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Abstract

In this research, we delve into the localization patterns of fermionic fields within a braneworld
setting, employing a modified gravity model denoted as f(Q). Our investigation revolves around
two specific models, f1(Q) = Q + kQ™ and f2(Q) = Q + k1Q? + k2Q? , where we systematically
vary the parameters n and k1 2. Through an in-depth analysis encompassing the effective potential,
massless, and massive modes, we elucidate how deviations from the conventional symmetric
teleparallel equivalent of general relativity (STEGR) gravity impact the localization of fermionic
fields. To ensure greater precision, our methodology integrates probabilistic measures such as
Shannon entropy and relative probability. Moreover, we gauge the stability of these models
employing differential configurational entropy (DCE), revealing a compelling correlation between
the most stable configurations and the emergence of novel structures within the background scalar
field. This work significantly contributes to our understanding of the gravitational modifications’
intricate influence on fermionic field localization within braneworld scenarios. By shedding light
on these dynamics, it advances the broader comprehension of the interplay between gravity

modifications and fermionic field behaviors in these theoretical frameworks.

Keywords: f(Q) gravity; Braneworld model; Configurational entropy; Fermion localization; Shannon

entropy.

* lallan.moreira@fisica.ufc.br

t dongsh2@yahoo.com


mailto:allan.moreira@fisica.ufc.br
mailto:dongsh2@yahoo.com

I. INTRODUCTION

The theory of general relativity has achieved remarkable success in explaining grav-
itational phenomena in astrophysical contexts involving both weak and strong gravity.
However, it faces challenges in addressing phenomena on larger cosmic scales and in providing
a comprehensive description of enigmatic physical entities inferred from observational data,
such as dark matter and dark energy [Il, 2]. These unresolved issues have fueled a growing

interest in alternative theories of gravity.

Among the myriad of approaches being explored, several promising theories stand out.
These include theories that introduce new dynamic degrees of freedom, such as scalar
and vector fields [3], as well as theories based on the concept of massive gravitons [4].
Additionally, ideas inspired by string theory, such as braneworld models [5], have gained
traction. Another innovative direction involves geometric frameworks that diverge from the

traditional Riemannian geometry underpinning general relativity.

These diverse theoretical endeavors reflect the vibrant and ongoing quest in the physics
community to extend our understanding of gravity beyond the scope of general relativity,
aiming to reconcile it with the anomalies and gaps revealed by the latest astronomical

observations.

In the realm of alternative gravitational theories, Einstein-Cartan geometry [6] and
metric-related models, such as f(R) theories [7], have garnered considerable attention as
potential alternatives to general relativity. Another intriguing avenue is the teleparallel
equivalent of general relativity (TEGR), conceptualizing gravity as arising from the torsion
of spacetime rather than curvature [§]. TEGR employs the vielbein field as a dynamic

variable, supposing the absence of the Riemann curvature tensor [§].

More recently, the STEGR has emerged as a particularly compelling alternative. In
STEGR, the dynamics of gravitational degrees of freedom involve the non-metricity tensor
[9]. Unlike TEGR, STEGR symmetrically incorporates the metric tensor into its framework.
Variants like the f(Q) gravity model have been proposed, offering increased degrees of
freedom compared to general relativity, contingent upon coefficients within the Lagrangian
[TOHI3]. The f(Q) gravity model has exhibited notable advancements in characterizing the
properties of dark matter and dark energy [14], [I5]. Additionally, substantial progress has

been made in studying cosmological phenomena, black holes, and wormholes within this



framework [I6H25], notably distinguishing it from gravity f(R) theories [26].

In the landscape of theoretical physics, braneworld models like the Randall-Sundrum
model present innovative approaches to addressing high-energy physics challenges, such as
the hierarchy problem [27, 28], and the cosmological constant problem [29]. These models
have sparked interest in exploring new brane configurations, notably thick branes [30-33]. A
distinctive feature of these models is the confinement of standard model matter fields to the
brane, while allowing gravity to permeate through extra dimensions. This characteristic
has generated significant interest in understanding the mechanisms behind matter field

localization on the brane [34H49].

Particularly intriguing is the investigation into the localization of fermions on the brane,
as it presents potential pathways for experimental verification of extra dimensions. This
has led to a wealth of research on the topic [50H64]. Various mechanisms for fermion
localization have been proposed, with the simplest and most physically interpretable being
the conventional Yukawa coupling between fermion fields and background scalar fields.
Recent developments have introduced new mechanisms, such as non-minimal coupling
between fermions and curvature [62), 63], and even torsion [64]. To our knowledge, this
is the first study investigating fermion localization on the brane within a gravity f(Q)
framework, employing Yukawa-type coupling. We also utilize mathematical tools like
information entropy and relative probability to probe gravitational influences on fermionic
field localization on the brane. Additionally, we conduct a comprehensive analysis of the

most probable and stable configurations in f(Q)) gravitational models.

Our work is structured as follows: Section [[I provides a foundational overview of
constructing a gravity model f(Q), and examines two specific models: f;(Q) = Q@+ kQ™ and
£2(Q) = Q + k1Q* + k2Q?, including the energy conditions and solutions for the background
scalar field. Section [[T]] delves into analyzing the most probable configurations of these
models. Section [[V] focuses on the study of fermion localization. In Section [V] we calculate
probabilistic measures such as information entropy and relative probability. Finally, Section

summarizes our key findings and presents concluding remarks.
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II. BRANEWORLD-£(Q)

In the framework of symmetric teleparallel gravity, we engage with a metric-affine
geometry, delineating the metric and the affine connection as distinct entities. While the
metric governs the notions of distances and angles within the space, the affine connection
dictates covariant derivatives and the concept of parallel transport. Consequently, the

general form of the affine connection is characterized by
I un =T yn + K2 iy + LY iy, (1)

where

1
Y yy = EQPS (3MQSN + Ongsm — 3591\/11\/) (2)

is the Levi-Civita connection, and K ,;x is the contortion tensor which is described in
terms of the torsion tensor T yn = P NM — P MN, as
1
KPMN:§<TMPN+TMPN_TPMN>~ (3)

LYy is the distortion tensor which is defined as [9)]
1
L” un = §9PQ <QPMN — QupN — QNPM)a (4)

where
QrmNn = Vpgun, (5)

is the non-metricity tensor, which has two independent traces: Qa; = ¢V Qunp and @ M=

gNPQNMP-

Finally, we can define the dual non-metricity tensor (or conjugate non-metricity tensor)

9]
PP gy = —%LP MN + }L(QP — Q") gun — %(@@QN + N Q) (6)

which leads us to scalar non-metricity Q = QpynPTMY.

It is noteworthy that the Lagrangian

L=V (7

generates the same equations of motion as general relativity. This is evident since the

curvature is defined as

R=Q+ Vau(QM —QM), (8)
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where V,,(Q™ — QM) is nothing but a boundary term. Therefore, this model is also known
as the STEGR.
A more general gravitational model is gravity f(Q), which is an extension of STEGR.

For a five-dimensional space , gravitational action is [12, 13} [19]

5= [ oy —f( )+ Lo (9)

where k; = 87G is the gravitational constant and £, is the matter Lagrangian.
When we vary the action @D in relation to the metric and the connection, we obtain the

equation of motion

2 1
\/—_—gvK(V —ngPK MN) — §9MNf + fo(Pukr@n KL _2Q% g P™ ~NL) = kgTun,

VuVn(vV=gfoPx ") =0,  (10)

where Tysn is the momentum-energy tensor defined as

5L,
dgMN

TMN =

(11)

Here, we do f = f(Q), fo = 0f/0Q for simplicity.

For a braneworld scenario, we will use the metric defined as
ds? = *n,, dztdz” + dy®. (12)

In this context, 7,, denotes the Minkowski metric, while e?4 stands for the warp factor
controlling the brane’s thickness, and y symbolizes the extra dimension. This model
delineates the brane as our familiar 4D world, existing within a larger space of extra
dimensions (5D) known as the bulk. In this notation, uppercase Latin indices (M, N, ... =
0,1,2,3,4) denote the bulk coordinates, while Greek indices (u,v,... = 0,1,2,3) represent
the brane’s coordinates.

Now, let’s define the matter Lagrangian simply. Here, we’ll focus on a single scalar field,
denoted as the source ¢(y), which solely depends on the extra dimension. This scalar field

serves the purpose of determining the thickness of the brane.

L= —5060"6 —~ V(5). (13)



Thus, the gravitational equations for the model are defined as

av

¢//+4A/¢/ — %’ (14)
2
12foA” — g = @(% -v), (15)
12
-3 [ folA” +4A47) + fé?A’] - @(% + v). (16)

Here, the prime (') denotes derivative with respect to extra dimension (y).

In pursuing our investigation of generalized Scalar-Tensor-Vector Gravity (STVG)
models, we introduce two distinct gravity models denoted as f(Q). The first, fi(Q) =
Q + kQ", and the second, fo(Q) = Q + k1Q? + k»Q?, are defined, where the parameters
n and k serve to modify the conventional STVG gravitational framework. The selection of
these models is grounded in their notable efficacy, as evidenced in various studies. These
include analyses of the physical properties of a quintessence anisotropic stellar model [20],
investigations into the nature of dark energy [14] [15], research in neutrino physics [21], and
the development of cosmological models [22, 23]. Furthermore, our approach will incorporate

the use of specific ansatzes in our methodologies
A(y) = —plncosh(Ay), (17)
which is widely used in the study of thick branes [34, 48| 65H68]. Here the parameters A and

p control the width of the brane.

A. Kink-like solutions

For f1(Q) the equations and become

¢/2(y) = _]{i []_ + 12n_1]{;n(2n _ 1)Al2(n_1):|A”, (18>
g9
3
V() = —5[147 + A" £ 127 (20— DA DA )] (19)
g

The scalar field’s configuration can be determined by solving Eq.. It is crucial to
emphasize that, for our model to hold physical significance, the scalar field’s behavior must
tend toward a constant value, ¢., asymptotically. Additionally, the potential needs
to adhere to the condition OV (¢ — +¢.)/0¢ = 0. Notably, our model satisfies all these

prerequisites.



The dynamics of the ¢ field are particularly noteworthy. Referring to Figll] we examine
the behavior of the scalar field for the case when n = 1. It is observed that the scalar field
exhibits a kink-like solution, indicative of a domain wall formation at the core of the brane.
This topological feature signifies a phase transition occurring within the brane. Moreover, as
the value of the parameter k is increased, the solution of the field becomes more accentuated.

This implies significant alterations in both pressure and energy density on the brane.

In the case of n = 2, an even more intriguing phenomenon occurs. As the value
of k is elevated, the previously observed kink-like solution transitions into a double-kink
solution, as clearly illustrated in Fig[2] This particular behavior symbolizes the emergence
of additional phase transitions within the brane, effectively indicating the formation of new
domain walls. Notably, such double-kink type solutions are relatively rare in the context
of general relativity. The manifestation of this double-kink defect suggests a bifurcation
within the brane structure, a phenomenon that should be reflected in the variations of both

pressure and energy density on the brane.

Figure (3| showcases the field solution’s behavior for n = 3. Once more, upon elevating
the value of k, we observe the manifestation of a double-kink solution. However, in this
scenario, the emergence of this structure is notably more pronounced compared to the n = 2
case. Notably, the domain walls appear to be situated farther away from the core of the
brane. This structural alteration may signify an uncommon density distribution of energy
within the brane, suggesting the presence of three distinct density peaks, indicative of a

more pronounced division within the brane structure.

@(y)

Figure 1. Kink-like solutions for fi; with kg =n=p=A=1.
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Figure 3. Kink-like solutions for fi; withn =3 and kg =p = A = 1.

For f»(Q), Egs.(15]) and become

3
) = —— [1 £ T2AR (ke + 30k A)| A7 (20)
g9
3
V(0y)) = —g{A"4A% |1+ 18k (247 + A") + 180k,(447 +- 3447 . (21)
g

The physical viability of our model is contingent upon certain conditions being met,
specifically, ¢p(y — +00) = +¢. and IV (¢ — +¢.)/0¢ = 0. These conditions ensure that
as the parameter y approaches infinity, the scalar field ¢ reaches its limiting values of +¢..
Additionally, the derivative of the potential V' with respect to ¢ tends toward zero as ¢
approaches the limiting values +¢.. These conditions are essential to maintain the physical
integrity and coherence of our model.

The solution for the field ¢ is obtained by solving Eq.. Analyzing the behavior of
the scalar field is made possible through Fig[l It’s notable that the scalar field solution
initially appears as a kink-like pattern and tends towards a double-kink configuration as we
increase the values of k. This transition signifies the emergence of novel phase transitions,
presenting new domain walls, and suggesting an inclination for the brane to split. This

underscores how alterations in geometry, deviating from STEGR, can significantly impact



the appearance of fresh structures leading to brane division. The manifestation of this

splitting should become apparent when scrutinizing the energy densities within the brane.
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Figure 4. Kink-like solutions for fy with kg =p =X = 1.

B. Energy density conditions

Energy density is a pivotal parameter for understanding the behavior of the brane. Thus,
in this subsection, our focus shifts towards examining the energy density residing on the

brane, defined as:
ply) = =Ly, (22)
Through Eq. we can easily arrive at the form
3
ply) = —— [2A’2 F AT 1127 (20 — 1)AROD (247 4 p AT |24, (23)
g
which is the energy density for f;(Q).

In Fig[p| we present the energy density behavior concerning f1(Q). For n =1 (Figfla),
the energy density exhibits a distinct peak at the origin, signifying the precise localization
of the brane within the system. As we manipulate the value of k, the amplitude of this peak
intensifies. This outcome aligns consistently with the observations made in the preceding
subsection. It is evident that the background scalar field’s structure significantly influences
the brane’s behavior.

For the case of n = 2, an intriguing phenomenon is observed in the energy density
profile. As depicted in Fig[plb, when we increase the value of k, new density peaks begin to

materialize near the origin. Additionally, the energy wells become more pronounced. This

distinctive pattern is a direct consequence of the emergence of multiple phase transitions in



the solution of the background scalar field. Due to the proximity of these phase transitions
to the brane’s core, only two new energy peaks are discernible. This scenario suggests a
potential bifurcation of the brane.

In the n = 3 scenario (Fig[lc), an even more unusual behavior is exhibited. The energy
density shows a triad of density peaks as the value of k is elevated. This behavior is indicative
of the scalar field solution undergoing new phase transitions. The double-kink solution hints
at possible segmentations within the brane, underscoring the impact of STEGR deviations

on the emergence of novel structures within the brane’s framework.
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Figure 5. Energy density for fi with kg =p=A=1. (a)n=1. (b)n=2. (c) n=3.

For f»(Q), the energy density has the form
oly) = _S{A" 1247 [1 + 36k (A 4+ A”) + 360k, (24" + 3A’A”)] }e*”‘. (24)
9
The energy density patterns for f(Q) are illustrated in Figl6l As we manipulate the k;

parameter, the emergence of new energy peaks becomes apparent. Specifically, two more
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pronounced peaks materialize around the core, accompanied by a less prominent peak at
the origin. Upon further increasing the ky parameter, the single peak initially located at
the origin splits into two distinct peaks surrounding this point. Moreover, the energy wells
become more pronounced with escalating values of the k; o, parameters. These structural
changes observed in the brane’s energy density mirror the behaviors previously analyzed in
the background scalar field subsection. This relationship underscores how the emergence of
new phase transitions within the solution of the scalar field corresponds to the appearance of
fresh peaks in energy density. Remarkably, the STEGR modification induces brane splitting

dynamics employing only one background scalar field.
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Figure 6. Energy density for fo with kg =p=A=1. (a) ks = 0.001. (b) k1 = 0.001.

III. MEASURE OF PROBABILITY AND STABILITY ON THE BRANE

In this section, we delve into a succinct overview of DCE, an offshoot of configurational
entropy [69]. Our focus will be to employ DCE as a tool for examining the stability of
our model. In the context of braneworld scenarios, DCE has garnered considerable interest
for its proficiency in identifying the most probable configuration of a given model and in
predicting phase transitions, such as the formation of domain walls [T0-76]. This capability
makes it an invaluable asset for analyzing complex physical systems where stability and

phase behavior are key concerns.

In order to establish the Discrete Cosine Transform (DCT), it is imperative to utilize the
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Fourier transform of the energy density

Flw] (25)

zwy

\/ 27 /
Recalling that the energy density is given by p(y) = —e*4L,, (refer to Eq. ), this leads

us to the next step in our derivation
1 )
Flw] = ——= / AWy L dy. 26
)= - y (26)
Using Eq. we can define the modal fraction
I N [ ] ?

This expression represents the relative weight of each w mode, always holding a value less

(27)

than or equal to 1. Utilizing the modal fraction, we can then define the DCT as outlined in

references [69, [77H79)
—/f@ﬂﬂﬂmwm (25)

where f(w) = f(w)/ fumax(w) signifies the normalized modal fraction, where fya.x(w) denotes
the maximum value of this fraction. It is essential to note that the definition is
exclusively applicable to continuous functions within an open interval.

For the specific case of the gravity model f;(Q), when setting n = 1 and considering the

parameters k4, p, and A all equal to 1, the modal fraction takes on a distinct form

flw) = %mu Csch2<7r2w>. (29)

It’s worth noting that in this scenario, the modal fraction remains independent of the
parameter k. Consequently, in this specific case, deriving the DCT concerning the non-
metricity parameter becomes unattainable. However, when n = 2, the modal fraction

assumes the following form:

2317w?[5w? + 2k (4 — 10w? 4
f(w) = nw?[bw? + 2k( w? + w))? ch2<7m> (30)
640[55 + 72k(114k + 11)]
Indeed, when considering the case where n = 2, the DCE exhibits dependence on the

parameter k. Similarly, for n = 3, this dependency is also observed, and the modal fraction

is characterized by the following expression:

4297 [T? — 2K(576 — 14000° + 224w — 5O)? (mu) (31)
CSC — ).
896[143 + 96k(37800k + 169)] 2

flw) =
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The analysis of modal fraction and DCE for the f;(Q)) model is depicted in Fig[7} Notably,
for n = 2, changes in the value of k lead to the emergence of new peaks in the modal
fraction (Fig..a). This phenomenon is directly linked to the stability of the model, as
revealed through the DCE analysis. In Fig[7lb, the DCE graph exhibits four extremal
points, including two minima. The most pronounced minimum, occurring around £ = 0.05,

signifies the point of greatest stability and the most probable configuration for the model.

For n = 3, variations in k£ similarly result in new peaks in the modal fraction (Figc).
Once more, the DCE graph shows two minimum points, but here, the most significant point
of stability is located at k ~ 0.004. This critical point highlights the transition from a single-
phase (kink) to a double-phase (double-kink) transition. The presence of absolute minimum
points in the DCE graph is especially noteworthy as it marks the evolutionary trajectory
of the model from a singular to a dual phase transition state, underscoring the intricate

interplay between the model parameters and the physical phenomena they represent.

In the model f5(Q)) with k, = p = A = 1 the modal fraction is

| 429mw?[35w? — 84k (4 — 10w + w) — 10ky(576 — 1400w? 4 224" — 50,5)]

4480[715 + 106704k? + 81120ky + 18144000k3 + 72k1(34800k, + 143)]
W

x csch? (7) (32)

fw)

In this case, the modal fraction depends on the parameters that deviate from the usual

STEGR.

The analysis of the modal fraction and DCE for the f5(@) model is presented in Fig
Variations in the parameters k; o result in the emergence of new peaks within the modal
fraction (Fig[8la and ¢). Evaluating the stability of the model, the most pronounced extremal
points in the DCE graph signify critical stability points. Notably, within the interval 0 <
k1 < 0.05, a distinct minimum point stands out, representing the apex of stability for
the system (Fig[§lb). Similarly, around k; &~ 0.002 (Fig[8ld), another sharp minimum point
characterizes the most probable configuration of our model. These absolute minimum points
delineate the evolution from a kink-like solution to a double-kink solution, signifying the
emergence of novel structures within the brane. This correlation underscores how the model

parameters influence the system’s stability and the evolution of its structural configurations.
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Figure 7. For f; with k; = p = A = 1. Modal fraction (a) n =2 and (c) n = 3. DCE (b) n =2
and (d) n = 3.

IV. FERMION LOCALIZATION

In the preceding sections, we thoroughly explored how the parameters (n and k), which
govern deviations from standard STEGR gravity, influence the positioning of fields within
the brane. To extend our understanding, this section delves into the localization of spin-1/2
fermions in the f(Q) braneworld scenario.

For successful fermion localization on the brane, it is imperative to establish a coupling
between the fermion field and the background scalar fields. This interaction is commonly
referred to as Yukawa-type coupling, denoted by W¢W¥. Such a coupling mechanism has
been extensively utilized in various studies due to its simplicity and effectiveness in precisely
depicting fermion dynamics [52H59].

In recent years, alternative coupling methodologies have emerged, such as the non-
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Figure 8. For f, with kg = p = A = 1. Modal fraction (a) k2 = 0.001 and (c) k; = 0.001. DCE (b)
ky = 0.001 and (d) k; = 0.001.

minimal coupling of fermions with the system’s geometry [51,[62-64]. These novel approaches
offer additional insights into the interaction mechanisms within the braneworld. However,
the Yukawa-type coupling remains the most prevalent due to its relative simplicity and the

robustness of the results it yields in modeling fermion behavior.

Thus, in our analysis, we will primarily focus on the Yukawa-type coupling to understand
the localization dynamics of spin-1/2 fermions in the f(Q) braneworld. This approach
will facilitate a clearer understanding of how fermions behave under the influence of the
background scalar fields and the modified gravitational dynamics characteristic of our

braneworld model.

In the context of a minimal Yukawa coupling, the 5-dimensional Dirac action for particles
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with spin 1/2 is given by the following expression:

Sijp = / \/_—g<§iFMDM\I/ — ggz@\p) d’x. (33)
where £ represents a dimensionless coupling constant. The term Dy, = 0y + Q23 denotes
the covariant derivative, where €2, is the torsion-free spin connection. This particular spin
connection is articulated in terms of the Levi-Civita connection, as defined in the following

expression:

Onr = %(rM NT?) I'yTg, (34)

where I'M are the curved Dirac matrices, which are defined through the plane Dirac matrices

(™), and wvielbeins (Ey; ™), in the form
™ = By MTM, (35)

These matrices adhere to the Clifford algebra '™, TV = 2¢™~_ The "vielbeins” establish a

tangent space and establish a connection to the metric via the expression gyny = 77WE]\¥EJ§7

where the slashed capital Latin indices (M, N,... = 0,1,2,3,4) represent the coordinates

within the tangent space. For ease of representation, we undertake the transformation

dz = e “Wdy, leading the metric to assume the form ds? = e*4(n*datda” + dz?).
The Dirac equation takes the form

[0, + 70 + 24) — e40] v = 0 (36)
where
{0\ oA
e B B B B B (37)
0 ¥+ 0 0

is the representation of the spinor and dot ( *) denotes derivative with respect to extra
dimension (z).

Performing the Kaluza-Klein decomposition on spinor
U= [ra@)prn(z) + Vra(@)era(2)], (38)
we arrive at the coupled equations

0: + €e0] r(2) = mon(2),
[az—ﬁeAgb} vr(z) = —mpp(2). (39)
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In this context, y*r = +1r represents the left-handed (1;) and right-handed (vg)
components originating from the Dirac field. Additionally, the condition v#0,v¥r 1 = m¥r g
is satisfied.

We can easily decouple Eqs. and arrive at Schrodinger-like equations

-2 Vi@)er() = mPew(2),
| = 02+ Vilo)|pnlz) = mPen(2). (40)

In this framework, the effective potential is defined as Vgzp(2) = U? £ 9,U, where
U = e’ represents the superpotential. It is important to note that Eq. adopts the
form characteristic of supersymmetric quantum mechanics (SUSY-type). This formulation
ensures the absence of tachyonic Kaluza-Klein (KK) states. Moreover, the inherent structure
of supersymmetry facilitates the existence of a well-localized massless mode, particularly

when & > 0.

©Yro,Lo(2) et/ Udz, (41)

The localization of massive modes can be achieved through numerical solutions by

imposing specific boundary conditions, as described in previous works [54) 55 (58|, 64].

Soeven(o) = C, azgpeven«)) - 07
©odd(0) = 0, 0.0,44(0) = c. (42)

We use these boundary conditions since the effective potential Vi 1(2) are even functions.
Furthermore, the conditions guarantee that the solutions ¢ 1,(2) will have the behavior
of even g, or odd wave functions p,qg.

In the f;(Q) model with n = 1, the effective potential takes the form of a confining well
at the origin, surrounded by two smaller barriers. With the variation of the parameter k,
both the well and the barriers become more pronounced, as shown in Figl[dla. Massless
modes are increasingly localized with the increase in k, as depicted in Fig[9}b. For massive
modes, the solutions resemble free waves with amplitudes that become steeper near the
origin, intensifying as k increases, as seen in Fig[9lc and Figl9d.

In the scenario where n = 2, an interesting phenomenon occurs as the value of k is

increased: the effective potential well undergoes a division into two separate wells, as shown
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Figure 9. For f; with K, =n =p = X = 1. (a) Effective potential. (b) Massless mode. Massive
modes (c¢) even m = 2.063 and (d) odd m = 1.532.

in Fig[l0la. This division significantly impacts the behavior of massless modes, causing
them to exhibit increased localization, as evident in Fig[I0lb. Additionally, this variation
influences the behavior of massive modes, leading to oscillations with reduced amplitudes,
depicted in Fig[l0lc and d. Notably, this division in the effective potential well occurs
approximately around the value of £ = 0.05, which coincides with the stability point observed
in the preceding section.

For n = 3 in the f;(Q) model, increasing the value of k reshapes the effective potential
into a well with three distinct minima, as shown in Fig[l1]a, while also strengthening the
surrounding potential barriers. This change leads to massless modes exhibiting a flattened
peak (Fig.b), which become more localized with higher k& values. The massive modes
display interesting oscillation patterns near the brane core, with pronounced amplitudes

that are less influenced by changes in k& (Fig[lI}c and d). Oscillations further from the core,
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Figure 10. For f; with n = 2 and kg = p = A = 1. (a) Effective potential. (b) Massless mode.
Massive modes (c) even m = 1.841 and (d) odd m = 1.374.

however, do show increased amplitudes with rising k. Notably, the division of the potential
well aligns with the model’s stability point around k& = 0.04, indicating the most likely
configuration of the system.

For the f5(Q)) model, the effective potential presents a well that tends to split at the
origin when we increase the value of k; (Figll2la). Massless modes sense the change in
effective potential, tending to become more localized. Furthermore, the massless mode has
a flat peak, due to the shape of the potential (Fig.b). The massive modes also present an
interesting behavior, where the amplitudes in the brane core do not change with the variation
of k1. Only the oscillations that are not at the origin have their amplitudes intensified as k;
increases (Fig.c and d). Note that, in the interval 0 < k; < 0.05, the effective potential
well is divided.

In the f2(Q) model, varying ko leads to a division of the effective potential well into three
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Figure 11. For f; with n = 3 and kg = p = A = 1. (a) Effective potential. (b) Massless mode.
Massive modes (c) even m = 2.026 and (d) odd m = 1.363.

minima at the origin, alongside more pronounced potential barriers (Fig..a). Massless
modes become more localized with a flat peak in the brane’s core (Fig[l3[b). Massive
modes experience increased amplitude oscillations; however, the peak at the origin remains
consistent despite variations in ks (Fig[l13c and d). This division in the potential well

correlates with the model’s stability point near ks =~ 0.002 and signifies a split in the brane.

V. PROBABILITY MEASURES AT LOCALIZATION

To enhance our understanding of fermion localization on the brane, this section will focus
on calculating two key probabilistic measures: the information entropy concerning massless
fermionic modes and the relative probability associated with massive modes. These measures

will provide a more detailed analysis of fermion localization conditions within the brane
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Figure 12. For fy with ky = 0.001 and x4y = p = A = 1. (a) Effective potential. (b) Massless
mode. Massive modes (c) even m = 2.060 and (d) odd m = 1.401.

structure.

A. Information entropy

Quantum information theories have significantly influenced various physical systems,
primarily due to their exceptional capability in offering a nuanced analysis of particle
locations via the system’s probability density. A fundamental development in information
theory was Shannon’s entropy theory [80], which focuses on evaluating information loss or
noise in the communication process between a sender and a receiver. Although initially a
rudimentary concept, Shannon’s theory has been instrumental in revolutionizing modern
technology and continues to play a pivotal role in the advancement of quantum computing.

Intriguingly, this measure of information can be adapted to examine the localization of
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Figure 13. For fy with k1 = 0.001 and Ky = p = A = 1. (a) Effective potential. (b) Massless
mode. Massive modes (c) even m = 2.060 and (d) odd m = 1.401.

massless fermionic modes in a braneworld context. In the following discussion, we will first
introduce some basic concepts of Shannon entropy before applying these principles to our

specific model.

To define Shannon entropy we need to apply the Fourier transform to the massless mode

function, in the form

1 o )
|90L0,R0(pz)|2 = E/ |<PL0,RO(Z)|2 e "Pdz, (43)

where the variable p, represents the coordinate within the momentum space, also known as

reciprocal space. Utilizing Eq. , we can establish the Shannon entropy for both position

22



space and momentum space in the following manner:

S — - / (on0.n0(2) 2 1n |o10.m0 () 22,
S, = - / (or0.m0(p2) 210 [ 910 ro(p.) [2dz. (44)

The entropic measurements offer us an uncertainty relation known as the BBM
relation [81], 82], named after its proposers: Beckner, Bialynicki-Birula, and My-cielski.
This entropic uncertainty relationship presents a compelling alternative to the Heisenberg

uncertainty principle. The BBM uncertainty relation is defined as:
S, +S,. > D(1+Inm). (45)

In this context, D signifies the number of dimensions sensitive to changes in the system’s
information. Within our model, only the extra dimension is responsive to the entropic
alterations of the system, hence D = 1.

The numerical determination of Shannon entropy, as shown in Tables [[|and [[I} reveals key
insights into the entropic information measurements for the two models f; ». In the f; model,
an increase in the parameter k£ correlates with a decrease in information entropy in position
space, suggesting a higher probability of precisely locating the fermion and thus reduced
uncertainties about its position. Conversely, in momentum space, information entropy
increases with k, indicating a tendency for the fermion to be less localized and implying
greater uncertainties in its momentum.

This trend becomes more pronounced with higher values of n. Additionally, the total
information entropy of the system conforms to the BBM relation, underscoring that as
k and n increase, so do the overall uncertainties in locating the fermion. This outcome is
particularly significant as it implies that deviations from conventional STEGR are associated
with increased uncertainties in pinpointing the fermion’s position on the brane.

In the f; model, the trends observed in entropic information measurements exhibit a
distinct relationship with the parameters k; . Specifically, as the values of k; o increase,
there is a decrease in the measures of entropic information in position space. This suggests
a heightened certainty in determining the fermion’s location within the brane. In contrast,
in momentum space, the information entropy displays an increasing trend with % o. This
implies that the fermion becomes less localized in momentum space as k; o values rise, leading

to greater uncertainties in its momentum.
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n| k S Sp, [S:+5p, |[1+In7

0.1 |1.08361|1.08685| 2.17046
110.4|0.98318|1.18938| 2.17256 |2.14473
0.8 |0.88482|1.29251| 2.17733

0.1 |0.83056|1.40716| 2.23772
21 0.2 0.72506|1.52045| 2.24551 |2.14473
0.4 10.61037|1.64310]| 2.25347

0.01|1.09926|1.18558| 2.28484
310.02]0.94864|1.33664 | 2.28528 |2.14473
0.04]0.81261|1.47385| 2.28646

Table I. Shannon’s entropy for f; with K, ={ =p=A= 1.

Moreover, a notable increase in the total entropy is observed as ko values escalate,
indicating a decrease in the overall certainty of the fermion’s location. This behavior
mirrors the patterns seen in the f; model and leads to an important conclusion: greater
deviations from the standard gravitational model correlate with less certainty in pinpointing
the fermion’s location within the brane. This finding underscores a fundamental connection
between the modifications in the gravitational model and the resulting uncertainties in

fermion localization.

ki | ko S, sz S, + sz 1+Inm

0.01/0.01{1.09172|1.08961| 2.18133 |2.14473

0.04 1.07073|1.11095| 2.18168
0.08|0.01(1.04591|1.13855| 2.18446 |2.14473
0.20 0.98663(1.19799| 2.18462

0.04]0.81106|1.37907| 2.19013
0.01]0.08]0.68637(1.51164| 2.19801 |2.14473

0.20]0.532601.69173| 2.22433

Table II. Shannon’s entropy for fo with K, = =p=A= 1.
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B. Relative probability

Another frequently employed probability measure in determining fermion localization on
branes is the relative probability, as documented in various references [54} 55| 60, 61, 63, [83].
What makes this measurement particularly intriguing is its application to non-localized
functions, specifically massive fermionic modes, which possess a high probability of extending

beyond the confines of the brane. The relative probability is defined as follows:

f,zib pr,r(2)]dz
S |orr(2)2dz

Zmax

P(m) =

(46)

In this context, 2, represents a narrow band, while z,,,, signifies the domain boundary. The
relative probability measure serves to assess the likelihood of locating a particle with mass
m within a narrow band of 2z,. It helps to identify the massive fermionic modes that exhibit
higher amplitudes near the brane core, known as resonant modes. These resonant modes
denote the massive fermion modes most likely to localize on the brane. Let’s proceed to
identify these resonant modes within our model.

In Fig[l4] the behavior of the relative probability for f; is depicted. Notably, for n = 1,
a probability peak gradually forms at m? = 2.348 for the odd solution (Fig.a), indicating
a potential resonant mode. With n = 2, the probability peak emerges at m? = 3.427 for the
even solution (Fig[l4[b). At n = 3, the probability peaks become more distinct (Fig[l4c).
Specifically, resonant modes manifest at m? = 4.104 for the even solution and at m? = 1.859
for the odd solution.

Regarding fo, the relative probability behavior is illustrated in Fig[l5] Notably, clear
probability peaks are observed. For even solutions, the resonant mode emerges at m? =

4.244, while for odd solutions, it occurs at m? = 1.963.

VI. FINAL REMARKS

In this study, we explored the impact of modifying the standard STEGR on fermion
localization, utilizing two distinct f(Q) models. Our investigations confirmed the physical
viability of these models. We observed that variations in the parameters governing STEGR
generalization lead to the emergence of new domain walls on the brane. This emergence

triggers novel phase transitions in the scalar field, resulting in a double-kink solution. The
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brane’s energy density responds to these structural formations, notably leading to brane

splitting. To gain deeper insights into these newly formed structures, we analyzed brane
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stability through DCE. We found that the stability points of our models are intrinsically
connected to brane splitting, representing the models’ most probable configurations.

To facilitate the localization of fermions, we employed minimal Yukawa coupling between
the fermion and the matter field. Our solutions for massless modes indicated strong
localization on the brane, particularly for left-chirality fermionic modes. The fermions
responded to the brane splitting, affecting both massless and massive modes. Notably,
massive modes resembled free waves, suggesting these fermions likely escape the brane.
However, near the brane core, massive modes exhibited intriguing behaviors, hinting at
heightened sensitivity to gravitational changes.

For a nuanced analysis of fermion localization on the brane, we utilized two probabilistic
measurement tools: Shannon entropy and relative probability. Shannon entropy revealed
that deviations from standard STEGR decrease the certainty of fermion localization on
the brane. These entropic measurements conformed to the BBM uncertainty relation,
demonstrating a decrease in information loss (uncertainty in fermion locations) in position
space and an increase in momentum space with amplified gravitational modifications.
Additionally, relative probability enabled the identification of potential resonant modes in
the model, indicating massive modes more likely to be localized on the brane.

Our findings underscore the effectiveness of probabilistic measurements (DCE, informa-
tion measures, and relative probability) in examining the stability and identifying the most
probable configurations of modified gravity models. Moreover, these tools prove adept at
pinpointing configurations with a higher likelihood of fermion localization on the brane.
Looking ahead, we aim to apply these methodologies to other modified gravity models,

expanding our understanding of these complex systems.
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