arXiv:gr-qc/0503055 v1 13 Mar 2005

gr-qc/0503055

UNIQUENESS OF RS2 TYPE THICK BRANES SUPPORTED BY A SCALAR FIELD

Sergei T. Abdyrakhmanov^a , Kirill A. Bronnikov^{a,b,1} and Boris E. Meierovich^{c,2}

a Institute of Gravitation and Cosmology, PFUR, 6 Miklukho-Maklaya St., Moscow 117198, Russia b Centre for Gravitation and Fundam. Metrology, VNIIMS, 3-1 M. Ulyanovoy St., Moscow 117313, Russia c Kapitza Institute for Physical Problems, 2 Kosygina St., Moscow 117334, Russia

We study thick brane world models as Z2 -symmetric domain walls supported by a scalar field with an arbitrary potential V (ϕ) in 5D general relativity. Under the global regularity requirement, such configurations (i) have always an AdS asymptotic far from the brane, (ii) are only possible if V (ϕ) has an alternating sign and (iii) V (ϕ) should satisfy a certain fine-tuning type equality. Thus a thick brane with any admissible V (ϕ) is a regularized version of the RS2 brane immersed in the AdS 5 bulk. The thin brane limit is realized in a universal manner by including an arbitrary thick brane model in a one-parameter family, where the parameter a is associated with brane thickness; the asymptotic value of V (ϕ) (related to Λ5 , the effective cosmological constant) remains a-independent. The problem of ordinary matter confinement on the brane is discussed for a test scalar field. Its stress-energy tensor is found to diverge at the AdS horizon for both thin and thick branes, making a serious problem for this class of brane world models.

1. Introduction

According to the widely discussed brane world concept, the standard-model particles are confined on a hypersurface, called a brane, which is embedded in a higherdimensional space called the bulk. This interesting and intriguing possibility from the viewpoint of the physical world outlook traces back to the 80s [1], and the present-day interest in it is largely related to the developments in superstring/M-theories [2]. Various aspects of brane-world particle physics, gravity and cosmology are discussed in the recent review articles ([3], see also references therein).

Most of the studies are restricted to infinitely thin branes with delta-like localization of matter. This kind of models can, however, be only treated as an approximation since any fundamental underlying theory, be it quantum gravity or string theory, must contain a fundamental length beyond which a classical space-time description is impossible. It is therefore necessary to justify the infinitely thin brane approximation as a welldefined limit of a smooth structure, a thick brane, obtainable as a solution to coupled gravitational and matter field equations.

In Ref. [4] we, like many others, tried to describe a thick brane in the framework of 5D general relativity as a domain wall separating two different states of a scalar field. Scalar field structures with arbitrary potentials were studied analytically, assuming Z_2 symmetry with

1 e-mail: kb20@yandex.ru 2 e-mail: meierovich@yahoo.com

respect to the middle plane of the wall. The consideration was restricted to Poincaré branes, i.e., flat domain walls. A reason was that most of the existing problems are clearly seen even in these comparatively simple systems; moreover, in the majority of physical situations, the inner curvature of the brane itself is much smaller than the curvature related to brane formation, therefore the main qualitative features of Poincaré branes should survive in curved branes.

This work confirmed and generalized the well-known results obtained in a number of specific models (see, among others, [6–10]): in the framework of 5D general relativity, a globally regular thick brane always has an anti-de Sitter (AdS) asymptotic and is only possible if V (ϕ) has an alternating sign. In other words, it can be stated that any regular thick Poincaré brane supported by a scalar field is a smooth version of the well-known Randall-Sundrum second model (RS2) [11].

The problem of a well-defined thin brane limit was also discussed in [4] and was solved partly, using as an example exactly solvable models with scalar field potentials consisting of two constant steps. The RS2 limit, with the corresponding (fine-tuned) relation between the brane tension σ and the bulk cosmological constant Λ_5 , was found to be independent of the two shape factors of the potential (the steps’ relative height and thickness) which were kept constant in the transition to zero thickness. Examples of similar transitions for other specific potentials have also been found previously [8, 9] In this paper we re-consider this problem and indicate a simple algorithm which, given any regular thick brane model, includes it into a one-parameter family of similar models with a parameter a related to brane thickness. The limit a → 0 corresponds to the RS2 model. We thus prove the existence of a correct thin brane limit in a universal way for thick brane models with potentials of arbitrary shape.

In the concluding section 5 we also briefly discuss the problem of ordinary matter confinement using as an example a test scalar field. It turns out that its stressenergy tensor diverges on the AdS horizon, this feature being common for a thin RS2 brane and all its thick counterparts.

2. Field equations and boundary conditions

We consider general relativity in a 5D space-time, where we distinguish the usual four coordinates x^μ , μ = 0, 1, 2, 3 and the fifth coordinate x^4 = z , to be used for describing the direction across the brane. The action is taken in the form S = ∫ √ gL d^5x, where g = | det(g_{AB} )|, A, B = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 and g_{AB} is the 5D metric tensor; the Lagrangian density has the form L = R 2κ^2

+ L_ϕ, L_ϕ = 1 2 ∂^Aϕ ∂_Aϕ − V (ϕ), (1) (R is the 5D Ricci scalar and κ the 5D gravitational constant) and leads to the Einstein-scalar equations

R^B_A −^1_2 δ^B_A R = −κ^2T^B_A = −κ^2[∂_Aϕ∂^B ϕ − δ^B_A L_ϕ], (2)

∂_A( √ g g^{AB} ∂_Bϕ) = − √ g dV /dϕ (3) where Eq. (3) is a consequence of (2) due to the Bianchi identities.

We seek regular solutions describing a static domain wall (thick Minkowski brane), possessing Z_2 symmetry with respect to the hypersurface z = 0.

Consider Eqs. (2), (3) for ϕ = ϕ(z) and the metric

ds^2_5 = e^{2F (z)}η_{μν} dx^μdx^ν − e^{8F (z)}dz^2, (4)

where η_{μν} is the 4D Minkowski metric and we have chosen the harmonic coordinate z , such that √ gg^{zz} = −1. As a result, the 5D Ricci tensor acquires an especially simple form:

R^0 = R^1 = R^2 = R^3 = − e^{−8F} F^{′′},

R^z = −4 e^{−8F} (F^{′′} − 3F^{′2}) (5)

The Kretschmann scalar K = R_{ABCD}R^{ABCD} is

K = 4 [ e^{−5F} ( e^{−3F} F^′)^′

]_2 + 6 ( e^{−4F} F^′

)_4 . (6)

For the metric (4), K is a sum of squares of all nonzero components R_{AB}^{CD} of the Riemann tensor, therefore its finite value is necessary and sufficient for finiteness of all algebraic curvature invariants.

The 5D Einstein equations (2) in our case reduce to F^{′′} = − 2κ^2 3 e^{8F} V, (7)

3(−F^{′′} + 4F^{′2}) = κ^2ϕ^{′2}, (8)

F^{′2} = κ^2 6 ( 1 2 ϕ^{′2} − e^{8F} V ) , (9)

where (9) is a first integral of the other two equations. The scalar field equation (3) reads

ϕ^{′′} = e^{8F} dV /dϕ (10)

and is also a consequence of (7) and (8). Eqs. (7) and (9) may be taken as a complete set of equations for F (z) and ϕ(z); it is third-order and requires three boundary conditions.

Now, the Z_2 symmetry assumption dictates the boundary condition F^′(0) = 0. Then, assigning F (0) = 0 by a proper choice of the time scale, we arrive at an unambiguous value of ϕ^{′2} : ϕ^{′2}(0) = 2V (0). So F (z) is an even function while ϕ(z) is an odd one. A complete set of boundary conditions at z = 0, compatible with Z_2 symmetry, is

F (0) = F^′(0) = 0, ϕ(0) = 0. (11)

Thus for any fixed function V (ϕ), there is no free parameter in the equations and boundary conditions, i.e., the solution is already uniquely determined. The requirement of regularity at large z should thus lead to an additional constraint on the function V (ϕ), leading to a “fine tuning” between the brane and bulk parameters [12].

3. Regularity conditions

Let us briefly reproduce the reasoning of Ref. [4] on regularity of the solutions at the asymptotic z → ∞.

Regularity of the metric [see (6)] implies |b^′(z)| < ∞ where b(z) ≡ e^{−4F} . Regularity of the geometry leads, via the Einstein equations, to finiteness of certain scalar field characteristics. On the whole, we should require |b^′(z)| < ∞, |V (ϕ)| < ∞, b(z)|ϕ^′(z)| < ∞. (12) Eq. (8) leads to b^{′′}(z) > 0. Since b^′(0) = 0, this means that b(u) increases at z > 0 and inevitably grows to infinity at large z at least linearly for any nontrivial solution. The growth is precisely asymptotically linear due to (12), b^′ → const > 0, and hence F^′ ≈ −1/(4z) at large z .

Returning to (7) and integrating, we obtain

F^′(z) = V (z) := − 2 3 κ^2 ∫_z 0 e^{8F} V dz. (13)

For regular solutions we necessarily have

V (∞) = 0. (14)

This is the above-mentioned fine-tuning condition in terms of the potential V . The integral V (z) is the invariant full potential energy per unit 3-volume in the layer from zero to z . Since e^{8F} = 1/b^2 > 0, a nontrivial potential V (ϕ) must change its sign at least once to yield V (∞) = 0.

It is easy to show that in regular solutions ϕ^′ = o(1/z). Therefore, e^{−4F} ϕ^′ → 0 at large z , and Eq. (9) shows that V tends to a finite negative value. If

b(z) = e^{−4F} ≈ kz, k = const > 0, z → ∞, (15)

then

κ^2V | | |_{z=∞} = Λ5 = −

3k^2 8 , (16)

where Λ_5 is the effective cosmological constant.

Thus V (ϕ) changes its sign at least once, tends to a negative value as z → ∞, and the integral V (∞) is zero. If ϕ tends to a finite value ϕ_∞ , V (ϕ) has a minimum at ϕ = ϕ_∞ .

This behaviour is not unique: despite ϕ^′ = o(1/z), one cannot exclude that ϕ → ∞, though slower than ln z (it can be, for instance, ϕ^′ ∼ 1/(z ln z) and ϕ ∼ ln ln z). Then V (ϕ) tends to the value (16) as ϕ → ∞.

In any case, due to oddness of ϕ(z), the values ϕ(+∞) = −ϕ(−∞) ≠ 0 make the domain wall topologically stable. The postulated Z_2 symmetry implies that V (ϕ) is an even function. Its asymptotic value, V (z = ±∞) = Λ_5/κ^2 < 0 plays the role of a cosmological constant at the bulk asymptotic, and the metric is asymptotically anti-de Sitter (AdS). The values z = ±∞ then correspond to an anti-de Sitter horizon.

4. Thin brane limit

Consider the thin brane limit of regular solutions with finite ϕ_∞ , leaving aside the above case of slowly growing ϕ(z). We thus have V (ϕ) with a minimum at ϕ = ϕ_∞ , and there holds the “fine tuning” condition V (∞) = 0.

The action S with the Lagrangian L = L_G + L_ϕ may be split into the bulk and brane parts,

S = S_{bulk} + S_{brane}, (17)

S_{bulk} = − ∫ R − 2Λ_5

2κ^2 √ gd^5x, Λ_5 κ^2

= V (ϕ_∞), (18)

S_{brane} = ∫ [ 1 2 ∂_Aϕ ∂^Aϕ + V (ϕ_∞) − V (ϕ) ] √ g d^5x. (19)

The brane action may be presented in the form

S_{brane} = − ∫ σ d^4x, σ = ∫_∞ −∞ [ − 1 2 ∂_Aϕ ∂^Aϕ + V (ϕ) − V (ϕ_∞) ] e^{8F} dz,(20)

where the quantity σ can be regarded as the brane tension. It is equal to the total scalar field energy per unit 3-volume on the brane, in which the potential energy is counted from the vacuum level V_∞ .

Randall and Sundrum’s second model (RS2) of a thin brane [11] is based on the splitting (17): assuming a delta-like matter distribution characterized by the tension σ and using the Israel matching condition for the 5D metric, they found the fine-tuning condition

6Λ_5 = −κ^4σ^2. (21)

In our approach, a transition to a thin brane can be carried out along a family of solutions with different potentials but a fixed value of Λ_5 , which determines a length scale 1/ √ Λ_5 in the bulk, independent of the brane thickness. This corresponds to a brane as a domain wall between two vacua with equal and fixed energy densities.

Then, if the thin brane concept is correct, we should expect that, independently of the specific form of the potential,

lim_{a→0}

|Λ_5| κ^4σ^2 = 1 6 , (22)

the parameter a characterizing the brane thickness.

To consider the problem, let us introduce more convenient variables

f(z) := 2κ √ 3 ϕ(z), v(f) := 8 3 κ^2V (ϕ). (23)

Eqs. (7)—(9) are then rewritten as

v = bb^{′′} − b^{′2} = b^2f^{′2} − b^{′2}, (24) f^{′2} = b^{′′}/b. (25)

The boundary conditions at z = 0 are

b(0) = 1, b^′(0) = 0, f(0) = 0. (26)

Let there be any function b(z) describing a thick brane in an AdS background. This means that b(z) satisfies Eqs. (24)—(25) and the following boundary conditions at z = 0 (location of the brane) and z → ∞ (AdS horizon):

b(0) = 1, b^′(0) = 0, b(z) ≈ kz + const (z → ∞) (27)

so that the potential v → −k^2 = const (k > 0) as z → ∞. The tension σ is expressed as σ = 3 8κ^2 ∫_∞ −∞ dz ( b^{′′} b + k b^2 ) . (28)

A well-defined thin brane limit means that this thickbrane solution should be included in a family of solutions with a parameter a (to be interpreted as a thickness parameter), say, B(a, z) such that B(1, z) = b(z), which should satisfy the following requirements:

1) At each fixed a > 0, the function B(a, z) should satisfy Eqs. (27) with the same constant k , i.e., it should be a thick-brane solution with the same cosmological constant Λ_5 = −^3_8 k^2 . (The potential v should evidently be a-dependent since its limiting form should be v = −k^2 at all z ≠ 0.)

2) At each fixed z ≠ 0, the function B(a, z) → 1 + k|z| as a → 0, i.e., the metric should tend to the AdS metric with the properly chosen time scale at z = 0.

Then the limiting solution corresponds to the RS2 thin brane. In particular, the relation between the brane tension σ and Λ_5 should be as in the RS2 model, i.e., (21), or

σ = 3k/(2κ^2). (29)

The following function B(a, z) evidently satisfies the above requirements 1) and 2): B(a, z) = 1 − a + ab ( z a ) , (30)

where b() means the functional dependence specified in the original function b(z). Substituting B(a, z) instead of b(z) into (28) and considering the limit a → 0, we see that the second term of the integrand yields precisely half the desired value (29), namely, 3k/(4κ^2). The other half is given by the first term, since, in the limit a → 0, we have B^{′′} → 2kδ(z).

It is of interest to note that only half of the RS2 brane tension is related to an energy concentrated on the brane and described by the first term in (28), while the other half is distributed in the bulk proportionally to (1 + k|z|)^{−2} .

The limiting form of the potential is v(z) | | |_{a=0} = 2kδ(z) − k^2. (31)

5. Concluding remarks. The

confinement problem

We have continued a general study of regular domain walls (thick branes) supported by a minimally coupled scalar field with an arbitrary potential in 5D general relativity. It has been previously shown [4] that the only kind of asymptotic for such walls is AdS, that the potentials V (ϕ) able to create such configurations have an alternating sign and satisfy the fine tuning condition (14). We have now confirmed in a general form that the zero thickness limit of such branes is well defined and conforms to the RS2 brane world model.

The family of solutions (30), derived from any appropriate solution (which is entirely characterized by the function b(z)), is probably the simplest possible family that realizes the thin brane limit, but it is evidently not unique.

Explicit examples of a transition to thin branes with some special potentials V (ϕ) were studied previously (see [8, 9] and references therein) with the same result.

It should be stressed, however, that, to be considered as models of our Universe, brane world models like those discussed here must satisfy two major requirements: (i) ordinary matter should be confined to the brane to account for the fact that extra dimensions are not observed, and (ii) Newton’s law of gravity should be reproduced on the brane in a non-relativistic limit. These issues, which have already been treated in a number of papers (among others, [3, 6, 7, 13]) turn out to be quite nontrivial, and we hope to discuss them in future publications. Let us briefly illustrate the confinement problem, using as an example a test scalar field χ in the background of a thick brane with the metric (4).

Consider a scalar field χ with the Lagrangian

L_χ =^1_2 ∂_Aχ∂^Aχ −^1_2 m^2_0χ^∗χ +^1_2 λϕ^2χ^∗χ, (32)

where χ^∗ is the complex congugate field, and the last term describes a possible interaction between χ and the wall scalar field ϕ; λ is a coupling constant. The influence of χ on the wall structure is neglected. The field χ(x^A), which may be interpreted as the wave function of a χ-particle, satisfies the Klein-Gordon-Fock equation 1 √ g ∂_A (√ gg^{AB} ∂_Bχ ) = (λϕ^2 − m^2_0)χ, (33)

which is linear and homogeneous with respect to χ. Its coefficients depend on z only, while the coordinates x^μ are cyclic variables. The canonically conjugate momenta p_μ = (E, −→p ) are integrals of motion, and we can present χ(x^A) in the form

χ(x^A) = X(z) exp(−ip_μx^μ), μ = 0, 1, 2, 3. (34)

The function X(z) determines the χ field distribution across the brane and satisfies the linear homogeneous equation X^{′′} + √ g(p^μp_μ + λϕ^2 − m^2_0)X = 0. (35)

We can consider a χ-particle to be localized on the brane if the stress-energy tensor (SET) of the χ field, T^ν_μ [χ], is finite in the whole 5-space and decays sufficiently rapidly at large z . If T^ν_μ [χ] somewhere tends to infinity, this evidently violates the test field assumption.

As an evident necessary condition of localization, one can require converging χ field energy per unit 3-volume of the brane, i.e.,

E_{tot}[χ] = ∫_∞ −∞ T^t_t √ gdz = ∫_∞ 0 e^{8F} [ e^{−2F} (E^2 + −→p^2)X^2

+ (m^2_0 − λϕ^2)X^2 + e^{−8F} X^{′2} ] dz < ∞. (36) The inequality (36) evidently implies a finite norm of the χ field defined as

‖χ‖^2 = ∫_∞ −∞ √ g χ^∗χ dz = ∫_∞ −∞ e^{−8F} X^2 dz. (37)

Eq. (35) is rewritten as χ^{′′} + [ e^{6F} (E^2 − −→p^2) + e^{8F} (λϕ^2 − m^2_0) ] χ = 0. (38)

The term e^{8F} (λϕ^2 − m^2_0) describes interaction of a χparticle with the brane. If λ = 0, it is purely gravitational, while λ ≠ 0 describes an additional, nongravitational interaction between ϕ and χ.

Recall now that the space-time regularity requirement leads to V (∞) = 0, and e^{4F} ∼ 1/z . The term ∼ e^{8F} in Eq. (38) vanishes faster than the one with e^{6F} , and the equation determining the behavior of χ at large z is X^{′′} + e^{6F} (E^2 − −→p^2)X = 0, or, due to (15), X^{′′} + ϑ z^{3/2} X = 0, ϑ^2 = (E^2−−→p^2) [ 2 √_2 3 κ|V (ϕ_∞)| ]_{−3/2} . (39)

Its asymptotic solution is

X = Cz^{3/8} sin(4ϑz^{1/4} + φ_0), z → ∞, (40)

where C and φ_0 are integration constants. We see that the wave function (40) not only does not vanish as z → ∞, but oscillates with an increasing amplitude. As a result, the SET components T^ν_μ [χ] are infinite at z = ∞, i.e., at the AdS horizon. Moreover, the integral (36) diverges since, due to the term proportional to X^{′2} ∼ z^{−3/4} , it behaves as ∫ z^{−3/4} dz . Meanwhile, the normalization integral (37) converges since the integrand behaves as z^{−5/4} . The latter result is sometimes treated as a sufficient condition for localization, but, in our view, it is not the case since the very existence of the brane configuration is put to doubt if the test field SET is somewhere infinite.

The origin of the above divergence is the gravitational field which repels matter from the brane and pulls it to the AdS horizon. The universal AdS asymptotic leads to the solution (40) whose form is insensitive to the test field mass and to its possible interaction with the brane-supporting field ϕ.

For this reason we think that this class of models is unsatisfactory from a physical viewpoint. One of the ways in a search for brane world models free from this problem is to consider higher-dimensional bulks, and we hope to discuss them in our future publications.

Acknowledgement

KB acknowledges partial financial support from ISTC Proj. # 1655.

References

[1] K. Akama, Lect. Notes Phys. 176, 267 (1982);

V.A. Rubakov and M.E. Shaposhnikov, Phys. Lett. 125B, 136 (1983);

M. Visser, Phys. Lett. 159B, 22 (1985); E.J. Squires, Phys. Lett. 167B, 286 (1986); G.W. Gibbons and D.L. Wiltshire, Nucl. Phys. B 717, (1987).

[2] P. Horava and E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 460, 506 (1996); B475, 94 (1996);

E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 471, 135 (1996).

[3] D.A. Easson, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 16, 4803 (2000);

V.A. Rubakov, Phys. Usp. 44, 871 (2001); D. Wands, Class. Quantum Grav. 19, 3403 (2002); D. Langlois, hep-th/0209261 (2002);

F. Quevedo, Class. Quantum Grav. 19, 5721 (2002); S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov and S. Ogushi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 17, 4809 (2002);

P. Brax and C. van de Bruck, hep-th/0303095.

[4] K.A. Bronnikov and B.E. Meierovich, Grav. & Cosmol.

9, 313 (2003); gr-qc/0402030.

[5] M. Gremm, Phys. Lett. 478B, 434 (2000).

[6] M. Gremm, Phys. Rev. D 62, 044017 (2000);

A. Davidson and P.D. Mannheim, “Dynamical localizations of gravity”, hep-th/0009064;

C. Csaki, J. Erlich, T.J. Hollowood and Y. Shirman, Nucl. Phys. B 581, 309 (2000);

D. Bazeia, F.A. Brito and J.R. Nascimento, Phys. Rev. D 68, 085007 (2003).

[7] S. Kobayashi, K. Koyama and J. Soda, Phys. Rev. D 65, 064014 (2002).

[8] A. Melfo, N. Pantoja and A. Skirzewski, Phys. Rev. D 67, 105003 (2003).

[9] R. Ghoroku and M. Yahiro, “Instability of thick brane worlds”, hep-th/0305150.

[10] C. Barceló, C. Germani and C.F. Sopuerta, Phys. Rev.

D 68, 104007 (2003).

[11] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 3690 (1999).

[12] T. Shiromizu, K. Maeda and M. Sasaki, Phys. Rev. D 62, 024012 (2000).

[13] S.L. Dubovsky and V.A. Rubakov, Phys. Rev. D 67, 104014 (2003); hep-th/0212222;

C. Middleton and G. Siopsis, “Fat branes in infinitevolume extra dimensions”, hep-th/0210033; S. Seahra, Phys. Rev. D 68, 104027 (2003).