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Abstract: In this paper we find an universal mass scale for all p−forms in multi-brane
worlds model. It is a known fact the this model provides an ultralight mode for the fields.
However, to get this, the Lagrangians considered in the literature are not covariant. In
order to solve this, we propose a covariant version to multi-localize q−form fields. As a
consequence of the covariance, we show that all the q-form fields have an ultralight mode
with the same mass that the gravitational one. That way we show that there is an universal
mass scale for the ultralight modes of the bosonic fields. This suggests that a new physics
must emerge, for all theses fields, at the same scale. After that, we revisit the results that
consider a crystal manyfold background in the Randall-Sundrum scenary (RS), and add
the discussion related to geometrical couplings in such a configuration. The wave functions
of fields trapped in the crystal are Bloch-like waves, and their behavior is very similar to
electrons inside a lattice, just like in the Kronig-Penney model (KP). We compute the mass
dispersion relations for those fields with and without a dilaton coupling. It leads to new
results for the band gap structure of these fields. In the case of the Kalb-Ramond field,
and with the correct dispersion relation, there is no gap between the mass bands. Also,
always that the field is coupled with the dilaton, its first mass mode decreases. When
the generalization to the q−form is done, we show that it is not possible to suppress or
generate mass for the fields by controlling the dilaton coupling, differently of what was
argued previously.
Keywords: High Dimensional Physics, Multi-Brane-world,Multi-Localization,Dispersion
Relation, Mass Band Gap
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1

Introduction

When electrons move inside solids, they experiment a potential due to the ions in the
lattice. Therefore, the electrons are subject to a periodic potential inside the lattice. The
simplest way to describe this system is the Kronig-Penney model [1], which is based on
Bloch‘s idea [2]: the interaction of the electron with the particles in an one dimensional
crystal can be approximated by a periodic potential. By solving the Schrödinger equation
with that potential, one can find the allowed energy of the system and analytic expressions
for the dispersion relation. With this at hand, it is possible to find that some values of
the energy are not allowed, called the band gap. This kind of behavior has important
consequences in condensed matter, in the computation of the conductivity, for example.
The use of condensed matter tools to study physics of membranes is not new. Some time
ago, Randall-Sundrum (RS) presented two models in which gravity is trapped (or localized)
to the membrane[3, 4]. However unlike gravity and the scalar field, the vector field is not
trapped on the brane, what became a drawback to the RS model [5–14]. Despite of this,
the massive modes can have peaks of probability over the brane and show up as resonances,
which tell us about unstable modes that in principle could be measured at the brane [13–
22]. With the condensed matter analogy in mind, some of the present authors applied the
transfer matrix method to compute resonances[23–25]. This was possible since particles
moving through the extra dimensions resembles the wave packets of electrons hitting the
potential barriers inside semiconductors.
In order to circumvent the problem of localization, some authors introduced a Dilaton
coupling[5]. Most of these models introduce other fields or nonlinearities to the gauge
field[6]. Some years ago Ghoroku et al proposed a mechanism that do not includes new
degrees of freedom and trap the gauge field to the membrane[9]. This is based on the
addition of two mass terms, one in the bulk and another on the brane (M 2 + cδ(z))AM AM .
Despite of working, the mechanism is not covariant under a general transformation of
coordinates. Beyond this, it has the undesirable feature of possessing two free parameters.
In order to solve the above issues, some of the present authors found that the above term can
be obtained from a bulk action λ1 R(x)AM AM , where R is the Ricci scalar[26, 27]. Beyond
solving the problem of covariance, it also eliminated from the beginning one of the free
parameters. The last one is fixed by the boundary conditions, leaving no free parameters
in the model. The mechanism also keep the advantage of do not adding any new degrees
of freedom. Soon latter many developments of the ideia was put forward [28–32]. However
the coupling can be generalized to [33]
λ1 R(x)AM AM + λ2 R(x)M N AM AN ,
and we gain a new undetermined parameter. However, recently, Freitas et al showed that
the new parameter can be fixed by demanding consistency with Einstein Equation [34]. In
fact, the last authors found that all the parameters must be fixed for any p−form with the
above coupling.
Another interesting construction are the models with multi-gravity [35–37]. In [35], the
authors extend the RS-I model by adding a third brane with positive tension; the (+ − +)
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model. The addition of this brane solves issues related to the cosmological constant, and also
gives rise to a new phenomenology. Due to the presence of this third brane, the gravitational
spectrum changes drastically. While in the RS-I the only mode that contributes to gravity
is the zero one, in this model the weak gravity is a combination of the zero and first mode.
In [36], it is discussed how the gravity can be changed for different limits; having a 5 − D
behavior for large scales and 4 − D for even large ones. They also discuss other models with
multi-gravity: the (+ − −+) model, and shows that the (+ − +) model is a particular case
of the previous one. In these models the gravitational field is multi-localized. This induces
the ideia of multi-localization of other fields, and this is done in the work [37]. In this last
paper the authors show the localization of free fields of spin 1/2, 1 and 3/2 is not possible.
As cited above, the same problem happens in the RS-I models. The way that they localize
these fields is by the introduction of mass terms like m2 = ασ 0 (y)2 + βσ 00 (y), where σ(y)
is the warp factor and α, β free parameters. This is very similar to the Ghoroku solution
and shares the same problems of non-covariance and free parameters. In order to localize
the zero modes of fields, the authors propose a relation between the free parameters. After
this, they calculate the massive spectrum, and show that the first mode behaves like the
first mode of the gravitational field as described above.
Beyond semiconductors and the models with multi-gravity, the next analogy is that
of a periodic crystal. This construction, in the extra dimensions scenario with many
branes, was presented in Ref. [38] and was called crystal manyfold universe. The author
found brane-world solutions regarding intersecting families of parallel (n + 2)−branes in a
(4 + n)−dimensional AdS space. Soon latter other generalizations were considered [39–44].
In these models, there are branes in any direction of the bulk, and they can have intersections. These works gave rise to discussions related to, for example, cosmological braneworld
models [45, 46] and dark matter[47, 48]. Yet in Ref. [38], the authors applied his general
construction for the gravitational field in such a background. The main difference between
this model and RS-II is that now the massive modes can appear as stable ones over the
brane. To be more precise, as in the Kronig-Penney model, they found a dispersion relation
that gave the allowed values of mass, generating a band gap structure. With this, it was
proposed to compute the correction to the Newton’s law. With this in mind the authors
in Ref. [44] used the dispersion relation of Ref. [38] to extended the above results. They
considered other fields in the crystal manyfold, namely the scalar, gauge, Kalb-Ramond and
q−form fields, with and without the dilaton coupling. They found numerically the structure of the mass bands for all these fields. Finally, the authors in [36] corrected mistakes
in the dispersion relation of Ref. [38] and with this computed the correct band gap for the
gravitational field.
In the case of a D−dimensional universe, there is the possibility of the existence of
many antisymmetric fields [49]. These fields appear naturally in string theory and have a
relation with the ADS/CFT conjecture [50–52]. Localization of the zero mode of q−forms
in RS-II model was first studied in Ref.[53] where it was claimed that, in D spacetime
dimensions, only forms with q < (D − 3)/2 have a zero mode localized. However, it is well
known that in the absence of a topological obstruction, the field strength of a q−form is
Hodge dual to the (D − q − 2)−form[54]. Using this property it was shown that in fact only
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for the 0−form and its dual, the (D − 2)−form, the fields are localized[55, 56]. Recently
the authors of Refs[57, 58] showed that this is also related to the gauge fixing of the form
fields. This make the problem of localization worse, since the vector field is not localized
for any spacetime dimension. In order to solve this, the geometrical coupling mechanism
was used in Refs. [28, 59].
In this work we perform a complete study of bosonic fields in multi-brane worlds. First,
we consider the scalar and gauge fields for the (+ − +) model. We solve the covariance
problem of Ref. [37] by considering the geometrical coupling. With this we also obtain
that, in order to localize the fields, no free parameter is left in the model. Yet for the
(+ − +) model, we generalize the same mechanism to obtain multi-localization of q−forms.
We also propose the localization by using the dilaton field. In both methods we calculate
the mass spectrum for the q−form and compare our results, for the scalar and gauge fields,
with the ones found in [37]. Next we consider the crystal manyfold. For the gravitational
field, we complete the one point analytical calculations for the gap, done in [36], and find
numerically the entire band structure. Yet, since the same dispersion relation found in [38]
was used for other fields in Ref. [44], we also revisit the mass band for free q−form fields
and find the correct expressions. Beyond this, we also study the influence of the geometrical
coupling and of the dilaton in the mass bands of these fields.
The organization of this work is as follows. In section two we review the (+−+) model.
Our method to multi-localize the fields in the (+ − +) model is done in section three. In
section four, we revisit the bosonic fields in the crystal manyfold. The study of the q−form
with geometrical coupling,in the crystal, is done in the fifth section. Finally, we present our
conclusions and perspectives of future works.

2

Review of the (+ − +) Model

In this section we make a brief review of the (+ − +) model presented in the work [35]. We
start discussing the original model that was developed for the gravity, then we present the
extension for the scalar and gauge fields that was constructed in the work [37]. In reviewing
the last work we realize one problem in the mass term used lo localize the gauge field; the
potential used by them is not covariant. In this section we comment this issue, and in the
next one we show a solution for this problem.

2.1

Gravitational Field

The (+ − +) model is a generalization of the (RS-I) model where an extra brane with
positive tension is added. The configuration of the model is given by
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Model with three branes

Figure 1. (Adapted of [35]Orbifold with three branes )

.
Where x is the distance between the positive and negative tension branes. When x
goes to zero, the model tends to the (RS-I) model. Here we will consider the symmetric
case where the negative tension brane is placed exactly in the middle of the two positive
tension branes.The positive branes are placed in the fixed points of the orbifold at L0 = 0
and L2 .
The action that describes this model as well as the equation of motion are similar to
the model with just two branes, the difference is that there is another brane. The metric
has the usual form
ds2 = e−2σ(y) ηµν dxµ dxν + dy 2 .
(2.1)
Where the solution for the metric is
σ(y) = k(l − ||y| − l|).

(2.2)

To determine the Kaluza-Klein (KK) spectrum, they use fluctuations of the metric in
the form
ds2 = [e−2σ(y) ηµν + hµν (x, y)]dxµ dxν + dy 2 .
(2.3)
Where these fluctuations are given by
hµν (x, y) =

∞
X

hnµν (x)ψ n (y).

(2.4)

n=0

The function ψ n (y) obeys the following differential equation


1 2
m2
2
− ∂y + 2k − 2k[δ(y) + δ(y − 2l) − δ(y − l) − δ(y + l)] ψ n (y) = n e2σ(y) ψ n (y).
2
2
(2.5)
After a change of variables, the above equation is turned into a Schrodinger like equation


1 2
m2
− ∂z + V (z) ψ̂ n (z) = n e2σ(y) ψ̂ n (z).
(2.6)
2
2
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With V (z) being
V (z) =

15k 2
3k
−
[δ(z) + δ(z − 2zl ) − δ(z − zl ) − δ(z + zl )].
2
8[g(z)]
2g(z)

(2.7)

Where g(z) = k(zl − ||z| − zl |) + 1. That way, we have a quantum mechanical problem with
delta function.
The solution for the zero mode of (2.6) is found by making mn = 0. For the rest of the
modes the solution is given by Bessel functions. Considering the region between [0, 2l], the
solution is
"( )
#
( ) r
( )
m

m

g(z)
A
A
A
n
n
1
2
J2
(2.8)
ψ̂ n (z)
=
g(z) +
Y2
g(z)
k
k
k
B1
B
B2
. Where A = [0.l] and B = [l, 2l]. The boundary conditions for the wave function in (z1 )
and for the first derivative in (0, z1 , z2 ) gives
J1 ( mkn )
Y1 ( mkn )
0
0
mn
0
0
J1 ( k )
Y1 ( mkn )
= 0.
mn
mn
mn
J1 ( k g(z)) Y1 ( k g(z)) J1 ( k g(z)) Y1 ( mkn g(z))
J2 ( mkn g(z)) Y2 ( mkn g(z)) −J2 ( mkn g(z)) −Y2 ( mkn g(z))

(2.9)

From this determinant the spectrum of mass is calculated. The main characteristic of it is
that the first mode has an anomalous behavior when compared with the rest of the modes.
The first mode is given by
√
m1 = 2 2ke−2kl .
(2.10)
The way to obtain this first mode is given in Appendix (A). The spectrum of mass for the
rest of the modes is
mn+1 = ξn ke−kl .
n = 1, 2, 3...
(2.11)
Where ξn are the zeros of the function J2 ( mkn ekl ). The separation between two consecutive
modes is
π
∆m = mn+1 − mn = (ξn+1 − ξn )ke−kl = ke−kl .
(2.12)
2
Due to the exponential factor, we see that the mass for the first mode is much smaller than
the mass of the rest of the modes.
We can understand the atypical behavior of the first mode due to the presence of the
second positive brane[37]. Because of it the first mode will have a wave function that
assembles the wave function of the zero mode. That way its mass is very close to zero. The
first mode, like the zero one, has wave function peaked in the positive tension branes, while
the other modes are spread in the extra dimension. Let us see the comparison for the wave
function and for the massive spectrum between the RS-I model and the (+ − +) model.
The wave function for the zero mode is the linear combination of the two zero modes (one
for each positive brane) ψ0 = √12 (f01 + f02 ) (symmetric with relation the (−) brane). While
the wave function for the first mode is ψ0 =
(−) brane).

√1 (f 1
2 0
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− f02 ) (anti-symmetric with relation the

(b) Gravitational spectrum for (+ − +)

(a) Gravitational spectrum for RS-I

(c) Spectrus

Figure 2. Adapted from [37].Comparison between the gravitational spectrum

As the first mode has a very small mass, it can contribute for the gravity. It configures
the bi-gravity models, where the gravity would be a combination of the zero and the first
mass modes. The behavior for other fields assembles gravity. We will now review the scalar
and the gauge fields as done in [37].
2.2

The Scalar Field

In this subsection we review the spectrum of the scalar field in the (+ − +) model. We
follow the process done in [37]. The action for a real massive scalar field in five dimensions
is given by
Z
Z
√
1
S=
d4 x dy G(GAB ∂A Φ∂B Φ + m2Φ Φ2 ).
(2.13)
2
Under Z2 symmetry the mass is even, and the authors choose a mass term of the form
m2Φ = α(σ 0 (y)2 ) + βσ 00 (y),

(2.14)

where α, β are free parameters. As we pointed before, this way of choosing the mass term
is not covariant. Next, by using the standard (KK) decomposition
X
Φ(x, y) =
φn (x)fn (y),
(2.15)
n

they get the wave function obeyed by the (KK) modes


d
−4σ(y) d
−
e
fn (y) + m2Φ e−4σ(y) fn (y) = m2n e−2σ(y) fn (y).
dy
dy
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(2.16)

Using the usual changes of variables from the y coordinate to the z coordinate they put the
above equation in the form of a Schrodinger like equation


1 2
m2
− ∂z + V (z) fˆn (z) = n fˆn (z).
(2.17)
2
2
With potential given by
V (z) =

15
4


+ α (σ 0 (y))2
−
2[g(z)2 ]

3
2


− β σ 00 (y)
.
2[g(z)2 ]

(2.18)

dz
The change of variables used by the authors is dy
= eσ(y) = g(z). With such change the
above potential can be written as




9
3
V (z) =
+ α + β (A0 (z))2 +
− β A”(z),
(2.19)
4
2

where we have made the identification (σ 0 (z))2 → A0 (z)2 and σ”(z) → −A”(z), this will be
useful for future comparison. It is important to mention that we have take in consideration
a factor of two in this potential. This will facilitate the comparisons that will be done in
the future. In order to have a zero mode localized they found the relation
α = β 2 − 4β.

(2.20)

For β > 1 the field is localized in the positive tension brane and β < 1 in the negative one.
Solving equation (2.17) for the massive modes they found for the first mode
p
(2.21)
m1 ≈ 4ν 2 − 1ke−(ν+1/2)kl ,
and for the rest of the modes
mn+1 ≈ ξn ke−kl

n = 1, 2, 3, ...

(2.22)

where ξn are the roots of Jν+ 1 (x), and ν = 23 − β. We should point that the light mode
2
does not exists when
1
1
− ≤ ν ≤ → 1 ≤ β ≤ 2,
(2.23)
2
2
since the mass would be complex or null. We have also calculated general expressions for
the mass modes. These expressions are similar to (2.21) and (2.22), but in our calculations
we use c1 instead of ν.
2.3

The Gauge Field

Let us now review the gauge field. This is a little bit more complicated because, in fact, the
localization of it is a problem. In order to achieve a localized field in the (+ − +) scenary,
the authors in [37] use the following action


Z
Z
1
1
4
MN
µ
S = − d x dy FM N F
+ M Aµ A .
(2.24)
4
2
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Explicitly we find that the mass term is given by
M = (βσ 00 (y) + α(σ 0 (y))2 ).

(2.25)

However, this action is not invariant under a general transformation of coordinates. In fact,
it is very similar to the one proposed by Ghoruku and Nakamura in the work [9], in the
context of just one brane. This problem was solved in [26], where the authors proposed a
coupling with the Ricci scalar. Here we will use a similar strategy for the case of multilocalization. But before, let us see the results found using the above action. Once again,
with the KK decomposition Aµ (x, y) = Aµ (x)fn (y) they obtain the differential equation
for the KK modes
d
−
dy



−2σ(y) d
e
fn (y) + m2Φ e−2σ(y) fn (y) = m2n fn (y).
dy

(2.26)

The last equation is transformed into a Schrodinger like equation with potential given by
V (z) =

3
4


+ α (σ 0 (y))2
−
2[g(z)2 ]

1
2


− β σ 00 (y)
.
2[g(z)2 ]

(2.27)

Once again this potential can be written, explicitly,with a z dependence

V (z) =




1
1
0
2
+ α + β (A (z)) +
− β A(z)”.
4
2

(2.28)

To obtain a localized zero mode the parameter β obeys the relation
α = β 2 − 2β.

(2.29)

For β > 0 the field is localized in the positive tension brane and β < 0 in the negative
one. The expression for the first KK mode and for the rest of the tower is identical to the
expression (2.21) and (2.22),but now with
ν=

1
− β.
2

(2.30)

Therefore, just as in the scalar field, we get the forbidden range for β
0 ≤ β ≤ 1.

(2.31)

This will be important latter. As can be seem above; for the gravity, scalar and gauge fields,
we can obtain the ultra-light mode just by changing ν in expression (2.21). Therefore, in the
appendix (A), we consider a general potential and find, in Eq. (A.7), a general expression
for the first mode. This expression is valid for both multi-localization process that will be
considered by us in the next section.
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3

Covariant Multi-Localization of Bosonic Fields in the (+ − +) Model

In this section we present two alternatives for the multi- localization of the q−form field:
a) the geometrical coupling and b) the coupling to the dilaton field. For both methods we
compute the mass spectrum of the fields. First, we present the geometrical coupling,and
its consequence. After that, we develop the localization using the dilaton field(scalar field
introduced in [5] in order to localize the gauge field in the thick brane scenary). The localization with dilaton has no problem related to breaking the gauge symmetry or the covariance
of the system, once that the coupling is done in the kinetic term of the action through an
exponential. In both methods, we will use a metric of the form ds2 = e2A(z) gM N dxM dxN .
3.1

Multi-Localization With Geometric Quantities

The method of localization with geometric quantities was firstly shown in [26, 27] in the
context of the RS-II. But we will use a more general procedure, once that we construct
the action with the scalar and the Ricci tensor. As shown below, in this method the mass
terms introduced are covariant, differently of [37]. It is important to mention that in all
our calculations we use c1 , while [37] uses ν.
3.1.1

The Scalar Field

Now we discuss the particular case of the scalar field. The only covariant possible action is
Z
Z
√
1
4
S=
d x dy G(GAB ∂A Φ∂B Φ + λR(x)Φ2 ),
(3.1)
2
where λ is the only free parameter and R is the Ricci scalar. With this we see that we
need to reduce the number of free parameters in order to keep general covariance. From
equation (3.1) we get the following equation of motion
√
√
∂M [ −gg M N ∂N Φ] − λR −gΦ = 0.
(3.2)
Opening the sum in the indices, and considering that the metric is diagonal, we get
e−3A ∂5 [e3A ∂ 5 Φ] + Φ − λRe2A Φ = 0.

(3.3)

3

By choosing a (KK) decomposition in the form Φ(x, z) = e− 2 A φ(x)ψ(z),and placing the
Ricci scalar in the z coordinate: R = −e−2A (8A” + 12(A0 )2 ), we finally arrive in the
Schrodinger equation


−ψ 00 + c1 A00 + c2 A02 ψ = m2 ψ,
(3.4)
with

c1 =




3
9
− 8λ , c2 =
− 12λ .
2
4

(3.5)

For the massless case it is easy to see that the solution must be given by ec1 A , with c21 = c2 .
With this we find two solutions
3
λ = , λ = 0.
16
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Lets us compare this with the solution found in Ref [37]. Comparing the mass term in (
3.4) with (2.19), we get
3
9
c1 = − β c2 = + α + β
(3.6)
2
4
or
α = −20λ, β = 8λ.
3
If λ = 16
, we have β = 32 . If λ = 0, we have β = 0. As we will see bellow, the only
acceptable choice for λ is λ = 0, this leads to an effective action of the zero mode
Z
Z
1
2c1 A
e
dz d4 x∂µ φ(x)∂ µ φ(x).
(3.7)
Sef f e = −
2

In order to have the field localized in the positive branes, we need 2c1 > 1. As c1 is not a
free parameter, it is c1 = 23 . The zero mode is localized only in such branes. We will see
later that this pattern will be shared for all q−forms.
3
Considering the above results,with λ = 16
, we reobtain the relation (2.20), used by the
authors of Ref. [37] to ensure localization. Also, In Ref. [37] the authors find that for β < 1
the scalar field is localized in the positive tension brane and for β > 1 in the negative one 1 .
However now β is not a free parameter and the only allowed value is β = 3/2. Therefore,
imposing general convariance will provides a radically different behavior for the model. First
of all, the scalar field must be localized only in the negative tension brane. Second, and
more important, β = 3/2 implies that it is in the forbidden range Eq. (2.23). Therefore
the ultralight mode does not exist and this will gives a very different phenomenological
consequences to the model. If the ultralight mode does not exist, we can not ensure the
localization of the zero mode. This fact forces us to choose the value λ = 0. This choice
leads to β = 0, and now there is an ultralight mode and also the zero mode is localized
3
in the positive tension branes, not in the negative ones as would be if we chose λ = 16
.
Then, we see that the scalar field does not needs a mass term in order to be localized. The
mass (2.25) is completely unnecessary. Also, the ultralight mode has a mass identical to the
gravitational field. And we will see that all the q-form shares this behavior,independently
of the type of coupling. In the next section we analyze this issues for the Gauge field. The
rest of the spectrum is given in (2.22),with ν = 23 .
3.1.2

The Gauge Field

We now focus in the gauge field. The action proposed by [37], equation (2.24) is not
invariant under a general transformation of coordinates. In order to correct such a problem
we propose a path similar to the one of the scalar field. The action is given by


Z
1
λ
5 √
MN
M
S = − d x −g FM N F
+ RAM A
,
(3.8)
4
2
where FM N = ∂M AN − ∂N AM . This action has been considered in Ref. [26] in the
context of RS-II model. For completeness we will give here some details of the path to the
Schroedinger equation. The equation of motion that is obtained from (3.8) is
√
√
(3.9)
∂N [ −gF M N ] + −gλRAM = 0.
1

In fact the authors committed a small mistake and inverted the range.
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It can be divided in two equations; one scalar and other for a vector. The last one is
√
∂5 [eA F ν5 ] + ∂µ [eA F νµ ] + λ −gRe−2A Aν = 0.
(3.10)
Where we divide the vector as Aµ = AµT + AµL , in order to decouple the longitudinal and
transverse parts os the field.Also we use the gauge ∂µ AµT = 0. By using this division and
the following identities found in [26]

F

∂µ F νµ = −AνT

(3.11)

AµT
∂µ

FL5µ

(3.12)

∂ν F ν5 ,

(3.13)

5µ

≡∂

5

FLµ5 =



+

we can write (3.10) as
−e−A ∂5 [eA ∂ 5 AνT ] − e−A ∂5 [eA FL5ν ] − AνT + λe2A RAνT + λe2A RAνL = 0.

(3.14)

Also with the help of the identities, we can show that −e−A ∂5 [eA FL5ν ] = −λe2A RAνL . Then
the second term cancels out the fifth one in (3.14), and we end up with
AνT + e−A ∂5 [eA ∂ 5 AνT ] − λe2A RAνT = 0.

(3.15)

Now, in order to get a Schrodinger like equation we propose this ansatz for the solution:
A
Aν (x, z) = e− 2 Aν (x)ψ(z), and together with the Ricci scalar in the z coordinate

R = −e−2A 8A00 + 12A02 ,
(3.16)
we finally get the Schrodinger equation identical to Eq. (3.4) but with




1
1
c1 =
− 8λ , c2 =
− 12λ .
2
4

(3.17)

The solution to the massless case is therefore again ψ =∝ ec1 A , with c21 = c2 . With this we
get
1
λ = − ; c1 = 1
(3.18)
16
By replacing this solution in the effective action for the zero mode we get
Z

Z
2A(z)
4 1 µν T
Sef f = − e
dz
d x F̃T F̃µν ,
(3.19)
4
and the field is localized in the positive tension brane. We now compare our potential with
(2.28), by doing it we find
1
1
1
− 8λ = − β → β = 8λ → β = −
2
2
2
1
1
5
c2 = + α + β = − 12λ → α = −20λ → α = .
4
4
4
c1 =

(3.20)

Let us now compare this with the results of Ref.[37]. With the above expressions and
our localization condition (3.18) we see that (2.29) is automatically satisfied. This condition
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was used by the authors of Ref. [37] to ensure localization. Also, In Ref. [37] the authors
find that the Gauge field is localized in the positive tension brane for β < 0 and in the
negative one for β > 02 . However now β is not a free parameter and the only allowed value
is β = −1/2. Therefore, imposing general covariance will provides a specific behavior for
the model. First of all, the Gauge field must be localized only in the positive tension branes.
Second, and more important, β = −1/2 is out of the forbidden range (2.31). Therefore the
ultralight mode exist and is fixed. The rest of the mass, again, will be given by (2.22) with
ν = 1.
Now we can generalize the above model by considering a more general coupling given
by


Z
1
λ1
λ2
5 √
MN
M
M N
S = − d x −g FM N F
(3.21)
+ RAM A + RM N A A .
4
2
2
This action was used in the context of RS-II in Ref. [33]. Now we also need the Ricci
tensor, given by

Rµν (z) = −ηµν A00 + 3A02 .
(3.22)
The process to obtain the Schrodinger equation is similar to the one for just the Ricci scalar,
and again it is given by (3.4), but with




1
1
c1 =
− 8λ1 − λ2 , c2 =
− 12λ1 − 3λ2 .
(3.23)
2
4
The solution to the zero mode is obtained with c21 = c2 , and now we get
λ±
2 = −(1 + 8λ1 ) ±

p
3 p
12λ1 + 1; c±
∓ 12λ1 + 1
1 =
2

(3.24)

Of course, we must have λ1 ≥ −1/12 in order to have a real root. This leads to an effective
action given by

Z
Z
1
T
.
(3.25)
Sef f = − e2c1 A(z) dz
d4 x F̃Tµν F̃µν
4
The field is localized in the positive tension brane if 2c1 > 1 and in the negative one if
2c1 < 0. With this we get that the range of allowed values is given by
−

1
1
≤ λ1 < 0, −2 < λ2 ≤ − .
12
3

(3.26)

Once more we compare our potential with (2.28). The comparison leads to
1
1
− 8λ1 − λ2 = − β → β = (8λ1 + λ2 )
2
2
1
1
c2 = − 12λ1 − 3λ2 = + α + β → α = −(20λ1 + 4λ2 ).
4
4
c1 =

(3.27)

As expected, the above expressions imply that the relation (2.29) is automatically satisfied.
We also obtain, from Eq. (3.26), the range of values
−
2

8
≤ β < 0.
3

Again we have corrected the range.
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(3.28)

The above values are out of the forbidden range (2.31) and the ultralight mode exists.
We should point the interesting particular case λ1 = 0. With this we get a coupling just
with the Ricci tensor. By using (3.27) we get β = λ2 , and α = −4λ2 . With the condition
c21 = c2 , we get λ2 = −2, then β = −2 and α = 8. Therefore we get a fixed ultralight mode.
However, for the general case, we can not fix completely the parameters λ1 and λ2 . It is
necessary something else. As said in the introduction, we can impose the further condition
that the localization of the field is consistent with EE in the limit of large radius. Using
this, Freitas et al found that we must fix [34]
λ1 = −

1
1
, λ2 = − .
12
3

(3.29)

With these values we have β = −1 and we get a fixed ultralight mode, that is identical to
the gravitational field. The rest of the (KK) modes is calculated with (2.22),with ν = 23 .
Therefore, for a fully covariant and consistent model, we must fix completely the parameters.
As a consequence we obtain a fixed ultra-light mode. In the next section, we apply the
above procedure to the Kalb-Ramond field.
3.1.3

The Kalb-Ramond Field

Here we analyze the multi-localization of the Kalb-Ramond Field. Here, from the beginning
we use both couplings. The cases with just the Ricci tensor or just the Ricci scalar, in the
context of just one brane, are discussed, respectively in [59] and [28]. The action is given
by

Z
1
λ1
5 √
FM M M F M1 M2 M3 + RAM2 N2 AM2 N2 +
(3.30)
S = − d x −g
12 1 2 3
4

λ2 N1 N2 M1 M2
g
R
AM1 N1 AM2 N2 .
4
Where FM1 M2 M3 = 3∂[M1 AM2 M3 ] . This action leads to the following equation of motion
√
√
(3.31)
∂M1 [ −gF M1 M2 M3 ] − λ1 −gRAM2 M3 −
√
N1 [M3 M2 ]M1
λ2 −gg
R
AM1 N1 = 0.
The last term appears anti-symmetrized due to AM1 M2 be antisymmetric. We can split
the equation (3.31) in two parts, one tensorial and other vectorial. By fixing M2 = ν and
M3 = 5, we get the vector part as
β

∂µ F

µν5

− λ1 e

2A

ν5

RA

λ2 Rβ ν5
λ2
− R55 Aν5 −
A = 0.
2
2 4

(3.32)

When we fix M2 = µ and M3 = ν in (3.31), we have the tensor part given by
∂ρ F ρµν + eA ∂5 [e−A F 5µν ] − λ1 e2A RAµν − λ2

Rββ
4

Aµν = 0.

(3.33)

Due to the anti-symmetry of the field strength, we get from (3.31) ;
∂µ (λ1 eA RAµ5 ) + (λ2 e−A

Rββ
8

+
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λ2 −A 5
e R5 )∂µ Aµ5 = 0.
2

(3.34)

and
"
∂5

λ2
λ1 ReA + e−A
2

R55 +

Rββ
4

"

!#
A5ν + ∂µ

#
β
R
β
λ1 eA R + λ2 e−A
Aµν = 0.
4

(3.35)

From (3.34), we see that the vector field Aµ5 , once that R, Rββ and R55 depends only of A(z)
and its derivative, obeys the transverse condition ∂µ Aµ5 = 0.However, from (3.35),we see
that the Kalb-Ramond field does not have null divergence. Because of that we split it like
done in [28]
1
1 [µ
µν
ν]ρ
Aµν
+ ∂ [µ ∂ρ Aν]ρ
; Aµν
(3.36)
T =A
L = − ∂ ∂ρ A .


We have to show that the longitudinal and transverse part of the field can be decoupled.
For this we use the identities
∂µ F µνρ = Aνρ
T

;

1
FL5µν = − ∂ [µ ∂ρ F ν]ρ5


;

µν5
F µν5 = ∂ 5 Aµν
T + FL .

(3.37)

We now use (3.37) in (3.33), the result is
A
−A 5 µν
∂ AT ] + eA ∂5 [e−A FL5µν ]
Aµν
T + e ∂5 [e
µν
2A
−λ1 e2A RAµν
T − λ1 e RAL − λ2

Rββ
4

Aµν
T − λ2

Rββ
4

(3.38)

Aµν
L =0

With the help of the second identity in (3.37), and with the equation (3.32) and (3.35), we
show that
!
Rββ
A
−A 5µν
2A
e ∂5 [e FL ] = λ1 e R + λ2
Aµν
(3.39)
L .
4
Placing (3.39) in (3.38) we arrive at
A
−A 5 µν
∂ AT ) − λ1 e2A RAµν
Aµν
T − λ2
T + e ∂5 (e

Rββ
4

Aµν
T = 0.

(3.40)

The standard solution that is proposed to solve the above equation is
A

µν
2
Aµν
T = e ÃT (x)ψ(z).

(3.41)

By plugging this solution in (3.40), we obtain an equation identical to (3.4),but with c1 and
c2 given by
1
1
c1 = − − 8λ1 − λ2 , c2 = − 12λ1 − 3λ2 .
(3.42)
2
4
Again, the solution to the zero mode is obtained if c21 = c2 and we find
p
λ±
(12λ1 + 4).
(3.43)
2 = −(8λ1 + 2) ±
In order to have real coupling we must have λ1 ≥ −1/3. The effective action is similar to
the case of the gauge field
Z

Z
2c1 A(z)
4 1 µνρ T
Sef f = − e
dz
d x F̃T F̃µνρ .
(3.44)
4
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Again, we have a localized zero mode in the positive tension brane for 2c1 > 1 and for
2c1 < 0 in the negative one. Therefore by using 2c1 > 1,λ1 ≥ −1/3 and Eq. (3.44) we
arrive at
1
1
2
− ≤ λ1 < − , −1 < λ2 ≤ .
(3.45)
3
4
3
For the light mode we use Eq. (A.7) of the appendix to arrive at
q
m1 = 4c21 − 1ke−(c1 +1/2)x .
(3.46)
Therefore, we see that the condition for localization is exactly the one to get a ultra-light
mode. Again, we do not know the exact value of the parameters. However, we can use the
consistency condition developed in [34]. For the KR field the values of the parameters are
fixed to
1
2
λ1 = − , λ2 = .
3
3
With this value we get a localized zero mode and a ultra light mode given by c1 = 3/2.
Again we get that the only consistent ultralight mode has the same mass as in the gravity
case.
3.1.4

q−forms

The action for the q−form coupled with the geometric quantities(Ricci scalar and Ricci
tensor) is

Z
1
λ1
D √
S = − d x −g
FM M ...M F M1 M2 ...Mq+1 +
RAM2 ...Mq+1 AM2 ...Mq+1
(3.47)
2(q + 1)! 1 2 q+1
2q!

λ2
+ gM1 N1 RM1 M2 g N1 N2 g M3 N3 ...g Mq+1 Nq+1 AM2 M3 ...Mq+1 AN2 N3 ...Nq+1 .
2q!
We will see if it is possible to localize it, and also analyze the value of c1 .The field strength is
given by FM1 M2 ...Mq+1 = (q + 1)∂[M1 AM2 M3 ...Mq+1 ] . The equation of motion that we obtain
from (3.47) is
√
√
∂M1 [ −gF M1 M2 ...Mq+1 ] − λ1 R −gAM2 M3 ...Mq+1
λ2 √
−
−ggM1 N1 RM1 [M2 AN1 M3 ]...Mq+1 .
2

(3.48)

We have to decompose the q−form in D-dimensions in a q−form and a (q − 1)-form
in (D − 1)-dimensions. In order to do that we have to expand the equation (3.48). With
this expansion, we will get two different equations, one with one of the free indices equal 5
(q−1-form) and other which none of the free indices equal to 5 (q−form). In this separation,
we use the following identities
µ µ2 ...µq 5

F µ1 µ2 ...µq 5 = FL 1
µ µ2 ...µq 5

FL 1

∂ν F νµ1 ...µq

(−1)q−1

µ µ2 ...µq

+ ∂ 5 AT 1

∂ [µ1 ∂ν F µ2 ...µq ]ν5

µ ...µ
= AT1 q .
=
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(3.49)

As well as the separation for the field
µ µ2 ...µq

AT 1

µ µ2 ...µq

AL1

Aµ1 µ2 ...µq

= Aµ1 µ2 ...µq +

(−1)q [µ1
∂ ∂ν1 Aµ2 ...µq ]ν1


(3.50)

(−1)q−1 [µ1
∂ ∂ν1 Aµ2 ...µq ]ν1

µ µ ...µ
µ µ ...µ
= AT1 2 q + AL1 2 q .
=

By using the last two set of equations, we get the equation for the q-form
µ ...µq

eαq A AT1

µ ...µq

−eβq A λ1 RAT1

µ ...µq

+ ∂5 [eαq A (∂ 5 AT1
Rβ
αq A β

− λ2 e

4

µ ...µq

AT 1

)]

(3.51)

= 0.

Where αq = [D − 2(q + 1)] and βq = (D − 2q).
As a solution for the above equation we propose
µ ...µq

AT1

µ ...µq

= ÂT1

(x)e−

αq A
2

ψ(z).

(3.52)

With this solution in (3.51) we separate the variables obtaining one equation that depends
on the extra dimension and other that has a xµ dependence. The equation that depends
on the extra dimension is again (3.4), and this time the coefficients c1 and c2 are
αq
− 2λ1 (D − 1) − λ2
(3.53)
c1 =
2
αq2
c2 =
− λ1 (D − 1)(D − 2) − λ2 (D − 2)
4
where we have used the Ricci scalar and Ricci tensor in D− dimensions computed in [33, 59].
The solution for the zero mode is ψ = ec1 A . With that we get c21 = c2 , and replacing the
values of c1 and c2 we have
λ±
2 =−

[−αq + 4λ1 (D − 1) + (D − 2)]
2

(3.54)

1q 2
αq + 4λ1 (D − 1)(D − 2) − 2αq (D − 2) + (D − 2)2 .
±
2
Considering the measure, our solution (3.52) and the (q + 1) factors of metric, we obtain
the effective action for the q− form
Z
Z
1
µ µ ...µ
2c1 A
Sef f = −
e
dz d4 xF̂µT1 µ2 ...µq+1 F̂T 1 2 q+1 .
(3.55)
2(q + 1)!
To have a q−form localized in the positive branes we need 2c1 > 1,and for the negative one
2c1 < 0. With this we find the range of values for λ1 and λ2
2αq (D − 2) − (D − 2)2 − αq2
(D − 3)2 + 2αq (D − 2) − (D − 2)2 − αq2
≤ λ1 <
.
4(D − 1)(D − 2)
4(D − 1)(D − 2)

(3.56)

and
[αq (D − 2) − αq2 + (D − 3)2 ] 1
[αq (D − 2) − αq2 ]
−
− (D − 3) < λ2 ≤ −
.
2(D − 2)
2
2(D − 2)
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(3.57)

Again realize that we have a range of values for λ1 and λ2 . To fix it we need to use the
consistency conditions found in [34]. After applying these consistency we found
2αq (D − 2) − (D − 2)2 − αq2
λ1 =
4(D − 1)(D − 2)
With these values for λ1 and λ2 we get c1 =
(D−2)A
2

[αq (D − 2) − αq2 ]
λ2 = −
.
2(D − 2)

(D−2)
2

and c2 =

(D−2)2
.
4

(3.58)

This leads to the

. And the effective action for the zero mode of the q−form, after
solution ψ = e
imposing consistency condition, is
Z
Z
1
µ µ ...µ
Sef f = −
e(D−2)A dz d4 xF̂µT1 µ2 ...µq+1 F̂T 1 2 q+1 .
(3.59)
2(q + 1)!
One interesting fact that deserves to be mentioned is the analogy between the q−form
as described here, and the gravitational field in D-dimensions. To show it we need to
remember that the gravitational field is very similar to the free scalar field, in other words,
to the q = 0 form. With that in mind we have αq = D − 2. Placing it in the value of c1
found in (3.53),and making λ1 = λ2 = 0, we have c1 = D−2
2 . As the solution is of the form
2c
A
(D−2)A
1
ψ=e
, we get ψ = e
, and this leads to an effective action identical to (3.59). This
is a very important result because it tell us that the ultralight mode of all the q−form fields
are identical to the gravitational one, with mass given by (3.46). If we consider D = 5, we
always will get c1 = 23 for bosonic fields. Substituting this value for c1 in (3.46), we get the
mass of the ultralight mode for the gravitational field (2.10). In the next section we discuss
the multi-localization with the dilaton field, and we will show that we get the same results
found here.
3.2

Multi-Localization With the Dilaton

Now we present other form to multi-localize the fields in this scenary; the coupling with
dilaton. This way is similar to the one showed in[37], in the sense that it leaves a free
parameter in the model. However,if we consider the consistency conditions showed in [34],
the parameter can be fixed. Even though now the model is very different, we do some
comparison in the potentials found here with the ones calculated in [37]. The metric in this
configuration takes the form
ds2 = e2A(z) ηµν dxµ dxν + e2B(z) dy 2 ,

(3.60)

ds2 = e2A(z) (ηµν dxµ dxν + dz 2 ).

(3.61)

or

Where we have used the transformation dy = eA−B dz, with
B(z) =

A(z)
,
4

√
π = − 3M 3 A(z).

Let us start discussing the scalar field.
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(3.62)

3.2.1

The Scalar Field

The action for the scalar field with dilaton is given by
Z
√
1
S=−
d5 x −ge−λπ g M N ∂M Φ∂N Φ.
2

(3.63)

The process until the Schrodinger like equation is very similar to the one done in the
previous subsection. Such process here is even easier, once that we do not have mass terms.
What is different here is the presence of the factor λπ due to the dilaton. Once more we
have an equation like (3.4), but this time the potential is given by
√
√
(3 + λ 3M 3 )2 0
(3 + λ 3M 3 )
A”(z) +
(A (z))2 ,
(3.64)
U (z) =
2
4
this means that c1 =

√
3+λ 3M 3
2

and c2 =
− ρA
2

√
(3+λ 3M 3 )2
.
4

Where we have used the following
√
φ(x)ψ(z), with ρ = (3 + λ 3M 3 ). The effective

ansatz for the solution Φ(x, z) = e
action that we obtain is
Z
Z
2c1 A
dz d4 x∂µ φ(x)∂ µ φ(x).
Sef f = − e

(3.65)

From this action we again obtain the same multi-localization conditions: 2c1 > 1 for positive
branes, and 2c1 < 0 for the negative one. Or in terms of λ; λ > − √ 2 3 , and λ < − √ 3 3 .
3M
3M
In order to compare this model with [37], we need to compare the potential (3.64) with
(2.19). By doing it, we get
√
√
λ 3M 3
8λ 3M 3 + λ2 (3M 3 )
β=−
α=
.
(3.66)
2
4
As we comment at the begging, if we do not consider the consistency conditions, λ is a free
parameter. After using it, we fix λ = 0. Then, α = β = 0, and c1 = 23 . And once more we
will have an ultralight mode with mass given by (2.10).
3.2.2

The Gauge Field

Let us now study the gauge field coupled to dilaton. The dilaton coupling was first proposed
in [5], where they propose an action of the form
Z
√
1
d5 x −ge−λπ FM N F M N .
S=−
(3.67)
4
Using the gauge ∂µ Aµ = A5 = 0, and the well known process we arrive in the potential
√
√
(1 + λ 3M 3 )2 0
(1 + λ 3M 3 )
U (z) =
A”(z) +
(A (z))2 ,
(3.68)
2
4
√

3

√

3 2

(1+λ 3M )
with c1 = (1+λ 2 3M ) and c2 = √
. Here we have used Aν (x, z) = e−
4
as our solution, with ρ = (1 + λ 3M 3 ). With this we get the effective action
Z
Z
1
2c1 A
dz d4 xF̃µν F̃ µν .
Sef f = −
e
4
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ρA
2

Ã(x)ψ(z)

(3.69)

Again to localize the field in the positive branes we need 2c1 > 1, or λ > 0. For the negative
one; 2c1 < 0 , or λ < − √ 1 3 .
3M
As usual we compare our potential (3.68) with (2.28),obtaining
√
√
λ 3M 3
λ2 (3M 3 )
β=−
α = λ 3M 3 +
.
(3.70)
2
4
As expected, λ is a free parameter. Only after the use of the EE is that the value of it is
fixed in λ = √ 2 3 . With λ fixed we have β = −1 and α = 3. This obeys the condition
3M

α = β 2 − 2β found in [37]. Also, with λ = √ 2 3 we get c1 = 23 , and one more time the
3M
ultralight mode of this field is equal to the ultralight mode of the gravity. With mass given
by (2.10).
3.2.3

The Kalb Ramond Field

Now we describe the Kalb Ramond (KB) field. The action of this field with the dilaton is
Z
√
1
S=−
(3.71)
d5 x −ge−λπ FM N R F M N R .
12
To arrive in the desired potential we used ∂µ Aµν = Aν5 = 0. The potential is
√
√
(−1 + λ 3M 3 )
(−1 + λ 3M 3 )2 0
U (z) =
A”(z) +
(A (z))2 .
2
4
This time we have c1 =
Aµν (x, z)

=e

− ρA
2

√
(−1+λ 3M 3 )
2

Ãµν (x)ψ(z),

√
(−1+λ 3M 3 )2
. The solution for
4
√
3
λ 3M ). The effective action is

and c2 =

with ρ = (−1 +
Z
Z
1
2c1 A
Sef f = −
dze
d4 xF̃µνρ F̃ µνρ .
12

(3.72)
the field is

(3.73)

Like always, the localization in the positive branes happens for 2c1 > 1, leading to λ >
√ 2 . For the negative one; 2c1 < 0 which gives λ < √ 1 . Now there is no comparison
3M 3
3M 3
to be made; the work [37] does not discuss the Kalb Ramond field. However, here we also
can apply consistency condition in order to fix our parameter λ. The exact value found for
such parameter is λ = √ 4 3 . This value leads to c1 = 23 , and the mass for the ultralight
3M
mode of the Kalb Ramond field is also given by (2.10).
3.2.4

The q-form

The action for the q−form in a p-brane in D-dimensions is
Z
√
1
S=−
dD x −ge−λπ FM1 ...Mq+1 F M1 ...Mq+1 .
2(q + 1)!

(3.74)

Where the general field strength associated to the q−form is FM1 ...Mq+1 = (q+1)∂[M1 AM2 ...Mq ] .
We also use the gauge Aµ1 ...µq−1 5 = ∂ µ1 Aµ1 ...µq = 0.
The general potential obtained is
U (z) =

ρ2q
ρq
A”(z) + (A0 (z))2 .
2
4
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(3.75)

√
ρ2q
ρq
3M 3 .
and
c
=
,
with
ρ
=
D
−
2(q
+
1)
+
λ
2
q
2
4
ρq A
Aµ1 ...µq (x, z) = e− 2 Aµ1 ...µq (x)ψ(z). From it we get

Where c1 =

The general solution that

we used is

the effective action

Sef f

1
=−
12

Z

2c1 A

dze

Z

d4 xF̃µ1 ...µq+1 F̃ µ1 ...µq+1 .

(3.76)

By a simple inspection in this action, we see that the condition to be a q-form localized in
the positive branes is 2c1 > 1, and in the negative brane 2c1 < 0. This leads, respectively,
√
√
and λ < 2(q+1)−D
. As we already know, the way to fix the free parameter
to λ > 2q+3−D
3
3
3M

3M

is through EE. After using it we have λ = √ 2q 3 .
3M
Once more we can compare the q-form with the free gravitational field in D-dimensions.
After fixing λ = √ 2q 3 , we have ρq = (D − 2), then 2c1 = (D − 2). So, our effective action
3M
(3.76) becomes identical to (3.59). This means that the mass of the ultralight mode of the
q-form coupled to dilaton, also is given by (3.46).

4

Revisiting the Bosonic Fields in the Crystal Manyfold

Here we will revisit the bosonic fields in the crystal manyfold. First, we will study the
gravitational field in such background. After that, we deal with the scalar, gauge, Kalb
Ramond and q−form fields.Once that the comments about localization were done in the
previous section, we will focus in the band gap structure. The crystal is a generalization of
the (+ − +) brane model, where the set (+ − +) is interpreted as one cell of the crystal.
The original construction of it was proposed in [38]. However, it was found by [36] that the
dispersion relation calculated in [38] was not correct. Here we will review the analytical
calculation done in [36], and in addition show numerical interpretations as well as the plot of
the band gap structure with and without the dilaton. The study of the scalar, gauge, KalbRamond and q−form was done in [44]. Once that they used the same dispersion relation
that [38], their results are also incorrect. We calculate the correct dispersion relation and
compare our results with the ones found by them.
4.1

The Free Gravitational Field

The crystal manyfold is described by an array of 2+n-branes in a 4+n-dimensional AdS
space, equally distant and with alternate brane tension. The action describing such a
configuration is
Z

4+n

S=

d
M

√

x g4+n



 X
n XZ
R
√
d3+n x g3+n σk .
+Λ −
2
2κ4+n
jk l k
j
k=1

(4.1)

k

Where κ24+n = M8π
n+2 , and M∗ is the fundamental scale of the theory. The equation of
∗
motion from (4.1) is
GM
N

=

M
κ24+n ΛδN

n √
X
X
g3+n 2
|k κ4+n σk
(−1)j δ(z k − jlk )diag(1, 1, 1, 1, 1, ..., 0k , ..., 1).
−
√
g4+n
k=1

j

(4.2)

– 21 –

Where z k parameterize the extra dimensions.
The general solution that is valid in the whole manifold (bulk and branes) is written
in the form
n
X
2
2bA
µ
ν
dsn+4 = e (ηµν dx dx +
(dz k )2 ),
(4.3)
k=1

where n is the number of spatial extra dimensions.The parameter b is the one that controls
the presence or not of the dilaton. For b = 1 it does not exist, and for b = 34 it does. The
solution for the conformal factor is
e−bA = K

n
X

S(k k ) + 1,

(4.4)

k=1

√
with K = ( nL)−1 and the functions S satisfying
X
d2 S(z k )
=
2
(−1)j δ(z k − jlk ),
d(z k )2

(4.5)

j

|

dS(z k )
| = 1.
dz k

Here L is the AdS radius, and lk the separation of the branes. The function S which solves
(4.5) is the sawtooth function, that can be written as follow


...




2pl − z k ,
f or
(2p − 1)lk < z k < 2plk ;
k
S(z k ) =
.
(4.6)
z k − 2plk ,
f or
2plk < z k < (2p + 1)lk ;




...
The Schrodinger equation that has to be solved in this case is very like the one that appears
in the Kroning Penney model [1]


X
15
3
Ψ+
(−1)j δ(z − jl)Ψ = 0.
(4.7)
Ψ00 + m2 −
2
4(S(z) + L)
S(z) + L
j

The detailed process of how to solve this equation and find the dispersion relation can be
found in [36]. In the work [38] the author founds a wrong dispersion relation
cos(lq) =

(j2 n1 + j1 n2 )(ĵ2 n̂1 + ĵ1 n̂2 ) − ĵ1 ĵ2 (j1 j2 + 3n1 n2 )
2(j2 n1 − j1 n2 )(ĵ2 n̂1 − ĵ1 n̂2 )
n̂1 n̂2 (3j1 j2 + n1 n2 )
−
.
2(j2 n1 − j1 n2 )(ĵ2 n̂1 − ĵ1 n̂2 )

(4.8)

This equation provides a constraint in m. Solving it gives us the lowest value of mass, and
consequently the magnitude of the gap. The authors in [38], does not solve this equation
explicit. What they do is just analyze the arguments of the Bessel functions that are mL
and m(l + L). Then, they argue that the only two candidates for the mass gap (mgap ) are
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L−1 and (l + L)−1 . The first option is excluded, because that in the limit of l → ∞ the
single brane case [4] must be satisfied. Then the mass gap must be
mgap =

O(1)
.
l+L

(4.9)

The correct dispersion relation was calculated in [36], and we agree with it. The dispersion
found is
s
−ĵ1 ĵ2 n1 n2 − n̂1 n̂2 j1 j2 + ĵ2 n̂1 j2 n1 + ĵ1 n̂2 j1 n2
.
(4.10)
cos(ql) =
(ĵ2 n̂1 − ĵ1 n̂2 )(j2 n1 − j1 n2 )
The authors in [36] calculated analytically the width of the first band of mass, as well as the
distance between the zero mode and the first band. The way to find these results is identical
to the process described in the appendix A, where we show how to find the structure of the
spectrum for the bosonic fields. The width of the first band is given by
√
Γ0 = 2 2ke−2x ,
(4.11)
where x = kl. And the distance from the zero mode until the first band is
∆Γ1 = ξ1 ke−x .

(4.12)

with ξ1 being the first root of J1 (x).
The rest of the band structure has the following form. The width of the rest of the
bands are
Γi ≈ ξie−3x .
(4.13)
While the distance between then is
∆γi ≈ (ξi − ξi−1 )ke−x .

(4.14)

Where ξi are the roots of the Bessel function J2 (x). In the limit m → ∞ the space disappear
and there is no forbidden zones. This description is valid for just one point(q = 0). To find
the complete form of the bands we need to do numerical calculations, and this is done by
us in what follows.
In order to do the numerical calculations, we need to give the magnitude of some
parameters. If we want to have gravity in the observational bound, the relation between l
3
and L is Ll 2 ≤ 1mm [38], and MP2 L ≈ M∗3 LN . N is the number of branes in the crystal.
The fundamental scale satisfy M∗ ≈ L1 ∗ T eV and, if we take l ≈ eV −1 << 1mm, we find
N ≈ 1016 , M∗ ≈ 100T eV ( L1 ≈ 100). In (4.10), we have also used as the argument of the
Bessel functions
n̂2 = N2 (mL)
n̂1 = N1 (mL)
n2 = N2 (m(l + L))
n1 = N1 (m(l + L))
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(4.15)

and
ĵ2 = J2 (mL)

(4.16)

ĵ1 = J1 (mL)
j2 = J2 (m(l + L))
j1 = J1 (m(l + L)).

With l being the distance between the branes, and L the AdS radius.
When we calculate the limit of (4.10) with m → 0, we find that the dispersion relation
tends smoothly to one. This means that the first band of mass starts at zero in (ql ≈ 0)
and goes until a maximum value in ql = 0.5π, as can be seen in Figure4. To find this
maximum we plot (4.10) for ql = 0.5π . Here, contrarily of [38], we find the exact value of
this first mode. In [38], the author just gave an heuristic estimation of this mass, suggested
to be given by mgap = O(1)/(l + L). By an explicit calculation we find that this numerator,
using their wrong expression, is in fact 4. Let us see the plot for the first mode for both
dispersion relation.

(a) The lowest mass mode for the
gravitational field with dispersion
relation (4.10).

(b) The lowest mass mode for the
gravitational field using (4.8).

Figure 3. The lowest mass modes for the gravitational field with both dispersion relation.

To plot the graphs above we used the definitions (4.15) and (4.16). We also made
x
x = m(l + L), and with the relation l/L = 100 we obtain 101
= mL. We then call
f (x) = (4.10)2 , and plotted for ql = 0.5π between the upper and lower limit of the cosine.
The point where the graph intercepts the x axis for the first time, represents the value of the
first mass mode. According to Figure3a), the first mode is at x = 0.028 i.e m = 0.028/(l+L)
, while Figure3b) shows that the first mass mode for (4.8) is x = 4, or m = 4/(l + L). That
way our first mode is two order of magnitude smaller than the first mode found in [38]. This
leads to a bigger correction in the Newton’s law as you can see in [37]. The comparative
between the two dispersion relations, for the first mass modes, is showed in the figure bellow.
In this figure, as well as in all the other like this, the y axis represents the mass in units of
inverse of length, precisely; m = x/(l + L) or m = x.(1010 mm−1 ) once that l = 10−4 mm
and L = 10−6 mm.
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(a) The lowest mass modes for the gravitational field.

Figure 4. The comparative of the mass modes for the two dispersion relation. The solid curve is
our relation, while the dashed curved is the dispersion calculated by [38].

As one can see in Figure 4, the old dispersion relation (dashed curve) says that the
lowest mass mode has a maximum in q ≈ 0. However, within our results, the lowest mode
has a minimum in q ≈ 0. It is also clear the big difference in the values of the first modes.
In addition, with the old relation, there is no mass around q = 0 for m bigger than m ≈ 9.5.
That is not true according to our relation. Once that we have found the value for the first
mass mode, it is possible to estimate the correction in Newton’s law due to Bulk gravitons
[36]. Let us now see a new result for the gravitational field; its coupling with the dilaton.
4.2

The Gravitational Field with Dilaton

Now we present a new discussion for the gravitational field; we analyze its behavior in the
presence of the dilaton in the background of the crystal .The couple of the gravitational
field with dilaton is also discussed in [5, 23].The multi- localization follow the same pattern
that the one presented in [5], the difference is just the warp factor. Again we consider
the Einstein’s equations in the axial gauge, and the equation that depends on the extra
dimension is


2
2(A−B) ∂
2(A−B) 0 d
2(A−B)
00
0 0
0 2
2
−e
+e
B
+ 2e
(A − A B + 2(A ) ) − ∂ hµν = 0, (4.17)
∂y 2
dy
with ∂ 2 ≡ η µν ∂µ ∂ν . After the separation of variables hµν = h̄µν ψ(y) we have the following
potential
3
9 2
Ū = Ā00 + Ā0 .
(4.18)
2
4
The results for the gravitational field coupled with the dilaton are shown in the figure
p
bellow. Here we have considered the dilaton coupling as λ = 1/ (3M 3 ). We can see
that there is a shift in the values of mass, when compared with the results found with the
dispersion relation found in [38]. Also, due to the presence of the dilaton, the first mass
mode decreases from m = 0.028/(l + L) to m = 0.004/(l + L),in our case. While for the
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other dispersion, the first mass mode increases from mgap = 4/(l +L) to mgap = 4.4/(l +L).
As the first mode is smaller that in the free case, the correction in the Newton’s potential
will be bigger
!
Z 0.004
(l+L) dm Gm1 m2 m
m1 m2
−mr
V ≈ −G
+
e
.
(4.19)
r
K
r
K
0
After integration we get
V ≈ −G

m1 m2
r


1+

0.004L2 −0.004r
e (l+L)
(l + L)r2


.

(4.20)

This correction is seven times bigger than in the free case, where the above exponential is
−0.028r
e (l+L) .

(a) The lowest mass modes
for the gravitational field
with the dilaton.

(b) The first mass mode using (4.10).

(c) The first mass mode using (4.8).

Figure 5. The lowest mass modes for the gravitational field with the dilaton are represented in
(a). The dashed curve is the plot with the wrong dispersion relation, and the solid curve the plot
with the correct one. In (b), we have the value for the first mass mode using our relation.In c), we
show the first mass mode for the dispersion relation (4.8).

4.3

The Scalar, Gauge, Kalb-Ramond and q−form.

In the previous subsection we developed the specific case of the gravitational field. Now
we show the general Schrödinger equation and the dispersion relation that is valid for the
q−form.That way we correct te wrong results showed in [44]. In section three, we saw the
exact value for the first mass mode in the case of the (+ − +) model. It was possible due
to the fixing of the parameters using consistency conditions. Here we will show the band
structure in a general way, without fixing the parameters.
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The general Schröedinger equation valid for the q−form is

"
00

2

Ψ + m − c1 +

c21



1
+ c1
(S(z) + L)2

j
j (−1) δ(z

P

− jl)

(S(z) + L)

#
Ψ = 0.

(4.21)

Realize that this equation is very similar to (4.7), the difference is just some parameters.
As these parameters are constants, the procedure to solve this equation for two adjacent
cells is identical to the one described in [36] for the gravitational field. Following exactly
the same steps, we arrive at the general dispersion relation

cos(ql) =

(4.22)
s

−n̂ν n̂ν−1 jν jν−1 − ĵν ĵν−1 nν nν−1 + n̂ν ĵν−1 nν jν−1 + ĵν n̂ν−1 jν nν−1
.
(n̂ν ĵν−1 − ĵν n̂ν−1 )(nν jν−1 − jν nν−1 )


Where ν = 21 + c1 . In order to avoid confusion, it is important to mention that ν is the
order of the Bessel function, and c1 the coefficient that appears next to A” in the potential.
In the work [37], the authors used ν for the term that appears next to A”. Then, for each
field,with or without the dilaton, we need to find c1 .

4.3.1

The Scalar Field

We now study the scalar field in the background of the crystal. The action,with the dilaton,
is identical to the one used in section three i.e, equation (3.63) as well as the parameters.
The multi- localization is achieved with the same value for the parameter λ as we saw in
the last section. Again, the dilaton field decreases the mass for the first mass mode, now
the first mass mode is m = 0.00025/(l + L) as can be seen in Figure6(b). Let us see the
band gap structure in this case. Once more the comparison between the two dispersion
relation can be seen in Figure 6(a).In Figure 6b), we have the first mass mode for (4.10).
In Figure 6c), the first mass mode for (4.8).
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(a) The lowest mass modes
for the scalar field with the
dilaton.

(b) The first mass mode for our relation.

(c) The first mass mode for (4.8) .

Figure 6. The lowest mass modes for the scalar field with the dilaton are represented in (a). The
dashed curve is the plot with the wrong dispersion relation, and the solid curve the plot with the
correct one. In (b), we have the first mode for our relation. In c), the first mode for the old relation.

4.3.2

The Gauge Field

Let us now see how is the behavior of the gauge field inside the crystal. We will initially
consider the free case and, after this, the case with the dilaton coupling. The potential in
the free case is

1 0 2 A00 (z)
A (z) +
.
U (z) =
4
2


(4.23)

Then we see that in this case c1 = 21 and ν = 1. Plugging this value in the dispersion
relation we get the results showed in the figure bellow. As one can see, differently of what
happens in [44], there is mass around q = 0. In [44], the mass modes were restricted to
q ≈ 0.5π/l, and this is not true. Also from Figure7(b), we see that the first mass mode is
m = 0.7/(l + L). In Figure7(c), we plot the first mode for the old result,which the first
mode is m = 2.7/(l + L). We can see that our first mode, again, is smaller, leading to a
bigger correction in the Coulomb’s law.
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(a) The lowest mass modes
for the free gauge field.

(b) The first mode for our case.

(c) The first mode for [38].

Figure 7. The lowest mass modes for the free gauge field are represented in (a). The dashed curve
is the plot with the wrong dispersion relation, and the solid curve the plot with the correct one. b)
shows the first mass mode with the correct dispersion. c) The first mode for the wrong dispersion.

When we add the dilaton coupling the action is like (3.67), and the parameters are the
same found there. These are the same conditions obtained in the(+ − +) model. Using the
same value for the coupling as before, we get ν = 1.84. The band gap structure is showed
in the figure below. It is obvious the difference among the solid and dashed curves. For
instance, the dashed one tells us that the lowest mode has a maximum in q = 0, while the
solid says that the lowest mode has a minimum in this value of q. By one hand, for the
dashed curve, there is no mass mode allowed around q = 0 for M > 6. On the other hand,
for the correct dispersion relation, there is mass modes around q = 0 for M > 6. Figure
8(b), tells the value of the first mode: m = 0.05/(l + L). In c), we have the value for the
first mode with the wrong dispersion m = 3.8/(l + L).
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(a) The lowest mass modes
for the gauge field with the
dilaton.

(b) The first mass mode with our relation.

(c) The first mass mode for relation (4.8).

Figure 8. The lowest mass modes for the gauge field with the dilaton are represented in (a). The
dashed curve is the plot with the wrong dispersion relation, and the solid curve the plot with the
correct one. In (b), we have our first mode. In c) the mode found with dispersion (4.8).

4.3.3

The Kalb Ramond Field

In this sub subsection we will verify the characteristics of the Kalb-Ramond field in the
crystal manyfold. This is a rank two anti-symmetric field that appear as a super gravity
massless mode in string theory.The massive modes, for the free case, are studied from the
potential
 02

A
A00
U=
.
(4.24)
−
4
2
From this we see that c1 = − 12 , and consequently ν = 0. As ν = 0, and remembering the
properties of the Bessel functions j−1 = −j1 and n−1 = −n1 , the dispersion relation will
be the same that for the case of the free gauge field. These results are showed in Figure7.
If we consider the coupling with the dilaton, the action will be given by (3.71). This
case shows an interesting result as we can see in Figure9(a). According to the new dispersion
relation, the dispersion for this field (with the dilaton coupling) is linear, at the least for
the values of q showed in Figure9(a), i.e., there is no gap between the mass bands. This
characteristic does not appear with the wrong dispersion relation used in the work [44]. In
b), we see that the value for the first mode in our case is m = 1.4/(l + L). In c), we have
the first mode for the wrong dispersion;m = 2.4/(l + L).
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(a) The lowest mass modes
for the Kalb-Ramond field
with the dilaton.

(b) The first mass mode in our case.

(c) The first mass mode with the wrong
relaion .

Figure 9. The lowest mass modes for the Kalb-Ramond field with the dilaton are represented in
(a). The dashed curve is the plot with the wrong dispersion relation, and the solid curve the plot
with the correct one. In (b), the first mode in our case. In c), the first mode for the dispersion
found in [38].

4.4

The q−Form Field

We are now ready to generalize the cases discussed before, by studying the q−form field in
a p-brane in a D-dimensional space, with p = D − 2. We start with the free q-form. The
potential in this case is



2

02 p
00 p
U (z) = A
−q +A
−q .
(4.25)
2
2


−
q
. The study of the q−form
Then, we can easily see that c1 = p2 − q, and ν = p+1
2
with dilaton is identical to the one presented in subsection (3.2), the difference here is the
warp factor. Actually, the whole results of this section have this characteristic. Here the
big change is that we calculate band gap structure, instead of just the spectrum for three
branes.
We can also discuss some other results for the q−form field. In Figure10(a), according
to the dashed curve there are two different regimens, one for ν > 1, and other for ν < 1. For
ν > 1 the mass values increases, while for ν < 1 the mass show a parabolic behavior. This
is almost what happens with the solid curve, except for the first two values of mass. Part
2) of Figure10(a) shows that the second mass mode tends to zero. Things are completely
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different in Figure10(b). According to the dashed curve, there is no mass below ν ≈ 1.6.
And as we can see, it does not happen for the solid curve. In this way, the analyses done in
[44] for the q−form field can not be performed. In that work, they say that by controlling
the dilaton coupling it is possible to generate or suppress mass modes, and that is not true,
once there is mass for all the values of ν.

(a) q = 0.5π/l

(b) q = 0.0

Figure 10. The mass dispersion against the order of the Bessel( Be aware that q in this figure
represents the wave vector momentum.)

What is still valid for both dispersion relations is the plot of the mass against the
separation between the branes l, as you can see in Figure 11. There, the plot was done for
different values of ν. It shows that the mass decreases as m(l) ∝ 1l . In the limit of l → ∞
there will be no gap, and the behavior of the system is like that with just one brane [4].

Figure 11. The lowest mass modes against the distance between the branes.

We can summarize the results of this section in two tables,one for the free case and
other for the coupling with the dilaton.
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Table 1. Parameters for the cases without dilaton

value of ν
2
2
1
0
1+p
2 −q

Field
Gravitational
scalar
Gauge
Kalb-Ramond
q-form

Parameter b
1
1
1
1
1

Parameter c
3/2
3/2
1/2
-1/2
p
2 −q

Table 2. Parameters for the cases with dilaton

Field
Gravitational
scalar
Gauge
Kalb-Ramond
q−form

5

value of ν
5/2

√
2λ 3M 3
√3
2λ 3M 3
+
3
√
3
1
− 6 + 2λ 33M
2α
3
5
2
7
6

Parameter b
3/4

+

parameter c
3/2

√
λ 3M 3
√2
λ 3M 3
√2
λ 3M 3
2 

3/4

3/2 +

3/4

1/2 +

3/4
3/4

-1/2 +
− α2 + 3/8

Bosonic Fields in the Crystal Manyfold (With Non-minimal Coupling)

In this section we will study the gauge and Kalb-Ramond fields in the background of the
crystal manyfold. The results, for localization issues, is similar to the one presented in
section 3, then we will not discuss it. However, the spectrum of mass is richer, because now
we are dealing with a more general case than the (+ − +) model. The Schrödinger equation
will be very like (4.21), but with the difference that b = 1, once that now there is no dilaton
coupling. As the Schrödinger equation changes just for a constant, the dispersion relation
still remains as in (4.22). We start with the study of the gauge field.
5.1

The Gauge Field

We start our discussion with both couplings: the Ricci scalar and the Ricci tensor. The
action, in five dimensions, is the same as (3.21). Now we are interested in the value of ν

that will be used in the dispersion relation (4.22). The value of ν is ν = 21 + c1 . Placing
the value of c1 we find that ν = 2. We realize that this value is the same of the cases of the
free scalar and free gravitational fields. However, we can make some changes. For example,
we can make λ1 = 0 which means that we take off the Ricci Scalar,then we are in a model
like [59]. With that, we get ν = 3. We can also turn off the parameter λ2 , putting the Ricci
tensor out off the game, this model is showed in [26]. By doing that, we arrive at ν = 32 .
The results for the mass modes that we get in this case are showed in Figure 12. The
results for ν = 2 were already showed in Figure 3. In Figure 12, when λ1 is turned off (there
is just the Ricci tensor) we have ν = 3. For λ2 = 0, we have ν = 32 . We also realize that
there is a big gap between the first mass mode and the next ones. This tell us that just the
first mass mode has a chance to be found,in the near future. The value for the first mass
mode for ν = 1.5 and ν = 3 are, respectively, m = 0.16/(l + L) and m = 3.4/(l + L). For
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ν = 2, the first mass mode, as we saw before, is m = 0.028/(l + L). After the conversion
we get one mass of order 6.2x10−31 kg. This is above the lower bound limit imposed in the
tests for a massive photon [61].

(a) Gauge field with both
couplings ν = 2,just with
the Ricci scalar ν = 1.5 and
just with the Ricci tensor
ν=3

(b) The first mass mode for ν = 1.5.

(c) The first mass mode for ν = 3

Figure 12. The allowed mass modes with the geometrical coupling(gauge field), and the first mass
modes. In b), the first mass mode for the coupling just with the Ricci scalar.In c), the first mass
mode for the coupling just with the Ricci tensor.

5.2

The Kalb-Ramond Field

Let us now turn our attention to the Kalb-Ramond field. While in the localization process
of the 1-form field we get a scalar field along the way, in the dimensional reduction of the
Kalb-Ramond field we have a 2-form field localized and also a 1-form field. In that way, the
localization of the Kalb-Ramond field induces a localization of a 1-form field as discussed
in [28]. The action for the Kalb-Ramond field in five dimensions with the two geometric
quantities is given by (3.30).
The plots for the Kalb-Ramond field are showed in Figure13. When considering both
couplings, we have ν = 2. Just like in the case of the gauge field. If we take off the
Ricci tensor, we have ν = 2.5. By making λ1 = 0(just the Ricci tensor), we get ν = 4.
The first mass mode for ν = 2.5 and ν = 4 are, respectively, m = 0.004/(l + L) and
m = 0.000006/(l + L). In the figure bellow, we plot just the first mode for ν = 4, once that
for ν = 2 and ν = 2, 5 were already plotted in Figures4 and 5.
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(b) The first mass mode for ν = 4

(a) Kalb-Ramond field with both
couplings ν = 2,just with the Ricci
scalar ν = 2.5 and just with the
Ricci tensor ν = 4

Figure 13. The allowed mass modes with the geometrical coupling(Kalb-Ramond field). In b),
the first mass when the field is coupled just with the Ricci tensor.

The generalization for these results is given by the q−form field. The action is (3.47),
and the whole discussion for the three brane case discussed in section three also applies
here, we just have to change the warp factor. To help the reader to follow our paper, we
made a table that organize all the values of first mass modes for both dispersion relation.
Table 3. Values of mass

ν
0.5
1
1.5
1.84
2

2.5

3
3.17
4

6

Field
Kalb Ramond(KB) with dilaton
Gauge and KB free
Gauge coupled with Ricci scalar
Gauge with dilaton
Gauge and KB with both
couplings
, free gravitational and
scalar
Gravitational with dilaton
and
KB With Ricci scalar
Gauge coupled with Ricci
tensor
Scalar with dilaton
KB coupled with Ricci
tensor

Mass for (4.22) 1010 mm−1
1.4
0.7
0.16
0.05
0.028

Mass for (4.8) 1010 mm−1
2.4
2.7
3.4
3.8
4

0.004

4.4

0.0005

5.5

0.00025
0.000006

5.75
7

Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed two methods to localize q−form fields in the multi-brane worlds:
geometrical and dilaton couplings. Both methods obeys the symmetries of the systems, and
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if consistency conditions are considered, there is no free parameters. We analyzed the mass
spectrum of such fields in the (+ − +) model , where we found an universal mass scale for
all the bosonic fields. We also revised the works [38, 44]. These papers treats the mention
fields in the scenary of the crystal manyfold. In [38], the author deals specifically with the
gravitational field, and the work [44] with the q−form. What happens is that the dispersion
relations found in both works were not correct. The correct dispersion for the gravitational
field is calculated in [36]. Here we increment the analytical calculations done in this last
work. For the case of the q−form we show how to get the correct dispersion relation and
compare our results with the previous ones. The study is made for the scalar, gravitational,
gauge, Kalb-Ramond and q−form fields, with and without the dilaton coupling. As new
cases, we also introduced in this same background the geometrical coupling, and studied
the gauge, Kalb-Ramond and q−form fields.
Firstly, we used our localization methods to study the q−form fields in the (+ − +)
background. We show that beyond obeying the symmetries of the systems, it has no free
1
parameters. For the gauge field, we find λ1 = − 12
and λ2 = − 31 , as the localization
parameters. That way, we also find the values of the parameters of the work [37]. We do
such thing for all the fields. We also calculated the spectrum of mass for all the bosonic
fields. By doing it we showed that the ultralight mode of all q-form fields is identical to the
gravitational one. In this way we established a universal mass scale for the bosonic fields.
We have the Physics due to the zero mode, and then the next scale of energy is valid for
all the first modes of all the bosonic fields.
Secondly, we revisited the crystal manyfold case. The expression for the mass gap was
first found in Ref. [38]. By using an heuristic reasoning they argue that the first allowed
mass should be given by mgap = O(1)/(l + L). However, it was found in [36] that this
expression is not correct. There they give an idea of how to get the form of the band gap
structure, by analyzing analytically the point q = 0. We go beyond,and numerically show
the complete form of such structure. Using our numerical calculation with the original
expression of Ref. [38], Eq. (4.8), we show in Fig. 3 that this numerator is (≈ 4).This value
is about 150 times bigger that the first mass mode found using the correct dispersion relation
(4.22), that is m = 0.028/(l + L). As our first mass mode is much small compared with the
first one found using (4.8),the correction in the Newton’s law, in our case, is bigger than
the previous one. Once that we consider a Yukawa like potential, the correction depends
8
on an exponential. In our case, this exponential is e−2.8x10 r , and the previous result leads
10
to e−4x10 r . In addition, the correction in our case is due just to the first mass mode, while
the result found in [38], is calculated considering all the mass modes in the Bulk. They
perform the integral since the mgap until infinity, this is not correct because the mass modes
are not continuous, there is a gap between each allowed mass mode as we can see in Fig4.
Next we revisit the q−form fields in crystal manifold, first studied in Ref. [44]. The
authors based their results in the wrong expression found previously by Kaloper et al[38].
Here we find the correct expression and compute the new mass bands for all the cases
considered in Ref. [44]. The scalar and gravitational fields have the same dispersion relation
due to the fact that both have ν = 2 and therefore the conclusions are the same. However,
for the free gauge field we find a completely different mass band. The comparison is shown
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in Fig. 7. The wrong dispersion relation leads to a numerical result that the first mass
mode is m = 2.7/(l + L), while our dispersion leads to m = 0.7/(l + L) i.e about four times
smaller. Another important aspect is that the previous mass band was very uncommon and
any analogy or comparison with condensed matter was impossible.
The correct result is in complete agreement and very similar to the results found by
the Kronig-Penney model. This similarity allow us to look for other similar effects that
can be found in the crystal manifold. The Kalb-Ramond and gauge fields have the same
mass dispersion due to the property of the Bessel functions. Next we revisit the q−forms
coupled with the dilaton. With the corrected dispersion relation at hand, we show that it
is different for all the fields. This implies a different band gap structure. The analyses for
the q−form field also changes. In the work [44], they said that it is possible to generate or
suppress mass modes by controlling the dilaton coupling. According to our results it is not
true. For all the cases studied one is very interesting and deserves special attention: the
band gap structure of the Kalb-Ramond field coupled with the dilaton. It is the only one
that is linear for the values of q considered. In that way, it is the unique that does not show
a gap between the mass band. Another interesting fact is that, using the correct dispersion
relation, the mass of the first mode decreases due to the presence of the dilaton, while that
for the old dispersion, the masses increases as can be seen in table (3).
For the case of the geometrical coupling we see that when both of parameters are
different of zero, we get the same results that for the free scalar and gravitational fields.
When one of the parameters are turned off we get different results.For the couple of the KB
and gauge field with the Ricci scalar the parameter ν is respectively 2.5 and 1.5.For the
couple of this two fields with the Ricci tensor the values of ν are ν = 3 for the gauge, and
ν = 4 for the KB. All the values of mass in this configuration can also be found in table( 3).
An interesting result is that we found a massive photon with mass given by 6.2x10−31 kg
this is above the lower bound limit imposed experimentally [61]. When we generalize to the
2
q−form case, we see that the parameter ν is ν 2 = ( D−1
2 ) . Then, if D = 5 the result will
always be ν = 2. This is why we got ν = 2 for the scalar, gauge and Kalb-Ramond fields.
As future work we intent to study fermions in this background.
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A

Mass Spectrum in the (+ − +) Model

In this appendix we show how tho get the spectrum for the fields in the (+ − +) coupled
with the dilaton or with the geometrical quantities. All the fields follow a Schrodinger like
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equation with general form


ψ 00 − c1 A00 + c21 A02 ψ = −m2 ψ.
By using A explicitly we get


(c1 + c21 )k 2 2c1 k(δ(z) + δ(z − 2l) − δ(z − l))
00
− ψ (z) +
ψ(z) = m2n ψ(z).
−
g(z)2
g(z)
The solution for the massive modes is of the form
( ) r
"( )
( )
#
m

m

g(z)
A
A1
A2
n
n
n
ψ (z)
=
Jc1 + 1
g(z) +
Yc1 + 1
g(z) .
2
2
k
k
k
B
B1
B2

(A.1)

(A.2)

(A.3)

Using the boundary conditions for the wave function and its first derivative in the position
of the branes (0, z1 , z2 ), which are
k
c1 ψn (0)
g(0)
2kc1
ψn0 (z1+ ) − ψn0 (z1− ) =
ψn (z1 )
g(z1 )
k
c1 ψn (z2 )
ψn0 (z2− ) =
g(z2 )
ψn (z1+ ) = ψn (z1− )
ψn0 (0+ ) = −

(A.4)

we get
Jc1 −1/2 ( mkn )
Yc1 −1/2 ( mkn )
0
0
mn
0
0
Jc1 −1/2 ( k )
Yc1 −1/2 ( mkn )
= 0.
Jc1 −1/2 ( mkn g(z)) Yc1 −1/2 ( mkn g(z)) Jc1 −1/2 ( mkn g(z)) Yc1 −1/2 ( mkn g(z))
Jc1 +1/2 ( mkn g(z)) Yc1 +1/2 ( mkn g(z)) −Jc1 +1/2 ( mkn g(z)) −Yc1 +1/2 ( mkn g(z))
This determinant gives


Jc1 −1/2 (a)Yc1 −1/2 (a ∗ x) − Yc1 −1/2 (a)Jc1 −1/2 (a ∗ x) ∗


Yc1 +1/2 (x ∗ a)Jc1 −1/2 (a) − Jc1 +1/2 (a ∗ x)Yc1 −1/2 (a) = 0.

(A.5)

(A.6)

Where x = g(z) and a = mkn . We then use the first part of this equation to find the mass
of the first mode. We expand this expression for small mass on Mathematica, to find
q
m1 = 4c21 − 1ke−(c1 +1/2)x .
(A.7)
With the second expression, and considering that J(x) is very small compared with Y (x)
for small arguments, we have
Jc1 +1/2 (a ∗ x)Yc1 −1/2 (a) = 0

(A.8)

mn = ξke−kl .

(A.9)

Then the rest of mass are
Where ξ are the roots of the Bessel functions Jc1 +1/2 (a ∗ x).
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