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In this work, we investigate braneworld models in mimetic gravity, with the source field having
generalized dynamics. We present the mathematical description necessary to study the generalized
model and consider the first-order formalism to solve the equations of motion. We also investigate
the linear stability of the gravitational sector to verify that the model is stable. In particular, we
consider two specific situations where we were able to get exact solutions with a kink-like profile
and calculate several important properties of the brane.

1. Introduction. Braneworld models are well-
established theories of gravity with extra dimensions that
emerged in the late 1990s as a theoretical proposal to ex-
plain the hierarchy problem [1]. In the original scenario,
the brane was thin, however, the inclusion of scalar fields
as sources of the brane made the brane thick and al-
lowed the incorporation of new and interesting possibil-
ities, for example, the emergence of internal structures
[2–6]. Nowadays, we may say that the study of gravity
in higher dimensions has a solid theoretical basis, still
being a prominent field of investigation.

Recently, much attention has been paid to the study
of braneworld models in modified gravity, see [7–13] for
some recent work. In general, the proposals in this
line attempt to reconstruct generalized four-dimensional
gravity models to minimally reproduce some cosmolog-
ical scenarios of interest. Although it is not a simple
representation, studying high-dimensional gravity mod-
els through a mimic with testable gravitational scenar-
ios seems an interesting path, since obtaining any obser-
vational data in high-dimensional gravity seems still far
from being accomplished. In this sense, proposals such
as f(R)−gravity, Gauss-Bonnet gravity, Palatini gravity,
mimetic gravity, and so many others have been widely
used in the study of branes [14–26].

In the scope of generalized braneworld models, par-
ticular attention has been given to the study of situa-
tions that produce changes in the profile of the brane,
in particular, the presence of internal structure in quan-
tities such as energy density and/or warp factor. These
modifications are important as they allow you to change
the way gravity flows between four-dimensional space
and hyperspace. In this perspective, proposals that
modify Einstein’s gravity such as Palatini gravity and
f(R, T )−gravity have been described as good alterna-
tives, since they introduce new degrees of freedom that
can be adjusted accordingly [27–31].

In addition to the mentioned proposals, recent stud-
ies have also shown that the inclusion of additional
source fields with generalized dynamics can significantly
alter the internal structure of the brane. In particu-
lar, cuscuton-like dynamics seem to develop an inter-
esting game in this sense, since in different scenarios it
has contributed to the emergence of some internal struc-
ture, modifying the graviton trapping profile in the brane
[32–34]. We know that other proposals as, for example,

mimetic gravity can also act to modify important qual-
ities of the brane, producing a rich internal structure in
the warp factor and energy density, as well as inducing
modifications in the spectrum of the linear perturbations
[35–37]. In this sense, studying brane models considering
together different modified scenarios also deserves some
attention.

In this work, we focus on investigating brane in
mimetic gravity, where the source fields have generalized
dynamics and is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we de-
scribe the general formalism used for the study of brane
with mimetic gravity. In this section, we also investi-
gate specifics models that engender kink-like solutions.
In Sec. 3 we analyze the linear stability of the model
considering small perturbations in the fields. In Sec. 4
we conclude and present perspectives for future work.
2. Thick brane in mimetic gravity. In this work,

we study brane models in five-dimension spacetime
with mimetic gravity where the source field has a non-
canonical dynamic that is described in terms of an in-
variant X = (1/2)∇aφ∇aφ, where the Latin indices obey
a, b = 1, 2, . . . , 5. The description that will be presented
below starts from an action in the form

S =
1

2κ

∫ √
|g|
(
R− 2κLs(φ,X)

)
d5x, (1)

where κ is a positive coupling constant that must be pos-
itive, g is the determinant of the metric tensor and Ls is
the Lagrangian density of the source field that is written
as

Ls(φ,X) = λ
(
F (X) + U(φ)

)
− V (φ) . (2)

Here λ is a scalar function that acts as a Lagrange
multiplier. In the original mimetic model F (X) = X
and U(φ) = 1, however, in this paper we will consider
more general situations. Although we can define an ef-
fective potential in terms of the Lagrange multiplier as
V̄ (φ) = V (φ)−λU(φ), we must take into account that λ
imposes a new constraint that should therefore add an-
other equation into the system. Varying the action (1)
concerning the source field we get

λ
(
Uφ − FX∇a∇aφ

)
−∇a

(
λFX

)
∇aφ = Vφ, (3)

where Vφ = dV/dφ, Uφ = dU/dφ and FX = dF/dX. On
the other hand, the Einstein equation has the usual form
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and can be written as

Rab −
1

2
gabR = κTab . (4)

In addition to Eqs. (3) and (4) we also obtain a constraint
equation that comes from the variation of the action (1)
concerning the Lagrange multiplier, that is,

U(φ) = −F (X) . (5)

By using the constraint equation given by (5) we can
write the energy-momentum tensor Tab as

Tab = λFX∇aφ∇bφ+ gabV. (6)

As usually is done in the study of topological solutions
in brane models, we consider static configurations for the
fields. Thus, let us assume that the solution of the source
field depends only on the extra dimension y, i.e., φ = φ(y)
and λ = λ(y). Furthermore, we consider a metric in the
form

ds2
5 = e2Aηµνdx

µdxν − dy2 , (7)

where the Greek indices µ, ν run from 0 to 4 and
the Minkowski metric ηµν has a signature given by
(+,−,−,−). We also assume that the warp function is
static, A = A(y). In this way, we can write the equation
of motion of the source field and the two non-vanishing in-
dependent components of the Einstein equation, respec-
tively, as

λ
(

4FXA
′φ′+

(
FX−FXXφ

′2)φ′′+Uφ)+FXλ
′φ′=Vφ, (8)

and

6A′2 =κ
(
λFXφ

′2 − V (φ)
)
, (9a)

3A′′ = − κλFXφ′2 . (9b)

Here the prime represents the derivative concerning y.
Note that we must deal with a set of four differential
equations enumerated by Eqs. (8), (9a), (9b) and the
constraint equation (5). However, it is possible to show
that only three of the differential equations are indepen-
dent. For example, we can derive Eq. (9a) and use Eqs.
(9b) and (5) to obtain the Eq. (8).

To solve the system of equations described above, we
introduce the first-order formalism using two auxiliary
functions w(φ) and W (φ) such that,

FXφ
′ =

dw

dφ
, A′ = −κ

3
W . (10)

The functions w(φ) and W (φ) are related through of the
constraint equation in the form

dW

dφ
= λ

dw

dφ
. (11)

Note that the Lagrange multiplier can be written as a
function of the field φ. With this prescription, we can
rewrite the potential V as

V =
1

FX

dw

dφ

dW

dφ
− 2κ

3
W 2. (12)

Furthermore, the energy density that is obtained by
ρ(y) = −e2ALs, becomes

ρ(y) =
d

dy

(
e2AW

)
. (13)

The study of scalar fields with modified dynamics has
been investigated in several scenarios. To explore the
formalism presented so far, we are going to choose some
specific forms for F (X), some of which have already been
studied in brane, however, this is the first time they are
used in mimetic gravity.
2.1. First case. The first model that we study is the

kinematically modified case proposed in [18], where the
authors used a function F (X) as

F (X) =
2n−1

n
X|X|n−1, (14)

where n is a positive integer. Note that if n = 1 we
return to the usual dynamics commonly used to inves-
tigate braneworld models in mimetic gravity. By using
static configurations, the constraint equation (5) assumes
the form,

U(φ) =
1

2n
φ′2n. (15)

Furthermore, the first of the Eqs. (10) becomes,

φ′2n−1 =
dw

dφ
. (16)

We can now choose w(φ) to get solutions for the source
field. Let us follow Ref. [38] and consider

w(φ) = φ× 2F1

(1

2
, 1−2n;

3

2
;φ2
)
, (17)

where 2F1 is the Hypergeometric function. In this case,
the first-order equation for φ becomes φ′ = 1 − φ2, and
the solution has the usual kink-like profile given by

φ(y) =
e2y − 1

e2y + 1
. (18)

See that the parameter n does not change the profile of
the solution. This behavior is driven by the choice of
w(φ) in Eq. (17). In general, the kink-like solution goes
to asymptotic values φa when |y| goes to infinity. For the
solution (18) we obtain that φa = ±1.

Let us consider now

W (φ) = φ . (19)

Since the solution does not depend on n, the warp func-
tion, obtained by the second of Eqs. (10), will not depend
on this parameter either. This means that all quantities
that depend only on the warp function remain unaffected
by the kinematic modification. For instance, the energy
density, which is given by Eq. (13) is written in terms
of A(y) and W , but W in Eq. (19) only depends on φ.
So, the energy density does not depend on n. In Sec. 3
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we will also show that the stability becomes unchanged
as it only depends on the warp function. This is an in-
teresting characteristic of the model investigated in this
section, where the kinematic modification does not affect
the properties of the thick brane.

By using Eq. (11) and the definitions given by Eqs.
(17) and (19), we can write the Lagrange multiplier as
λ = (1−φ2)1−2n. Moreover, the potentials U and V can
be written as

U(φ) =
1

2n

(
1− φ2

)2n
, (20a)

V (φ) = 1− 1

3

(
2κ+ 3

)
φ2 . (20b)

When we use the asymptotic value of the solution in
the potentials given by Eqs. (20a) and (20b) we ob-
tain U(φa) = 0 and V (φa) = −2κ/3. As we can see,
the representation described leads to an asymptotically
AdS5 space, since V̄ (φa) ≡ Λ5 < 0.

Using the solution (18) we can write the Lagrange mul-
tiplied as λ(y) = cosh4n−2(y). As we can see the La-
grange multiplier diverges asymptotically, however, this
does not cause problems in the model since both the po-
tential U and the derivative of the solution go to zero.
Thus, the term λ(F (X) + U) in the action (1) is always
well-behaved. To verify this, we calculate the warp factor
and the energy density. By using the kink-like solution
(18) in the second of Eqs. (10) we obtain the warp func-
tion as

A(y) =
κ

3
ln
(
sech(y)

)
. (21)

As can be seen in top panel of Fig. 1 the warp factor e2A

has the usual bell shape profile. Furthermore, we obtain
the thin brane profile as A ≈ −(κ/3)|y| when |y| � 0.
The energy density can be found by Eq. (13), being
written as

ρ(y) = sechκ/3(y)

((2κ

3
+ 1
)

sech2(y)− 2κ

3

)
. (22)

In bottom panel of Fig. 1 we show the energy density
obtained by Eq. (22) for κ = 2. As we can see, every-
thing works in the usual way and no unwanted behavior
appears. We also verified the behavior of the Ricci scalar
R and the Kretschmann scalar K = RabcdR

abcd, where
Rabcd is the Riemann tensor, and everything seems to
work properly.

Another possibility also investigated in Ref. [18] en-
ables compact solutions. To examine this new situation,
let us assume that w(φ) has the form

w(φ) = φ× 2F1

(1

2
,

1

2
−n;

3

2
;φ2
)
B1(φ) +B2(φ), (23)

where

B1(φ) =

{
i(−1)n, for φ2 > 1

1, for φ2 ≤ 1
,
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FIG. 1. Warp factor (top panel) and energy density (bottom
panel) depicted for κ = 2.

B2(φ) =

{(
1−i(−1)n

)√π Γ(n+1/2)
Γ(n+1) sgn(φ), for φ2 > 1

0, for φ2 ≤ 1
,

and sgn represent the signum function and Γ is the
gamma function defined by

Γ(s) =

∫ ∞
0

ps−1e−pdp . (24)

In this case, the source field solution is written in the
form

φ(y) =

{
sgn(y), for |y| > π/2

sin(y), for |y| ≤ π/2
. (25)

Again, we have chosen w(φ) so that the parameter n does
not influence the main characteristics of the model. If we
consider that W is still given by Eq. (19), we obtain the
warp function as

A(y)=

{
−(κ/3)|y|+(κ/6)(π−2), for |y| > π/2

−(κ/3)
(
1−cos(y)

)
, for |y| ≤ π/2

, (26)

where we considered A(0) = 0 and enforced the conti-
nuity of the warp function at y = ±π/2. Note that the
brane becomes hybrid, that is, for |y| ≤ π/2 we have a
thick brane, but for |y| > π/2 we have a thin brane. The
warp function can be used to write the energy density as

ρ(y)=

{
−(2κ/3)eκ(π−2)/3−2κ|y|/3, for |y| > π/2

h(y) e−(2κ/3)(1−cos(y)), for |y| ≤ π/2
, (27)
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where h(y) = cos(y)−(2κ/3) sin2(y). The behavior of the
warp factor and energy density given by Eqs. (26) and
(27) are similar to the case shown in Fig. 1, so we omit
these figures here.

2.2. Second case. Let us consider a model with
cuscuton-like dynamics in the form

F (X) = X + α
√
|2X| , (28)

where α is a positive parameter that controls the cuscu-
ton term. Different from the previous model, the change
in dynamics will work together with the usual dynam-
ics. To understand the role of the cuscuton parameter
in mimetic gravity we will keep the form of W given by
Eq. (19) and consider only the case where n = 1 in the
Eq. (17) that is,

w(φ) = φ− 1

3
φ3 . (29)

In this case, the Lagrange multiplier is λ = 1/(1 − φ2)
and the potentials U and V becomes

U(φ) =
1

2

(
1− α− φ2

) (
1− 3α− φ2

)
, (30a)

V (φ) = 1 + α− 1

3
(2κ+ 3)φ2 +

2α2

1− 2α− φ2
. (30b)

The first-order equation for the source field is

φ′ = 1 + α− φ2. (31)

Again the solution has a kink-like profile and can be writ-
ten as

φ(y) =
√

1+α tanh
(√

1+α y
)
. (32)

Note that here the cuscuton parameter controls the thick-
ness of the solution and changes the asymptotic value
which now is φa = ±

√
1+α when y → ±∞. With that

we get

U(φa) = 4α2 , V (φa) = −2

3

(
κ+ α(1 + κ)

)
. (33)

We obtain the warp function and the energy density,
respectively, as

A(y) =
κ

3
ln
(
sech

(√
α+1 y

))
, (34)

ρ(y) = (1 + α) sech2κ/3
(√
α+1 y

)
×
((2κ

3
+ 1
)

sech2
(√
α+1 y

)
− 2κ

3

)
. (35)

In the Fig. 2 we represent the energy density and the
warp factor for κ = 2 and α = 0, 1 and 2. As we can
see, the cuscuton parameter modifies the characteristic
width of these quantities around the origin. However,
the behavior is typically the same as in the case without
cuscuton. In this case, the thin brane profile is obtained
as A(y)≈−(κ/3)

√
1+α |y| when |y|�0.
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FIG. 2. Warp factor (top panel) and energy density (bottom
panel) depicted for κ = 2 and α = 0 (solid-line), α = 1
(dashed-line) and α = 2 (dotted-line).

3. Linear Stability. Although the theory defined by
action (1) has introduced a new scalar degree of freedom
through the Lagrange multiplier, we can verify that the
model is stable for linear perturbations in the fields. In
general, this analysis is performed considering small per-
turbations in the scalar field and the metric tensor in the
form φ → φ(y) + δφ(r, y) and gab → gab(y) + πab(r, y),
where r = xµ is the four-dimensional position vec-
tor. Furthermore, the four-dimensional part of πab sat-
isfies the transverse and traceless (TT) conditions, i.e.,
∂µπµν = 0 and πµ

µ = 0.

Let us also consider that πµν = e2A(y)hµν(r, y). Sub-
stituting the perturbation of the fields in Eq. (4) and
considering the static Eqs. (9a) and (9b), we obtain the
equation for hµν as(

∂2
y + 4A′∂y

)
hµν = e−2A∂α∂

αhµν . (36)

If we consider a new z-coordinate as dz = e−A(y)dy and
also if hµν(r, z) = Hµν(z) e−3A(z)/2 e−ik·r, we can rewrite
the Eq. (36) in the form

−d
2Hµν

dz2
+ U(z)Hµν = k2Hµν , (37)

where

U(z) =
3

2
Azz +

9

4
A2
z . (38)
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The Eq. (37) can be factorized as S†S Hµν = k2Hµν ,
where S† = −∂z + (3/2)Az and k2 ≥ 0, indicating that
the system is stable for linear perturbations. To represent
the quantities involved in stability we can rewrite the
potential (38) in the variable y as

U(y) =
3

4
e2A
(
5A′2 + 2A′′

)
. (39)

Furthermore, we can also represent the zero mode ξ(y)
as

ξ(y) = Ne2A(y), (40)

where N is a normalization constant. In a direct way,
we can find the complete expressions of the stability po-
tential and zero mode for the two models studied in this
work.

For the first model with the solution studied in section
2.1, we have

U(y) =
κ

6
sech2κ/3(y)

(
5κ−(5κ+6) sech2(y)

)
, (41a)

ξ(y) =
Γ
(
κ
3 + 1

2

)
√
π Γ
(
κ
3

) sech2κ/3(y) . (41b)

As we commented before, the stability from Eq. (39) and
the zero mode from (40) only depend on the warp factor.
So, both U(y) and ξ(y) do not depend on n, as shown
in (41). The solid line in Fig. 4 shows the behavior
of the stability potential and zero mode given by Eqs.
(41), as we can see the stability potential maintains the
Vulcan profile, and the zero mode is located in the extra
dimension. Now, for the compact solution, we get,

U(y)=

{
(5κ2/12)eκ(π−2)/3−2κ|y|/3, for |y|>π/2
(κ/2)p(y)e−(2κ/3)(1−cos(y)), for |y|≤π/2

, (42)

where p(y) = (5κ/6) sin2(y)−cos(y), and

ξ(y)=

{
Neκ(π−2)/3−2κ|y|/3, for |y|>π/2
Ne−(2κ/3)(1−cos(y)), for |y|≤π/2

, (43)

where the normalization constant N is

N = κe2κ/3

(
πκL0

(
2κ

3

)
+ πkI0

(
2k

3

)
+ 3

)−1

, (44)

where I0 and L0 are, respectively, the modified Bessel
and Struve functions, defined as

In(z) =
1

π

∫ π

0

ez cos θ cos(nθ)dθ , (45)

and

Ln(z) =
zn+1

2n
√
πΓ
(
n+ 3

2

) 1F2

(
1;

3

2
, n+

3

2
;−z

2

4

)
.(46)

Fig. 3 shows the stability potential and zero mode for the
solution with a compact profile. Here again, everything
works as it should.

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
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0.0

0.5

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

FIG. 3. Stability potential (top panel) and zero mode (bottom
panel) depicted for compact solution with κ = 2.

For the model with cuscuton dynamics studied in sec-
tion 2.2 we obtain

U(y) =
κ

6
(1+α) sech2κ/3

(√
1+α y

)
×
(

5κ−(5κ+6) sech2
(√

1+α y
))
, (47a)

ξ(y) =
√

1+α
Γ
(
κ
3 + 1

2

)
√
π Γ
(
κ
3

) sech2κ/3
(√

1+α y
)
. (47b)

Note that if α = 0 the previous equations reproduce the
Eqs. (41a) and (41b). In top panel of Fig. 4 we show
the stability potential given by Eq. (47a) for some values
of the cuscuton parameter. In bottom panel of the same
figure, we show the zero mode given by Eq. (47b). In
both cases we use κ = 2 and α = 0, 1 and 2. Note that
the cuscuton parameter changes the depth of the stability
potential and concentrates the zero mode near the origin.
4. Conclusions. In this work we have studied brane

models in generalized mimetic gravity, assuming that the
source field has non-canonical dynamics. We started the
study by describing the formalism needed to investigate
brane models in generalized gravity, where we obtained
the equations of the fields and the new constraint equa-
tion that arises from the variation of the action concern-
ing the Lagrange multiplier. To obtain topological so-
lutions, we considered static configurations for the fields
and solved the equations of motion using first-order for-
malism. Next, we investigated two specific dynamics
that allow analytical solutions, the first being a case of
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FIG. 4. Stability potential (top panel) and zero mode (bottom
panel) depicted for κ = 2 and α = 0 (solid-line), α = 1
(dashed-line) and α = 2 (dotted-line).

kinematic modification proposed in [18] and the second
a cuscuton-like dynamic. Finally, we also investigated
linear stability on general grounds and for each type of
dynamics studied.

In the first model, we considered two types of kink-like
solutions. The first had a standard profile in the form
tanh(y) and the second had a compact profile. For the
standard kink solution, we found that the brane behaved
in a usual way, with the warp factor and energy density
profile similar to those found in other brane models. On

the other hand, when the source field solution has a com-
pact profile, the brane becomes hybrid, having a distinct
behavior inside and outside of the compact space.

In the second model, we introduced a cuscuton-like dy-
namic which was controlled by a real positive parameter.
For simplicity, we only investigated the case of the usual
kink solution. We realized that the cuscuton parameter
only changes the thickness of the brane, modifying the
distribution of the warp factor and the energy density
around the origin. However, the quantities investigated
have essentially the same profile as in the case without
the cuscuton contribution.

As can be seen in this work, it is possible to build
brane models in mimetic gravity, with the fields having
unusual dynamics. We were able to find analytical solu-
tions in different situations and the theory is stable by
linear perturbations. This indicates that the generaliza-
tion proposed in this work is robust and can be intro-
duced to change the behavior of the brane.

As a continuation of this proposal, other scalar fields
could be added as sources of the brane. We have inves-
tigated that the addition of new scalar fields, together
with a cuscuton-like dynamic, can significantly alter the
internal structure of the brane [32–34]. This seems to be
promising, having led to distinct and interesting changes
in the standard brane scenario. Furthermore, studying
mimetic gravity in alternative representations as, for ex-
ample, tensor-scalar representation of f(R, T )−gravity,
can also induce new behaviors that are not found in the
usual scenario. Some of these issues are currently under
investigation and we hope to report on them in the near
future.
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