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Abstract

In a recent work (Eur.Phys.J.C 80 (2020) 5, 432), the present authors obtained general stringent
conditions on the localization of fields in braneworlds by imposing that its zero-mode must satisfy
Einstein’s equations (EE). In this manuscript, we continue this study by considering free p-form fields.
These fields present an equivalency relation between a p-form and a (D− p− 2)-form, provided by the
Hodge symmetry (HS) transformation. This symmetry will impose a new consistency condition: both,
the field and its dual, must be localized simultaneously on the brane. We apply both conditions to 6D
braneworld models. We find that consistency with EE excludes just some of these fields. For example,
solutions that localize the fields with p > 3, in the global string like defects, are consistent with EE.
However we discover that this solution is not consistent with HS and must be ruled out. In fact, by
imposing both conditions, only the scalar field and its dual can be consistently localized in codimension
two braneworlds. Therefore, up to now, all the codimension two models of the literature that localizes
a free vector (1-form) field must be ruled out. These results also point to the fact that the symmetries
of the fields can be used to verify the consistency of their localization and even prohibit it.
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1 Introduction

In braneworld context, our 4-dimensional spacetime is regarded as a hypersurface (3-brane) embedded
in a higher dimensional bulk. Among the most popular models are those proposed by Randall-Sundrum
(RS) [1, 2]. These models became very attractive because gravity can be confined on a delta-like 3-
brane, and thus, Newton’s law of gravitation can be recovered. In addition to gravitational aspects, other
important points related to the Standard Model (SM) fields can also be studied. Although RS considered
all the SM fields previously confined on the 3-brane, further studies have shown that most of these fields,
propagating freely on the bulk, are not localized on the brane [3,4]. This fact gave rise to another line of
study related to the localization of the Standard Model fields in braneworld scenarios.

After the success of the RS models, other proposals of braneworlds with localized gravity have been
presented. In 5D for example, smooth versions (thick branes) of RS-II were proposed, where the 3-brane
is generated by a scalar field propagating on the bulk [5,6]; thick brane models with inner structure [7,8];
branes generated by purely geometric quantities [9]; or still, braneworlds in a cosmological context, where
the 3-brane has a Robertson-Walker metric [10, 11]. In addition to these, other solutions in higher-
dimensional scenarios were proposed. The 6D models, for example, deserve special attention. The reason
is that this case also has analytical solutions for the metric generated by topological defects [12]. The
most common in the literature are those where the 3-brane are generated by string-like or vortex defects.
Generally, the metric for such cases is generally given by

ds2 = gMNdX
MdXN = A2(r)ĝµν(x)dxµdxν +B2(r)dθ2 + dr2, (1)

where r ∈ [0,∞) and θ ∈ [0, 2π) are the extra dimensions. The above metric is considered the vacuum
solution for the Einstein’s equations obtained from the action

Sgrav. =

∫
d4xdrdθ

√−g
[

1

2κ2
(R− 2Λ) + Lb

]
, (2)

where g is the determinant of gMN and Lb is the matter source of the brane. Reference [13] was the
first to present a metric with the above features by assuming Λ = 0. The authors showed that, although
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their solution had a naked singularity at r = 0, a consistent gravitational theory on the brane could be
obtained. Soon after, in Refs. [14, 15], the authors found a non-singular solution valid for the exterior
of a string-like topological defect. For this, they included a negative cosmological constant in the bulk
(AdS6). The metric for this model is given by (1) with

A2(r) = exp (−kr) , B2(r) = R2
0A

2(r). (3)

Other solution was obtained in Refs. [16, 17]. In this model, the metric is valid outside and inside the
string-like defect. The warp factors A(r) and B(r) in (1) are given by,

A2(r) = exp [−kr + tanh (kr)] , k2B2(r) = tanh2(kr)A2(r). (4)

Unlike the previous cases, this metric provides a natural thickness for the string-like defect (3-brane).
Beyond this, the bulk geometry is an asymptotically AdS6 space, which is a desirable characteristic in
the study of gravity and matter fields localization. In addition to these string-like models, other, also in
6D, were proposed. In Refs. [18,19], the 3-brane is generated by the intersection of two delta-like 4-brane.
The metric for this model is given by,

ds2 =
1

(1 + k1|y|+ k2|z|)2
[
ηµνdx

µdxν + dy2 + dz2
]
, (5)

Here, we have also an asymptotically AdS6 bulk space, with the two extra dimensions, y and z, infinitely
large. There are yet other models in higher-dimensional configurations. For example, braneworlds gener-
ated by the intersection of an arbitrary number of delta-like branes [20], beyond other proposals [21–24].

For all the models mentioned above, confinement of other fields, beside the gravitational one, is always
an important point to be verified [25–29]. When we talk about confinement, all studies are based on the
finite integral argument and this approach is used for any field. This method relies on the possibility of
factorizing the action

S =

∫
d4xdD−4z

√
−g(D)L(D)

(matter)
, (6)

into an effective action on the 3-brane and an integral in the coordinates of the extra dimensions, i.e.,

S =

∫
dD−4zf(z)

∫
d4x

√
−g(4)L(4)

(matter)
= K

∫
d4x

√
−g(4)L(4)

(matter)
. (7)

Thus, the theory will be well-defined, i.e., the field will be confined on the brane, when the integral K in
the extra coordinates is finite. This argument is commonly used as a sufficient condition to affirm that a
field is localized. A particular class of fields that we can highlight are the p-form fields. Among them, the
U(1) vector field (1-form) has an important status in particle physics. And also, the Kalb-Ramond field
(two-form) has received some attention, for example, in string field theory [30, 31]. The study about the
confinement of these two fields and other p-form was already widely performed in the literature [32–50].
As well as other related issues, such as: p-form fields has been used to provide the stabilization of the
radius in RS-I model [51]; or, to introduce torsion in RS-I scenarios [52]; or still, to generate inflation
or gravitational waves [53, 54]; among other issues [55–57]. In this context, Refs. [59, 60] performed a
very interesting discussion for condimension one RS scenarios. They showed that the free p-form field
confinement must satisfy not only the finite integral requirement, but also a symmetry provided by the
Hodge transformation (HT). In summary, they claimed that if a specific p-form field is confined in a
particular braneworld, its dual (D− p− 2)-form field also must be confined. In this way, it is possible to
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obtain other confined p-form fields only by symmetry requirement. Ref. [60] goes further and, by using
Einstein’s equations, the authors obtain an additional requirement for the localization in codimension one
RS models to be consistent. In a recent study performed by the present authors in Ref. [61], we explored
the Einstein’s equations to get some general conditions that any Standard Model field must satisfy to
provide a consistent localization on the brane.

In this direction, we propose to study the localization of an arbitrary p-form field in codimension two
braneworld models. We will show that the Hodge symmetry can be used to include in the set of confined
p-form fields their Hodge dual. With this, we will generalize that study performed in [60] for codimension
one. Next, we discuss the consistency of the localization of these fields with Einstein’s equations in this
new gravitational configuration. Therefore, this manuscript intends to reinforce that the finite integral
argument is a necessary, but not sufficient, condition to provide a consistent effective field theory over
the brane. And also, that some symmetries of the theory can be used to include other fields into the set
of confined fields. This work is organized as follows: in section (2), we will make a brief review of some
results presented in the literature about p-form confinement for some specific codimension two braneworld
models. In section (3), we will explore the Hodge duality and its consequences on the fields’ localization.
Finally, we will discuss the consistency of the localization with the Einstein’s equations in section (4).
The conclusions are left to the section (5).

2 p-Form Fields Localization - Review

In this section we will review some results about localization of p-form fields on codimension two braneworlds
found in the literature. In doing this, we first briefly describe the background metric considered in each
case. Latter, this will be used to verify the generic results which will be discussed in next sections.

(2A) First, let us consider the string-like braneworld presented in Refs. [63,65], which is a generalization
of others presented early in Refs. [12, 15]. This brane model is obtained from the action

Sgrav. =

∫
ddxdrdθ

√−g
[

1

2κ2
(R− 2Λ) + Lb

]
, (8)

where the energy-momentum tensor is given by T
(b)N
M =

(
δνµt0(r), tr(r), tθ(r)

)
. The background

metric for this case is written as

ds2 = e−2krηµνdxµdxν + e−2B(r)dθ2 + dr2. (9)

In the above equation, ηµν is the Minkowski metric on the brane and k is a positive constant defined
as

k2 =
2κ2Dtθ − 2Λ

d(d+ 1)
> 0. (10)

The warp factor B(r) is obtained from Einstein’s equation and it is given by

B(r) = kr +
2κ2D
kd

∫ r

dr′(tr − tθ). (11)

From this, we can discuss two particular solutions for the metric. Namely, the global defect case
(tr = −tθ = constant), where B(r) is given by

B(r) =

[
k − 2

κ2Dtθ
kd

]
r ≡ (k − δ)r
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and the local defect case where B(r) = kr. This last one can be obtained as a particular case of the
above result by putting δ = 0 (without sources). By choosing tr = tθ in (11) we obtain the other
case discussed in [12,15]. For the below discussion, we will consider only the global defect case and
that without sources. As discussed in [65], the localization of gravity in this model is obtained for

− |Λ|
κ2D

< tθ <
(d− 1)|Λ|

2κ2D
, (12)

where we made explicit the negative sign of the cosmological constant.

Now, with the background defined, we can review the p-form field localization. The confinement
of the free scalar (0-form) and vector (1-form) fields in this scenario can be found in Refs. [63–65].
After, Ref. [66] generalized this study for a free p-form field. To include these cases in a single
approach, we will discuss below the results of Ref. [66] for an arbitrary p-form field AN1...Np . The
authors started from an action given by

S(mat) = − 1

2(p+ 1)!

∫
dDx
√−gFN1...Np+1FN1...Np+1 . (13)

In this action, FN1...Np+1 = ∂[N1
AN2...Np+1], g is the determinant of the metric (9) and D = d + 2,

where d is the brane dimension. Throughout the manuscript, capital indexes M,N run on all
dimensions D = d+2. Coordinates xµ span the brane and µ, ν = (1, 2, .., d). The next mathematical
steps are similar for most of the above references. From equation (13), the authors get the equation
of motion

∂N1

[√−gFN1...Np+1
]

= 0. (14)

From this, by considering only the components Aµ1...µp nonzero and using the metric (9), they get

∂µ1Fµ1µ2...µp+1 + e[d−2(p+1)]kr+B(r)∂r

[
e−[d−2p]kr−B(r)∂rAµ2...µp+1

]
+ e[d−2(p+1)]kr+B(r)∂θ

[
e−[d−2(p+1)]kr+B(r)gθθ∂θAµ2...µp+1

]
= 0. (15)

Where the index contractions are performed with the Minkowski metric. Next, by proposing the
variable separation Aµ1...µp(x, r, θ) = Aµ1...µp(x)ξ(r) for the s-state 4, they get

∂µ1F
µ1µ2...µp+1(x) = m2Aµ2...µp+1(x), (16)

e[d−2(p+1)]kr+B(r)∂r

[
e−[d−2p]kr−B(r)∂rξ(r)

]
= m2ξ(r). (17)

This was obtained for a p-form field (s-state) in Ref. [66], for the scalar field in [65] and for the vector
field in [64,65]. From these results, we can solve the equation (17) for the zero-mode (m2 = 0) and,
with this, discuss the localization in the action (13).

Following the procedure of the above references, equation (17) have a constant solution for the
zero-mode (m2 = 0). With this, they get a confined field when the integral

K = R0

∫
drdθe−[d−2p−1]kr+δrξ20(r) = R0c

2
1

∫
drdθe−[d−2p−1]kr+δr, (18)

4Here, s-state means that the solution does not depend on the θ coordinate.
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obtained from the action (13), is finite. Finally, from this, the localization condition is obtained,
i.e., the integral K is finite, for

(d− 2p− 1)k > δ.

For the local defect, where δ = 0 [tθ = 0], it is easy to obtain

p <
(d− 1)

2
. (19)

Therefore, if d = 4, only the scalar (p = 0) and the vector (p = 1) fields can be confined by using
the constant solution ξ0. For the global defect, the above condition must be supplemented with the
condition for gravity localization (12). Thus, these two constraints together give us

− |Λ|
κ2D

< tθ <
(3− 2p)|Λ|
2(1 + p)κ2D

. (20)

In this case, any p-form field can be confined by a suitable choice of the parameter tθ. This is due
to the fact that

−|Λ|
κ2D

<
(3− 2p)|Λ|
2(1 + p)κ2D

≤ (d− 1)|Λ|
2κ2D

for any value of p. These results, for tθ = 0 or tθ 6= 0, has been found in the Refs. [64, 65] for the
scalar and the vector fields, and, after, generalized for any p-form field in Ref. [66].

(2B) Now, let us consider the brane model presented in Ref. [17]. This model describes the spacetime
inside and outside a ‘thick’ string-like topological defect with an asymptotically AdS6 spacetime.
Just like the previous case, the extra dimension are r ∈ [0,∞) and θ ∈ [0, 2π), and the action is
similar to that in equation (8). However, for this braneworld, the metric is given by

ds2 = e−kr+tanh(kr)
[
dxµdxµ + tanh2(kr)k−2dθ2

]
+ dr2, (21)

where k is a positive constant related to the cosmological constant. As discussed in Ref. [17], for
r →∞, the above metric gives the solution discussed in Refs. [12,15], which is a particular solution
of the previous case [63–65]. However, the model (21) has the advantage of being valid inside the
string-like core. The Ricci scalar for this metric, by considering a flat brane, is given by

R = −k2
[

15

2
tanh4(kr)− 16sech2(kr) tanh(kr)− 4sech2(kr)

]
. (22)

As we can see, this function is completely regular for all r and, for r →∞, it gets the constant value

R∞ = −15

2
k2.

Therefore this is an asymptotically AdS6 spacetime. We will end the characterization of the back-
ground here, for more details see the Ref. [17].

Now, let us review the vector field localization in the above background. This was performed in
Ref. [40].The authors start from an action given by

S(mat) = −1

4

∫
d6x
√−gFNMFNM , (23)
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with FMN = ∂MAN − ∂NAM . The steps are similar to those presented in the previous case. From
the action (23), they obtain the equation of motion

∂N
[√−gFNM] = 0. (24)

In order to solve the above equation the authors choose the gauge ∂µAµ = 0 and also the particular
solutions Ar and Aθ constants. They get an equation similar to (15) for p = 1. Next, by proposing
the separation of variable Aµ(x, r) = Aµ(x)ξ(r), they get for the zero-mode (s-state)

∂µF
µν(x) = 0, (25)

∂r

[
e

3
2
[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr)∂rξ0(r)

]
= 0. (26)

From this, unlike the previous case, the authors obtained two zero-mode (s-state) solutions from
(26), which are given by

ξ0,(1)(r) = c1, ξ0,(2)(r) = c2

∫ r e−
3
2
[−kr′+tanh(kr′)]

tanh(kr′)
dr′. (27)

With this they get

K ∝
∫
dre

1
2
[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr)ξ20(r), (28)

which must be analyzed with both solutions (27). To see this we will need of the asymptotic behavior
of the integrands.

Let us analyze the constant solution ξ0,(1)(r). With this, the behavior of the integrand of K is
regular for all values of r, thus, its convergence is determined in the limit of r →∞. For large r we
have that

e
1
2
[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr)ξ20,(1)(r)→ e−

1
2
kr

and therefore the zero-mode is localized with the constant solution.

The other possibility for the integral K is to use the non-constant solution ξ0,(2)(r), but, in doing
this, we must be more careful. To start, let us make some comments about this solution. As we can
observe from equation (27), the function at that integral is singular for r → 0 and, in this limit, it
gives

ξp,0,(2)(r → 0) ∝ ln(kr).

However the integrand of K is regular for r → 0 since

e
1
2
[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr)ξ20,(2)(r)→ kr[ln(kr)]2 → 0.

Therefore, although the solution ξ0,(2)(r) is singular, the function at the integral K is regular in
this limit. Thus, the convergence of the complete integral (27) with ξ0,(2)(r) is determined by its
behavior in the limit r →∞. In this limit, for ξ0,(2)(r) we have

ξ0,(2)(r)(r →∞) ∝ e 3
2
kr.

Therefore the asymptotic behavior of our integrand will be given by

e
1
2
[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr)ξ20,(2)(r)→ e

5
2
kr,
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which is not normalizable. Therefore this solution must be discarded for the vector field.

Therefore, for this model, the vector field is confined only with the constant solution ξ0,(1)(r) = c1
[40]. This is important since, when we generalize the above results do p-forms, the non-constant
solution will be used to localize some effective fields.

(2C) As a third example, we will discuss the braneworld model presented in Ref. [67]. In this reference,
the authors build a 6D spacetime in the formM6 =M4×C2, where C2 is a two-cycle of the resolved
conifold [69] and M4 is the 3-brane. Just like the previous cases, the extra dimensions are in the
range r ∈ [0,∞) and θ ∈ [0, 2π). The metric for this scenario is given by

ds2 = e−kr+tanh(kr)
[
dxµdxµ + β2(a, r)dθ2

]
+ dr2. (29)

In the above metric, k is a positive constant and the parameter a measure how smooth is the conifold
(conical singularity in r = 0). The function β(a, r) is defined as

β2(a, r) = a2 + u2(a, r), u(a, r) =
1√
6

{
r , a = 0;

−i
√

6aE
(

arcsinh
(

i√
6a
r
)
, 23

)
, a 6= 0.

(30)

The function E is the elliptic integral of second kind. As showed in the Ref. [67], the Ricci scalar
is regular for all r when a 6= 0, and it goes to a negative constant value for r →∞. Therefore, the
metric (29) presents an asymptotically AdS6 characteristic.

After to describe the features the spacetime background, the same authors study the gauge field
localization in this scenario. To do this, they start from standard gauge field action (23). After
following the same steps as in the case (2B) , they get for the zero-mode (s-state) the equations

∂µF
µν(x) = 0, (31)

∂r

[
e

3
2
[−kr+tanh(kr)]β(a, r)∂rξ0(r)

]
= 0. (32)

Where ξ0(r) comes from the separation of variable Aµ(x, r) = Aµ(x)ξ0(r). From this equation of
motion, the author find the solution

ξ0,(1)(r) = c1. (33)

With this they obtain

K ∝
∫
dre

1
2
[−kr+tanh(kr)]β(a, r)ξ20(r), (34)

which will be finite because the transverse space, spanned by (r, θ), has a finite volume. Therefore,
the vector field is confined for this model with the constant solution (33) [67]. Just like the previous
cases, we will discuss the consistency of the above results in next sections. Beyond this, this study
will also be generalized to include the free p-form field.

This review gives us some intuition about fields localization in different braneworld models. These
models will be used to discuss the generic results presented in next sections for the p-form fields. In doing
this, let us perform the discussion about the consistency of the above results. Next, we will show how the
Hodge symmetry can provide the consistent localization of these fields.
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3 Consistency Conditions: Hodge Symmetry

Now, we will discuss the p-form field confinement in a generic codimension two braneworld. However, in
doing this study, we will explore the Hodge symmetry (HS) and its consequences on the localization of
these fields. The review performed in the previous section does not consider this symmetry and, as we
will see, it has some interesting consequences. This symmetry has been considered in Ref. [60], where the
authors studied the consistency of the p-form localization with the Hodge transformation symmetry and
also with the Einstein’s equations (EE) for codimension one models. The authors showed that the p-form
must satisfy not only the finite integral requirement, but also other constraints obtained from HS and
EE. Here, we will discuss the Hodge symmetry and how it can be used to enlarge the set of p-form fields
confined. Thus, we will generalize the results of the Ref. [60] for the codimension two scenario. However,
before to discuss this new case, we will make a review of the codimension one case.

3.1 Codimension one case

In Ref. [60], the authors discuss the consistency of the results presented previously in the literature about
the localization of the p-form field. According to them, such results are not in accordance with the
Hodge symmetry. Due to the importance for us, below we describe the essence of the results presented
in Ref. [60].

The authors consider a codimension one background with metric given by

ds2 = e−2k|z|ĝµν(x)dxµdxν + dz2. (35)

In this context, the action for a massless bulk p-form field AM1...Mp is written as

S = − 1

2(p+ 1)!

∫
ddxdz

√−gFM1...Mp+1FM1...Mp+1 . (36)

Where FM1...Mp+1 = ∂[M1
AM2...Mp+1], d is the brane dimension and z is the extra dimension. The equations

of motion are
∂M1

[√−gFM1...Mp+1
]

= 0. (37)

From this equation, we can follow the common procedure. For codimension one case, the p-formAM1...Mp

has the components Aµ1...µp and Aµ1...µp−1z. However, due to the gauge invariance of the action, the
components Aµ1...µp−1z can be eliminated. Therefore, we can consider only the components Aµ1...µp
nonzero. Next, we perform the separation of variable Aµ1...µp(x, z) = Aµ1...µp(x)ξ(z) to get the equation
for the zero mode given by

∂µ1

[√
−ĝ(x)Fµ1...µp+1(x)

]
= 0, (38)

∂z

[
e−(d−2p)k|z|∂zξ0(z)

]
= 0. (39)

In the above equation we already used the metric (35). The equation (39) has a constant solution and,
with this, the action (36) can be written as

S = − 1

2(p+ 1)!

∫
ddx
√
−ĝ(x)F̂µ1...µp+1(x)F̂µ1...µp+1(x)

∫
dze−[d−2(p+1)]k|z|. (40)

In this way, the p-form fields confined with the constant solution are those where

p <
d− 2

2
. (41)
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Thus, the particular case of a 3-brane only the 0-form can be localized. This is the result questioned in
Ref. [60] and the authors use the Hodge symmetry to highlight the problem.

The authors argue that the above results are in contradiction with the Hodge symmetry. As discussed
in Ref. [62], in the absence of topological obstructions, a p-form A[p] in the bulk is dual to a (d−p−1)-form
B[d−p−1] with field strength (?F )[d−p] = dB[d−p−1]. We will use the notation [AM1...Mp , BM1...Md−p

] for
the dual fields. Beyond this, according to the authors, to use the constant solution for A[p] and B[d−p−1]
is not compatible with the Hodge transformation

(?F )M1...Md−p =
1

(p+ 1)!
√−g ε

M1...Md−pN1...Np+1FN1...Np+1 . (42)

Thus, the result (41) is not consistent because, in 4D, for example, the scalar field is dual to a 2-form,
and this field is not allowed by the above results. To solve this and to include other p-form with higher
p, they simply write the other solution of equation (39), which is given by

ξ0,(2)(z) = c2e
(d−2p)k|z|. (43)

In this way, they use the constant solution to confine the p-form with p < (d− 2)/2 and the solution (43)
for the other cases. With this, the Hodge symmetry (42) can be written as

(?F)ν1...νd−p−1z =
1

(p+ 1)!
√−g ε

ν1...νd−p−1zµ1...µp+1Fµ1...µp+1 , (44)

(?F)ν1...νd−p = ∂[ν1Bν2...νd−p] = 0. (45)

From the equation (45), we get that Bµ1...µd−p−1
= ∂[µ1Cµ2...µd−p−1] and, from (44), we get

Bν1...νd−p−1(x) =
1

(p+ 1)!
√
−ĝ(x)

εν1...νd−p−1zµ1...µp+1Fµ1...µp+1(x). (46)

Thus, the duality in the bulk, described by (42), is preserved on the brane, as showed by the above
relation. However, all this is consistent only if both fields can be confined. Therefore, we need verify if
the components Bν1...νp′ (x) are confined with (43).

With the solution (43), the action (36) can be written as

S = − 1

2p′!

∫
ddx
√
−ĝ(x)Bµ1...µp′ (x)Bµ1...µp′ (x)

∫
dze(d−2p

′)k|z|. (47)

And the localization is attained for p′ > d/2. Note that the p-form fields confined with this solution are
found on the brane as (p′− 1)-form. By considering p′ = d− p− 1, the effective field on the (d− 1)-brane
is a (d − p − 2)-form which is exactly the Hodge dual of the p-form, preserving, thus, the bulk Hodge
symmetry on the (d− 1)-brane.

The figure (1) shows the equivalence relation between the bulk dual fields and also between the effective
fields. For example, the 0-form is bulk dual to a 3-form in 5D, and these fields are confined on a 3-brane
as a 0-form and a 2-form, which are dual in 4D. Thus, the Hodge symmetry provides us with others
confined fields for this codimension one scenario. These are the main results presented in [60]. Below, we
will generalize this discussion for codimension two case.
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Bulk fields A[p](x, y) -� B[d−p−1](x, y)

Brane fields A[p](x) -� B[d−p−1](x) = dC[d−p−2](x)

1

Figure 1: Equivalency relation (indicated by the arrows) between the bulk fields, and also, between the
effective brane fields after the dimensional reduction.

3.2 Codimension two case

As we saw above, Ref. [60] explored a symmetry of the theory to drive a correct description of the
localization. The Lagrangian (48) presents a symmetry provided by a transformation of the p-form fields,
namely, the Hodge symmetry (HS). It is well known that HS relates a q-form to its dual (D − q)-form,
where D is the spacetime dimension. By using the properties of the binomial coefficient, it is possible to
show that both differential forms have the same number of independent components and, therefore, the
same degrees of freedom. In Ref. [62], the authors showed that, by considering the Hodge transformation
in a spacetime without topological obstructions, there must be an indirect equivalence among a p-form
field A[p] and a (D − p − 2)-form field B[D−p−2]. Based on this result, the authors showed that the
localization of a free p-form must manifest this equivalence. Below, we will discuss this for codimension
two models. However, first let us discuss a little the consequences of this symmetry.

We can start from the Lagrangian

L = − 1

2(p+ 1)!
FM1...Mp+1FM1...Mp+1 , (48)

where FM1...Mp+1 are the components of F[p+1] = dA[p]. The operator ‘d’ is the exterior derivative. Let
us consider the Hodge transformation

(?F)M1...MD−p−1 = −(−1)(p+1)(D−p−1)

(p+ 1)!
√−g εM1...MD−p−1N1...Np+1FN1...Np+1 , (49)

where (?F)M1...MD−p−1
are the components of (?F)[D−p−1] ≡ dB[D−p−2]. Whit this, it is easy to obtain

that

L = − 1

(p+1)!
FM1..Mp+1FM1..Mp+1 = − 1

(D−p−1)!
(?F)N1..ND−p−1 (?F)N1..ND−p−1

. (50)

Thus, we get the indirect equivalence, provided by the Hodge transformation, between the bulk p-form
A[p] and the bulk (D − p− 2)-form B[D−p−2].

The above equivalence has important consequences on the study of the free p-form field localization.
They can be expressed by the following statements:

- Statement (i): Localization procedure must comprise both fields, the bulk p-form and its bulk dual
(D − p− 2)-form.
This is an immediate consequence of equation (50). As the Hodge transformation is a symmetry of
theory, the action obtained for (50) should be the same for both dual fields. This is possible only
if the integral in extra dimensions is finite for both fields, for the p-form and also for its bulk dual
(D − p− 2)-form.
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- Statement (ii): Hodge duality transformation must be valid even after the dimensional reduction.
This is an immediate consequence of (49).

The above statements are simple, but they give us important information about the confined p-form fields.
Before considering specific cases in section (4), we can already obtain some direct consequences about the
effective fields in general codimension two models.

The main point is that there is a crucial difference between the codimension one and two cases. In
both cases, the effective field Aµ1...µp−1z can be eliminated by using gauge symmetry. For the codimension
one case we are left only with the component Aµ1...µp and the analyses becomes simplified. However, in
the codimension two case, we also have the effective fields

Aµ1...µp−1w,Aµ1...µp−2zw.

In the above equation we are using w, z for the extra dimensions, which can be r, θ for example. The
general procedure found in the literature (see [66]) is to consider the particular solution

Aµ1...µp−1w = Aµ1...µp−2wz = 0.

However this is not consistent with the HS and therefore with the statements above. The reason is that,
in codimension two case, the equivalence in the bulk is between a p-form and a (d − p)-form. By using
this in the statement (ii), we must have a p-form and its brane dual (d − p − 2)-form localized over the
(d − 1)-brane. The dual will be exactly the components Aµ1...µp−2lm and therefore are crucial to keep
the Hodge symmetry and, with this, the consistency of the model. Below we will use this fact to discuss
the localization of a p-form for a generic codimension two scenario and its consistency with the Hodge
symmetry. After this, we will apply our results to the models of the section (2).

3.3 p-form fields localization

The results presented in section 2 do not consider the Hodge symmetry. Unlike the codimension one case,
it is not possible to solve this problem only with the components Aµ1...µp . As said above, the Aµ1...µp−2lm

must be present in order to preserve Hodge symmetry. Since nowhere in the literature this is done, we
develop below a more complete description of the p-form field localization.

Let us start by considering an arbitrary codimension two braneworld background given by

ds2 = gMNdx
NdxM = e2σ(y)ĝµν(x)dxµdxν + ḡjk(y)dyjdyk, (51)

where the warp factor σ(y) and the metric components ḡjk(y) depend on the extra dimensions coordinates
yj . Capital indexes M,N run on all dimensions D = d + 2. Coordinates xµ span the brane and µ, ν =
(1, 2, .., d) and coordinates yj are related to the extra dimensions with j, k = (1, 2). In this scenario, the
metric (51) is completely generic and, at first, we will not need to know it. However, let us assume that
the gravitational action which gives the background solution (51) is

Sgrav. =

∫
ddxd2y

√−g
[

1

2κ
(R− 2Λ) + Lb (y)

]
, (52)

where Λ is the cosmological constant and Lb (y) is the matter source of the brane. In this context, the
metric (51) will be called vacuum solution.
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With the background metric solution previously defined, let us start the study of a free p-form field
AN1...Np localization in such background. The action is given by

S = − 1

2(p+ 1)!

∫
ddxd2y

√−gFN1...Np+1FN1...Np+1 , (53)

where FN1..Np+1 = ∂[N1
AN2..Np+1] and g is the determinant of the metric (51). From this action, the

equations of motion (EOM) can be written as

∂µ1
[√−gFµ1N2...Np+1

]
+ ∂k

[√−gFkN2...Np+1

]
= 0. (54)

Now, by using the metric (51), we get

1√−ĝ ∂ρ
[√
−ĝFρµ1..µp

]
+

e2σ

H̃(y)
∂k

[
H̃(y)ḡkj

(
∂jAµ1..µp + (−1)p∂[µ1Aµ2..µp]j

)]
= 0, (55)

1√−ĝ ∂ρ
[√
−ĝ
(
∂mAρµ1..µp−1 + (−1)p∂[ρAµ1..µp−1]

m

)]
− ḡjm

H̃(y)
∂k

[
e2σH̃(y)ḡklḡji

(
∂[lA µ1..µp−1

i] + ∂[µ1Aµ2..µp−1]
li

)]
= 0, (56)

∂ρ

[√
−ĝ
(
∂[jAk]ρµ1..µp−2 + ∂[ρAµ1..µp−2]jk

)]
= 0. (57)

In the above equation we have defined ĝ and ḡ as the determinants of ĝµν(x) and ḡjk(y) respectively. We
also defined H̃(y) ≡ e[d−2p]σ(y)

√
ḡ(y) and the index contractions in Eqs. (55)-(57) are performed by using

ĝµν(x) or ḡjk(y).
In the above equations the effective fields are coupled. The simplification is a little bit more intricate

than in the codimension one case and must be done carefully. First of all we will consider the gauge
∂µ1

[√−ĝAµ1..µp] = 0 and Azµ1..µp−1(x, y) = 0. With this and by choosing m = z in equation (56) we get

∂w

[
P (y)

(
−∂zA µ1..µp−1

w + ∂[µ1Aµ2..µp−1]
wz

)]
= 0. (58)

In the above equation P (y) = e2σH̃(y)ḡwwḡzz and we have used the fact that for all backgrounds consid-
ered here, the metric ḡjk(y) is diagonal, with ḡzw = 0. Now we perform the separation of variables

Aν1..νp(x, y) = Aν1..νp(x)ξp(y),

Aµ1..µp−2zw(x, y) = Aµ1..µp−2(x)ψp(y), (59)

Aµ1..µp−1w(x, y) = Aµ1..µp−1(x)wp(y).

The index p in the functions ξp(y), ψp(y) and wp(y) stress the solutions for a specific bulk p-form AN1..Np .
With this, Eq. (58) gives us that

Aµ1..µp−1 = f(y)∂[µ1Aµ2..µp−1], (60)

where

f(y) =
∂w[P (y)ψp(y)]

∂w[P (y)∂zw(y)]
.

Eq. (60) gives us the important results that

∂[µAµ1..µp−1] = 0.
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With this we get that the lat term of Eq. (55), the second of Eq. (56) and the first of Eq. (57) are all
null. The above equation also tell us that the (p − 1)-form is a pure gauge and can be absorbed in the
definition of our (p− 2)-form. Therefore, finally we obtain that the equations (55)-(57) are simplified to

1√−ĝ ∂ρ
[√
−ĝFρµ1..µp

]
+

e2σ

H̃(y)
∂k

[
H̃(y)ḡkj∂jAµ1..µp

]
= 0, (61)

∂k

[
e2σH̃(y)ḡklḡji∂[µ1Aµ2..µp−1]li

]
= 0, (62)

∂ρ

[√
−ĝ∂[ρAµ1..µp−2]jk

]
= 0. (63)

Therefore, we reduced the system of equations (55)-(57) to the system (61)-(63) with only two effective
fields, namely, a p-form Aν1..νp , and a (p − 2)-form Aµ1..µp−2jk. Now, by using Eq. (59) we obtain the
separated equations

1√−ĝ ∂ρ
[√
−ĝF ρµ1..µp(x)

]
= m2Aµ1..µp(x), (64)

∂ρ

[√
−ĝ∂[ρAµ1..µp−2](x)

]
= 0, (65)

− e2σ

H̃(y)
∂k

[
H̃(y)ḡkj∂jξp(y)

]
= m2ξp(y), (66)

∂k

[
e2σH̃(y)ḡklḡjiεliψp(y)

]
= 0, (67)

where we have used εli = −εil and ε12 = 1. The above expressions are the effective equations for a p and a
(p−2) forms, (64) and (65), with modes driven by equations (66) and (67), respectively. We should point
the curious fact that from the above equation we see that the effective (p− 2)-form is always massless.

Now, by substituting Eq. (59) in the action (53), we can see that we get an effective Lagrangian,
which is given by

L(eff)(x) = −
∫
d2yH̃(y)

[
ξ2pe
−2σ

(
1

2(p+ 1)!
F 2
µ1..µp+1

+
1

2p!
m2A2

µ1..µp

)
+

1

(p− 1)!
ψ2
pe

2σ ḡ11ḡ22F 2
µ1..µp−1

]
. (68)

In the above Lagrangian Fµ1..µp−1 = ∂[µ1Aµ2..µp−1](x). Therefore, from a bulk p-form field in codimension
two, we obtained an effective p-form confined with ξp and (p − 2)-form fields confined with ψp on the
brane.

In this manuscript, we will study only the localization of the zero-modes. To do this, we consider
m2 = 0 in equation (68) and the effective Lagrangian is given by

L(eff)0 (x) = − 1

2(p+ 1)!
F 2
µ1..µp+1

(x)K1 −
1

(p− 1)!
F 2
µ1..µp−1

(x)K2, (69)

where K1 and K2 are given by

K1 =

∫
d2yH̃(y)ξ2pe

−2σ =

∫
d2ye[d−2p−2]σ

√
ḡξ2p , (70)

K2 =

∫
d2yH̃(y)ψ2

pe
2σ ḡ11ḡ22 =

∫
d2ye[d−2p+2]σ√ḡψ2

p ḡ
11ḡ22. (71)
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From the above equations, the fields are said to be localized on the brane when the integrals Ka are finite.
As said before, frequently in the literature the (p− 2)−form is set to zero and only the integral K1 is

used [17, 64–68]. Therefore these authors study only the confinement p-form component of the effective
fields. Beyond this, in most of these cases the authors consider only the constant solution of the zero-mode
equation (66). However, as shown in Ref. [60] for codimension one models, the non-constant zero-mode
solution obtained from (66) has an important role to attain the consistency with Hodge symmetry. For
codimension two this solution will not play that role. As will become clear, the crucial point is the
presence of the effective (p− 2)-form.

To discuss the consequences of statement (i), we need to know what effective fields are confined
for each braneworld model. We let this to the next subsection. Before this, we can develop some
general consequences of statements (ii) for our codimension two scenario. For this, we will use the
field configuration discussed above. From the separations of variables (59) we get

Fµ1..µp+1(x, y) = ξp(y)Fµ1..µp+1(x), (72)

Fkµ1..µp(x, y) = ∂kAµ1..µp = ∂kξp(y)Aµ1..µp(x), (73)

Fµ1..µp−112(x, y) = ψp(y)∂[µ1Âµ2..µp−1] = ψp(y)F̂µ1..µp−1(x). (74)

For the dual field we also get similar expressions. We must be careful and define ψd−p and ξd−p in the
separation of variables for the dual fields. For the case of codimension two, Eq. (49) can be written in
components to gives us the independent relations

(?F)µ1...µd−p−1lm = −(−1)(p+1)(d−p+1)

(p+ 1)!
√−g εµ1...µd−p−1ν1...νp+1lmFν1...νp+1 , (75)

(?F)µ1...µd−pl = −(−1)(p+1)(d−p+1)

(p+ 1)!
√−g εµ1...µd−pν1...νplmFmν1...νp . (76)

It is easy to see that the relation between the brane Greek index satisfy the Hodge transformation
prescription, and we can define the Levi-Civita on the brane as εµ1..µd ≡ εµ1..µd12. Therefore, the Hodge
symmetry on the bulk, provided by (49), is preserved and provided on the brane by (75). Now, by using
Eqs. (72)-(74), the above equations give us

ψd−p(y)ḡ11ḡ22
√
ḡ

e2(d−p−1)σ
(?F )

µ1..µd−p−1

12(x) ∝ −ξp(y)

edσ
1√−ĝ ε

µ1..µd−p−1ν1..νp+112Fν1...νp+1(x), (77)

e−2(d−p)σ∂lξd−p(y)Bµ1..µd−p(x) ∝ − 1√−g ε
µ1...µd−pν1...νplm∂mξp(y)Aν1..νp(x). (78)

From these, by considering ψd−p and ξp non-zero, we can factor out the function of the extra dimensions
in the expression (77). In doing this, we finally obtain the main result provided by statement (ii), namely,

ψd−p(y)ḡ11ḡ22
√
ḡe−2(d−p−1)σ ∝ ξp(y)e−dσ. (79)

The consequences of equation (79) deserves some discussion. First, the function ψd−p(y), obtained
from the components Bν1..νd−p−212, and ξp(y) obtained for Aν1..νp must satisfy the equations of motion
(66) and (67). In general, the equations of motion provides us with two solutions for each value of p.
However, due to the Hodge symmetry, we are not completely free to choose which one to use. Namely, if
we choose one of the solutions ξp(y) to confine the p-form, the only other consistent solution to its dual
will be fixed by (79). The figure (2) shows a schematic picture of this equivalency relation between the
bulk fields, and also between their components (effective fields on the brane). To discuss the above results
in more details, we will apply it to the models reviewed in section (2).
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Figure 2: Equivalency relation (indicated by the arrows) between the bulk fields, and also, between the
effective brane fields after the dimensional reduction.

3.4 Application

To discuss the above results in a more practical setting, let us apply them to those braneworld models
presented in section (2). In doing this, we will also discuss the results found previously in the literature
and its disagreement with the Hodge symmetry. We will use the notation [p-form, (d − p)-form] for the
dual pair.

(3A) Let us start by discussing the results of the previous subsection to the braneworld model presented
in the case (2A) of section (2). For this case, we reviewed the results obtained in Refs. [64, 65] for
the scalar and the vector fields, and after generalized for a p-form in Ref. [66]. As we showed, these
references consider only the components Aν1..νp nonzero and the zero-mode localization is attained
with the constant solution of (17). For the local defect we have seem that the localization condition
gives us

p <
(d− 1)

2
. (80)

For the global defect the condition is

− |Λ|
κ2D

< tθ <
(3− 2p)|Λ|
2(1 + p)κ2D

. (81)

Thus, for the global defect, any p-form field can be confined by a suitable choice of the parameter
tθ [66]. Now, let us make it clear where this approach fails with Hodge symmetry.

Let us apply the statement (i) and (ii) obtained in subsections (3.2) directly to the above confined
p-form. Let us consider each case separately:

– The local defect

Statement (i) tell us that the confinement must include the bulk p-form and its bulk dual (d−p)-
form. For the local defect, condition (80) clearly is in contradiction with this. Therefore, the
solution is not consistent with Hodge Symmetry.

– The global defect

In this case, for tθ 6= 0, all values of p can be localized by using (81), therefore, the statement
(i) can be satisfied. Now, from the statement (ii), the Hodge symmetry must be preserved on
the brane. In other words, the bulk dual pair [p-form, (d−p)-form] must be found on the brane
as the brane dual pair [p-form, (d − p − 2)-form]. We discussed previously that this cannot
be satisfied only with the components Aµ1...µp . This can be verified by looking the equation
(75), which cannot be satisfied when the Aµ1...µp−2lm are zero. Since this is used in Ref. [66],
the approach is inconsistent with the Hodge symmetry because it is not preserved after the
dimensional reduction.
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To solve the above inconsistencies we must consider the Aµ1...µp−2lm component. Therefore we will
use the approach presented in the previous subsection, which is a more complete description of this
system. In doing this, let us start from equations of motion (66) and (67) for the massless modes.
By using the metric (9), namely,

ds2 = e−2krηµνdxµdxν + e−2(k−δ)rdθ2 + dr2

and by considering only the zero-mode s-state (m, l = 0), Eqs. (66) and (67) can be written as

∂r

[
e−(d−2p+1)kr+δr∂rξp,0(r)

]
= 0, (82)

∂r

[
e−(d−2p+1)kr−δrψp(r)

]
= 0. (83)

Here, unlike the discussion in Ref. [66], we have a new equation, namely, Eq. (83). As said above
it will be crucial to attain the consistency with HS. From these equations, we get the solutions

ξp,0,(1)(r) = c1, ξp,0,(2)(r) = c2e
(d−2p+1)kr−δr, (84)

ψp(r) = c3e
(d−2p+1)kr+δr. (85)

Again, unlike the Ref. [66], we obtained the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2) which the Ref. [66] does
not consider. Finally, we can put these solutions in the equations (70) and (71) to get

K1 = R0

∫
drdθe−[d−2p−1]kr+δrξ2p,0(r), (86)

K2 = R0

∫
drdθe−[d−2p+1]kr−δrψ2

p(r). (87)

From the above equations, the values of p for which the p-form is localized can be obtained. For
this we must impose that the integrals Ka are finite. Let us discuss case by case below.

By using the zero-mode solutions (84) in equation (86) we will have two possibilities. First, the
condition previously obtained for the constant solution ξp,0,(1) given by Eq. (81) and obtained
in Ref. [66]. However, by considering the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2), we get a new condition,
obtained for us, and given by

(d− 2p+ 3)k < δ
d=47−→ − (7− 2p)|Λ|

2(1− p)κ2D
< tθ. (88)

For the local defect δ = 0 and we get

p >
(d+ 3)

2
. (89)

For the global defect, just as before, the above condition must be supplemented by the condition
(12), for gravity localization. Together, these conditions give us

− |Λ|
κ2D

< − (7− 2p)|Λ|
2(1− p)κ2D

< tθ <
3|Λ|
2κ2D

, for p ≥ 3. (90)

Therefore, for ξp,0,(2), the range of tθ in (90) is valid only for p ≥ 3. This is very different of when
we use the constant solution, where we could localize any p-form.
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Finally, we can analyze the localization of the effective (p − 2)-form. By replacing (85) in the
equation (87), it will be finite when (d− 2p+ 1)k < −δ. For the local defect this gives us

p >
(d+ 1)

2
. (91)

For the global defect we must use (12) to get, for d = 4

− |Λ|
κ2D

< tθ < −
(5− 2p)|Λ|
2(5− p)κ2D

. (92)

Since

−|Λ|
κ2D

< − (5− 2p)|Λ|
2(5− p)κ2D

≤ 3|Λ|
2κ2D

, for p ∈ {0, 4}

we always can find a value of tθ to localize any (p − 2)-form. This is very similar to the case of a
constant solution of the p-form in the global defect.

Thus, if we begin with a p-form AN1..Np in the bulk, we can have an effective p-form and a (p− 2)-
form componentes, Aµ1..µp and Aµ1..µp−2rθ. In view of the above new results, let us discuss again
the statement (i) and (ii).

Hodge symmetry

As we showed in subsection (3.3), the Hodge symmetry was used to obtain a more complete de-
scription of the p-form field localization. In order to get this, we had to include the non-constant
solution ξp,0,(2) (Eq. (84)) for the p-form and also the (p− 2)-form with solution ψp. Both solutions
have not been found in Ref. [66]. Now, we will show that the Hodge symmetry is present when
these solutions are included. In doing this, we will consider d = 4 and discuss the local and global
cases separately:

– The local defect

The effective p-form components Aµ1..µp will be localized if conditions (80) or (89) are satisfied.
Already for the effective (p− 2)-form Aµ1..µp−2rθ, the confinement is attained by imposing the
condition (91). Condition (91) is essential because it includes among the confined fields the
components Aµ1..µp−2rθ of a bulk 3-form which is not allowed by (89). This will be of crucial
relevance to our present analysis. Therefore, for d = 4 the confined bulk p-form are those with
p = 0, 1, localized with ξp,0,(1), p = 4 localized with ξp,0,(2) or ψp and p = 3 localized with ψp.
Remember that the bulk p-form confined with ξp,0 are found in the brane as p-form, but that
confined with ψp are found in the brane as (p−2)-form. With this, we can verify the statements
(i) and (ii) obtained in subsection (3.2). From the statement (i), we get that the localization
must include the bulk dual pair [p-form, (4 − p)-form] simultaneously. By using the confined
fields, we can relate them to get the bulk dual pairs [0-form, 4-form] and [1-form, 3-form].
These are all the confined fields for this model (d = 4 and tθ = 0), thus, the localization of
these fields does not present any inconsistency with the statement (i). Here, we would like to
stress that the bulk dual pair [1-form, 3-form] presents a peculiarity. The bulk 3-form field
AM1M2M3 has the effective components Aµ1µ2µ3 and Aµrθ, but only this last is confined, the
components Aµ1µ2µ3 cannot be localized for this configuration (d = 4 and tθ = 0). Therefore,
for the bulk 3-form, the components Aµ1µ2µ3 must be considered zero. Now, let us verify the
statement (ii). This statement says that the duality in the bulk must be preserved on the
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3-brane. Let us see this for the bulk dual pair [0-form, 4-form]. As we showed above, the
bulk 0-form in confined with ξp=0,0,(1)(r), thus, it is found on the brane as an effective 0-form.
However, the bulk 4-form can be confined with ξp=4,0,(2)(r) and ψp=4(r). Thus, this field can
be found on the brane as an effective 4-form, by using the solution ξp=4,0,(2)(r) and an effective
2-form, by using the solution ψp=4(r). The Hodge symmetry on the 3-brane (4 dimensions)
must relate the 0-form and the 2-form. Therefore, we must consider the localization of the bulk
dual pair [0-form, 4-form] with the solutions ξp=0,0,(1)(r) and ψp=4(r), which provide us with
the effective dual pair [0-form, 2-form]. About the effective 4-form confined with ξp,0,(2)(r), it
is not a dynamical field in a 3-brane. Now, let us verify the consistency of this discussion with
equation (79), which, for the above configuration (d = 4 and δ = 0), gets

ψ4−p(r) ∝ ξp,0(r)e−(3−2p)kr. (93)

As we said, for p = 0, we must use ξp=0,0,(1)(r) and equation (93) gets ψ4(r) ∝ e−3kr. When

we compare this with the solution (85) for d = 4 e δ = 0, namely, ψp′(r) = c3e
(5−2p′)kr, we find

that these solutions will be equal if p′ = 4. This result reinforce the statement (i), in the bulk
the 0-form is dual to the 4-form. On the other hand, as the functions ξp=0,0,(1)(r) and ψp=4(r)
are related to the pair of effective fields [0-form, 2-form], the duality is preserved in the 3-brane.
Therefore, the statement (ii) is also satisfied. If we try to use the solution ξp,0,(2)(r) in relation
(93), we will get a function ψp(r) that is not solution of (83). Therefore, the solution ξp,0,(2)(r)
cannot be used here. A similar conclusion is obtained for the bulk dual pair [1-form, 3-form]
which is found on the brane as the effective dual pair [1-form, 1-form]. Therefore, these results
correct the discussion performed in the reference [66] for the p-form fields and generalize the
results found in Refs. [64, 65], for the scalar and the vector fields, to include its dual fields.

– The global defect

In this case the effective p-form components Aµ1..µp will be localized if conditions (81) or (90)
are satisfied. Already for the effective (p− 2)-form Aµ1..µp−2rθ, the confinement is attained by
imposing the condition (92). From condition (81), as it was also showed in Ref. [66], any p can
be confined for this case. Therefore, the statement (i) is satisfied because it is always possible
get a bulk dual pair [p-form, (d − p)-form]. Condition (90) tell us that only the p-form with
p ≥ 3 are allowed with the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2). An interesting point about this is
that the p-form fields with p ≥ 3 can be confined with both solutions, ξp,0,(1) or ξp,0,(2). We are
using ‘or’ because the values of tθ allowed for each solution are different and for a fixed value
of tθ the localization is carried out with ξp,0,(1) or ξp,0,(2) for those fields. Therefore, by using
only statement (i), both solutions could be used to localize the effective fields with p ≥ 3.

However, we have to verify the statement (ii). We can do this directly from equation (79),
namely,

ψd−p(r) ∝ ξp,0(r)e−(d−2p−1)kr+δr. (94)

Here, we can discuss two possibilities. First, by using the constant solution ξp,0,(1)(r) = c1, we

get ψd−p(r) ∝ e−(d−2p−1)kr+δr. This solution is exactly that obtained in equation (85), namely,

ψp′(r) = c3e
(d−2p′+1)kr+δr,

when we consider p′ = d − p, which is the bulk dual of the p-form field. Thus, we have in
the bulk the dual pair [p-form, (d − p)-form] which will be confined in the brane as the dual
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pair [p-form, (d− p− 2)-form] preserving the duality on the brane. This result is valid for any
(d−1)-brane. The other possibility is use the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r) of (84). In doing

this, we get ψd−p(r) ∝ e2kr. This function is not a solution of (83) for any value of p. Thus, the
non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r) is not consistent with (94) and, therefore, must be eliminated.
With this, we conclude the verification of the Hodge symmetry for our corrected results.

An interesting point is that in both cases the HS eliminates the solution ξp,0,(2)(r) which, until now,
had no reason to be ruled out. As we saw above, this solution allows us to obtain some p-form
fields confined, but it is not consistent with the Hodge symmetry. In this way, the duplicity due to
the fact that the same p-form could be localized with ξp,0,(1)(r) or ξp,0,(2)(r), is solved by using this
symmetry. These results also show that the approach used in Ref. [66] for tθ 6= 0 is not consistent
with Hodge symmetry. This because the statement (i) can be satisfied for the confined fields found
in [66], but the statement (ii) cannot be satisfied for these fields. Finally it is important to stress
the difference between the codimension one and two cases. In codimension one, the non-constant
solution is not excluded and in fact it is necessary to guarantee the HS. It is curious that here, on
the contrary, this solution must be excluded by the same symmetry. In fact this is one of the most
important results of this section. It will have important consequences when used together with the
consistency with Einstein equation in the next section.

(3B) Now, let us discuss the braneworld models presented in the case (2B) of section (2). In that review,
Ref. [40] discuss the localization only of the vector field. Here, we will generalize this study for an
arbitrary p-form field and, then, to discuss the Hodge symmetry. We should point that this has
never been considered in the literature and therefore the below results are new.

The action for the free p-form AN1...Np is given by

S(mat) = − 1

2(p+ 1)!

∫
ddxdrdθ

√−gFN1...Np+1FN1...Np+1 , (95)

where FN1...Np+1 = ∂[N1
AN2...Np+1] and d is the brane dimension. Just like the previous case, the

next mathematical steps are similar to those presented in subsection (3.3). Therefore, we can to
start from the equations of motion (66) and (67). By using the metric (21), namely,

ds2 = e−kr+tanh(kr)
[
dxµdxµ + β2(a, r)dθ2

]
+ dr2,

the equations (66) and (67) for the zero-mode (s-state) are given by

∂r

[
e

1
2
(d−2p+1)[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr)∂rξp,0(r)

]
= 0, (96)

∂r

[
e

1
2
(d−2p+1)[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh−1(kr)ψp(r)

]
= 0. (97)

Where ξp,0 is related to the components Aµ1...µp (effective p-form) and ψp is related to the compo-
nents Aµ1...µp−2rθ (effective (p− 2)-form). The solutions to the above equations are given by

ξp,0,(1)(r) = c1, (98)

ξp,0,(2)(r) = c2

∫ r e−
(d−2p+1)

2
[−kr′+tanh(kr′)]

tanh(kr′)
dr′, (99)

ψp(r) = c3e
− 1

2
[d−2p+1](−kr+tanh(kr)) tanh(kr). (100)
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With the zero mode solutions we can obtain the integrals Ka of the extra dimensions in Eqs. (70)
and (71), which can be written as

K1 ∝
∫
dre

1
2
(d−2p−1)[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr)ξ2p,0(r), (101)

K2 ∝
∫
dre

1
2
(d−2p+1)[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh−1(kr)ψ2

p(r). (102)

Thus, the localized values of p can be obtained. Lets us analyze case by case.

First let us consider the localization of the effective p-form, thus, for which values of p the integral
(101) is finite. For this, just as for the vector case considered in section (2B), we need of the
asymptotic behavior of the integrand of K1. For the constant solution (98) we get, as before, that
the integrand is regular for all r. Therefore the localization condition will come from the behavior
at large r, which is given by

e
1
2
(d−2p−1)[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr)ξ2p,0,(1)(r)→ e−

1
2
(d−2p−1)kr.

With this we see that K1 is finite only for

p <
(d− 1)

2
. (103)

Therefore, for d = 4 we get that this solution localizes the scalar and the vector fields.

The other possibility for the integral K1 is to use the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r). Just as before,
this solution is singular at the origin since we have ξp,0,(2)(r → 0) ∝ ln(kr). However the integrand
of K1 is regular for r → 0 since

e
1
2
(d−2p−1)[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr)ξ2p,0,(2)(r)→ kr[ln(kr)]2.

Thus, the convergence of the complete integral (101) with ξp,0,(2)(r) is determined by its behavior
in the limit r →∞. In this limit, the asymptotic solution for ξp,0,(2)(r) is given by

ξp,0,(2)(r →∞) ∝ e
(d−2p+1)

2
kr.

Now, we use this in the equation (101) to get

e
1
2
(d−2p−1)[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr)ξ2p,0,(2)(r)→ e

1
2
(d−2p+3)kr.

From this, we can find that the confined p-form fields are only that where

2p > d+ 3. (104)

With this we see that now the non-constant solution can be used to localize some fields. This is
very different of the case for the vector field considered in section (2B). We should also point that,
as we saw in section (3.1), this non-constant solution was used by [60] to guarantee the HS in the
codimension one braneworld.

Finally, we can discuss the integral (102). By using the solution (100) in K2, we get that the
integrand is regular for all r. Therefore the localization condition is obtained from the behavior at
large r, which is given by

e
1
2
(d−2p+1)[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh−1(kr)ψ2

p(r)→ e
1
2
(d−2p+1)kr.
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From the above equation we see that the fields are localized only for

2p > d+ 1. (105)

With this, we get all the confined p-form fields for this braneworld model. Here, we can stress the
allowed fields for the particular case of a 3-brane (d = 4). For this, we get the bulk 0-form and
the bulk 1-form fields confined with ξp,0,(1)(r), the bulk 4-form confined with ξp,0,(2)(r) or ψp(r) and
also a 3-form confined with ψp(r). The case discussed in Ref. [40] for the vector field, of course, is
included in our results. Next, let us discuss the consistency of these results with the Hodge symmetry.

Hodge symmetry

Ref. [40] studied the localization only of the vector field, thus, it is not possible to verify the Hodge
symmetry for that study. First of all, since the vector field was localized, its dual must also be.
For this discussion, we will consider only the case of a 3-brane (d = 4). Once again, keep in mind
that the bulk p-form confined with ξp,0(r) are found in the brane as a p-form, but the bulk p-form
confined with ψp(r) are found in the brane as (p− 2)-form.

Now, let us verify the statements (i) and (ii) of subsection (3.2):

– Statement (i)

From the statement (i), we must have confined the bulk dual pair [p-form, (4 − p)-form]. We
saw in the last subsection that the fields with p = 0, 1, 3 and 4 are all localized. Therefore
the statement (i) can be satisfied because, with these fields, we can build the bulk dual pairs
[0-form, 4-form] and [1-form, 3-form].

– Statement (ii)

Now, let us verify the statement (ii), which says that the Hodge duality must be preserved on
the brane. This discussion is similar to that performed in the case (3A). Let us see this for
the bulk dual pair [1-form, 3-form]. As the bulk 1-form is confined with ξp=1,0,(1) and the bulk
3-form is confined with ψp=3(r), these fields will be found on the brane as two 1-forms. In this
way, the bulk dual pair [1-form, 3-form] is found on the brane as the dual [1-form, 1-form],
preserving the Hodge duality after the localization. Thus, the statement (ii) is also satisfied.
The solution ξp=3,0,(2)(r) does not allow us to confine the effective 3-form, therefore, for this
field, it must be made equal to zero. Now, we need to verify if ξp=1,0,(1)(r) and ψp=3(r) satisfy
the equation (79) for d = 4, given by

ψ4−p(r) ∝ ξp,0(r)e
(3−2p)

2
[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr). (106)

By using ξp=1,0,(1)(r) = c1 in the above equation, we get

ψ3(r) ∝ e
1
2
[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr).

However, the solution (100) for d = 4 must be

ψp′(r) = c3e
− 5−2p′

2
[−kr+tanh(kr)] tanh(kr).

When we compare the above solutions we find that these solutions will be equal if p′ = 3. This
confirm the statement (i) and, as the function ξp=1,0,(1)(r) and ψp=3(r) are related to the pair
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of effective fields [1-form, 1-form], the statement (ii) is also satisfied. A similar conclusion is
obtained for the bulk dual pair [0-form, 4-form] which is found on the brane as the effective
dual pair [0-form, 2-form].

Regarding the study performed in Ref. [40] for the vector field, only with this analysis, there are no
reasons to invalidate their results. In fact we have included more fields in order to preserve Hodge
Symmetry. We should also point a fact that will be important in the next section. Also for this
model, just like the previous case, the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2) is ruled out. This function is
eliminated for the 3-form because the localization cannot be attained and for the 4-form because
the components Aµ1..µ4 are not dynamical fields in 4 dimensions.

(3C) In this third example, we will discuss the case (2C) of section (2). As we showed in that section,
Ref. [67] discussed only the confinement of the vector field. Thus, in order to include the Hodge
symmetry, we will discuss below the localization of the p-form field in the background (29). Again,
these are new results that can not be found in the literature. However, some steps will be omitted
because the discussion is very similar to that performed in the case (3B). We can start from the
action

S(mat) = − 1

2(p+ 1)!

∫
ddxdrdθ

√−gFN1...Np+1FN1...Np+1 . (107)

With this and by using the metric (29), the equations of motion (66) and (67) for the zero-mode
(s-state) give us

∂r

[
e(d−2p+1)σ(r)β(a, r)∂rξp,0(r)

]
= 0, (108)

∂r

[
e(d−2p+1)σ(r)β−1(a, r)ψp(r)

]
= 0. (109)

In the above equations, 2σ(r) = −kr+ tanh(kr) and β(a, r) is defined in (30). The solutions to the
equations of motion are given by

ξp,0,(1)(r) = c1, (110)

ξp,0,(2)(r) = c2

∫ r e−(d−2p+1)σ(r′)

β(a, r′)
dr′, (111)

ψp(r) = c3e
−(d−2p+1)σ(r)β(a, r). (112)

Finally, by using this in Eqs. (70) and (71) we arrive at

K1 ∝
∫
dre(d−2p−1)σ(r)β(a, r)ξ2p,0(r), (113)

K2 ∝
∫
dre(d−2p+1)σ(r)β−1(a, r)ψ2

p(r). (114)

We believe that the reader already understood the procedure that we are using to discuss the
localization of a p-form. In fact, the next steps are the same to that carried out previously for the
cases (3A) and (3B). Considering this, we will be more brief in this discussion. Below we consider
case by case separately.
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First, let us discuss the localization of the effective p-form field. In this case we have two solutions.
By using the constant solution (110) in the integral K1, this integral will be finite only for

p <
(d− 1)

2
. (115)

Therefore, with this solution, only the scalar and the vector fields are localized on a 3-brane. On
the other hand, by using the non-constant solution (111), the integral K1 will be finite for

p >
(d+ 3)

2
. (116)

To see this, we must perform an asymptotic analysis of the integral (111) and this is similar to that
discussed in the case (3B). Therefore, for d = 4 we have that this solution localizes only the forms
with p ≥ 4.

Now let us consider the effective (p − 2)-form field. In this case we have just one solution (112).
With this the integral K2 given in Eq. (114), will be finite when

p >
(d+ 1)

2
. (117)

For d = 4, for example, we get that this solution localizes only the forms with p ≥ 3.

For the particular case p = 1 and d = 4 we obtain the result of reference [67]. However, we obtained
the other fields can be localized. We should point that our results are independent of the resolution
parameter a and, beyond this, are the same obtained in the case (3B). Therefore, the next conclu-
sions about the consistency will be very similar to those obtained in that case. Below, let us discuss
the Hodge symmetry for these results.

Hodge symmetry

Let us consider the statements (i) and (ii) obtained from Hodge transformation. Once again, we
will consider only a 3-brane (d = 4):

– Statement (i)

From the statement (i), we must have confined the bulk dual pair [p-form, (4 − p)-form]. We
saw in the last subsection that, in this configuration: it is possible to confine a bulk 0-form and
1-form with ξp,0,(1), a bulk 4-form with ξp,0,(2) or ψp and also, a bulk 3-form with ψp. Therefore
the fields with p = 0, 1, 3 and 4 are all localized. From the statement (i) must be possible to
confined the bulk dual pair [p-form, (4− p)-form] on the 3-brane. By looking the allowed bulk
p-form above, the statement (i) is satisfied if we get the bulk dual pairs [0-form, 4-form] and
[1-form, 3-form].

– Statement (ii)

Now, let us verify the statement (ii), which says that the Hodge duality must be preserved on
the brane. For the bulk dual pair [0-form, 4-form], the statement (ii) can be satisfied only if we
confine bulk 4-form with ψp because, for this case, the bulk 4-form is found on the brane as an
effective 2-form. Therefore, the bulk dual pair [0-form, 4-form] is found on the 3-brane as the
effective dual pair [0-form, 2-form]. Note that the bulk 4-form confined with ξp,0,(2) in found on
the brane as an effective 4-form, thus, as the brane has 4 dimensions, this is not a dynamical
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field. In the same way, the bulk dual pair [1-form, 3-form] will be found on the brane as the
effective dual pair [1-form, 1-form] because the 3-form is confined with ψp. To conclude, let us
verify the equation (79) for d = 4. For this model it is given by

ψ4−p(r) ∝ ξp,0(r)e
(3−2p)

2
[−kr+tanh(kr)]β(a, r). (118)

Let us apply it to for the scalar field. For this case we have which it is confined with
ξp=0,0,(1)(r) = c1 and therefore we get

ψ4(r) ∝ e
3
2
[−kr+tanh(kr)]β(a, r).

However the solution (112), for d = 4, gives us

ψp′(r) = c3e
− 5−2p′

2
[−kr+tanh(kr)]β(a, r).

By comparing them, we find that these solutions will be equal only if p′ = 4. Once again, this
confirm the statements (i) and (ii). A similar conclusion is obtained for the bulk dual pair
[1-form, 3-form].

Thus, this study is a generalization of that one performed in Ref. [67]. For this more comprehensive
analysis, beyond the vector field, other fields where localized in order to keep the consistency with
the Hodge symmetry. Once again, just like the two previous cases, the non-constant ξp,0,(2) is ruled
out. In section (3A) this solution could localize the field but was not consistent with Hodge Sym-
metry. For the present case, the solution ξp,0,(2) is eliminated for the 3-form because the localization
cannot be attained. For the 4-form the reason is that the components Aµ1..µ4 are not dynamical
fields in 4 dimensions.

(3D) Until now, we discussed only string-like or conifold braneworld models. However, these are not the
only ones that we can discuss the consistency with Hodge symmetry. The last model considered
here will be that discussed in Ref. [18] for codimension two and generalized in Ref. [20] for arbitrary
codimension. In the codimension two case, the extra dimensions are in the range y1, y2 ∈ (−∞,∞)
and the 3-brane is generated by intersecting of delta-like 4-branes. The metric for this configuration
can be written as

ds2 =
1

(1 + k1|y1|+ k2|y2|)2
[
dxµdxµ + (dy1)2 + (dy2)2

]
. (119)

Just like the previous cases, the spacetime has an asymptotically AdS6 feature. The constants k1
and k2 are related to a negative cosmological constant on the bulk.

About the p-form fields localization, there are some studies in the literature about this topic. Namely,
Ref. [19] discussed the localization of the scalar and the vector fields, however, the analysis was
performed for the interacting case. In Ref. [38] the vector field localization was also discussed and,
again, the analysis was performed for the interacting case. In fact, the reference [38] discuss the free
case, but only as a particular case. For the case of a p-form field, Ref. [50] studied the localization
of this field for a metric similar to that in (119), considering a more general and undefined warp
factor. In this same reference the author discuss the Hodge duality. However, as they do not define
or specify the metric, the confined p-form field are not obtained explicitly. Beyond this, the Hodge
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transformation is discussed in [50] for other context, and they do not use it as a consistency test.
Thus, for none of the above references we can apply directly the results developed here. In this way,
we will discuss below the free p-form field localization in the background (119) and after to discuss
the Hodge symmetry.

For this discussion, we will start from an action for the p-form field AN1...Np given by

S(mat) = − 1

2(p+ 1)!

∫
ddxd2y

√−gFN1...Np+1FN1...Np+1 , (120)

where FN1...Np+1 = ∂[N1
AN2...Np+1]. From this, the next steps are similar to that developed in the

previous cases. Thus, we will skip for the separated equations of motion. By using the metric (119),
the equations of motion (66) and (67) for the zero-mode give us

∂j

[
e[d−2p]σ(y)∂jξp,0(y)

]
= 0, (121)

∂k

[
e[d−2p]σ(y)δklδjiεliψp(y)

]
= 0. (122)

In the above expressions, σ(y) = − ln
(
1 + k1|y1|+ k2|y2|

)
. The solutions of the above equations of

motion are given by

ξp,0,(1)(y) = c0, ξp,0,(2)(y) = c1e
−[d−2p+1]σ(y), (123)

ψp(y) = c3e
−[d−2p]σ(y). (124)

With the above solutions, the localization integrals in Eqs. (70) and (71) can be written as

K1 =

∫
dy1dy2e[d−2p]σ(y)ξ2p,0, (125)

K2 =

∫
dy1dy2e[d−2p]σ(y)ψ2

p. (126)

From this, we can discuss the allowed (confined) values of p in this scenario.

Let us begin with the localization of the effective p-form field. In this case we have two solutions
(123). If we consider the constant solution, the integral K1 will be finite for

p <
(d− 2)

2
. (127)

With the non-constant solution from (123), K1 will be finite for

p >
(d+ 4)

2
. (128)

Therefore, for d = 4 we get that the constant solution localizes only the scalar field. For the
non-constant solution we get that the fields with p > 5 are localized.

Now let us turn to the effective (p− 2)-form. We can use the solution (124) in Eq. (126) to obtain
that K2 is finite for

p >
(d+ 2)

2
. (129)
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Therefore, for d = 4 we get that only the cases with p > 3 are localized.

Let us summarize the results, by considering the particular case of a 3-brane (d = 4). With the
constant solution ξp,0,(1) we can confine only a bulk 0-form. With the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)
we can confine only a bulk p-form where p ≥ 5. With the solution ψp we can confine only a bulk
p-form where p ≥ 4. As we already mentioned, previously, the p-form confined with ξp,0 are found
on the brane as an effective p-form and those confined with ψp are found on the brane as an effective
(p − 2)-form. Thus, by looking the above allowed values of p, we get that the bulk p-form where
p ≥ 5 confined with ξp,0,(2) will be identically zero on the brane. Therefore, we can rule out the
non-constant solution. Therefore, the only dynamical fields which are localized are the 0 and the
4-form. Now, let us discuss the Hodge symmetry in this scenario.

Hodge symmetry

Let us consider the statements (i) and (ii) obtained from Hodge transformation. Once again, we
will consider only a 3-brane (d = 4):

– Statement (i)

From the statement (i), we must have confined the bulk dual pair [p-form, (4 − p)-form]. We
saw in the last subsection that, in this configuration, it is possible to confine only the bulk
0-form and 4-form. By looking the allowed bulk p-form above, the statement (i) can be satisfied
because we can build the bulk dual pair [0-form, 4-form].

– Statement (ii)

From the statement (ii), the Hodge equivalence must be preserved on the brane. For the bulk
dual pair [0-form, 4-form], the statement (ii) is satisfied because bulk 4-form is confined with
ψp, then, this is found on the brane as an effective 2-form. Therefore, the bulk dual pair
[0-form, 4-form] is found on the 3-brane as the effective dual pair [0-form, 2-form]. Thus, the
above results are in accordance with Hodge symmetry, as expected. To conclude, let us verify
the equation (79) for d = 4. This equation for the present case is given by

ψ4−p(y) ∝ ξp(y)e(4−2p)σ(y). (130)

From this, as the scalar field is confined with ξp=0,0,(1)(y) = c0, we get

ψ4(y) ∝ e4σ(y).

However the solution (124) for d = 4 is given by

ψp′(r) = c3e
−[4−2p′]σ(y).

By comparing the above equations, we find that the solutions will be equal only if p′ = 4. Once
again, this confirm the statements (i) and (ii).

We finally end this section with some comments. We showed that, in order to agree with the Hodge
symmetry, we must use the more comprehensive approach used in subsection (3.3) to confine the p-form
fields. We applied it for various braneworld models. We also showed that the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)
must be ruled out for all for all the codimension two scenarios considered here. This is very different of the
result of Ref. [60], where this solution was necessary to keep the Hodge symmetry. For this dimensional
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configuration, the HS is guaranteed not by the non-constant solutions, but by the components Aµ1..µp−2lk.
This difference will be of fundamental importance in the next section. Therefore, the results of this section
are twofold: a) To increased the set of p-form fields that can be confined by using the Hodge symmetry,
b) To cancel the non-constant solutions. Next this will be used when we discuss the consistency of
localization with the Einstein’s equations.

4 Consistency Conditions: Einstein’s Equations

In this section, we will study the Einstein’s equations, which must be satisfied by the fields in order that
the localization of its zero-modes are consistently performed. This kind of condition has been considered
in Ref. [60] and, recently, the present authors performed a similar study for fields of different spins [61].
Here, we will apply this consistency condition to the case of p-form fields discussed in the previous sections.

4.1 Einstein’s equations

Frequently, we focused our attention in the action (53), without worrying about the effects of the matter
fields on the background metric. In fact, the procedure described in the last section is performed by
considering the background bulk metric. Any backreaction effect of that matter field on the background
was ignored. Inspired by the study performed in Ref. [60], let us now to study the effect of backreaction
by considering the full action

S = S(grav) −
1

2(p+ 1)!

∫
ddxd2y

√−gFM1...Mp+1FM1...Mp+1 . (131)

We will analyze under what conditions the background metric solution obtained only from S(grav) is

consistent with the solutions obtained from equations of motion (54). Here, S(grav) is the action which

defines the background metric and it is given by the Eq. (2). From Eq. (131), we get the following
equations of motion

GMN + gMNΛ = κ
(
T
(b)
MN + T

(mat)
MN

)
, (132)

where T
(b)
MN is the energy-momentum tensor that generate the braneworld. The stress tensor T

(mat)
MN is

related to the differential p-form field, and it is given by

T
(mat)
MN =

1

p!
FMM2..Mp+1F

M2..Mp+1

N − 1

2(p+1)!
gMNFM1..Mp+1FM1..Mp+1 . (133)

Here, we are considering that the presence of the p-form does not change the shape of the bulk metric.
This is important to ensure that gravity will keep localized. However, as this field can be localized, the
metric at the brane must be modified from ηµν to ĝµν(x). This modification of the metric at the brane
lead to the following changes for the quantities Gµν and Gjk

G(vacuum)
µν (y) = −ηµνf(y)→ Gµν(x, y) = Ĝµν(x)− ĝµν(x)f(y) (134)

and

G
(vacuum)
jk (y) = −ηjkf̃(y)→ Gjk(x, y) = −1

2
e−2σ ḡjkR̂(x)− ḡjkf̃(y). (135)

The quantity T
(b)
MN also changes as

T (b)
µν (y) = ηµνh(y)→ T (b)

µν (x, y) = ĝµν(x)h(y)
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and T
(b)
jk (y) does not change. Thus, from the components (µ, ν) of the EE (132), we get5

Ĝµν(x) = κT (mat)
µν (x, y). (136)

The result above was obtained by considering that the background metric is still valid. In this way, by
consistency reasons, the energy-momentum tensor must satisfy

T (mat)
µν (x, y) = T (mat)

µν (x). (137)

Therefore, the above condition is necessary in order that the localization procedure to be consistent with
background metric solution. In other words, the background metric, obtained from the action S(grav),

can be used to study localization of fields. However, this is consistent with Einstein’s equations only if
the condition (137) is satisfied. Otherwise, backreaction effects could destroy the background metric and
therefore the entire model. The result (137) is not new, it was obtained in Ref. [60] for codimension one
and it is independent of the codimension considered, as shown in Ref. [61]. Below, we will apply this
condition to the cases (3A)-(3D) discussed in previous section.

4.2 Application

To discuss the above results in a more practical setting, let us apply them to the previous mentioned
codimension two braneworld models. To do this, we will need of the energy-momentum tensor for a free
p-form field, namely,

T
(mat)
MN =

1

p!
FMM2..Mp+1F

M2..Mp+1

N − 1

2(p+1)!
gMNFM1..Mp+1FM1..Mp+1 . (138)

From this, let us discuss the results presented in the review section (2) and also those obtained by us in
section (3).

(4A) Let us discuss first the results obtained in Refs. [64–66] and presented in the case (2A) of the review
section (2). As we saw, for the scalar and the vector fields, the Refs. [64,65] obtained the localization
of these fields using the constant solution for ξp,0,(1). After, in the Ref. [66] the p-form localization
was also attained with this constant solution. For these cases, the stress tensor (138) can be written
as

T (mat)
µν = e2pkrξ2p,0(r)

[
1

p!
F̂µµ2..µp+1F̂

µ2..µp+1
ν − 1

2(p+1)!
ĝµνF̂µ1..µp+1F̂

µ1..µp+1

]
(x). (139)

Remember that for the Refs. [64–66], only the components Aµ1..µp are nonzero. They also consider
only the constant solution ξp,0,(1) = c1. By using this we conclude that the above tensor is consistent
with (137) only for p = 0. Therefore, from the results obtained in Refs. [64–66], only the scalar field
can be consistently confined for this model. The vector field is ruled out by using this consistency
condition. From these results, we could erroneously conclude that Einstein’s equations (EE) are
incompatible with Hodge symmetry. Because, the bulk dual of the 0-form cannot be made consistent
with EE (139). However, let us show below that this wrong conclusion is a consequence of the
approach used in Refs. [64–66].

5This calculus can be found in more details in Ref. [61].
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As we showed in last section, for the case (3A), the solutions used to confine the p-form fields are
given by

ξp,0,(1)(r) = c1, ξp,0,(2)(r) = c2e
(d−2p+1)kr−δr, (140)

ψp(r) = c3e
(d−2p+1)kr+δr. (141)

This enlarge the possibilities of fields which are consistent with Einstein’s equation. With these new
solutions, and by using the metric (9), the general energy-momentum tensor (138) can be written,
for the zero-mode, as

T (mat)
µν (x, r) = e2pkrξ2p,0(r)

[
1

p!
F̂µµ2..µp+1F̂

µ2..µp+1
ν − 1

2(p+1)!
ĝµνF̂µ1..µp+1F̂

µ1..µp+1

]
(x)

+e2(p−1)kr−2δrψ2
p(r)

[
1

(p− 2)!
F̂µµ2..µp−1F̂

µ2..µp−1
ν − 1

2(p−1)!
ĝµνF̂µ1..µp−1F̂

µ1..µp−1

]
(x). (142)

Here, we already note the presence of other term which is not present in expression (139), and this
term will provide the compatibility with HS as we will show below.

From this expression, the consistency condition (137) will be satisfied only if this stress tensor does
not depend on the coordinate r. In this discussion, we will use directly the zero-mode solutions
ξp,0(r) and ψp(r). Since we have two possibilities for ξp,0(r) we will analyze each case separately.
At the end we will compare the results with the Hodge Symmetry

– The constant solution ξp,0,(1)(r)

The constant solution was considered in Refs. [64–66]. However the authors did not consider
the effective (p − 2)-form. Here we must consider both ξp,0,(1)(r) and also ψp(r) in the stress
tensor (142). In doing this, we get

T (mat)
µν (x, r) = e2pkrc21T

[p]
µν (x) + e2(d−p)krc23T

[p−2]
µν (x), (143)

where T
[p]
µν (x) and T

[p−2]
µν (x) are the expressions into the brackets of equation (142). From

this, the consistency with EE can be obtained if the condition (137) is satisfied. For the first
term of the above equation, this is true only when p = 0. This implies that the first term is r-

independent and T
[p−2]
µν (x) = 0 identically. This is the particular case obtained in Refs. [64–66].

However, now we have a new possibility because the consistency with EE can also be obtained
when we impose that p = d in the second term of Eq. (143). This implies that the second

term is r-independent and T
[p]
µν (x) = 0 identically. An interesting point is that this new result

provide the total agreement between the EE and the HS, since the 0-form and the d-form
are bulk duals. Beyond this, as the d-form is confined with ψp(r), this field is found on the
brane as an effective (d− 2)-form, preserving the duality on the brane. The above results are
independent of the parameter tθ. Therefore, for the particular case tθ = 0, the conclusion will
be the same.

– The non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r)

The second case that we can discuss is put the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r) and ψp(r) in
equation (142). In doing this, we get

T (mat)
µν (x, r) = e2(d−p+1)kr−2δrc22T

[p]
µν (x) + e2(d−p)krc23T

[p−2]
µν (x). (144)
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Therefore, once again, to obtain that the above expression is consistency condition (137) we
have two possibilities. The first is by choosing the second term as independent of the extra

dimensions, which can be attained p = d. This implies in T
[p]
µν (x) = 0. The other possibility

is to choosing c3 = 0 and the first term of the above equation as independent of the extra
dimensions. This imply that (d − p + 1)k = δ. By using the definition δ = 2κ2Dtθ/kd and k
given in Eq. (10), we get

tθ =
d+ 1− p

p

|Λ|
κ2D

.

This condition is valid for any d and it is into the allowed range (90). Therefore we get that
the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r) can confine any p-form with p ≥ 3. Thus, there is no
inconsistency between this value of tθ and those allowed by the localization condition (90).

– Einstein Equation + Hodge Symmetry conditions

Now let us analyze the above results in the light of the Hodge Symmetry. They are in contra-
diction with the previous discussion performed in the last section. As we showed in equation
(79), the presence of the function ψp is crucial to get the consistency with HS. Beyond this,
from the discussion about the Hodge symmetry, the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r) is not
consistent with this symmetry and it was ruled out by this reason. In this way, to keep the
consistency with the Hodge symmetry, the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r) will be eliminated
also here. Thus, from this discussion, we find that, among the various p values that can be
confined in this model, only the bulk scalar and the bulk d-form are consistent with Einstein
equation and Hodge symmetry. These are exactly the equivalent fields related by HS in codi-
mension two and, therefore, in total concordance with this symmetry. Any other field, such as
the free vector claimed in Refs. [64, 65], or other p-form claimed in [66], must be ruled out.

To end this subsection we would like to stress that the Einstein equation alone was not capable of
ruling out the localization of the fields with p > 3. This was obtained only when Hodge symmetry
was also considered. Therefore, to impose both conditions is more restrictive than considering then
alone.

(4B) This second example is that discussed in the case (2B) of the section (2). In that review, we showed
the results obtained for the vector field in Ref. [40]. Just like the previous case, the confinement of
this field (zero-mode s-state) is attained with the constant solution. Let us verify the consistency of
this result with the Einstein’s equations. The stress tensor for the zero-mode s-state of the vector
field is

T (mat)
µν = e−kr+tanh(kr)ξ20(r)

[
F̂µρF̂

ρ
ν − 1

4
ĝµνF̂ρλF̂

ρλ

]
(x). (145)

The consistency with EE is obtained when the above stress tensor is independent of r. By using
the constant solution ξ0(r) = c1, we see that this cannot be attained. Therefore, the vector field
localization discussed in [40] is not consistent with Einstein’s equations. Here, even by considering
the Hodge symmetry, the localization of this field is inconsistent with EE, as we will show below.

Now, we will to apply the consistency condition (137) to the model discussed in the case (3B) of
last section. In doing this, let us use the energy-momentum tensor for the p-form field showed in
equation (138). This expression, for the zero-mode (s-state) of a general p-form field, is given by

T (mat)
µν (x, r) = e−2pσ(r)ξ2p,0(r)T

[p]
µν (x) +

e−2(p−1)σ(r)

tanh−2(kr)
ψ2
p(r)T

[p−2]
µν (x), (146)

30



where 2σ(r) = −kr+tanh(kr). Just as before, from this expression, the consistency condition (137)
will be satisfied only if this stress tensor does not depend on the coordinate r. We will use directly
the zero-mode solutions ξp,0(r) and ψp(r), and again have two possibilities for ξp,0(r) which will be
analyzed each case separately. At the end we will compare the results with the Hodge Symmetry.

– The constant solution ξp,0,(1)(r)

The constant solution was considered in Ref. [40]. However the authors did not consider the
effective (p − 2)-form. Here we must consider both. However, as we discussed previously, the
allowed p-form fields for the constant solutions are only those where p ≤ 1 and therefore the
components F̂µ1..µp−1 do not exist. With this the stress tensor in (146) gives us

T (mat)
µν (x, r) = e−2pσ(r)c21T

[p]
µν (x). (147)

Thus, we conclude that the relation (137) will be satisfied only for p = 0. The free vector field
localization is really inconsistent with EE. Therefore the result of Ref. [40] is not consistent
with Einstein equation. However the localization of the scalar field is.

– The non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r)

For the second case that we put the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r) and ψp(r) in equation
(146). In doing this, we get the energy-momentum tensor gives us

T (mat)
µν (x, r) = e−2pσ(r)ξ2p,0,(2)(r)T

[p]
µν (x) + c23e

−2(4−p)σ(r)T [p−2]
µν (x). (148)

As before, the consistency of the above equation with (137) gives us two possibilities. The
first is to choose the second term independent of r, which is attained for p = 4. This implies

that T
[p]
µν (x) = 0 identically. For the other possibility we can see that, due to the complexity

of ξp,0,(2)(r), the first term can never be independent of r by fixing the value of p. Therefore,
just like the case (4A), we conclude that in this case only the bulk 4-form is consistent with
Einstein’s equation.

– Einstein Equation + Hodge Symmetry conditions

As we saw, the p-form allowed by EE consistency analysis, are only the bulk 0-form and the bulk
4-form, which are confined as effective 0-form and 2-form. These are exactly the equivalent
fields related by the Hodge symmetry, therefore, the consistency with EE does not destroy
the HS. Once again, the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r) is not important, however, now, this
solution was eliminated independently of the Hodge symmetry.

(4C) The other model considered here will be that presented early in the case (2C) of the section (2).
In that review, we also showed the results obtained for the vector field in Ref. [67]. Just like the
previous cases, the confinement of this field (zero-mode s-state) is attained with the constant. Let
us verify the consistency of this result with the Einstein’s equations. The stress tensor for the
zero-mode s-state of the vector field is

T (mat)
µν = e−kr+tanh(kr)ξ20(r)

[
F̂µρF̂

ρ
ν − 1

4
ĝµνF̂ρλF̂

ρλ

]
(x). (149)

The consistency with EE is obtained when the above stress tensor is independent of r. By using
the constant solution ξ0(r) = c1, we see that this cannot be attained. Therefore, the vector field
localization discussed in [67] is not consistent with Einstein’s equations.
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Now, let us discuss the case (3C) presented early in the subsection (3.4). Again, to do this, we will
need the stress tensor for the p-form field and, for the zero-mode (s-state), we get

T (mat)
µν (x, r) = e−2pσ(r)ξ2p,0(r)T

[p]
µν (x) +

e−2(p−1)σ(r)

β2(a, r)
ψ2
p(r)T

[p−2]
µν (x). (150)

In the above equation, we will use directly the solutions ξp,0 and ψp. As before, let us analyze case
by case.

– The constant solution ξp,0,(1)(r)

The constant solution was considered in Ref. [67]. However the authors did not consider the
effective (p− 2)-form. Here we must consider both. By using the solutions (110) and (112) for
ξp,0,(1) and ψp, we get

T (mat)
µν (x, r) = e−2pσ(r)c21T

[p]
µν (x) + c23e

−2(4−p)σ(r)T [p−2]
µν (x). (151)

Thus, again we have to possibilities to reach the consistency with (137). The first is to choose
p = 0. With this, the first term in the above stress tensor is r-independent and the term

T
[p−2]
µν (x) is identically zero. The other is to choose p = 4. Now, the second term in (151) is

r-independent and the term T
[p]
µν (x) is identically zero. Therefore the localization of the vector

field, performed in Ref. [67], is not consistent with Einstein equation. However the localization
of the 0 and 4-form are.

– The non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r)

The other possibility is use the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2), instead the solution ξp,0,(1). For
this we substitute the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r) and ψp(r) in equation (150). In doing
this, we get the energy-momentum tensor gives us

T (mat)
µν (x, r) = e−2pσ(r)ξ2p,0,(2)(r)T

[p]
µν (x) + c23e

−2(4−p)σ(r)T [p−2]
µν (x). (152)

As before, the consistency of the above equation with (137) gives us two possibilities. First,

the second term can be independent of r if we choose p = 4, which implies that T
[p]
µν (x) = 0.

However, it is not possible to consider e−2pσ(r)ξ2p,0,(2) a constant for all r by choosing the value
of p. Thus, we conclude that only the 4-form can be confined consistently with Einstein’s
equation.

– Einstein Equation + Hodge Symmetry conditions

As we saw, the p-form allowed by EE consistency analysis, are only the bulk 0-form and the bulk
4-form, which are confined as effective 0-form and two-form. These are exactly the equivalent
fields related by the Hodge symmetry, therefore, the consistency with EE does not destroy the
HS. Once again, the non-constant solution ξp,0,(2)(r) is ruled out, however, now, this solution
was eliminated independently of the Hodge symmetry.

Therefore, the result of Ref. [67] is not consistent with Einstein Equation. Once again, the p-form
allowed by EE consistency analysis are only the bulk 0-form and the bulk 4-form, which are confined
as effective 0-form and two-form. Therefore, the localization of these fields are in total concordance
with the Hodge symmetry and the Einstein’s equations. Also, for this case, the non-constant solution
ξp,0,(2)(r) is ruled out and this is attained independently of the HS.
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(4D) Finally, we can also discuss the consistency with Einstein’s equations of case (3D). For this case,
the energy-momentum tensor can be written for the zero-mode as

T (mat)
µν (x, r) = e−2pσ(y)ξ2p,0(y)T [p]

µν (x) + e−2pσ(y)ψ2
p(y)T [p−2]

µν (x). (153)

Where T
[q]
µν (x) is the effective stress tensor of the confined effective massless q-form. Thus, by using

the solutions ξp,0,(1) and ψp, the above equation gives

T (mat)
µν (x, r) = e−2pσ(y)c20T

[p]
µν (x) + e−2(4−p)σ(y)c23T

[p−2]
µν (x). (154)

From this, we get that the consistency with EE can be attained for p = 0 or p = 4. These results,
once again, agree with the Hodge symmetry analysis. As we already mentioned, early the non-
constant solution ξp,0,(2) for this model does not allow us to confine a dynamical field on the brane.

5 Conclusions

Until recently, the study about fields localization was performed considering only the finite integral argu-
ment. This argument states that a field is confined when the integral of the extra dimensions in the action
is finite. In this context, the authors of Ref. [60] discussed the free p-form field localization in codimension
one models. However, they explored other aspects of the theory, namely, the Hodge symmetry (HS) and
the Einstein’s equations (EE). With this, they showed that a consistent localization must satisfy, beyond
the finite integral, other conditions provided by HS and EE. For example, by using the Hodge symmetry,
they showed that the localization of a given p-form must imply, necessarily, the localization of its bulk
dual (d − p − 1)-form. Inspired by the above reference, the present authors, in Ref. [61], discussed the
consistency between the Einstein’s equations and the localization of the scalar, vector and half spin fields.
As a main conclusion, we obtained that the localization of these fields, attained in the literature, are
not consistent and must be ruled out. However, reference [60] did not consider the codimension two case
and reference [61] did not consider the consistency of p-forms with Einstein’s equations. Thus, in this
manuscript we propose to fill this gap. For this, in section 2, we first review the localization of these
fields in codimension two braneworlds. We should point that most of them just consider the localization
scalar, vector and half spin fields [40, 64, 65, 67, 68]. Therefore, to achieve the full consequences of our
analysis, we generalized the above results for all these references to include a detailed discussion about
the localization of p-form fields on codimension two brane models. Our focus is on the conditions that
they must satisfy to be consistent with Einstein equation plus Hodge duality.

The Hodge symmetry (HS) provides an indirect equivalency between a p-form and a (D−p−2)-form.
From this we obtain two general statements to guide us when applying to field localization: a) [statement
(i)] For an arbitrary codimension two (D = d+ 2) model, the localization procedure must comprise both
fields, the bulk p-form and its bulk dual (d − p)-form and b) [statement (ii)] This equivalence must be
preserved for the effective fields over the (d− 1)-brane. Based on these statements we found some general
results that must be applied to the localization of any p-form in codimension two. The main consequence
of statement (i) is that if some form is localized, its dual also must be and therefore the Hodge symmetry
enlarges the set of confined p-form fields. For example, since Refs. [40, 64, 65, 67, 68] find that the scalar
and vector fields are localized, we necessarily must have that its duals also are localized. However, we
have shown that for this to be true we need of the components Aµ1...µp−1rθ, which was not considered in
Ref. [66], for example. With this at hand, we obtain the main consequence of statement (ii): the solutions
to the zero-mode of a p-form must be linked to the zero-mode of its dual by the relation

ψd−p(y)ḡ11ḡ22
√
ḡe−2(d−p−1)σ ∝ ξp(y)e−dσ. (155)
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Therefore, diverse of what is generally found in the literature, beyond to satisfy the mass equations,
the solutions must satisfy the above constraint. The above relation is very general and is valid for the
localization of p-forms in an arbitrary codimension two braneworld.

Next, in subsection (3.4), we applied the above general results for some 6D braneworld models reviewed
in section (2). First we considered the string-like brane model of subsection (2A), with metric given by
(9). With this background, the authors of Refs. [64, 65] discussed the localization of the scalar and the
vector fields. Later, the authors of Ref. [66] generalized this study for a p-form and found the general
localization condition. For the local and global defect, they are given respectively by

p <
(d− 1)

2
, −|Λ|

κ2D
< tθ <

(3− 2p)|Λ|
2(1 + p)κ2D

. (156)

An important point for us is that, to reach the above conclusions, the authors considered the particular
solution where the effective (p−2) component is null, namely Aµ1...µp−2rθ = 0. They also consider only the
constant solution to the zero-mode equation Aµ1...µp(x, y) = Aµ1...µp(x). Let us first see the consequences
of HS for the local case. In subsection (3A) we revisit this result in the light of the HS. We showed that
the results of those authors are not consistent with this symmetry. For example, the only fields localized
in the local defect are those with p < (d − 1)/2. As said above, HS demands that also the field with
p > (d + 1)/2 must also be localized. Here we find the first difference with the codimension one case,
considered by Duff et al. in Ref [60]. There, the authors found that this can be cured by including the
non-constant solution, which provides the localization for the dual field. However, this cannot be true
here. When we considered the non-constant solution we found condition (89), given by p > (d + 3)/2.
What is going on? The point is that now we have the effective (p − 2)-form. The solution (91) for this
component provides us exactly that the p-forms localized are the ones with p > (d + 1)/2. Beyond this,
the solutions also satisfy (155). Therefore, as said above, the HS demands that we cannot fix this field
to zero. With this we show explicitly that, beyond the scalar and vector fields of Refs. [64, 65] and for
the local case in Ref. [66], its duals are localized. Note that the self-dual 2-form is not localized. Let us
turn to the global case, with δ 6= 0. References Refs. [64, 65] show that the scalar field can be localized
and Ref. [66] show that, by choosing tθ, any p−form can be localized with the constant solution to the
zero mode. This is given by the second condition in Eq. (156). We could be leaded to think that, since
any effective p-form field can be localized by choosing a value of tθ, HS is trivially respected. However,
we have shown that with this choice the field and its dual do not satisfy condition (155). Even when we
consider the non-constant solution, this cannot be obtained. Again, this is only possible if we include
the effective (p− 2)-form. We find that all the effective p and (p− 2)-forms are localized. However, they
always form pairs of duals, and therefore both effective fields are necessary to guarantee HS. A further
consequence of this is that, in fact, the non-constant solution does not have any dual. Therefore, this
solution, even being capable of localizing some fields, must be excluded. With this we get the HS can
also be used to exclude some zero mode solutions. Next, we consider the models (3B) and (3C), discussed
by references [40, 67, 68]. The authors in these references only considered the localization of vector fields
with the constant solution to the zero-mode equation. We generalized their results to include p-forms
and considered also the effective (p − 2)-form. We also considered the non-constant solution. With this
we found analogous results as in the local defect of case (3A). Namely, that beyond the scalar and vector
fields, we must have its duals localized. However, this is obtained only when we include the effective
(p − 2)-form. We show that the dual solutions are linked by equation (155) and that the non-constant
solutions must be excluded. We finally discussed another type of model, generated by the intersecting
of delta-like branes [18–20]. For this model, case (3D), the finite integral condition applied for the free
p-form gives us, for a 3-brane, only a bulk scalar field and a bulk 4-form. Fortunately, these are exactly
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the Hodge dual fields on the bulk, and they are confined on the brane as the dual pair [0-form, 2-form],
in total agreement with the Hodge symmetry (statements (i) and (ii)).

In section 4, we discussed the consistency of the localization with Einstein’s equations. For all the
models, except for the local defect of case (3A), we obtained the same conclusion: only the bulk 0-form
and its bulk dual 4-form can be confined consistently with Einstein’s equations. For the global defect we
found that, beyond the scalar and its duals, the forms with p ≥ 3, localized with the non-constant solution,
are consistent with EE. This conclusion is in contradiction with the previous discussion performed for
the Hodge symmetry. The fact is that, from the discussion about the Hodge symmetry, the non-constant
solution ξp,0,(2)(r) is not compatible with this symmetry and it must be ruled out by consistency reasons.
Therefore, despite being consistent with EE, the non-constant solutions, which localizes fields p ≥ 3, must
be ruled out for the global defect case.

To conclude, we would like to stress the results obtained for the vector field. In Ref. [61], the present
authors already has shown that the free vector field localization cannot be consistent for a large class of
models. Here, we confirm this result by using different 6D braneworld models. This is an important result,
considering the variety of works in the literature which states, by using only the finite integral argument,
that a free U(1) gauge field can be localized in 6D naturally [40, 64–68]. Therefore, the localization of
vector field in codimension two is reopened by result of the present manuscript. By using the HS we
found yet that, despite that the vector field is not localized, the scalar and its dual must be localized in all
the above models. An interesting consequence of our result is that imposing both consistency conditions,
with EE plus HS, is stronger than imposing just one. This show the interesting fact that the HS, a field
symmetry of the fields, was used to exclude zero mode solutions of the equations of motion. This opens a
new kind of analyzes that must be done for the different kinds of fields considered in braneworld scenarios.
For example, if there may be other symmetries that can be used as consistency conditions in the study
about fields localization.
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