arXiv:2401.15243v1 [hep-th] 26 Jan 2024

A New Braneworld with Conformal Symmetry Breaking

G. Alencar,^1 I. C. Jardim,^2 R. I. de Oliveira Junior,^3 M. Gogberashvili,^4 and R. N. Costa Filho^1 1Universidade Federal do Ceará, Fortaleza, Ceará, Brazil^∗ 2Departamento de Física, Universidade Regional do Cariri, 57072-270, Juazeiro do Norte, Ceará, Brazil^† 3Faculdade de Educação, Ciências e Letras do Sertão Central(FECLESC), Rua José de Queiroz Pessoa- Planalto Universitário, Quixadá-CE, 63900-000, Brazil^‡ 4Ivane Javakhishvili Tbilisi State University, 3 Chavchavadze Avenue, Tbilisi 0179, Georgia^§ Abstract

We explore the conformal 5D braneworld, where warping emerges through conformal symmetry breaking. Our scenario seamlessly aligns with conventional brane approaches if conformal symmetry remains unbroken. It is shown that a model with a single conformal breaking parameter effectively localizes gravity on the brane, but it falls short in trapping gauge bosons. However, in scenarios with two parameters, gravity is localized, and the model also achieves the localization of zero modes for both gauge and Dirac fields.

∗Electronic address: geova@fisica.ufc.br †Electronic address: ivan.jardim@urca.br ‡Electronic address: raimundo.ivan@uece.br §Electronic address: gogber@gmail.com

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of conformal transformations in physics traces its roots back to the late 19th and early 20th centuries. Since then, numerous pivotal contributions have shaped our understanding, including the establishment of the invariant form of physical equations by Hermann Weyl [1], the construction of the conformal group in Special Relativity [2, 3] (attributed to Weyl and Cartan), and Weyl’s gauge symmetry [4]. Further advancements include their application in Quantum Field Theory [5], Conformal Field Theory [6, 7], and String Theory [8, 9].

Conformal transformations are pivotal in physics, offering valuable insights and simplifications across various theoretical frameworks. They contribute to our understanding of Critical Phenomena and Phase Transitions [10], the Quantum Hall Effect [11, 12], Black Hole Physics [13, 14], the Renormalization Group [15], and Cosmology [16, 17].

In the realm of high-dimensional physics, particularly in string theory and specific areas of cosmology, conformal symmetries and transformations are also explored. Notably, the Ads/CFT correspondence leverages the conformal symmetry of the boundary theory for its duality [18–20].

Symmetry breaking is as crucial as symmetry itself. The breaking of conformal symmetry assumes particular importance in Phase Transitions and Critical Phenomena. Introducing a relevant scale breaks conformal symmetry, giving rise to distinct phases in physical systems [21, 22]. This breaking also plays a pivotal role in the Higgs mechanism within the Standard Model of particle physics. In this context, the breaking of conformal symmetry leads to the masses of elementary particles [23, 24].

In cosmology, understanding the breaking of conformal symmetry is crucial for comprehending the universe’s evolution. For instance, breaking the scale invariance associated with conformal symmetry during inflationary periods can generate structure in the universe [25, 26]. In the AdS/CFT correspondence, breaking conformal symmetry on the boundary corresponds to a gravitational background (AdS space) with a scale in the bulk. Insight into how conformal symmetry is broken on the boundary provides valuable perspectives on the dual gravitational description in the bulk [27–29].

In the context of high-dimensional physics, intriguing scenarios emerge where our observable universe is associated with a brane embedded in a higher-dimensional space-time exhibiting non-factorizable geometry [30–32]. In such configurations, a key requirement for realizing the braneworld concept is the localization of various matter fields on the brane (see the reviews [33–35] for in-depth discussions). The quest for a universal trapping mechanism that accommodates all fields is preferred. However, most braneworld models encounter difficulties in achieving such a mechanism [36–42].

Recently, a new braneword scenario has been proposed based on a hidden conformal symmetry of the 5D brane model [43]. In this model, the scalar field (the conformon) or the warp factor can effectively localize gravity on the brane. However, they face challenges in trapping gauge or Dirac fields unless non-minimal couplings with gravity are introduced. This paper explores an extension of the model through a slight breaking of the conformal symmetry in the conformon potential. This modification allows us to discover new solutions for the scalar field and the warp factor, addressing the localization problem for gravity, gauge, and Dirac fields.

The manuscript is organized as follows: Section 2 outlines the setup of our 5D model. Sections 3-5 detail the localizations of gravity, gauge fields, and fermions on the brane.

II. THE BACKGROUND

Consider the 5D action featuring a conformally coupled scalar field, denoted as χ or conformon:

S_G = � √ −gd^5 x � ξχ^2R + 1 2 ∂_Mχ∂^Mχ − U(χ) − λ(χ)δ(z) � , (M, N, ... = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4) (1)

where R represents the 5D Ricci scalar, z denotes the extra spatial coordinate, and ξ is a constant. In (1) the potential functions of χ are taken in the form:

U(χ) = u_0χ^m , λ(χ) = μχ^n , (2)

with constants m, n, and parameters μ and u_0. The action (1) retains invariance under conformal rescalings,

g̃_{MN} = e^{2ρ(xM )}g_{MN} , χ̃ = e^{− 32 ρ(xM )}χ , (3)

with specific parameter values ξ = 3 32 , m = n = 10 3 . (4)

The 5D gravitational and conformon field equations associated with (1) are given by:

2ξχ^2G_{MN} = T_{MN} , (5) □χ − 2ξRχ = −

∂U(χ) ∂χ − ∂λ(χ) ∂χ δ(z) , (6)

where:

T_{MN} = −∂_Mχ∂_N χ + g_{MN} � 1 2 ∂_Pχ∂^Pχ − U(χ) � − 2ξ � g_{MN} □(χ^2) − ∂_M∂_N(χ^2) � − − e^{2A}δ^μ_M δ^ν_N g_{μν}λ(χ)δ(z) . (μ, ν, ... = 0, 1, 2, 3) (7)

Now, we want to partially break the conformal symmetry consider

χ = χ(z) , (8) and assume ρ = ρ(z) in (3). The action (1) retains a residual conformal symmetry, taking the form:

S_G = � √ −gd^5 x � ξχ^2(z)R − 1 2 χ � χ^{′′} + 4A^′ψ^′ � − U(ψ) − λ(χ)δ(z) � , (9)

where primes denote derivatives with respect to z, and we utilize the conformally warped metric:

ds^2 = e^{2A(z)}g_{MN} dx^M dx^N . (10)

III. LOCALIZATION OF GRAVITY

Given that the Ricci scalar in (1) is multiplied by two functions of z, achieving the localization of gravity on the brane at z = 0 is possible through either the warp factor e^{2A(z)} or the scalar field χ(z) [43, 44]. To elucidate the localization mechanism with the residual conformal symmetry, let’s rewrite the equations of motion (5) and (6) as follows: 9 8 χ^2A^{′2} = − 1 2 χ^{′2} − e^{2A}u_0χ^m , (11) 9 16 χ^2 � A^{′2} + A^{′′} � = 1 16 � 5χ^{′2} − 3χχ^{′′} � − e^{2A}u_0χ^m − e^{2A}λχ^nδ(z) , (12)

χ^{′′} + 3A^′χ^′ + 3 4 � 3A^{′2} + 2A^{′′} � χ = −u_0me^{2A}χ^{m−1} − λnχ^{n−1}δ(z) , (13)

which correspond to the action (9). Introducing the new field,

ψ = e^{32 A}χ , (14)

the equation for the conformon (13) simplifies to:

ψ^{′′} = −u_0me^{− 32} (^{m− 103} )^Aψ^{m−1} − λnψ^{n−1}δ(z) . (15)

For the specific value of m defined in (4), the warp factor disappears, yielding the solution: ψ = C (k|z| + 1)^{3/2}

, (16)

where C and k are integration constants related to the free parameters of the model:

u_0 = −

9k^2 8C^{4/3}

, μ = 9k 10C^{4/3}

. (17)

Using (14) and (16), the equation for the warp factor (11) can be expressed as:

A^′ � A^′ + k sgn(z) k|z| + 1 � = 0 , (18) where sgn(z) denotes the sign function. This equation admits two solutions for the warp factor:

(i). e^A = 1 , (ii). e^A = 1 k|z| + 1

, (19)

both of which satisfy the equation (12). In the first case (i), the scalar field χ is accountable for localizing

gravity on the brane. In the second case (ii), the conformon field reduces to a constant, and gravity is

localized by the warp factor, as in standard brane scenarios [31, 32]. However, to localize gauge fields as

well, additional couplings need to be introduced [43].

The localization of gauge fields on the brane is facilitated if the solution of (15) behaves as ψ ∼ e^A.

Achieving this requires setting: m = 10 3 + α , (20)

where α is the conformal invariance breaking parameter. Plugging (20) into (5) and (15), along with n = 10 3 + σ (where σ is another constant, not crucial for the model), yields the following set of equations:

βA^{′′} + β^2A^{′2} = − � 10 3 + α � u_0C^{43 +α}e^{γA} − � 10 3 + σ � μC(^{43 +σ})δ(z) , � � �9 8 + 1 2 � β − 3 2 �_2� � � A^{′2} = −u_0C^{43 +α}e^{γA} ,

(21)

where γ = 4 3 β + βα − 3α 2 . (22)

Solving this system yields the solution:

A(z) = ln(κ|z| + 1)^{− 2γ} , (23)

and the constraints on the parameters: � � �9 2 + 2 � β − 3 2 �_2� � � k^2 γ^2

= −u_0C^{43 +α} , (24) − � 10 3 + α � u_0C^{43 +α} = � 2β γ + 4β^2 γ^2 � k^2 , (25) 4kβ γ = � 10 3 + σ � μC(^{43 +σ}) . (26)

From the first two constraints and from the definition (22), we can obtain the relations: β = 3(10 + 3α) 20 + 3α

, γ =

9α^2 + 24α + 80 2(3α + 20)

. (27)

It is evident that the parameter γ is positive for α > −20/3, and β is positive for α > −10/3 or α < −20/3.

Assuming a small conformal symmetry breaking, we consider β and γ as positive constants. When the conformal symmetry breaking parameter in (20) vanishes (α = 0), the solution (23) reduces to the standard ones (19), i.e., β =^3_2 and γ = 2.

The relations (27) can be employed in equations (25) and (26) to establish connections between the parameters C and k with the free parameters of the model, namely, u_0, μ, and α. The explicit relation is not crucial for the outcomes of this study, and its computation is not pursued. However, it’s worth noting that for a real and positive value of k, it is necessary to fix μ > 0 and u_0 < 0. As mentioned earlier, the parameter σ does not impact gravity localization; it merely alters the relationship between C and k in (26).

We have two additional constraints to impose on the model, both stemming from the requirement to recover 4D gravity. The condition for gravity to be localized on the brane is given by: � C^2 (κ|z| + 1)^{4βγ} dz =

2C^2 k �_{4β} γ − 1

� = G , (28)

where G is the Newton constant. This condition necessitates 4β > γ. Consequently, the constraints provided by (27) on the value of the conformal symmetry-breaking parameter are: 4 � 2 − √ 14 � 3 < α < 4 � 2 + √ 14 � 3 . (29) The case where α takes the value of zero, corresponding to a conformally symmetric model that ensures the localization of gravity, falls within this range. Thus, our background is consistent and benefits from the existence of a new scalar field,

χ = Ce^{(β−3/2)A} , (30) which is solely a function of the warp factor A(z). This field allows us to localize standard model fields on the brane.

IV. LOCALIZATION OF GAUGE FIELDS

The Lagrangian for a gauge field in a D-dimensional conformal background (10) can be expressed as [43]:

L = χ^{2 D−4D−2} F^2 . (31)

For the specific case considered in this paper, D = 5, and for the conformon, we use the solution (30): χ ∼ e^{3θA/2} , (32)

where: θ = 2 3 β − 1 . (33)

Subsequently, the 5D action for the gauge field takes the form: S = � d^5 x √ −ge^{θA}g^{MP}g^{NQ}F_{MN} F_{PQ} , (34) where F_{MN} = ∂_MA_N − ∂_N A_M. This action leads to the following equation for the gauge field A_N : ∂_ν[ √ −ge^{θA}F^{5ν}] = 0 , ∂_5[ √ −ge^{θA}F^{μ5}] + ∂_ν[ √ −ge^{θA}F^{μν}] = 0 .

(35)

Imposing the gauge, A_5 = ∂_μA^μ = 0 , (36) and employing the separation of variables, A^μ(x, z) = Ã^μ(x) f (z) , (37) the system (35) gives the following set of equations: □Ã^μ + m^2Ã^μ = 0 , f^{′′}(z) + (θ + 1)A^′ f^′(z) = m^2 f (z) ,

(38)

where m is the separation constant, which can be interpreted as the mass of the 4D gauge field. For m = 0, the equation for f (z) has the zero-mode solution, f (z) = C_0, and the effective action of the model takes the form:

S_{eff} = −

C^2_0 4 �_∞ −∞ dz e^{A(θ+1)} � d^4 xF̃^{μν}F̃_{μν} . (39) In this expression, the first integral can be written as: I = 2

�_∞ 0 1 (kz + 1)^{2(θ+1)/γ} dz . (40) To localize the zero mode, this integral must be convergent, leading us to the condition: 2(θ + 1) > γ . (41) Using the definitions (27) and (33), one can show that the relation (41) can be satisfied only if α^2 < 0, which cannot be achieved for any α ∈ R. This means that for the conformon model with the single conformal symmetry breaking parameter α, the gauge field cannot be localized. But we can introduce the second conformal symmetry breaking parameter δ, and modify the conformon solution (32) to χ^{23 +δ}. This modification is equivalent to the change θ → θ +δ(β−3/2). Then, the localization condition (41) transforms into:

2(θ + 1) + δ(2β − 3) > γ , (42)

which results in the condition α(α−2δ) < 0 that is satisfied for 0 < α < 2δ. Therefore, the conformon model with two symmetry-breaking parameters can facilitate the localization on the brane of both gravitational and gauge field zero modes.

V. LOCALIZATION OF FERMIONS

In this section, we will apply the same method to localize the Dirac field on the brane. The initial attempt involves the action S = � d^5 x √ −gχ^{(β−3/2)} � Ψ̄Γ^μD_μΨ − (D_μΨ̄)Γ^μΨ � , (43)

which leads to the equation of motion:

2χ^{(β−3/2)}γ^μ∂_μΨ(x, z) + 2χ^{(β−3/2)}γ^5(∂_z + 2A^′)Ψ(x, z) + Ψ(x, z)γ^5∂_z(χ^{(β−3/2)}) = 0 . (44)

For the zero mode, γ^μ∂_μΨ(x, z) = 0, we obtain the solution

g(z) ∝ e^{−[2+(β−3/2)2 α/2]A} , (45)

where we used that χ = Ce^{(β−3/2)A} and Ψ(x, z) = g(z)Ψ̃(x). Unfortunately, the above solution does not localize the zero mode of the Dirac field.

Thus, the method of breaking the conformal symmetry can not provide the localization, so we will use this symmetry to build a mass term in the form: S = � d^5 x √ −g � iΨ̄Γ^μD_μΨ + λχ^{−8/3}Ψ̄Ψ � , (46)

where λ is a coupling constant. The above action leads to the equation of motion:

iγ^μ∂_μΨ + iγ^5 � ∂_5 + 2A^′ � Ψ + λχ^{−8/3}e^{A(z)}Ψ = 0 . (47)

Performing the separation of the chiralities in the form:

Ψ(x, z) = e^{−2A} � n � ψ^+_n (x)ξ^+_n (z) + ψ^−_n (x)ξ^−_n (z) � , (48) using that iγ^μ∂_μψ^±_n (x) = 0 and iγ^5ψ^±_n (x) = ∓ψ^±_n (x), the equation of motion leads to the solution:

ξ^±_n (z) ∝ exp � ±λ �_z

χ(z^′)^{−8/3}e^{A(z′)}dz^′ � . (49)

In this way, the condition of the localization can be written as:

I_± =

�_∞ −∞ dz exp � ±2kλ(k|z| + 1)^{−2(−8β/3+5)/γ+1} � , (50)

where we had used the solution of the conformon (30) and the warp factor (23). Replacing the values of β and γ as a function of the breaking symmetry parameter α from (27), we conclude that the zero modes of the Dirac field can be localized in the brane model presented in this paper for any α > 0. However, as in other models, only one chirality can be localized, depending on the sign of the Yukawa coupling constant λ.

The logarithm of the solution (30) can also be used to show the localization of Dirac fields within our model. Let us consider the action S = � d^5 x √ −g � Ψ̄Γ^M D_M Ψ + λΨ̄Γ^M∂_Mχγ^5Ψ � , (51)

which leads to the following equation of motion: � γ^μ∂_μ + γ^5 � ∂_z + 2A^′ � + λ∂_zχ � Ψ = 0 . (52)

Using similar to (48) solution, we find the equations for ξ^+(z) and ξ^−(z):

(∂_z + λ∂χ) ξ^+(z) = −mξ^−(z) , (∂_z − λ∂χ) ξ^−(z) = mξ^+(z) . (53)

The solution for the zero mode of these equations is:

ξ_±(z) = e^∓

�_z 0 dz̄λ∂_{z̄}χ . (54)

If we take χ → ln χ, we have:

ξ_±(z) = e^{∓(β−3/2)λA} , (55)

where ln χ = (β − 3/2)A. With that we get the following effective action: S = � dze^{−2(β−3/2)λA} � d^4 xΨ̄^+γ^μ∂_μΨ^+ + � dze^{2(β−3/2)λA} � d^4 xΨ̄^−γ^μ∂_μΨ^− . (56)

The left chirality is localized for λ < 0. Choosing λ = −1 we get the range for the α parameter that localizes the field: − 2 3 � √ 5 + 5 � < α < 2 3 � √ 5 − 5 � . (57)

For the right chirality, we need λ > 0. Choosing λ = 1 we find: − 4 3 � √ 11 + 4 � < α < 4 3 � √ 11 − 4 � . (58)

These ranges for α indicate the conditions under which the left- and right-chiral components of the Dirac field can be localized on the brane within the presented model.

VI. CONCLUSION

The study investigates a conformal 5D braneworld, focusing on the emergence of warping through the breaking of conformal symmetry. The model is characterized by including conformal breaking parameters, influencing the localization of different fields on the brane. It is established that the model, featuring a single conformal breaking parameter, successfully localizes gravity on the brane. However, it falls short in confining gauge bosons, necessitating the introduction of a second conformal breaking parameter to achieve localization of gauge field zero modes. When subjected to another symmetry breaking, the Dirac field fails to attain zero-mode localization. Two proposed methods are introduced to address the localization of Dirac field zero modes. The first method employs a Yukawa coupling, demonstrating the ability to achieve localization for any positive value of the conformal breaking parameter α. The second method, involving the derivative of the logarithm of the conformon, yields negative values for α. However, as observed in many brane models, only one chirality can be effectively localized, contingent on the sign of the coupling constant.

Acknowledgments

We acknowledge the financial support provided by Fundação Cearense de Apoio ao Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (FUNCAP), the Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq).

[1] H. A. Kastrup, Annalen Phys. 17, 631 (2008) doi: 10.1002/andp.200810324 [arXiv: 0808.2730 [physics.histph]].

[2] P. Di Francesco, P. Mathieu and D. Senechal, Springer-Verlag, 1997, ISBN 978-0-387-94785-3, 978-1-4612- 7475-9 doi: 10.1007/978-1-4612-2256-9 [3] A. A. Deriglazov, Phys. Lett. B 603, 124 (2004) doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2004.10.024 [arXiv: hep-th/0409232 [hep-th]].

[4] D. M. Ghilencea and H. M. Lee, Phys. Rev. D 99, 115007 (2019) doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.99.115007 [arXiv:

1809.09174 [hep-th]].

[5] A. D. Alhaidari, [arXiv: 2208.10945 [hep-th]].

[6] M. Gillioz, Springer, 2023, ISBN 978-3-031-27085-7, 978-3-031-27086-4 doi: 10.1007/978-3-031-27086-4 [arXiv: 2207.09474 [hep-th]].

[7] J. D. Qualls, [arXiv: 1511.04074 [hep-th]].

[8] A. Chanson, V. Martin, M. J. Rodriguez and L. F. Temoche, JHEP 04, 066 (2023) doi:

10.1007/JHEP04(2023)066 [arXiv: 2212.12537 [hep-th]].

[9] K. Budzik, M. Rapcak and J. M. Rojas, JHEP 01, 120 (2021) doi: 10.1007/JHEP01(2021)120 [arXiv:

2009.06567 [hep-th]].

[10] C. Hongler, K. Kytölä and F. J. Viklund, Commun. Math. Phys. 395, 1 (2022) doi: 10.1007/s00220-022-04475-x [arXiv: 1307.4104 [math-ph]].

[11] J. C. Gaite, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 11, 2065 (1996) doi: 10.1142/S0217751X96001048 [arXiv: hep-th/9403092 [hep-th]].

[12] A. Cappelli, G. V. Dunne, C. A. Trugenberger and G. R. Zemba, Nucl. Phys. B 398, 531 (1993) doi:

10.1016/0550-3213(93)90603-M [arXiv: hep-th/9211071 [hep-th]]. [13] J. Xu, [arXiv: 2311.09831 [hep-th]].

[14] B. Atkins and G. Tasinato, Phys. Rev. D 108, 104070 (2023) doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.108.104070 [arXiv:

2311.03860 [gr-qc]].

[15] L. Schafer, J. Phys. A 9, 377 (1976) doi: 10.1088/0305-4470/9/3/008 [16] S. Carloni, E. Elizalde and S. Odintsov, Gen. Rel. Grav. 42, 1667 (2010) doi: 10.1007/s10714-010-0936-1 [arXiv: 0907.3941 [gr-qc]].

[17] V. Faraoni, E. Gunzig and P. Nardone, Fund. Cosmic Phys. 20, 121 (1999) [arXiv: gr-qc/9811047 [gr-qc]]. [18] I. Papadimitriou and K. Skenderis, IRMA Lect. Math. Theor. Phys. 8, 73 (2005) doi: 10.4171/013-1/4 [arXiv:

hep-th/0404176 [hep-th]].

[19] E. Coleman and V. Shyam, JHEP 09, 079 (2021) doi: 10.1007/JHEP09(2021)079 [arXiv: 2010.08504 [hep-th]]. [20] P. Samantray and T. Padmanabhan, Phys. Rev. D 90, 047502 (2014) doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.90.047502 [arXiv:

1308.4667 [hep-th]].

[21] J. Maldacena, D. Stanford and Z. Yang, PTEP 2016, 12C104 (2016) doi: 10.1093/ptep/ptw124 [arXiv:

1606.01857 [hep-th]].

[22] P. H. Chankowski, A. Lewandowski, K. A. Meissner and H. Nicolai, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 30, 1550006 (2015) doi: 10.1142/S0217732315500066 [arXiv: 1404.0548 [hep-ph]].

[23] P. D. Mannheim, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 94, 125 (2017) doi: 10.1016/j.ppnp.2017.02.001 [arXiv: 1610.08907 [hep-ph]].

[24] A. Karch, M. Wang and M. Youssef, [arXiv: 2311.10135 [hep-th]]. [25] D. M. Ghilencea and T. Harko, [arXiv: 2110.07056 [gr-qc]].

[26] A. B. Arbuzova, V. N. Pervushina, R. G. Nazmitdinova and A. F. Zakharova, Breaking of conformal symmetry in cosmology https://doi.org/10.1142/9789814759816_0049 [27] C. Hull, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 478, 20220459 (2022) doi: 10.1098/rspa.2022.0459 [arXiv: 2209.11716 [hepth]].

[28] I. Y. Aref’eva and I. V. Volovich, Phys. Lett. B 433, 49 (1998) doi: 10.1016/S0370-2693(98)00699-6 [arXiv:

hep-th/9804182 [hep-th]].

[29] I. R. Klebanov and E. Witten, Ads/CFT correspondence and symmetry breaking https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(99)00387-9 [30] N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos and G. R. Dvali, Phys. Lett. B 429, 263 (1998) doi: 10.1016/S0370- 2693(98)00466-3 [arXiv: hep-ph/9803315].

[31] M. Gogberashvili, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 11, 1635 (2002) doi: 10.1142/S0218271802002992 [arXiv:

hep-ph/9812296].

[32] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 4690 (1999) doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.4690 [arXiv:

hep-th/9906064].

[33] D. Langlois, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 148, 181 (2003) doi: 10.1143/PTPS.148.181 [arXiv: hep-th/0209261 [hep-th]].

[34] P. D. Mannheim, Brane-Localized Gravity (World Scientific, Singapore 2005).

[35] R. Maartens and K. Koyama, Living Rev. Rel. 13, 5 (2010) doi: 10.12942/lrr-2010-5 [arXiv: 1004.3962 [hepth]].

[36] B. Bajc and G. Gabadadze, Phys. Lett. B 474, 282 (2000) doi: 10.1016/S0370-2693(00)00055-1 [arXiv:

hep-th/9912232].

[37] S. Chang, J. Hisano, H. Nakano, N. Okada and M. Yamaguchi, Phys. Rev. D 62, 084025 (2000) doi:

10.1103/PhysRevD.62.084025 [arXiv: hep-ph/9912498].

[38] H. Davoudiasl, J. L. Hewett and T. G. Rizzo, Phys. Lett. B 473, 43 (2000) doi: 10.1016/S0370-2693(99)01430-6 [arXiv: hep-ph/9911262].

[39] A. Pomarol, Phys. Lett. B 486, 153 (2000) doi: 10.1016/S0370-2693(00)00737-1 [arXiv: hep-ph/9911294]. [40] M. Gogberashvili and D. Singleton, Phys. Lett. B 582, 95 (2004) doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2003.12.038 [arXiv:

hep-th/0310048].

[41] I. C. Jardim, G. Alencar, R. R. Landim and R. N. Costa Filho, Phys. Rev. D 91, 085008 (2015) doi:

10.1103/PhysRevD.91.085008 [arXiv: 1411.6962 [hep-th]].

[42] G. Alencar, R. R. Landim, M. O. Tahim and R. N. Costa Filho, Phys. Lett. B 739, 125 (2014) doi:

10.1016/j.physletb.2014.10.040 [arXiv: 1409.4396 [hep-th]].

[43] G. Alencar, Phys. Lett. B 773, 601 (2017) doi: 10.1016/j.physletb.2017.09.014 [arXiv: 1705.09331 [hep-th]]. [44] G. Alencar and M. Gogberashvili, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 35, 2050039 (2019) doi: 10.1142/S021773232050039X [arXiv: 1707.04583 [hep-th]].