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Abstract In this paper, our universe is regarded as a

codimension-2 brane embedded in a noncompact six-

dimensional Anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetime. We derive

the gravitational horizon radius on the brane under the

low-energy approximation, which reflects how the ex-

tra dimensions cause the shortcut effect of gravitational

waves (GWs). We also study the time delay between a

GW signal and an electromagnetic (EM) wave signal

in the low-redshift limit by combining with the joint

observations of GW170817/GRB 170817A, which gives

an upper limit to the AdS6 radius as ℓ2 . 3.84Mpc2.

For a high-redshift source, the time delay is converted

into the discrepancy between the source redshift derived

from the GW signal and the one derived from the EM

counterpart. It is found that if one expects to detect the

EM counterpart of a high-redshift GW event within a

reasonable observation time, it requires a stronger con-

straint on the AdS6 radius. Our research shows that

the AdS6 radius should satisfy ℓ2 . 0.02Mpc2 for the

DECIGO and BBO.

alinzch18@lzu.edu.cn
byuhaocd@cqu.edu.cn
cliuyx@lzu.edu.cn, corresponding author

1 Introduction

The idea of using extra dimensions to unify Maxwell’s

electromagnetism and Einstein’s gravity was first pro-

posed by Kaluza and Klein (KK) one century ago [1–3].

After several decades of development, people realized

that both of the weak and strong interactions could

be unified with the gravitational interaction through

extra dimensions [4–7] as well. But there still exists

a huge hierarchy between the fundamental scales of

the gravitational interaction and electro-weak interac-

tion in the theory. To solve the hierarchy problem,

Arkani-Hamed, Dimopoulos, and Dvali (ADD) con-

structed a well-known braneworld model, the so-called

ADD model [8, 9], with large extra dimensions. Later,

Randall and Sundrum (RS) developed the ADD model

and successfully solved the hierarchy problem with a

warped geometry in their RS-1 model [10]. For almost a

century, exploring extra dimensions has always been an

important topic on understanding the nature of our uni-

verse. A manifest feature of higher-dimensional theories

is that they predict the existence of massive KK par-

ticles beyond the Standard Model of particle physics.

In the braneworld theory, these particles can propagate

in the bulk and participate in the interactions on the

brane at high energy. So in the past several decades,

people seeking the evidence of extra dimensions mainly

http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.04866v2
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attempted to create these KK particles through par-

ticle collisions. Recently, with the progress of gravita-

tional wave (GW) observations, some researchers have

devoted into the study of GWs in the braneworld the-

ory.

If KK gravitons could be created during the merger

of a binary system, they will leak into the bulk [11–16].

It leads to an extra dispersion of the GW energy com-

paring with general relativity (GR), and makes the am-

plitude of the GWweaker than the one predicted in GR.

As a result, the GW and electromagnetic wave (EMW)

observations will give different source luminosity dis-

tances for a same GW event, such as GW170817 [17–

19]. And one can use the difference to limit the num-

ber of extra dimensions. In addition, if KK gravitons

could be created in the interior of a star, there could

be a novel energy-loss channel during the collapse of a

star [20]. Consequently, it allows the existence of the

black hole whose mass is within the black hole mass

gap predicted in the standard stellar evolution theory.

Therefore, the mass of the binary components in the

event GW190521 is well explained by this novel energy-

loss channel [21, 22]. For more studies on GWs in extra-

dimensional theories, one can refer to Refs. [23–28] and

references therein. These researches show that detec-

tion of GWs is a new method to investigate extra di-

mensions. Inspired by these researches, we will use the

shortcut effect of GWs to discuss the structure of extra

dimensions of a six-dimensional Anti-de Sitter (AdS)

spacetime.

The conception of shortcut was first introduced by

Chung and Freese [29]. They found that if a signal

can leave the brane and propagate in the bulk, the

time it takes to travel from one point to another one

on the brane could be shorter than the time that a

signal (with the same speed) confined on the brane

takes [29]. It means that the trajectory of the previ-

ous signal could be a shorter path that causally con-

nects the two points. Such phenomenon is named as

the shortcut effect in high-dimensional spacetime, and

the corresponding trajectory of the previous signal is

called a shortcut. Obviously, the difference between the

two trajectories is closely related to the structure of the

brane [30]. Only if the brane has a vanishing extrinsic

curvature, the two trajectories correspond to the same

path. So with the time difference between the two sig-

nals on the brane, one can constrain various higher-

dimensional models [31–36].

In 2017, the joint GW and EMW observations re-

ported a GW event (GW170817) and its EM counter-

part (GRB 170817A) originated from the merger of a

binary neutron star in NGC 4993 [17–19, 37, 38]. If

the binary emitted the two signals at the same time,

GR requires the two signals to arrive at the earth si-

multaneously. However, it was found that there is a

1.74+0.05
−0.05 s time delay between their arrivals. To explain

the time delay, the shortcut of GWs in five-dimensional

braneworld models was discussed in Refs. [33–36]. In

the models, GWs are allowed to propagate in the back-

ground spacetime, while EMWs are confined on a 4-

brane with maximally symmetric. The result shows that

the shortcut of GWs can well explain the time de-

lay in the event GW170817/GRB 170817A. With the

help of the time delay, the five-dimensional AdS ra-

dius and five-dimensional de Sitter (dS) radius are re-

stricted to ℓ . 0.535Mpc and ℓ & 2.4 × 103Tpc, re-

spectively [34, 36].

For a six-dimensional model, if one extra dimen-

sion is compact, its scale could be tiny and so the cor-

rection of this compact extra dimension to the GW

trajectory is usually negligible. Since the gravitational

horizon radius in such a six-dimensional model approx-

imately equals the one obtained in a five-dimensional

model [39–42], there is no novel contribution to the time

delay. In this paper, we will consider a six-dimensional

model with two infinite extra spatial dimensions. Under

the low-energy approximation, we calculate the gravi-

tational horizon radius and analyze the contribution

of the brane’s motion to the gravitational horizon ra-

dius. Especially, those corrections could be considerable

when the source redshift is large. Then, we can obtain

a constraint on the AdS6 radius with GW170817/GRB
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170817A. For a high-redshift source, we can generalize

the formulas and give a stronger constraint on the AdS6

radius according to future observations.

The paper is arranged as follows. In Sec. 2, we con-

struct a six-dimensional AdS spacetime and embed a 4-

brane inside the bulk. Under the low-energy approxima-

tion, the expression of the gravitational horizon radius

is deduced in Sec. 3. Then, Sec. 4 is devoted to calcu-

lating the time delay in low-redshift limit and its gen-

eralization for a high-redshift source. Our constraints

on the AdS6 radius with GW170817/GRB 170817A

and predictions for future observations are presented

in Sec. 5. Finally, our conclusion is given in Sec. 6.

2 Background Spacetime and Brane

We start with a six-dimensional static spacetime with

the metric written as follows [43, 44]:

ds26 = −f2(R)dT 2+R2dψ2+h2(R)dR2+ω(R)dΣ2
3 , (1)

where T is the bulk time. The arguments R and ψ are

the polar coordinates spanning on the extra 2-space.

They are related to the fourth and fifth spatial dimen-

sions through x5 = R cosψ and x6 = R sinψ. We use

dΣ2
3 to represent the line element of a maximally sym-

metric 3-space:

dΣ2
3 =

1

1− kr2
dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2θdφ2), (2)

where k is the curvature of the 3-space. In this paper,

we ignore the back-reaction of the 4-brane (our four-

dimensional universe) on the background spacetime for

the sake of simplicity. There is only a bulk cosmologi-

cal constant Λ6 in the whole spacetime. We consider the

six-dimensional Einstein-Hilbert action, which depends

on the Ricci scalar of the metric (1). Combining with

the bulk cosmological constant, the effective action is

given by [45]

S =

∫ √
−gd6x 1

16πG6

(R∗ − 2Λ6), (3)

where G6 is the six-dimensional Newtonian gravita-

tional constant. Note that we use R∗ to represent the

Ricci scalar in order to distinguish it from the polar

radius R. One can obtain the solution of the metric (1)

by solving the following field equations:

0=
f ′′

f
+
f ′

f

(

1

R
− h′

h
+

3

2

ω′

ω

)

− 5

ℓ2
h2, (4a)

0=

(

f ′

f
+

1

R
+
ω′

2ω
− h′

h

)

ω′

ω
+
ω′′

ω
− h2

(

10

ℓ2
+

4k

ω

)

,

(4b)

0=
f ′

f
− h′

h
− 5

ℓ2
Rh2 +

3

2

ω′

ω
, (4c)

0=
f ′′

f
− 5

ℓ2
h2 +

3

2

ω′′

ω
−
(

f ′

f
+

1

R
+

3

2

ω′

ω

)

h′

h
− 3

4

ω′2

ω2
,

(4d)

where primes denotes the derivative with respect to R.

We have redefined the bulk cosmological constant as

Λ6 = −(D−2)(D−1)/(2ℓ2) with D = 6 denoting the

dimension of the spacetime. The parameter ℓ is usually

called the AdS6 radius.

Here we should note that, in this paper, we do not

consider the emergence of the Newtonian gravity on

the brane. So if we obtain a Minkowski bulk space-

time with infinite volume from the above field equa-

tions (4), the four-dimensional gravity on the brane

would deviate from GR at both large and small dis-

tances. To avoid this phenomenon, one could intro-

duce the screening mechanism or the localization mech-

anism. The screening mechanism was proposed in the

Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati (DGP) model [12–16]. In this

model, the bulk spacetime is also Minkowski. So the

gravity can propagate in the bulk freely. However, by

introducing quantum corrections, the model has a four-

dimensional Newtonian interaction on a zero-tension

brane, which can be responsible for the Newtonian grav-

ity at small distances in our four-dimensional universe.

Unlike the DGP model, the RS-2 model [46] introduces

a non-zero brane tension. Due to the back-reaction of

the tension, the bulk spacetime becomes AdS and then

GR can be recovered at large distances in our four-

dimensional universe by the localization mechanism.

However, one finds that both mechanisms do not affect

the behavior of GWs in the bulk spacetime. In this pa-

per, for the sake of simplification, we will not introduce
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these mechanisms in the model, and we will consider

an AdS6 spacetime. The corresponding solution could

be found by assuming

ω(R) = R2, (5)

with which the field equations (4) could be further sim-

plified to
5

ℓ2
h2 +

(

h′

h
− 4

R

)

f ′

f
− f ′′

f
=0, (6a)

3

R
−
(

2k

R
+

5R

ℓ2

)

h2 +
f ′

f
− h′

h
=0, (6b)

3

R
− 5R

ℓ2
h2 +

f ′

f
− h′

h
=0, (6c)

5

ℓ2
h2 +

(

f ′

f
+

4

R

)

h′

h
− f ′′

f
=0. (6d)

Moreover, according to Eqs. (6b) and (6c), ω(R) = R2

leads the maximally symmetric 3-space to be flat, i.e.,

k = 0, which makes our following calculations much

easier. Taking Eqs. (6a) and (6d) into account, one can

obtain a relation between f(R) and h(R):

f ′

f
= −h

′

h
. (7)

Substituting it into Eq. (6c), we find that the solution

of h(R) is

h2(R) =

[

(R

ℓ

)2

−
(2M
R

)3
]−1

, (8)

where M is an integration constant denoting the effec-

tive mass of the gravitational configuration. Then, f(R)

is given by

f2(R) =
(R

ℓ

)2

−
(2M
R

)3

. (9)

With the assumption ω(R) = R2 and the solution

above, the metric (1) describing a six-dimensional AdS

spacetime is rewritten as

ds26 = −f2(R)dT 2+R2dψ2+f−2(R)dR2+R2dΣ2
3 , (10)

where

dΣ2
3 = dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2θdφ2) (11)

represents a flat 3-subspace.

In the model, our homogeneous and isotropic uni-

verse is regarded as a codimension-2 brane in the back-

ground spacetime. Assuming that the 4-brane has a mo-

tion along the extra dimensions, its position in the bulk

is then described by

R=R(λ), (12a)

ψ=Ψ(λ), (12b)

where λ is an affine parameter. Then, the bulk time on

the 4-brane can also be expressed in terms of the affine

parameter as follows:

T = T (λ). (13)

Substituting these parameterized variables (12)

and (13) into the background metric (10), we obtain

the induced metric on the 4-brane,

ds24 = −(f2Ṫ 2 −R2Ψ̇2 − f−2Ṙ2)dλ2 +R2dΣ2
3 , (14)

where the dots denote the derivative with respect to the

affine parameter λ. By setting λ = t, the induced met-

ric (14) could coincide with the Friedmann-Lemâıtre-

Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric with k = 0:

ds24 = −dt2 + a2(t)dΣ2
3 . (15)

So the six-dimensional AdS spacetime with the met-

ric (10) could exactly describe a four-dimensional ho-

mogeneous and isotropic flat universe. The premise is

that the universe is identified as a 4-brane with the

induced metric (14) embedded in the bulk spacetime.

Obliviously, such identification requires a connection

between the bulk time T and the cosmic time t as fol-

lows:

dT 2 =
1 +R2Ψ̇2 + f−2Ṙ2

f2
dt2. (16)

Moreover, comparing the metrics (14) and (15), the 4-

brane motion along the R direction should be identified

as the scale factor a(t) of the FLRW metric:

R2(t) = a2(t), (17)

which means that the expansion of the universe is re-

lated to the 4-brane motion in the bulk.
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In the braneworld theory, GWs are usually allowed

to propagate in the bulk. Assuming that they have the

speed of light, their trajectories should follow the six-

dimensional null geodesics, which could deviate from

the “null geodesics” defined by the induced metric on

the brane, if the extrinsic curvature of the 4-brane is

nonvanishing [30]. Therefore, for a given time interval

on the 4-brane, the deviation might result in a discrep-

ancy between the gravitational horizon radius (i.e., the

projection of the horizon radius for the causal propaga-

tion of GWs onto the 4-brane) and the photon horizon

radius (i.e., the horizon radius for the causal propaga-

tion of lights). Generally speaking, such a discrepancy

depends on the bulk structure and 4-brane structure,

so one can use it to investigate extra dimensions. In the

next section, we will derive the gravitational horizon

radius and the photon horizon radius in the model.

3 Horizon Radius

We calculate the gravitational horizon radius first. As-

sume that a GW signal is emitted by a source in our

universe at the cosmic time tA and is detected by an ob-

server at the cosmic time tB. If it propagates at the light

speed in the bulk with fixed θ and φ, the corresponding

gravitational horizon radius rg could be written as

rg =

∫ r
B

r
A

dr, (18)

where rA and rB are the radial coordinate distances of

the source and the observer, respectively. In the four-

dimensional GR, the gravitational horizon radius of a

GW signal equals to the photon horizon radius of a light

signal, if the two signals are simultaneously originated

from the source and propagate for the same time in-

terval in the universe. However, when extra dimensions

exist, the GW can escape from the 4-brane and prop-

agate in the bulk, which could make the gravitational

horizon radius larger than the photon horizon radius. In

the following, we will show how extra dimensions affect

the gravitational horizon radius.

We label the source point of the GW as point A and

the detection point of the GW as B, both of which are

fixed on the brane. Assuming the propagation speed of

the GW to be the light speed, the corresponding trajec-

tory is a six-dimensional null geodesic, which is given

by the following equation:

−f2(R)dT 2 +R2dψ2 + f−2(R)dR2 +R2dr2 = 0. (19)

One can find three Killing vectors defined on the trajec-

tory, KMT = (1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0), KMr = (0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0), and

KMψ = (0, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0). Based on these Killing vectors,

one can define three conserved quantities:

κi ≡ gKLU
KKLi , (20)

where i = T, r, ψ and UM = dxM/dλ is a unit space-

like vector tangent to the geodesic. With the conserved

quantities (20) and Eq. (19), the six-dimensional null

geodesic satisfies
(

dR

dλ

)2

=κ2T −
κ2ψ + κ2r

R2
f2, (21a)

(

dT

dλ

)2

=
κ2T
f4
, (21b)

(

dr

dλ

)2

=
κ2r
R4

, (21c)

(

dψ

dλ

)2

=
κ2ψ
R4

. (21d)

One can find a useful relation between R and r by sub-

stituting Eq. (21a) into Eq. (21c):

dR2 =

[

κ2T
κ2r
R2 −

(κ2ψ
κ2r

+ 1
)

f2

]

R2dr2. (22)

With the help of this relation, the gravitational horizon

radius (18) can be expressed in terms of the coordinate

locations of the two points on the R direction, RA and

RB, as

rg =

∫ R
B

R
A

1

R

[

κ2T
κ2r
R2 −

(κ2ψ
κ2r

+ 1
)

f2

]− 1

2

dR, (23)

from which, one can get the following relation:

1

RA
− 1

RB
=

√

κ2T
κ2r
ℓ2 −

κ2ψ
κ2r

− 1
rg
ℓ
. (24)

Note that, to get the above relation we have ignored the

contribution of the effective mass M. Here and after,

we will set M = 0 for simplicity.
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To eliminate the constants of motion in Eq. (24), we

recall the six-dimensional null geodesic equations. Sub-

stituting Eq. (21b) into Eq. (21c), we have the following

relation between T and r:

dT =
κT
κr
ℓ2dr , (25)

with which the gravitational horizon radius could be

expressed in terms of the bulk time interval as

TB − TA =
κT
κr
ℓ2rg, (26)

where TA and TB correspond to the emission time and

detection time of the GW, respectively. Similarly, r is

related to ψ through the combination of Eqs. (21c)

and (21d):

dψ =
κψ
κr

dr . (27)

Then, one can express the gravitational horizon radius

as

ψB − ψA =
κψ
κr
rg, (28)

where ψA and ψB are values of the polar angular

of points A and B, respectively. Taking advantage of

Eqs. (24), (26), and (28), one finally finds an expres-

sion of the gravitational horizon radius without the con-

stants of motion:

r2g =

(

TB − TA
ℓ

)2

−ℓ2
(

1

RA
− 1

RB

)2

−(ψB−ψA)2. (29)

On the other hand, since the source and the observer

are both located on the brane, one can convert all the

quantities in Eq. (29) into observable quantities.

Recalling the relation (16), the bulk time interval

can be rewritten as

TB − TA =

∫ t
B

t
A

√

1 + f−2Ṙ2 +R2Ψ̇2

f
dt. (30)

Together with the relation (26), it gives

κ2T
κ2r
ℓ2 =

1

r2g

(
∫ t

B

t
A

√

1

R2
+

ℓ2

R2
H2 + Ψ̇2 dt

)2

, (31)

where H = Ṙ/R is the Hubble parameter. In this pa-

per, we neglect the back-reaction of the 4-brane on the
bulk spacetime, so it is convenient to suppose the 4-

brane as a test particle. Then, employing the standard

procedure usually used to investigate a test particle

around a black hole, one can obtain the following 4-

brane motion on the Ψ direction:

∂Ψ

∂T
=
L

E

1

ℓ2
, (32)

whereE and L are respectively the energy and polar an-

gular momentum of the brane. With the relation (16),

this expression turns into

Ψ̇ =
1

R

√

L2

E2ℓ2 − L2

√

1 + ℓ2H2. (33)

In the following, we will use Ψ̇ = C/R for simplicity

with C being a parameter relating to E, L, and ℓ. Then,

the right-hand side of Eq. (31) can be expanded under

the low-energy limit ℓH ≪ 1 as
κ2T
κ2r
ℓ2≈ 1

r2g

{
∫ t

B

t
A

1

R

[

√

1 + C2 +
H2ℓ2

2
√

1 + C2

− H4ℓ4

8(1 + C2)3/2
+O(H6ℓ6)

]

dt

}2

. (34)

In addition, since Ψ̇ = C/R, the polar angular interval

between the emission and detection of the GW can be

given by

ψB − ψA =

∫ t
B

t
A

C

Rdt, (35)

which combined with Eq. (28) yields

κ2ψ
κ2r

=
1

r2g

(
∫ t

B

t
A

C

Rdt

)2

. (36)

Note that the left-hand side of Eq. (24) can be con-

verted into an integral form:

1

RA
− 1

RB
=

∫ t
B

t
A

H

Rdt =

√

κ2T
κ2r
ℓ2 −

κ2ψ
κ2r

− 1
rg
ℓ
. (37)

Substituting Eqs. (34) and (36) into Eq. (37) to elimi-

nate the constants of motion, the gravitational horizon

radius reads

r2g =

{
∫ t

B

t
A

1

R

[

√

1 + C2 +
H2ℓ2

2
√

1 + C2
− H4ℓ4

8(1 + C2)3/2
+O(H6ℓ6)

]

dt

}2

−
(
∫ t

B

t
A

C

Rdt

)2

− ℓ2
(
∫ t

B

t
A

H

Rdt

)2

. (38)
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Then we express the radius in terms of observables.

In braneworld models, the evolution of the universe is

influenced by extra dimensions, so the corresponding

brane cosmology might deviate from the conventional

cosmology. However, the correction of extra dimensions

to cosmology usually appear in the higher-order terms.

For example, in the RS-1 and RS-2 models the Hubble

parameter follows [47, 48]

H2 ∝ (ρ+ c0ρ
2), (39)

where ρ is the energy density of the brane matter and c0

is a model-dependent parameter. It is obvious that the

brane cosmology in the models gives the conventional

cosmology as H2 ∝ ρ in the leading order. And the cor-

rection to the ΛCDM model is at the order ρ2, which

is important when the temperature of the universe is

higher than 1TeV [47], i.e., the correction term domi-

nates only in the early stage of the universe. It means

that the departure between brane cosmology and the

ΛCDM model could be neglected for the late universe.

In this paper, since we only study GW events occurring

in the late universe, we do not consider the correction

from extra dimensions to the brane cosmology for con-

venience.

Taking advantage of it, we will use the ΛCDM

model to describe our four-dimensional universe. On

the other hand, since our research does not involve

the early stage of the universe, we neglect the ra-

diation in the universe. Following the procedure in

Ref. [34], we then set the redshift at point B as

zB = 0. Further, by converting the integrals over

the cosmic time into the integrals over the redshift

z, we can express the gravitational horizon radius as

r̃2g≈
[
∫ z

A

0

1

HB

√

ΩΛ +Ωm(1 + z)3
dz

]2

+ ℓ2
[
∫ z

A

0

1
√

ΩΛ +Ωm(1 + z)3
dz

][
∫ z

A

0

√

ΩΛ +Ωm(1 + z)3 dz

]

− H2
Bℓ

4

4(1 + C2)

[
∫ z

A

0

1
√

ΩΛ +Ωm(1 + z)3
dz

]{
∫ z

A

0

[

ΩΛ +Ωm(1 + z)3
]3/2

dz

}

+
H2
Bℓ

4

4(1 + C2)

[
∫ z

A

0

√

ΩΛ +Ωm(1 + z)3 dz

]2

− ℓ2
(
∫ z

A

0

dz

)2

+O(H4
Bℓ

6), (40)

where HB is the Hubble parameter at cosmic time

tB and zA is the source redshift measured by the GW

observation. Both the density parameters ΩΛ (dark en-

ergy) andΩm (nonrelativistic matter) take the values at

cosmic time tB. Note that rg is already rescaled by set-

ting r̃g = RBrg with RB the scale factor at the cosmic

time tB. The scale factor is correspondingly rescaled by

R̃ = R/RB, so that the value of the rescaled scale fac-

tor at tB is unit. Note that the expression (40) could

recover the result obtained in the five-dimensional AdS

model [34], when the 4-brane does not move on the ψ di-

rection, i.e., C = 0. Moreover, the motion of the 4-brane

on the ψ direction does not contribute to the gravita-

tional horizon radius until up to the order H2
Bℓ

4. So its

contribution is negligible when zA ≪ 1 and H2
Bℓ

4 ≪ 1.

However, as the redshift of the source increases, those

terms are likely to dominate the gravitational horizon

radius. Integrating the right-hand side of Eq. (40), the

gravitational horizon radius is finally given by

r̃2g≈
1

H2
B

[

1

ΩΛ
W 2

1 + ℓ2H2
B(W1W2 − z2A)

+
ℓ4H4

BΩΛ
4(1 + C2)

(W 2
2 −W1W3 )

]

, (41)

where we reserve the terms up to the order H2
Bℓ

4. Here,

W1 , W2 , and W3 are parameter functions defined by

W1 ≡ (1 + zA) 2F1

[1

3
,
1

2
;
4

3
;−Ωm

ΩΛ
(1 + zA)

3
]

− 2F1

(1

3
,
1

2
;
4

3
;−Ωm

ΩΛ

)

, (42a)

W2 ≡ (1 + zA) 2F1

[

− 1

2
,
1

3
;
4

3
;−Ωm

ΩΛ
(1 + zA)

3
]

− 2F1

(

− 1

2
,
1

3
;
4

3
;−Ωm

ΩΛ

)

, (42b)

W3 ≡ (1 + zA) 2F1

[

− 3

2
,
1

3
;
4

3
;−Ωm

ΩΛ
(1 + zA)

3
]
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− 2F1

(

− 3

2
,
1

3
;
4

3
;−Ωm

ΩΛ

)

, (42c)

respectively. Here 2F1(a, b; c; d) is just the Gaussian hy-

pergeometric function.

Now, let us calculate the photon horizon radius on

the brane. In the braneworld model, particles in the

Standard Model of particle physics are all confined on

the 4-brane. Thus the trajectory of a photon is just

a four-dimensional “null geodesic” on the brane. Re-

calling the induced metric (15) (the FLRW metric),

the four-dimensional “null geodesic” with dθ = 0 and

dφ = 0 follows

−dt2 +R2(t)dr2 = 0. (43)

Assume that an EMW signal is emitted from the point

A and detected at the point C. The horizon radius of

the EMW signal on the r direction during the cosmic

time interval tC − tA is then given by

rγ =

∫ r
C

r
A

dr =

∫ t
C

t
A

1

Rdt, (44)

where rA and rC are the radial coordinate distances of

the EMW signal at the cosmic times tA and tC on the

4-brane, respectively.

4 Time Delay

We now consider a GW signal and an EMW signal si-

multaneously originated with the light speed from the

same source point A. Putting the source at the ori-

gin of the coordinate system (r, θ, φ), the trajectories

of the two signals have dθ = 0 and dφ = 0. If the sig-

nals are finally detected by the same observer at rB, the

existence of extra dimensions could cause a difference

between their trajectories. Consequently, the two sig-

nals will reach the observer successively, i.e., there is a

time delay between the detections of these two signals.

We can set tB as the cosmic time when the GW sig-

nal reaches the observer, and tC as the moment when

the EMW signal reaches the observer. To facilitate the

comparison of the gravitational horizon radius and the

photon horizon radius, we give the photon horizon ra-

dius during the time interval tB − tA as

r̃γ = RBrγ = RB

∫ t
B

t
A

1

Rdt =
W1

HB

√
ΩΛ

, (45)

where we have used r̃γ = RBrγ to rescale rγ . It is

found that the photon horizon radius (45) just equals

the leading-order term of the gravitational horizon ra-

dius (41). It means that all the high-order terms in

the expression (41) come from the contribution of the

extra dimensions, and that the GW signal will arrive

at the observer before the EMW signal in the model.

Therefore, the time delay ∆t can be defined as the time

interval between tC and tB, i.e., ∆t ≡ tC − tB.

Since the comoving distances from the source to the

observer for the GW and EMW signals are the same,

one should have

r̃g =

∫ t
C

t
A

1

R̃
dt = r̃γ +

∫ t
B
+∆t

t
B

1

R̃
dt , (46)

where the magnitude of the second term on the right-

hand side reveals how effective the shortcut effect is.

Obviously, the time delay increases with the source red-

shift. When the source redshift is small enough, for ex-

ample the event GW170817 and its counterpart GRB

170817A, the change in the scale factor could be ig-

nored during ∆t. Then, the relation (46) can be well

approximated as

r̃g ≈ r̃γ +∆t , (47)

which is also the normal practice in the previous re-

searches [33, 34, 36] under the low-redshift approxima-

tion. For a high-redshift source, the discrepancy be-

tween the trajectories of the GW and EMW signals

could be prominent (see Eqs. (41) and (45)). There-

fore, the time delay∆tmight be longer. In this case, the

expansion of the universe during ∆t becomes nonnegli-

gible and the approximation (47) is no longer available.

So we should rescale the scale factor and the photon

horizon radius by setting R̄ ≡ R/RC and r̄ ≡ rRC

for the EMW observation. Here RC is the scale factor
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at the cosmic time tC . For a high-redshift source, the

relation (46) turns to

r̃g= r̃γ +
RB

RC

∫ 1

R̄
B

1

HR̄2
dR̄ = r̃γ +

RB

RCHB

√

ΩΛ
W4 ,

(48)

where W4 is a parameter function. If we set

1 + zA =
RB

RA

and 1 + z′A =
RC

RA

, (49)

then one has

r̃g = r̃γ +
1 + zA
1 + z′A

W4

HB

√

ΩΛ
, (50)

where

W4 ≡
1 + z′A
1 + zA

2F1

[1

3
,
1

2
;
4

3
;−Ωm

ΩΛ

(1 + z′A
1 + zA

)3]

− 2F1

(1

3
,
1

2
;
4

3
;−Ωm

ΩΛ

)

. (51)

Note that z′A is the source redshift measured by the

EMW observation at the cosmic time tC . As we can

see from the relation (50), the time delay between the

two signals is converted into the difference between the

source redshifts measured by the GW observation and

EMW observation. And one can check that the gravita-

tional horizon radius equals the photon horizon radius

when z′A = zA.

5 Results

In the previous sections, we obtain the expression of the

gravitational horizon radius, and find that it equals to

the photon horizon radius at the leading order. These

two horizon radii can be connected through the iden-

tity (46), which also connects the AdS6 radius and

the observable quantities on the 4-brane. Therefore,

with the identity (46), one can investigate the struc-

ture of the six-dimensional AdS spacetime on the 4-

brane. Generally, the practice requires that the GW

and EMW signals detected by the same observer are

originated from the same source, and that the time in-

terval between the emissions of the two signals is pre-

dictable. In astrophysics, a binary neutron star (BNS)

merger is expected to be the source of both the GW

and EMW signals. The target EMW signal from the

BNS is a short gamma-ray burst (sGRB), most energy

of which is however collimated into a narrow jet. There-

fore, detecting the EM counterpart of an identified GW

event requires the observer to be right within its nar-

row jet, which makes it rare to detect both the sGRB

and GW from the same BNS. Fortunately, in 2017,

the joint GW and EMW observations found the event

GW170817 and a subsequent short gamma-ray burst

(GRB 170817A) [17, 37, 49, 50]. The analysis on the

sky location of the host galaxy of GRB 170817A indi-

cates that the two signals are originated from the same

source—the coalescence of a BNS in NGC 4993 [37, 38].

In the light of the joint observations, the EM counter-

part GRB 170817A arrived at the earth 1.74+0.05
−0.05 s later

than GW170817 [17–19, 37, 38, 49, 50]. Such a time de-

lay between GW170817 and GRB 170817A might sup-

port the existence of extra dimensions. And it could

provide new constraints on various extra dimensional

models [13, 14, 16, 34–36] as well. Next, we will use

the event GW170817 and its EM counterpart GRB

170817A to constrain the AdS6 radius in the model.

5.1 Constraint for a low-redshift source

For the event GW170817, we consider the source red-

shift as zA = 0.008+0.002
−0.003, which is the result reported

by the Laser Interferometer Gravitational-Wave Obser-

vatory (LIGO) and Virgo collaborations [17]. For sim-

plicity, we can set the time lag between the detections

of GW170817 and GRB 170817A as 1.74s without the

error. On the basis of Refs. [51–56], we know that the

sGRB and GW in the event may not be emitted at

the same time and astrophysical models allow a time

lag (−100 s, 1000 s) between the emissions of the sGRB

and GW, which means that the emission of the sGRB

could be 100 s earlier or 1000 s later than the emission

of the GW. Since the gravitational horizon radius is

larger than the photon horizon radius in our model,

the reasonable time lag between the emissions of the

sGRB and GW should be (−100 s, 1.74 s). Therefore,

for the event GW170817, if we assume that the emis-
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sions of the sGRB and GW are simultaneous, the real

time delay between the detections of the two signals

should be (0 s, 101.74 s). It means that in the most

extreme case, the GW signal can arrive 101.74 s ear-

lier than the sGRB signal. Obviously, the expansion of

the universe during the time delay is negligible, so the

low-redshift approximation (47) is accurate enough for

studying GW170817/GRB 170817A in the model. Re-

calling expressions (41) and (45), the relations among

the AdS6 radius, time delay, and source redshift, under

the low-energy approximation, can be further expressed

as

∆t2≈ 1

H2
B

[

ℓ2H2
B(W1W2−z2A)+

ℓ4H4
BΩΛ

4(1+C2)
(W 2

2−W1W3 )

]

.

(52)

For a given time delay, it gives the relation between

the AdS6 radius and the source redshift. In the follow-

ing, we set HB = 67.66 kms−1Mpc−1, ΩΛ = 0.6889,

and Ωm = 0.3111 based on the 2018 release of Planck

satellite data [57].

△t=10 s
△t=50 s
△t=101.74 s
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g
(-

ℓ
)

(b)

Fig. 1 The constraint on the AdS6 radius from the joint ob-

servations of GW170817/GRB 170817A. (a) The AdS6 radius

with respective to the source redshift. The redshift ranges

from z
A

= 0.005 to z
A

= 0.01. The parameter C is set to

C = 1/2. The values of the time delay between the detec-

tions of the two signals are chosen as ∆t = 10 s (blue solid

curve), ∆t = 50 s (orange dashed curve), and ∆t = 101.74 s

(green dashed and dotted curve). The black solid curve with

∆t = 0 s gives a lower boundary of the AdS6 radius. (b) The

contribution of the brane motion Ψ(t) to the constraint on

the AdS
6

radius. The values for the other parameters are

z
A

= 0.5 and ∆t = 101.74 s.

In Fig. 1, we show the constraint on the AdS6 ra-

dius with the joint observations of GW170817/GRB

170817A. From Fig. 1(a), the AdS6 radius decreases as

the source redshift increases for a given time delay. For

a given source redshift, the AdS6 radius increases with

the time delay. We introduce a dimensionless quantity,

∆ℓ ≡ ℓ− ℓ0
ℓ0

, (53)

to measure the contribution of the parameter C to the

constraint on the AdS6 radius. Here ℓ0 is just the AdS6

radius with C = 0. As C increases, if ∆ℓ changes a

lot, then, C is an important parameter for the con-

straint on the AdS6 radius. From Fig. 1(b), one finds

that ∆ℓ is tiny for 0 ≤ C ≤ 1. It means that the brane’s

motion Ψ(t) contributes little to the gravitational hori-

zon radius in the low-redshift case, which is consistent

with our analysis in Sec. 3. It is also found that ∆ℓ

is negative for C > 0 and becomes smaller when C

goes larger. Therefore, when C = 0, zA = 0.005, and

∆t = 101.74 s, there exists an upper limit to the AdS6

radius, i.e., ℓ2 . 3.84Mpc2.

5.2 Prediction for a high-redshift source

In the previous section, we obtain a constraint on

the AdS6 radius through the joint observations of

GW170817/GRB 170817A. However, as we have em-

phasized, the relation (47) used there is valid only for

the event with a short time delay, during which the cos-

mological expansion is negligible. Recently, LIGO and

Virgo collaboration reported 35 compact binary coales-

cence candidates identified up to the end of the second

half of their third observing run [58]. The redshifts of

these candidates are all beyond z = 0.04 and over 30

candidates have a redshift at the order z ∼ 0.1. There

are even six candidates (such as GW200220 061928,

GW200308 173609, and GW200322 091133) whose red-

shifts are beyond z = 1 (see Table IV in Ref. [58]).

Therefore, it is expected that, in the future more and

more GW events with the source redshifts z > 1 will be

detected by the next generation of ground-based GW

detectors and the space-based GW detectors [59–73].

However, when the source redshift of a GW event goes
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larger, the time delay could be so long that the cos-

mological expansion is nonnegligible. In this case, the

relation (47) under the low-redshift approximation is

no longer applicable, so we have to use a more gen-

eral relation (50) to study the shortcut of GWs. We

use zA and z′A to denote the different source redshifts

independently measured by the GW and EMW obser-

vations, respectively. With our previous study on the

event GW170817/GRB 170817A, we set the AdS6 ra-

dius as ℓ2 ≈ 3.84Mpc2 in the future observations for

simplicity. Moreover, we can define a dimensionless pa-

rameter to denote the relative deviation of the source

redshift z′A with respective to the source redshift zA:

∆z ≡ z′A − zA
zA

. (54)

Then the relation (50) becomes

r̃g = r̃γ +
1 + zA

1 + (1 +∆z)zA

W5

HB

√

ΩΛ
, (55)

where

W5 ≡
(

1 +
zA∆z

1 + zA

)

2F1

[1

3
,
1

2
;
4

3
;−Ωm

ΩΛ

(

1 +
zA∆z

1 + zA

)3]

− 2F1

(1

3
,
1

2
;
4

3
;−Ωm

ΩΛ

)

. (56)
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Fig. 2 The deviation between the source redshifts given by

the EMW observation (z′
A
) and GW observation (z

A
). (a)

The relative deviation ∆z with respect to the source redshift

z
A
. The parameter C is set to C = 0 (blue solid curve),

C = 1/4 (orange dashed curve), C = 1/2 (green dashed and

dotted curve), and C = 1 (dark dotted curve). (b) The param-

eter δ with respect to the source redshift z
A
. The parameter

C is set to C = 1/4 (orange dashed curve), C = 1/2 (green

dashed and dotted curve), and C = 1 (black dotted curve).

In Fig. 2(a), we show the evolution of the relative

deviation ∆z with respective to the source redshift zA.

The source redshift we consider ranges from zA = 0.01

to zA = 100. It can be seen that the relative deviation

∆z is extremely small when zA is closed to the lower

boundary, which is consistent with the result (i.e., the

time delay is extremely short for a low-redshift source)

in the joint observations of GW170817/GRB 170817A.

The relative deviation∆z increases with the source red-

shift zA, which is also consistent with our previous con-

clusion that the time delay between the detections of

the GW and EMW signals increases with the source

redshift. Moreover, it is found that when the source

redshift approaches zA ∼ 23, the difference between z′A

and zA is of the order z′A−zA ∼ 0.001. When the source

redshift reaches zA ∼ 44, the difference becomes signifi-

cant (z′A−zA ∼ 0.01). Therefore, for the future joint ob-

servations, if the AdS6 radius is about ℓ2 ≈ 3.84Mpc2,

the EM counterpart of a high-redshift GW event can

not reach the observer within a reasonable observation

time. If we expect that in the future observations, both

a GW signal with a high-redshift source and its EM

counterparts could be detected within the observation

time, the AdS6 radius must be limited to a smaller

range. It will be discussed in the next section.

Note that, in Fig. 2(a), the four curves are over-

lapped with each other. This is because the contribution

of the brane’s motion Ψ(t) to the relative deviation ∆z

is tiny under the low-energy approximation. To show

this slight difference for different C, we introduce the

following parameter:

δ ≡ ∆z −∆z0, (57)

where ∆z0 is the value of the relative deviation ∆z at

C = 0. The behavior of δ with respect to the source red-

shift zA is plotted in Fig. 2(b). Therein, we use the black

dotted curve with C = 1 to show the upper boundary

of δ. One can find that the parameter δ increases with

the source redshift zA but the increasing rate is very

slow. So according to our calculations and analysis,

it is not expected to detect the new physics from the

model we study in the next generation of GW observa-

tions (zA . 100).
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Fig. 3 High-order correction to the gravitational horizon

radius. The parameter C is set to C = 0 (blue solid curve),

C = 1/4 (orange dashed curve), C = 1/2 (green dashed and

dotted curve), and C = 1 (dark dotted curve), respectively.

Comparing the last two terms in the gravitational

horizon radius (41), we find the contribution from the

brane’s motion Ψ(t) is significant when ℓ2H2
Bz

2
A ∼ 1. In

Fig. 3, we plot the high-order correction to the gravita-

tional horizon radius under the low-energy approxima-

tion, where we define

∆r2g ≡ r2g − r2γ≈
1

H2
B

[

ℓ2H2
B(W1W2 − z2A)

+
ℓ4H4

BΩΛ
4(1 + C2)

(W 2
2 −W1W3 )

]

. (58)

It is shown that the correction will decrease finally in

all cases, because the last term in (58) is always nega-

tive for low redshift and becomes significant when the

source redshift approaches to zA ∼ ℓ−2H−2
B . Besides,

we find a nonvanishing C can suppress the contribu-

tion from the last term. Consequently, the brane’s mo-

tion Ψ(t) allows a larger gravitational horizon radius.

However, we should note that the high-order terms be-

yond O(ℓ4H4
B) in the gravitational horizon radius (41)

and therefore in (58), might be significant as well when

zA ∼ ℓ−2H−2
B . So it requires a deeper analysis when

ℓ2H2
Bz

2
A ∼ 1, which is not referred in this paper.

5.3 Constraint for future observations

The detections of GWs originated from the coalescence

of compact binaries by LIGO and Virgo detectors help

us to advance the understanding of astrophysics [74],

fundamental physics [75] and cosmology [76]. For the

Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo, they are de-

signed to observe the GWs with the frequency rang-

ing from 0.1 kHz to 1 kHz [77–79]. The Einstein Tele-

scope (ET) is expected to have a wider sensitivity band

and a smaller strain noise spectrum than the second

generation [59, 60]. As a ground-based detector, the

ET is still not sensitive to the GWs below 1Hz, and

the signals observed by it can not last more than 9

days. Unlike the ground-based detectors, space-based

detectors are able to detect low-frequency GWs and

have a longer observation time. For the Laser Inter-

ferometer Space Antenna (LISA), Taiji, and TianQin,

their sensitivity bands could cover the frequency from

0.1mHz to 0.1Hz [61–64]. The Deci-hertz Interferom-

eter Gravitational Wave Observatory (DECIGO) has

an optimal band from 0.1Hz to 10Hz, which builds a

bridge between the space-based detectors and ground-

based detectors [65–67]. As for the nanohertz GWs,

they are expected to be observed by pulsar timing ar-

rays (PTAs) [68–72]. For other proposed subjects, one

can refer to Ref. [73] and references therein.

In this section, we focus on GWs and their EM coun-

terparts originated from BNS’s with a high-redshift. We

set m = 1.4M⊙ for each of the BNS components. For

the DECIGO and Big Bang Observer (BBO), the GW

from this BNS could enter their bands [80]. Taking into

account the upper frequency cutoff of the binary white

dwarf, we can set a lower boundary on the GW fre-

quency as f = 0.2Hz. The upper boundary is optimisti-

cally chosen as f = 100Hz. For the DECIGO/BBO, to

detect the GW from a (1.4 + 1.4)M⊙ BNS, the corre-

sponding source redshift can not exceed z = 5. The ef-

fective observation time of the GW also depends on the

source redshift. When the source redshift approaches

to z ∼ 0.02, the GW can stay on the detectors for al-

most 1 yr, whereas the observation time is reduced to

nearly one month when z ∼ 4. If the time delay between

the GW and its EM counterpart could be found on the

DECIGO/BBO, the EM counterpart has to reach the

detectors during the observation time. Based on the ex-

pectation, one could calculate the upper limits to the

time delay for different source redshifts. As a result,

those upper limits would finally lead to a stronger con-
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straint on the AdS6 radius. The finial results are shown

in Fig. 4.

In Fig. 4(a), the pink, purple, and red regions cor-

respond to ℓ2 ≤ 0.02Mpc2, ℓ2 ≤ 211.87 pc2, and

ℓ2 ≤ 23.30 pc2, respectively. These values of the AdS6

radius are chosen on account of the assumption that

the EM counterpart could be observed during the DE-

CIGO/BBO observation time for zA = 1, zA = 3, and

zA = 5, respectively. Note that the observation time is

also affected by the GW frequency. For a BNS with the

redshift z = 1, the GW can stay on the DECIGO/BBO

for at most four months. If the minimum GW frequency

is around 18Hz, the observation time will be reduced to

only one minute. Therefore, once the EM counterpart

of such a GW signal is expected to be found by the

follow-up observations, the AdS6 radius has to satisfy

ℓ2 ≤ 0.14 pc2. In Fig. 4(b), we use the colored regions to

denote the allowed AdS6 radius for the DECIGO/BBO.

The pink, purple, and red regions represent the allowed

AdS6 radius calculated by the EM counterpart that

comes from a GW signal with the minimum frequency

0.2Hz, 10Hz, and 100Hz, respectively. The red region

gives very strong constraints on the AdS6 radius. Even-

tually, we obtain the strongest constraint on the AdS6

radius as ℓ2 . 0.02Mpc2 with zA = 1 and f = 0.2Hz

on the DECIGO/BBO. Moreover, our result shows that

the contribution of brane’s motion Ψ(t) on the time de-

lay is still not significant (see Fig. 4(c)).

6 Conclusion

The braneworld theory allows the higher-dimensional

null geodesic to deviate from the trajectory of a light

confined on the brane. If such deviation exists, the tra-

jectory of a GW signal that causally connects the source

and the observer could be a shorter path than the path

of a light. It provides an opportunity to find the clues

of extra dimensions through the joint GW and EMW

observations on the brane. Assuming that there is a

source emitting a GW signal and an EMW signal si-

multaneously, an observer located on the brane will de-

tect these two signals successively. And the time delay

between the arrivals of the signals can be measured by

the joint GW and EMW observations. In the paper, we

used such a property of GWs in the braneworld theory

to investigate the structure of extra dimensions.

We considered a six-dimensional static spacetime

with a bulk cosmological constant. The universe is re-

garded as a 4-brane embedded the background space-

time. The brane’s back-reaction to the background

spacetime is ignored in the paper, and the brane’s mo-

tion in the bulk is described by R(t) and Ψ(t). We de-

rived the gravitational horizon radius (38) under the

low-energy approximation ℓH ≪ 1. It is the projection

of the trajectory of a six-dimensional null geodesic on

the 4-brane for a given time interval. It was found that

the gravitational horizon radius recovers the photon

horizon radius at the leading order. The contribution

of extra dimensions is manifest in higher-order terms.

And the gravitational horizon radius has the same form

as the one derived in the five-dimensional model [34],

when the brane’s motion Ψ(t) vanishes.

In 2017, the LIGO/Virgo detectors reported a

GW event (GW170817) originated from a BNS sys-

tem 40+8
−14Mpc from the earth [17]. Subsequently,

the EMW observation found a sGRB signal (GRB

170817) which was 1.74+0.05
−0.05 s later than the detection

of GW170817 [37, 38, 49, 50]. These two signals were

soon proved to be emitted by the same source located

in NGC 4993 [37, 38]. Since the source redshift zA =

0.008+0.002
−0.003 of GW170817/GRB 170817A is low enough,

we can directly use the time delay to constrain the scale

of the AdS6 radius through the relation (47). Note that

this relation was deduced under the assumption that

the two signals were emitted simultaneously, while as-

trophysics models allow a time lag (−100 s, 1000 s) be-

tween the emissions of GW170817/GRB 170817A [51–

56]. Therefore, we revised the time delay between the

detections of the two signals to (0 s, 101.74 s). Our re-

sult shows that the upper limit to the AdS6 radius

is about ℓ2 ≈ 3.84Mpc2, where the parameter C is

set to zero. We pointed out that the brane’s motion
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Fig. 4 The time delay and allowed AdS
6
radius based on the DECIGO/BBO. (a) The predicted time delay with respect to

the source redshift. The AdS
6
radius is set as ℓ2 = 10−3 Mpc2 (blue solid curve), ℓ2 = 10−4 Mpc2 (orange dashed curve),

and ℓ2 = 10−5 Mpc2 (green dashed and dotted curve). (b) The allowed AdS
6
radius with respect to the source redshift. The

observed GW frequency is set to f = 0.2Hz (pink solid curve), f = 10Hz (purple dashed curve), and f = 100Hz (red dashed

and dotted curve). In (a) and (b), we set C = 0. (c) The contribution of the brane’s motion Ψ(t) to the time delay. The

parameter C is set as C = 0 (blue solid curve), C = 1/2 (orange dashed curve), and C = 1 (green dashed and dotted curve).

The AdS
6
radius is set as ℓ2 = 0.02Mpc2. In (a) and (c), we set f = 0.2Hz.

Ψ(t) contributes little to the shortcut of the GW for

GW170817/GRB 170817A, since the source redshift is

very low.

For the future joint multi-messenger observations,

we expect that most of the target compact binary co-

alescences have high redshifts. In this case, the rela-

tion (47) under the low-redshift approximation may be

not valid for these events. Therefore, we derived an ex-

tension (50) of (47) and converted the time delay into

a discrepancy (∆z) between the redshifts given by the

GW observation (zA) and the EMW observation (z′A),

respectively. For a given AdS6 radius (ℓ2 ≈ 3.84Mpc2),

we found that the redshift discrepancy ∆z = z′A − zA

increases with the source redshift zA given by the GW

observation. Our result shows that the redshift discrep-

ancy is of the order ∆z ∼ 0.001 when zA is about

zA ∼ 20, and it becomes significant (∆z ∼ 0.01) when

the source redshift approaches zA ∼ 40. Such high

redshift differences indicate that if the AdS6 radius is

ℓ2 ≈ 3.84Mpc2 in the model, the EM counterparts

will never be found within a reasonable observation

time. If we expect to detect the EM counterpart of a

high-redshift GW event within a reasonable observa-

tion time, a stronger constraint on the AdS6 radius is

required.

At the end of this paper, we considered a GW signal

from a (1.4+ 1.4)M⊙ BNS, which could enter the sen-

sitivity bands of DECIGO and BBO. We also assumed

that the frequency of the GW is 0.2Hz, and that the

GW is triggered by the BNS at zA = 1. For the sake of

simplicity, we focused on the simultaneously triggered

GW and EM counterpart. And the astrophysics influ-

ence to their emissions was ignored. We then found

that, to detect the EM counterpart within the obser-

vation time of DECIGO/BBO, the AdS6 radius must

be limited to ℓ2 . 0.02Mpc2. It is a stronger constraint

than the previous one obtained by GW170817/GRB

170817A. Moreover, our result also shows that the

brane’s motion Ψ(t) does not give a significant contri-

bution to the time delay between the detections of GW

signal and its EM counterpart for the upper limit of the

redshift that the DECIGO/BBO can detect.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the National Key Re-

search and Development Program of China (Grant

No. 2020YFC2201503), the National Natural Sci-

ence Foundation of China (Grants No. 11875151 and

No. 12047501), the 111 Project (Grant No. B20063),

the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Uni-

versities (Grants No. lzujbky-2020-it04), and “Lanzhou

City’s scientific research funding subsidy to Lanzhou

University” (Grant No. 2021CXZX-012).



15

References

1. T. Kaluza, Zum Unitätsproblem der physik,
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