψL,R = ±ψL,R from Eq. (B.8) and Eq. (B.6). It is the direct sum of the two
irreducible representations of the Lorentz group:

(
1
2 , 0
)
⊕
(
0, 12
)
. The Lorentz generators

Sµν = i
4 [γ

µ, γν ] are block diagonal. Under an infinitesimal Lorentz transformation

ψ → ψ +
1

2

(
(iθi − βi)σi 0

0 (iθi + βi)σi

)
ψ, (B.9)
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where θi and βi represent the rotation angle for rotation and the boost respectively. In this
basis, a Dirac spinor is a doublet of a left and a right-handed Weyl spinor:

ψ =

(
ψL

ψR

)
. (B.10)

Here, left-handed and right-handed refer to the
(
1
2 , 0
)

or
(
0, 12
)

representations of the
Lorentz group. And the Lorentz scalar is structured as

ψ̄ψ = ψ̄RψL + ψ̄LψR. (B.11)

The above representation is called the chiral representation.
Further, we can generalize this to a 6-dimensional representation using Γ

{1}
A in Eq. (B.13)

as

Γµ =

(
0 γµ

γµ 0

)
, Γ5 =

(
0 γ5

γ5 0

)
, Γ6 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, Γ7 =

(
I4 0

0 −I4

)
. (B.12)

We will use this representation to investigate the localization of the 6-dimensional spinor
field. With this representation, it becomes convenient to decompose the left and right
chiral spinors, showing that the decomposed 4-dimensional part of the left or right chiral
component corresponds to the matter field in the 4-dimensional effective theory.

B.2 The representations and the transformations between them

In fact, including the Gamma matrices constructed above (denoted as Γ
{1}
A ), we can also

obtain four representations of the Gamma matrices [9]:

Γ
{0}
a = 1⊗ γa, Γ

{0}
2n+1 = σ1 ⊗ γ2n+1, Γ

{0}
2n+2 = σ2 ⊗ γ2n+1, Γ

{0}
2n+3 = σ3 ⊗ γ2n+1;

Γ
{1}
a = σ1 ⊗ γa, Γ

{1}
2n+1 = σ1 ⊗ γ2n+1, Γ

{1}
2n+2 = σ2 ⊗ 1, Γ

{1}
2n+3 = σ3 ⊗ 1;

Γ
{2}
a = σ2 ⊗ γa, Γ

{2}
2n+1 = σ2 ⊗ γ2n+1, Γ

{2}
2n+2 = σ1 ⊗ 1, Γ

{2}
2n+3 = σ3 ⊗ 1;

Γ
{3}
a = σ3 ⊗ γa, Γ

{3}
2n+1 = σ3 ⊗ γ2n+1, Γ

{3}
2n+2 = σ2 ⊗ 1, Γ

{3}
2n+3 = σ1 ⊗ 1,

(B.13)

where the superscript of the Gamma matrices {i} serves to mark the ith representation of
the Gamma matrices.

The transformation between the 0th and ith representations is given by

UjΓ
{0}
A U−1

j = Γ
{j}
A , (A = 1, 2, · · · , 2n+ 2, j = 1, 2, 3), (B.14)

where
Uj := 12 ⊗ PL + σj ⊗ PR = U−1

j , (B.15)

and the transformation between the corresponding spinors is

UjΨ
{0} = Ψ{j}. (B.16)

This transformation leaves the form of the Dirac equation invariant. Under the Dirac
representation Γ{0}, the Dirac equation takes the form(

Γ
{0}
M DM −m

)
Ψ{0} = 0, (B.17)
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where

DM = ∂M +ΩM (B.18)

and

ΩM =
1

4
ΩAB
M Γ

{0}
A Γ

{0}
B (B.19)

with the spin connection ΩAB
M defined as

ΩAB
M =

1

2
ENA

(
∂ME

B
N − ∂NE

B
M

)
− 1

2
ENB

(
∂ME

A
N − ∂NE

A
M

)
− 1

2
EPAEQB (∂PEQC − ∂QEPC)E

C
M .

(B.20)

The Dirac equation in terms of Γ{j} transforms as:(
Γ
{j}
M DM −m

)
Ψ{j} = 0 (B.21)

with ΩM = 1
4Ω

AB
M Γ

{j}
A Γ

{j}
B , which shows that a change in representation does not affect the

dynamics of the spinor.
In fact, a different representation means a different set of bases of the spinor space. Let

Ψ =

(
Ψ

(ι)
1

Ψ
(ι)
2

)
, (B.22)

be a 2n+1-component spinor associated with Cℓ(2n + 2). It can be easily seen that the
2n-component spinors Ψ

(ι)
1 and Ψ

(ι)
2 may be

• Cℓ(2n) - Dirac spinors (Ψ{0}) for Γ
{1}
A ,

• Cℓ0(2n+ 2) - Weyl spinors (Ψ{1} or Ψ{2}) for Γ
{1}
A or Γ

{2}
A ,

• Cℓ(2n+ 1) - Pauli spinors (Ψ{3}) for Γ
{3}
A .

If we consider a particular subalgebra of a higher-dimensional Clifford algebra, these com-
ponents correspond to the spinors in the subalgebra space. And under the choice of different
subalgebras, the 2n-component spinors Ψ(ι)

1 and Ψ
(ι)
2 will describe different fermions, which

implies it seems that different choices of subalgebra in the reducing process will lead to
different effective theories.

We have reason to believe that these seemingly different effective theories should de-
scribe the same physics by a representation transformation with the mixing of the spinor
bases. Because they are consistent in a higher-dimensional fundamental theory. These iso-
morphisms may be formally represented through a similarity transformation in the spinor
space .
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C Gamma matrices and spinors under SO(n, 1)

Under a Lorentz transformation x 7→ x′, the Dirac spinor transforms as

Ψ′ (x′) = SΨ(x). (C.1)

An explicit expression for S is given by

S(Λ) = e−(i/4)ΩABΣAB
, (C.2)

where ΩAB parameterize the Lorentz transformation, and ΣAB are the 4× 4 matrices

ΣAB =
i

2

[
ΓA,ΓB

]
. (C.3)

These matrices can be interpreted as the intrinsic angular momentum of the Dirac field.
If two distinct sets of Gamma matrices that satisfy the Clifford relation are given, they

can be related through a similarity transformation as

Γ′A = S−1ΓAS. (C.4)

For the operator ΓMDM to remain invariant under a Lorentz transformation, the Gamma
matrices need to undergo a transformation that corresponds to a contravariant vector with
respect to their spacetime index, given by

S−1ΓAS = ΛA
BΓ

B. (C.5)

From Eq. (C.3), considering the matrix Γ0 is anti-hermitian and the other Γ matrices are
hermitian, it follows that (

ΣAB
)†

= Γ0ΣABΓ0. (C.6)

We define the quantity Ψ̄ as
Ψ̄ = Ψ†Γ0. (C.7)

The transformed Ψ̄′ can be expressed as

Ψ̄′(x′) = Ψ(x)†S(Λ)†Γ0 = Ψ̄(x)e+(i/4)ΩABΣAB
= Ψ̄(x)S−1. (C.8)

Thus,
Ψ̄′(x′)Ψ′(x′) = Ψ̄(x)Ψ(x). (C.9)

In relativistic physics, it is Ψ̄Ψ, but not Ψ†Ψ, that transforms as a Lorentz scalar. Ψ̄

represents the antiparticle of Ψ. When mass is present, the left- and right-handed fields
mix due to the equations of motion(

ΓMDM −m
)
Ψ′(x′, t′) = 0, (C.10)

where
Ψ′ = SΨ and ΓM ≡ ΓAEM

A . (C.11)
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