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In this work we investigate the f(R, T ) brane in the scalar-tensor representation, where the
solutions of the equations of motions for the source field engender topological defects with two-
kink profiles. We use the first-order formalism to obtain analytical solutions for the source field
of the brane and analyze how these solutions modify the structure of the auxiliary fields arising
from the scalar-tensor representation of the theory. We found that when the model engenders two-
kink solutions, the auxiliary fields are modified in order to allow for the appearance of an internal
structure. In addition, the stability potential and zero mode also have their internal structure
modified by two-kink solution.

I. INTRODUCTION

Modified gravity theories have been widely used to
study the current cosmological scenario, considering that
several opened questions in cosmology do not seem
to obey the usual prescription formulated through the
Einstein-Hilbert action. In this sense, various proposals
for extensions of gravity have been presented in an at-
tempt to clarify important issues such as inflation, dark
energy, quintessence, local gravity constraints and others
[1].

It is known that gravity can be generalized in several
ways. Popular extensions widely used in the literature
are the f(R) gravity [2, 3], Gauss-Bonnet [4, 5], telepar-
allel [6–8], cubic gravity [9, 10], Galileon theory [11, 12],
among others. Many of the ideas that emerged in gener-
alized gravity have been used to study others intriguing
theoretical questions as e.g. braneworld models, which
are studied in the framework of five-dimensional gravity,
where the extra dimension has infinite extension and the
geometry is deformed by a real function; see, e.g., Refs.
[13–31] and references therein. In such contexts, modify-
ing the formulation of the theory can interfere with the
perturbation spectra of the solutions, altering the way
the graviton is trapped in the brane [32–34].

Some of these generalized models raise new and inter-
esting questions regarding braneworld scenarios. How-
ever, given the robustness and complexity of the modi-
fied field equations at a differential level, analytical so-
lutions are commonly unattainable. Frequently, one re-
stricts their analysis to simple particular forms of the
theory in order to proceed with the investigation analyt-
ically, see e.g. [35] where the f(R)−brane is investigated
with a constant Ricci scalar, or [34] where analytical solu-
tions are obtained for a simple f(R, T ) brane in the form
f(R, T ) = R+T , where T is the trace of the stress-energy
tensor.

A particularly interesting way of investigating gener-
alized gravity is through dynamically equivalent repre-
sentations which do not require the restriction to specific
forms of the model. A representation that allows to deal

with generalized braneworld scenarios is the scalar-tensor
representation, where the extra scalar degrees of freedom
of the theory are exchanged by auxiliary scalar fields. For
example, the scalar-tensor representation of the f(R, T )
gravity introduced in Ref. [36] was proved to be useful
in a cosmological context [37, 38] and was used in Refs.
[39, 40] to study f(R, T ) brane; in this context, two aux-
iliary scalar fields were introduced to carry the two scalar
degrees of freedom associated with the arbitrary depen-
dence of the function f(R, T ) in the Ricci scalar R and
trace of stress-energy tensor T . This formalism was also
used to investigate a scenario where the brane engendered
Cuscuton dynamics [41].

In the scalar-tensor representation for braneworld
models, it is assumed that the solutions of the source
fields are known. This guarantees the usual behavior of
the warp factor and energy density of the model, while
the solutions for the auxiliary fields are obtained via their
own equations of motion. In this case, if we consider
topological solutions with different behaviors as ansatz
for the source fields, e.g. kink-compact or multi-kinks
solutions, the structure of the auxiliary fields is changed,
introducing new possibilities and leading to a better un-
derstanding of how generalizations of gravity modify the
braneworld scenario.

In this perspective, we are particularly interested in
understanding how the auxiliary fields of the scalar-
tensor representation of the f(R, T ) brane are modified
when dealing with two-kink solutions for the source field.
To this purpose, we consider models that engender solu-
tions with two-kink profiles. In particular, we investigate
two interesting cases; the first one allowing us to have
kink or two-kink solutions by adjusting a discrete pa-
rameter. This model is known as the p-model and was
originally investigated in [42]. The second case is a theo-
retical model investigated in [43]. In this second model,
the kink solution is distorted inducing the emergence of
a two-kink profile. It is known that multi-kink solutions
have been obtained in generalized braneworld models, see
e.g. [44] where the authors obtain multi-kink brane so-
lutions in the context of Gauss-Bonnet gravity. In this
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sense, the use of different solution profiles for the source
field can introduce new possibilities in the study of gen-
eralized brane models.

In view of what has been presented, we organize this
work as follows. Sec. II provides the general formal-
ism that describes the scalar-tensor representation of the
f(R, T ) gravity and its application to the study of a five-
dimensional brane. In this section we will also introduce
the first-order formalism in order to obtain analytical so-
lutions. In Sec. III we investigate the linear stability
of static solutions. In Sec. IV we investigate models
that engender two-kink solutions and how such solutions
modify the auxiliary fields. In Sec. V we present the
conclusions and perspectives for future work.

II. THEORY AND FRAMEWORK

Let us start by describing the scalar-tensor represen-
tation of the f(R, T ) brane, where R is the Ricci scalar
and T ≡ Taa is the trace of the stress-energy tensor Tab.
For this, let us assume a generalized action S in five-
dimensions in the form

S =

∫
Ω

√
|g| d5x

[
1

4
f (R, T )− Ls

]
, (1)

where Ω is a five-dimensional spacetime manifold de-
scribed by a set of coordinates xa and g = det(gab).
Moreover, we using natural units and 4πG5 = 1, where
G5 is the gravitational constant. In this study, the Greek
indices µ, ν, ... range from 0 to 3 and Latin indices a, b, ...
range from 0 to 4. Furthermore, we will consider a stan-
dard Lagrangian density describing a scalar field χ as the
source of the brane model, i.e.,

Ls =
1

2
∇aχ∇aχ− V (χ), (2)

where ∇a are the covariant derivatives with respect to
coordinates xa and V (χ) is the potential of the brane.

In this paper we are particularly interested in situa-
tions where fRR fTT 6= f2

RT , where the indices R and
T represent the derivatives of f(R, T ) with respect to
these functions. This case was discussed in Ref. [36],
where the authors showed that it is possible to construct
a dynamically equivalent representation of the action (1)
introducing two auxiliary scalar fields ϕ and ψ and an
interaction potential U (ϕ,ψ) as

ϕ =
∂f

∂R
, ψ =

∂f

∂T
, (3)

U (ϕ,ψ) = −f (R, T ) + ϕR+ ψT. (4)

Thus, Eq. (1) can be rewritten as

S =

∫
Ω

√
|g|
[

1

4
ϕR+

1

4
ψT − 1

4
U(ϕ,ψ)− Ls

]
d5x. (5)

In this representation, the extra scalar degrees of freedom
introduced by the f(R, T ) function are carried by the
auxiliary fields ϕ and ψ.

Let us now obtain the equations of motion. Varying
Eq. (5) with respect to the metric gab we obtain the
modified field equations as

− 1

2
gab (ϕR− U) + ϕRab − (∇a∇b − gab∇c∇c)ϕ

= 2Tab +
3

2
ψ∇aχ∇bχ+

1

2
gab ψ T,

(6)

where the stress-energy tensor Tab is given by

Tab = ∇aχ∇bχ−
1

2
gab∇cχ∇cχ+ gabV. (7)

Taking the trace of the above equation with the inverse
metric gab we obtain

T = −3

2
∇aχ∇aχ+ 5V. (8)

On the other hand, taking a variation of Eq. (5) with
respect to the source field χ, the equation of motion for
χ is

∇a∇aχ+ Vχ = − 3

4
∇a
(
ψ∇aχ

)
− 5

4
ψVχ, (9)

where Vχ = dV/dχ. Finally, taking the variation of
Eq. (5) with respect to ϕ and ψ, we can also obtain the
equations of motion for the auxiliary scalar fields as

Uϕ = R, Uψ = T, (10)

where Uϕ = ∂U/∂ϕ and Uψ = ∂U/∂ψ.
Let us now assume the usual five-dimensional metric

of brane models,

ds2 = e2Aηµνdx
µdxν − dy2 , (11)

where the four-dimensional Minkowiki metric ηµν has a
positive signature, i.e., (+ − −−). Furthermore, we will
study static configurations where the scalar fields and
the warp function depend solely on the extra dimension,
i.e., A = A(y), ψ = ψ(y), ϕ = ϕ(y) and χ = χ(y).
With this prescription we can write the non-vanish and
independent components of the modified field equations
given in Eq. (6) as

− 6ϕ
(
A′′ + 2A′2

)
− 6ϕ′A′ − 2ϕ′′ + U

= 2χ′2 + 4V +

(
3

2
χ′2 + 5V

)
ψ,

(12)

and

12ϕA′2 + 8ϕ′A′ − U=2χ′2−4V +

(
3

2
χ′2−5V

)
ψ, (13)

where a prime (′) denotes derivatives with respect to the
extra dimension y. The equation of motion for χ in Eq.
(9) becomes

χ′′+4A′χ′=Vχ−
3

4
χ′ψ′−

(
3

4
χ′′+3A′χ′− 5

4
Vχ

)
ψ. (14)
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One can to show that Eqs. (12), (13) and (14) are not
independent. Taking the derivative of Eq. (12) with re-
spect to y and using Eq. (13) to cancel the terms propor-
tional to A′′, one recovers Eq. (14). In this sense, we can
discard one of these equations (or any linear combination
thereof) from the analysis without loss of generality. To
simplify the analysis, we choose to consider the sum of
Eqs. (12) and (13) which takes the form

3ϕA′′ + ϕ′′ − ϕ′A′ = −2χ′2 − 3

2
ψχ′2. (15)

On the other hand, the equations of motion for the
auxiliary fields can be written as

Uϕ = 8A′′ + 20A′2, Uψ =
3

2
χ′2 + 5V. (16)

In a previous work [39] it was shown that Uϕ, Uψ and U
can be dealt with as independent quantities related by
the chain rule

U ′ = Uϕϕ
′ + Uψψ

′ . (17)

Therefore, using the Eqs. (16), we get

U ′ =
(
8A′′ + 20A′2

)
ϕ′ +

(
3

2
χ′2 + 5V

)
ψ′ . (18)

Upon these replacements, we are left with a system of
three independent equations, namely the combination of
the two independent components of the field equation in
Eq. (15), the equation of motion for χ given in Eq. (14),
and the chain rule for the potential U given in Eq. (18).
Note that the equations of motion for ϕ and ψ given in
Eq. (16) have already been removed from the system via
the replacement that lead to Eq. (18), since the quan-
tities Uϕ and Uψ do not appear anywhere else in the
system. These three equations must be solved for the
six independent quantities A, ϕ, ψ, χ, U and V , thus
consisting of an under-determined system of equations.

To determine the system and obtain solutions, one
must impose three further constraints. For this purpose,
we will use the first-order formalism and write

χ′ = Wχ , A′ = −2

3
W , (19)

V (χ) =
1

2
W 2
χ −

4

3
W 2 , (20)

where Wχ = dW/dχ. Note that Eqs. (19) and (20)
introduce three constrains on the system while also in-
troducing an extra quantity W . Thus, the system re-
mains under-determined and a single extra constraint,
e.g. the explicit form of W , must be introduced for de-
termination. With that, the auxiliary fields ϕ, ψ and
the potential U can be obtained from the following set of
differential equations

9ψ′ + 2 (8W − 3Wχχ)ψ = 0 , (21)

− 2ϕW 2
χ + ϕ′′ +

2

3
ϕ′W + 2W 2

χ +
3

2
ψW 2

χ = 0 , (22)

U ′ =
4

9

(
5W 2 − 3W 2

χ

) (
4ϕ′ − 3ψ′

)
. (23)

The solutions of the Eqs. (21) to (23) are not analytic in
general. However, as we will see, the first-order formalism
allows one to obtain analytical solutions of the source
field.

III. LINEAR STABILITY

We can investigate the linear stability in the usual way,
considering small perturbations in the scalar fields and in
the metric tensor. Let us consider χ → χ(y) + δχ(r, y)
and gab → gab(y)+πab(r, y), where r represents the four-
dimensional position vector and πab is a symmetric ten-
sor, so that πa4 = 0 and πµν = e2A(y)hµν(r, y), where
hµν is a function that satisfies the transverse and trace-
less (TT) conditions, i.e., ∂µhµν = 0 and hµ

µ = 0. We
can write the perturbed metric tensor as

gab = e2A
(
ηµν + hµν

)
dxµdxν − dy2. (24)

In Ref. [34], the linear stability of the f(R, T ) brane
was investigated and it was shown that if f(R, T ) =
f1(R) + f2(T ) the perturbation in the metric tensor de-
couples from the perturbation in source field. Simi-
larly, in the scalar-tensor representation we must con-
sider U(ψ,ϕ) = U1(ψ)+U2(ϕ) to decouple the equations.
Using these conditions, we get the equation for the per-
turbation hµν as(

∂2
y + 4A′∂y +

ϕ′

ϕ
∂y

)
hµν = e−2A�(4)hµν , (25)

where �(4) is the four-dimensional d’Alembert operator.
Let us introduce a new z-coordinate defined in terms of
y-coordinate as dz = e−A(y)dy and also rewrite hµν as

hµν(r, z) = Hµν(z)
e−3A(z)/2√

ϕ(z)
e−ik·r, (26)

where k is the wave number. Then, we can rewrite Eq.
(25) as a Schrodinger-like equation in the form

−d
2Hµν

dz2
+ U(z)Hµν = k2Hµν , (27)

where the potential U(z) is given by

U(z) = α2(z)− dα

dz
. (28)

Here we defined,

α(z) = −3

2

dA

dz
− 1

2

d

dz

(
lnϕ

)
.
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It is possible to show that Eq. (27) can be factor-
ized as S†S Hµν = k2Hµν , where S† = −d/dz+α(z) and
k2 ≥ 0. In this representation, there is no state with neg-
ative energy, and thus the model is stable against tensor
perturbations. We can also get the graviton-zero mode
as

H(0)
µν (z) = Nµν

√
ϕ(z) e3A(z)/2 , (29)

where Nµν is a normalization constant. Transforming
back the coordinate z into the coordinate y, the stability
potential U becomes

U(y)=e2A

(
15A′2

4
+

3A′′

2
+

2A′ϕ′

ϕ
+
ϕ′′

2ϕ
− ϕ′2

4ϕ2

)
. (30)

In order to rewrite the zero modes in terms of y, we can
introduce the following quantity transformation

hµν(r, y) =
e−2A(y)√
ϕ(y)

ξµν(y)eik·r . (31)

Under this transformation, Eq. (25) can be written as(
∂y+2A′+

ϕ′

2ϕ

)(
∂y−2A′− ϕ

′

2ϕ

)
ξµν =

e−4A(y)√
ϕ(y)

k2ξµν .

Consequently, the zero mode obtained with k2 = 0 takes
the form

ξ(0)
µν (y) = Nµν

√
ϕ(y) e2A(y) . (32)

Note that for the zero mode to be a real function we
must consider ϕ(y) > 0. This condition will be used
in the specific models studied in what follows to impose
restrictions on the parameters of the models.

IV. SPECIFIC MODELS

A. p - Model

As a first example, let us consider the so-called p model
initially proposed in Ref. [42] with W (χ) in the form

W (χ) = p2

(
χ2−1/p

2p− 1
− χ2+1/p

2p+ 1

)
, (33)

where p is a positive odd integer. As shown in what fol-
lows, this model produces a kink solution when p = 1
and two-kink solutions when p = 3, 5, 7, · · · . The solu-
tions for the source field χ can then be obtained from the
first of the Eqs. (19) from which one obtains

χ(y) = tanhp(y) . (34)

The solutions for χ for different values of p are plotted
in Fig. 1. One verifies that for p = 1 we have a kink-like
solution which is represented by the solid line. Nonethe-
less, for p = 3 and 9, the solution becomes a two-kink

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

FIG. 1. Profile of the source field χ given by Eq. (34) as a
function of y.

solution. Furthermore, the width of the plateau region
around y = 0 increases with p.

The warp function A(y) is analytical and can be writ-
ten in terms of the hypergeometric function 2F1 as

A(y) =
2p tanh2p(y)

3− 12p2 2F1

(
1, p, 1 + p, tanh2(y)

)
−p

3

(
1− 2p

1− 4p2

)
tanh2p(y). (35)

The upper panel of Fig. 2 shows the warp factor e2A for
p = 1, 3 and 9. We can see that as p grows the warp
factor becomes wider around y = 0.

-10 -5 0 5 10
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
0
1
2
3
4
5
6
7

FIG. 2. Warp factor (upper panel) and Kretschmann scalar
(lower panel) as a function of y with A(y) given by Eq. (35).

It is interesting to verify if the spreading of the warp
factor can modify the behavior of the Kretschmann scalar
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K = RabcdR
abcd, where Rabcd is the Riemann tensor,

given by

K = 40A′4 + 16A′′2 + 32A′2A′′ . (36)

Although this result is analytic, we do not write the full
expression due to its size. Instead, we analyze the asymp-
totic behaviors of the Kretschmann scalar in y = 0 and
y → ±∞, which are

K(0) =

{
64/9 for p = 1 ,

0 for p ≥ 3 ,

K(y → ±∞) =
10240p8

(3− 12p2)
4 .

In the lower panel of the Fig. 2 we plot the Kretschmann
scalar for the same values of p used before. We have
the desired asymptotic behavior and no divergences arise.
The most significant change arises in y = 0, where for
p = 1 the scalar K attains a maximum value, whereas
for p ≥ 3 it attains a minimum instead.

We can now investigate the auxiliary fields. First, we
use Eqs. (21), (33) and (34) to obtain the field ψ(y) as

ln

(
ψ(y)

ψ0

)
=

16p tanh2p(y)

9− 36p2 2F1

(
1, p, 1 + p, tanh2(y)

)
−8p tanh2p(y)

9 + 18p
− 2

3
(1− p) ln (| tanh(y)|)

+
4

3
ln (sech(y)) , (37)

where ψ0 = ψ(0) is an integration constant. Fig. 3 shows

-4 -2 0 2 4
-3.0
-2.5
-2.0
-1.5
-1.0
-0.5
0.0

FIG. 3. Auxiliary field ψ given by Eq. (37) as a function of
y for ψ0 = −2.

the auxiliary field ψ(y) for p = 1, 3 and 9, where we have
also taken ψ0 = −2. Note however that the parameter ψ0

functions solely as a scaling constant, see Eq. (37), and
thus the value of this parameter is somewhat irrelevant
for the analysis. Furthermore, note that inverting the
sign of ψ0 simply causes a reflection with respect to the
horizontal axis. The two-kink solution appears to cause
a change in the structure of the field ψ, which for p ≥ 3
becomes a double peak at some |y| = y0 6= 0, in contrast

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30

2

3

4

5

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
2

4

6

8

10

FIG. 4. Numerical solutions for the auxiliary field ϕ from
Eq. (22) as a function of y for ϕ0 = 2, ψ0 = 2 (upper panel)
or ψ0 = −2 (lower panel).

to the single peak at y = 0 for p = 1. Note also that the
y0 at which the peaks appear increases with p. This result
is new and different from what was previously obtained
in other works, see [39–41], where no internal structure
has been displayed in the field ψ.

We can now solve Eq. (22) to obtain the solution of the
auxiliary field ϕ(y). However, analytical solutions for the
field ϕ are unattainable and we recur to numerical meth-
ods to solve this equation. Since this is a second-order
differential equation, two boundary conditions must be
introduced. The first boundary condition is introduced to
preserve the parity of the solutions, and thus we consider
ϕ′ (0) = 0. The second boundary condition is written as
ϕ (0) = ϕ0, for some free constant parameter ϕ0. The
numerical solution for ϕ(y) with ϕ0 = 2 and ψ0 = ±2 is
represented in Fig. 4. We verified that the profile of the
solution is influenced by the initial conditions and by the
parameter p significantly, i.e., the solution may have a
maximum or minimum point at y = 0 depending on the
choice of these parameters, but the general qualitative
shape of the solution is not affected. Note that the only
necessary restriction at this point is to guarantee that the
choice of parameters preserves ϕ > 0, which guarantees
that the graviton zero mode is a real function.

We can also obtain the potential U(y) by numerically
solving Eq. (23) subjected to a single boundary condi-
tion U (0) = U0, for some free constant parameter U0.
For simplicity, and since Eq. (23) depends solely in the
derivatives of U , we shall take U0 = 0 in what follows.
The numerical solutions for U (y) are given in Fig. 5.
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-20 -10 0 10 20

-1
0
1
2
3
4
5

-20 -10 0 10 20

0

5

10

15

20

25

FIG. 5. Numerical solutions for the potential U(y) from
Eq.(23) as a function of y for ϕ0 = 2, ψ0 = 2 (upper panel)
or ψ0 = −2 (lower panel).

Similarly to what happens with the scalar field ϕ, the
values of the parameters ϕ0 and p may affect the profile
of the potential U , which can have either a maximum or
a minimum at y = 0, but the qualitative shape of the po-
tential remains unaltered. Indeed, for the combinations
of parameters for which ϕ attains a maximum at y = 0,
the potential U attains a local minimum, and vice versa.

The stability analysis indicates that the two-kink solu-
tion also modifies the structure of the stability potential

U(y) and the zero mode ξ
(0)
µν (y). These two quantities

are plotted in Figs. 6 and 7, respectively, for ϕ0 = 2
and ψ0 = 2 (upper panels) or ψ0 = −2 (lower panels).
One verifies that for p = 1 the potential U might have
multiple different behaviors depending on the parameters
of the model, e.g., a single potential well or a potential
barrier at y = 0. However, as p is increased, the qualita-
tive behavior of the potential U degenerates into a double
potential-well that vanishes at y = 0. Furthermore, the
width of the plateau at y = 0 is shown to increase with p,
which results in a consequent flattening of the graviton
zero mode. Since no potential barrier forms for p ≥ 3,
the brane does not develop an internal structure in these
cases. However, an internal structure in the zero mode
may arise for p = 1, for specific choices of ϕ0 and ψ0,
which is consistent with the fact that the stability po-
tential presents a potential barrier at y = 0 in this case,
as also seen in [40]. This internal structure is not visi-
ble in Figs. 6 and 7 due to the values of the boundary

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
-0.4
-0.3
-0.2
-0.1
0.0
0.1
0.2

FIG. 6. Stability potential U(y) from Eq. (30) as a function
of y for ϕ0 = 2, ψ0 = 2 (upper panel) or ψ0 = −2 (lower
panel).

conditions ϕ0 and ψ0 chosen.

-10 -5 0 5 10
0.00
0.05
0.10
0.15
0.20
0.25
0.30
0.35

-10 -5 0 5 10
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

FIG. 7. Zero mode ξ
(0)
µν from Eq. (32) as a function of y for

ϕ0 = 2, ψ0 = 2 (upper panel) or ψ0 = −2 (lower panel).
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B. Deformed model

We now turn our attention to another interesting
model that allows for kink-like solutions. Let us consider
W in the form

W (χ) =
a2
(
3a2−4

)
8
√

(a2−1)3
arcsinh

(√
1− a2

a2
χ

)

+
χ

8

(
(4− 5a2)

2(1− a2)
− χ2

)√
a2+(1−a2)χ2 .

(38)

where a is a constant parameter in the range (0, 1). This
model was constructed via a mathematical description
known as the deformation method and was used in flat
space to interconnect solutions of the polynomial model
χ4 with solutions of the model χ6, see Ref. [43] for more
details.

Using the first of Eqs. (19) and the W (χ) given by
Eq. (38), we obtain the solution of the field χ(y) as

χ(y) =
a
(
e2y − 1

)√
4e2y + a2 (e2y − 1)

2
. (39)

In the upper panel of Fig. 8 we show the behaviors of the
solution of the field χ(y) for a = 0.2, 0.4 and 0.6. Note
that the solution exhibits a transient behavior between a
kink profile in the limit a → 1 and a two-kink profile in
the limit a→ 0.

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

-0.2
0.0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8

FIG. 8. Profile of the source field χ given by Eq. (39) as a
function of y (upper panel) and thepPotential V (lower panel)
as a function of χ.

Although the parameter a induces a modification of
the source field χ into a two-kink-like solution, there is no
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FIG. 9. Warp factor (upper panel) and Kretschmann scalar
(lower panel) as a function of y for the deformed model in
Eq. (38).

change in the asymptotic behaviors, which remain ±1 in
the limits y → ±∞, respectively. It is interesting to ana-
lyze the behavior of the potential V (χ) for this case. For
that purpose, one substitutes W from Eq. (38) into (20)
to obtain the full expression of the potential. However,
we choose to omit this equation due to its size. Instead,
we plot the behavior of the potential in the lower panel of
Fig. 8. We observe that the potential has minima points
at χ = ±1 and a central point at χ = 0 that is a local
minimum for a < ã and a local maximum a > ã, where
ã =

√
3/17 ≈ 0.42. The emergence of the central mini-

mum plays an essential role in the transition between the
single-kink and the two-kink solutions.

Let us now investigate the influence of modifying the
structure of the kink solution on the behavior of the
brane and the auxiliary fields of the scalar-tensor rep-
resentation. We start by obtaining the warp factor via
the second of Eqs. (19). Given the complexity of the
equations and solutions obtained so far, analytical solu-
tions are unattainable, and we recur to numerical meth-
ods. The solutions for the warp factor are plotted in the
upper panel of Fig. 9. We verify that when a decreases
to smaller and smaller values, the central region around
y = 0 is widened.

We can also verify how the Kretschmann scalar K is
influenced by modification of the kink solution. In the
lower panel of Fig. 9 we plot the Kretschmann scalar K.
We verify that the regularity of K is preserved, which
features no divergences and asymptotically approaches
constant values.
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FIG. 10. Numerical solutions for the auxiliary fields ψ (upper
panel) and ϕ (lower panel) as functions of y with ϕ0 =−ψ0 =5.

The auxiliary field ψ(y) can now be obtained by numer-
ically solving Eq. (21) subjected to a boundary condition
of the form ψ (0) = ψ0. The numerical solutions for ψ
are plotted in the upper panel of Fig. 10 for ψ0 = −5.
We verify that for a < ã, there appears a splitting of
the central minimum of the solution into two minima at
y 6= 0 with increasing depth in the limit a → 0. Fur-
thermore, we note that the value of ψ0 functions as a
scaling parameter, and does not affect qualitatively the
behavior of the solutions. The solutions for the auxiliary
field ϕ can also be obtained by numerically solving Eq.
(22) subjected to the boundary conditions ϕ (0) = ϕ0

and ϕ′ (0) = 0, the latter chosen to preserve the parity
of the solutions. These solutions are plotted in the lower
panel of Fig. 10 where we have chosen ϕ0 = −ψ0 = 5.
Similarly to the previous model, we verify that the be-
havior of ϕ is affected by the choice of parameters, with
the solution having either a maximum or a minimum at
y = 0, but the general qualitative shape of the solution
remains unaltered. Again, the only necessary restriction
is to guarantee that ϕ > 0.

Using the numerical solutions of the fields ψ and ϕ
we can obtain the potential U(y) by numerically solving
Eq. (23) subjected to a boundary condition U(0) = U0,
where again we set U0 = 0 without loss of generality.
The solutions for U are given in in Fig. 11. Similarly to
the previous model, the shape of the potential is closely
related to the shape of the scalar field ϕ. Indeed, the
potential attains a local maximum at y = 0 surrounded
by two minima for the cases where ϕ attains a minimum

at y = 0, and vice-versa.
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FIG. 11. Numerical solutions for the potential U from
Eq. (23) as functions of y with ϕ0 = −ψ0 = 2 and U0 = 0.

Finally, in the upper panel of Fig. 12 we plot the stabil-
ity potential U and in the lower panel of the same figure
we plot the graviton zero mode associated with the so-
lutions for the auxiliary fields obtained in this model. It
is now clear that the a parameter significantly alters the
behavior of the stability potential, which consequently
induces an interesting modification in the internal struc-
ture of the zero mode. In addition, the stability potential
presents a complex structure, which transitions between
a single potential barrier at y = 0 in the limit a → 1
to a double potential barrier in the limit a → 0, both
situations surrounded by a double potential well.
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FIG. 12. Stability potential (upper panel) and zero mode
(lower panel) as functions of y for solutions where ϕ > 0.
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V. COMMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have considered the framework of the
scalar-tensor representation of f(R, T ) gravity to inves-
tigate models that engender multi-kink solutions for the
source field of the brane. We verified how these models
affect the internal structure of the auxiliary fields of the
tensor-scalar representation, as well as the behavior of
the stability potential and graviton zero mode.

In the first model studied, we have considered two-kink
solutions obtained through the p-model to infer possible
changes in the auxiliary fields. In this case, the solutions
for the source field were adjusted by varying a discrete
parameter p controlling the width of the plateau at y = 0,
culminating in the emergence of an internal structure for
the ψ field. On the other hand, the scalar field ϕ and
the potential U could be qualitatively affected by the pa-
rameter p and by the boundary conditions at the origin
chosen to numerically integrate the equations of motion.
Indeed, these quantities may scale along the vertical axis
but hardly develop an internal structure. The stability
potential is strongly affected by the parameter p and the
boundary conditions, and a wide range of possible be-
haviors are attainable, namely a single potential barrier,
a single potential well, or a double potential well. Conse-
quently, the graviton zero mode is also strongly affected,
and we have verified that an increase in p leads to a flat-
tening of the zero mode near y = 0.

In the second model studied we investigated a situation
where the single-kink is changed to a two-kink solution
by the adjustment of the continuous parameter a. We
verified that this model also induces an split in the aux-
iliary field ψ, generating the appearance of an internal
structure. Similarly to the first model, we verified that
the scalar field ϕ does not develop internal structure and
that its behavior is strongly correlated with the potential
U . The stability potential is strongly affected by the pa-
rameter a, suffering a transition from a single potential

barrier in the limit a→ 1 to a double potential barrier in
the limit a → 0, which consequently induces an internal
structure in the graviton zero mode.

As we have seen, the emergence of multi-kink struc-
tures in the source field in braneworld models signifi-
cantly influences the behavior of the auxiliary field ψ of
the scalar-tensor representation, changing the shape of
the solutions and inducing new features. However, the
auxiliary field ϕ is not qualitatively affected. This ef-
fect is somewhat expected since the scalar field ψ in the
scalar-tensor representation carries the extra degree of
freedom associated with the arbitrary dependence of the
action in T , a quantity directly affected by the source
field χ. On the other hand, the scalar field ϕ responds
for the degree of freedom associated with the arbitrary
dependence on R, thus being not so strongly affected
by modifications in the matter sector. Furthermore, the
changes induced in the stability potential (and conse-
quently the graviton zero mode) by the multi-kink solu-
tions may induce a modification in the resonant states
generated through these models.

The results of this work suggest the study of other pos-
sibilities, such as the Born-Infeld or the Gauss-Bonnet
modification, the inclusion of extra scalar, spinorial or
gauge fields to control distinct degrees of freedom. The
changes presented in the above results may lead to
new effects of current interest in the suggested modified
braneworld scenario. Some of these novel aspects are un-
der investigation and we hope to report on them in the
near future.
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