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Abstract

We study a D-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet model which
includes the Gauss-Bonnet term, the cosmological term A and two
non-zero constants: «; and ao. Under imposing the metric to be
diagonal one, we find cosmological type solutions with exponential
dependence of three scale factors in a variable u, governed by three
non-coinciding Hubble-like parameters: H # 0, h; and hg, obeying
mH + k1hy + kahs # 0, corresponding to factor spaces of dimensions
m > 1, ki > 1 and ko > 1, respectively, and depending upon sign
parameter € = +1, where € = 1 corresponds to cosmological case and
e = —1 - to static one). We deal with two cases: i) m < ki < ko
and i) 1 < k1 = ko = k, K # m. We show that in both cases the
solutions exist if eaw = eag/a; > 0 and oA > 0 satisfies certain (upper
and lower) bounds. The solutions are defined up to solutions of certain
polynomial master equation of order four (or less) which may be solved
in radicals. In case ii) explicit solutions are presented. In both cases
we single out stable and non-stable solutions as u — £o00. The case
H =0 is also considered.
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1 Introduction

In this semi-review article, which generalizes our previous work [I], we deal
with the so-called Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (EGB) gravitational model in di-
mensions D > 7, which contains Gauss-Bonnet term and cosmological term



A. The model also includes two non-zero constants: a; and s, correspond-
ing to Einstein and Gauss-Bonnet terms, respectively. It is well-known that
the equations of motion for this model are of the second order (as it appears
in General Relativity). The so-called Gauss-Bonnet term has appeared in
(super)string theory as a second order correction in curvature to the effective
(super)string effective action [2, [3].

At present, EGB gravitational model, e.g. with cosmological term, and its
modifications [4]-[25] , are under intensive studyies in cosmology and astro-
physics, aimed at solution of dark energy problem, i. e. possible explanation
of accelerating expansion of the Universe, which follows from supernovae
(type Ia) observational data |26, 27], and search of possible local manifesta-
tion of dark energy (related to black holes, wormholes etc).

In this article we start with the so-called cosmological type solutions
with “diagonal” metric ds* = —e(du)? + Y ;| e;a?(u)(dy")?, governed by
n > 3 scale factors (D = n+ 1, e = £1, ¢; = £1) depending upon one
variable u, which is the synchronous time variable for cosmological case, when
e=¢; =1 Forthecasec = —land e; = —1,¢; =1 (j > 1) we get static
configurations described by space-like variable (coordinate) u and time-like
coordinate y'. In cosmological case the equations of motion are governed
by an effective Lagrangian which contains 2-metric (or minisupermetric) G;;
and finslerian metric Gyj;, see Refs. [13] [I4] for A = 0 and Ref. [2§] for
A # 0.

Here we consider the cosmological type solutions with exponential depen-
dence of scale factors (upon u-variable) and obtain a class of solutions with
three scale factors, governed by three non-coinciding Hubble-like parameters:
H, hy and hs, corresponding to factor spaces of dimensions m > 1, k; > 1
and ky > 1, respectively (D = 1+ m + k; + k2). Here we impose the fol-
lowing restriction S; = mH + kihy + kaho # 0, excluding the solutions with
constant volume factor and addressing us to a classification theorem which
tells us that for generic anisotropic exponential solutions with Hubble-like
parameters hq,...,h, obeying S; = > h; # 0 the number of different

(real) numbers among hy, ..., h, may be 1, or 2, or 3 [21I]. The main goal of
this paper is to extend the results of Ref. [1] to a class of cosmological type
solutions, which include static ones (with ¢ = —1).

Here, as in Ref. [I] we consider without loss of generality two cases: i)
m < ky <kyandii) 1 < ky =ky =k, k# m. (In the case m = k; = ko the
solutions are absent due to our restrictions.) For H # 0 in both cases the
solutions exist only if ae = eas/a; > 0, Ae > 0 and multidimensional cosmo-
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logical term A obeys the bounds: 0 < A_(m, k1, k2) < Aa < Ay (m, ki, k2).
For H = 0 the solutions exist only when ae > 0, Ae > 0, k; # ks and
Ao = Ao (K, k2) > 0. We note that here, as in Ref. [I] we use the Chirkov-
Pavluchenko-Toporensky scheme of reduction of the set of polynomial equa-
tions [I7]. As in Ref. [I] we reduce the problem in generic H # 0 case to
solutions of a single polynomial master equation of fourth order or less, which
may be solved in radicals for all m > 1, k; > 1 and ks > 1. In the case ii)
1<k =ky=k, k#m(H #0) the solutions for Hubble-like parameters
are found explicitly (see Section 4).

We also study (in Section 5) the stability of the solutions for u — oo
in a class of cosmological type solutions with diagonal metrics by using an
extension of results of Refs. [21], [I] (see also approach of Ref. [1§]) and single
out the subclasses of stable/non-stable solutions.

We note that the exponential cosmological type solutions with two non-
coinciding Hubble-like parameters H # 0 and h obeying S; = mH + lhy # 0
with m > 2, [ > 2 were studied earlier in Ref. [29]. In that case there were
two sets of solutions obeying: a) ea > 0, aA < Ay (m,l) and b) eax < 0,
al < —=A_(m,l), where Ay(m,l) >0 and ¢ = £1.

It should be noted that recently EGB models were used for constricting
certain 4-dimensional gravitational models (so-called 4DEGB theories, e.g.
belonging to Horndeski class) by using ideas of Glavan-Lin rescaling [30]
and/or dimensional reductions. These 4D modified models of gravity are
(at the moment) under intensive study and have numerous applications in
gravitational physics and cosmology, for a review see Ref. [31].

2 The cosmological model

We start with the model governed by the action

5= /M 2°2/lgl{on (Rlg] — 2) + asLLalg]}. (2.1)

Here, g = gundz @ dzV is the metric on a manifold M (dim M = D),
lg| = | det(gan)|, A is the cosmological term, R[g] is scalar curvature,

Lo]g] = RyunpoRMVPQ — ARy v RMY + R?

is the Gauss-Bonnet term and a4, as are certain nonzero constants.



Our choice of the manifold is following
M=Rx M x...x M,. (2.2)

In what follows we deal with the metric

g = —edu® du+ Z Big e dy' @ dy'. (2.3)

=1

Here B; > 0 are arbitrary constants, ¢ = +1, ¢; = 1, ¢ = 1,...,n (n >
3) and Mj,..., M, are chosen to be 1-dimensional manifolds (either non-
compact (R) or compact (S') ones). The cosmological case (¢ = ¢; = 1) was
considered in detail in Ref. [I]. The case ¢ = —1 may describe certain static
configurations.

The action with the ansatz for the metric imposed gives rise
to the equations of motion which are of polynomial type [20]

E = Gijvivj + 2Ae — aéGijklvivjvkvl =0, (2.4)
4 , ) 8
Y = |2G;v7 — gaanjklvﬂvkvl] ZU” — ngij + §A€ =0, (2.5)

i=1
i=1,...,n. Here we denote o = g /vy and
Gij =045 — 1, Giju = GijGiaGuG GG, (2.6)

[13, [14]. For n > 3 we have a set of polynomial equations of order 4.

For the case n > 3, A = 0 and ae < 0 the set of equations and
has a trivial (isotropic) solution: v! = - =" = H [13][14], which was
generalized in Ref. [16] to the case A # 0.

In Ref. [13, [14] the following proposition was proved: there are no more

than three different numbers among v, ..., v" if A = 0. This proposition was
generalised in ref. [2I] for A # 0, when the following condition is imposed
Sor vt #£0.

In this paper we study solutions to equations (2.4), (2.5) by using the
following ansatz:

m k1 k2
-’ N -’

——— ~\ 7 ™.
’U:(H,...,H,hl,...,hl,h27...,h2). (27)




Here H is the Hubble-like parameter which corresponds to an m-dimensional
factor space with inequality m > 1 imposed, while h; is the Hubble-like
parameter which is related to an k;-dimensional factor space with k; > 1
and ho is the Hubble-like parameter assigned to an ks-dimensional factor
space with ko > 1.

In what follows we add additional restrictions to our ansatz (2.7)):

H 7£ hl, H 7é hg, hl 7& hg, Sl =mH -+ klhl -+ kzhg 7é 0. (28)

It was shown in Ref. [22] that the set of ( 1) polynomial equations

. . under ansatz . and restrictions (2.8)) obeyed are equivalent to

a set of polynomial equations

E=0, (2.9)
1

= —— 2.10

20’ (2.10)

which are of fourth, second and first orders, respectively. Here F is defined
in (2.4) and

Q == Qh1h2 - S% - SQ - 251(h1 + hg) + 2(h% + hlhg + h%), (212)
where
Sp=> (')~ (2.13)
i=1
For more general prescription of scheme of reduction of polynomial equa-
tions of motion see Ref. [17] (the so-called Chirkov-Pavluchenko-Toporensky
trick).
Relation (2.10)) is a special case of more general relations [22]

1
Qniny = S = 82 — 251 (hi + hy) +2(hi + hihj + h) = “oge’ ‘7S (2.14)

1,7 = 0,1, 2, with notation hg = H used.
Relation (2.8)) excludes the following case H = hy = hy = 0. In the main

body of the paper we put
H # 0. (2.15)

As in Ref. [I] we denote
l’lzhl/H, l‘gzhg/H. (216)



In terms of dimensionless parameters the restrictions ([2.8) may rewritten as
following

1 £ 1, woF# 1, x1F# 12, M+ k111 + koxo #£0. (2.17)
Equation is equivalent to the following one
m—1+ (ky — Day + (ka — 1)zg = 0. (2.18)
In what follows we do not consider the case
m =k = ko, (2.19)

which lead us to the empty set of solutions, since we find for m = k; = ky > 1
from restriction (2.17): 1+ x1 4+ x2 # 0, while (2.18)) implies 1+ 21 + x5 = 0.
Due to (2.10) and (2.12) we obtain

20ePH? = —1, (2.20)
where
73 = P(.Tl, 332)
(m + k?ll’l + kJQZEQ)Q — (m + ]{711‘% + k?gl’g)
—Z(m -+ klxl —+ kgl’g)(ﬂ?l + .CL’Q) -+ 2(%% + 2129 + Q?g) (221)

The relation (2.20)) is valid for agP < 0. It can be readily proved that [I]
P <0 (2.22)

form > 1, ky > 1, ky > 1. Indeed [1],

P=1-—m+ (1 —k)ad+ (1 —ky)as <O0. (2.23)
It follows from ([2.22)) that
aeg > 0. (2.24)
The equation ([2.9) reads [1]
2Ae = —Gijvivj + O[EGijklUin’UkUl
= H?V) + acH'Vy, (2.25)



where

Vi = Vi(z1, 12)
= —m — k‘ll’% — kgl‘% + (m + /{311’1 + ]CQJIQ)Q (226)

and

Vo = Va(x1, 72)
= [m|s + 4[m]3(k121 + koxa) + 6[m]a ([kl]gxf + 2k 1 koxy o + [k2]2x§)
+4m ([k1]sa? + 3[ki)okoatzs + 3ky [kaolow1a5 + [ka3x3)

ki ]aw] + 4k ]skox g + 6[k1]a[ko)oa?a? + 4ky[ko)szi s 4 [ko]ars. (2.27)

Here [N], = N(N —1)...(N —k+1).
Due to (2.20)) we obtain

Vi Va
A=ah =L 1 2 2.2
BT ey (2.28)
or

Va(wy, m5) — 2P (21, 22)Vi(21, 29) — 8(P (21, 22))2\ = 0. (2.29)

Owing to eq. (2.18)) we get

m—1 k-1

T = 272(.%'1) = _k2 1 — k; — 1!L’1 (230)

Hence, from eq. (2.29) we get a master equation in x; variable

Va1, 22(21)) — 2P (21, 2o (21)) Vi (21, 20 (1)) — 8(P (21, 22(21)))*\ = 0.
(2.31)
This polynomial equation is of fourth order or less (this depends upon the
value of A). One may solve it in radicals for all m > 1, k; > 1 and ks > 1.

Relations (2.23)) and (2.30) imply the identity

—<k72 — ].)P(Il, IL‘Q(ZEl)) = (k?l — 1)(1{?1 + ]{32 — 2)%%
+2(m — 1)(k1 — )y + (m — 1)(m + ko — 2), (2.32)

which will be used below.



3 The case ki # ks

In this section we put ky # ko. We rewrite relation ([2.28)) as following

~ Viley, 2a(21)) Vo(x1, 22(x1))
AP (xq, x2(x1)) * 8(P(x1, 2(21)))? (3.1)

A= f(r1)

Due to (2.30) we present restrictions (2.17)) in the following form [I]

1 # Xy, x1# Xo, 11 # X3, w11 # Xy, (3.2)
where
X, =1, (3.3)
X, = —%, (3.4)
Xy = (3.5)
= (3.6)

3.1 Extremum points

We obtain [I]

i _ C(m, k?l, k?g)(l’l — Xl)(l‘l - XQ)(.Tl — Xg)(l'l — X4)

dxy ( — (ky — 1)7?(131,372(561)))3

, (3.7)

where

C(TTL, ]{51, k?g) = (m — 1)(1{31 - 1)2(1{32 - kl)(kl + ]fg — 2) (38)
and Xy, Xy, X3, Xy are given by (3.3))-(3.6). Thus, the extreme points of the

function f(z;) are excluded from our consideration Due to ([2.8) we are ought
to exclude the extreme points of f(x;).
For \; = f(X;), i =1,2,3,4, we have [I]



U(k’g, m + k‘l)

A=A ki, ko) = , 3.9

1 1(m, 1, 2) 8(m_|_k;1+k;2—3)(m—|—k:1—2)(k2—1) ( )
u(ky,m + k)

N b k) — , 3.10

2 Q(m; 1 2) 8(m+k1+k2_3)(m+k2_2)(k1_1) ( )
u(m, /{71 +k2)

)\' - )\ ,k 7k = ’ 311

3 = As(m, ki, k2) 8(m — 1)(ky + k2 — 2)(m + k1 + ko — 3) 34

ki, k
Ay = M(m, Ky, ko) = oo o, ) (3.12)

8w(m, kl, k'Q) .
Here

u(m,l) =1Im? + (I> = 8L+ 8)m + I(l — 1), (3.13)

v(m, k) = (k+0)m* + (m + Dk* + (m + k)I* — 6mlk, (3.14)
wlm, k) = (k+1—2)m*+ (m+1—2)k* + (m+k —2)I°

+2ml + 2mk + 21k — 6mlk. (3.15)

It was verified in Ref. [I] that

form>1k >1,ky>1,1=1,23,4.
In the limit z; — 00 we obtain

(kv + ko — 6)kikg + k7 4+ k3 + ky + ko

Ao = Jim f(@n) = 8(kr — 1) (ks — 1) (k1 + ks — 2) (3.17)
Here we obtain [I]
Moo = Aoo(k1, k2) = Moo (K2, k1) > 0, (3.18)
for all k; > 1 and ky > 1.
The definitions of X; imply [I]
Xo< Xzg<0< Xy =1. (3.19)

Here m > 1, k; > 1 and ko > 1.
From this point up to Section 4 we impose the following inequality

1<m<k <ks. (3.20)
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It was shown in Ref. [I] that

0 <A1 < Ay < Az, (3.21)
0 <A1 <A\ < s (3.22)

and
(Ay) Xy < X, A > Ao, for 2k —m —ky >0, (3.23)
(A) Xy > Xy, A < Ao, for 2k —m —ky <O, (3.24)

and
(Ag) Xy= Xy, A=Ay, for 2k —m —Fky=0. (3.25)

For (m, k1, ka) = (4,6, 7) the the function A = f(x;) is presented grafically
at Figure 1.
It was proved in Ref. [I] that

)\1 < )\oo < )\3. (326)
By using (3.20) and (3.8]) we get
C’(m, ]{31, ]{52) > 0. (327)

It was proved in Ref. [I] that for the function f(z;) mentioned above X3
is the point of absolute maximum and X is the point of absolute minimum,
i.e.
for all ;1 € R. We remind that according to (3.2)) the points X7, X5, X3, X,
are forbidden for our analysis. We obtain

A< A= f(l’l) < )\3 (329)
for all z1 # X1, Xs, X3, X4. Let us denote the set of definition of the fuction

f for our consideration (—oo, ). = {z|r € R,z # X1, Xo, X3, X4}. Since
the function f(z;) is continuous one the image of the function f (due to

10



A=f(xy)

Figure 1: The grafical representation of the function A = f(x1) for m = 4,
ki =6, ke =7 [1].

intermediate value theorem) is f((—o0,00),) = (A1, A3). Thus, we a led the
following proposition.

Proposition 1. The solutions to equations , for ansatz
with 1 < m < ky < kg obeying the inequalities H # 0, H # hy, H # has,
hi # ho and S1 = mH + kihy + kohg # 0 do exist if and only if ae > 0 and

0< A <al < s, (3.30)

where A1 and A3 are defined in and , respectively. In this case
Ir = hl/H 7£ Xl,XQ,X37X4 (866 (3(;), (34), (3(;1), {3(1)), Ty = hg/H =
zo(21) is given by (2.30), z1 obeys the polynomial master equation (of
fourth order or less) and H? is given by and .
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The case H = 0. In the case H = 0 the solutions under consideration
take place only if ae > 0, Ae > 0 and

(kv + ko — 6) K1k + k7 4+ k3 + ky + ko
8(ky — 1)(ky — 1) (k1 + ko — 2)

alh = Ao (ki k) = >0, (3.31)

where ki # ko. Indeed, relation (2.11]) reads as (k; — 1)hy + (k2 — 1)he = 0,
and relation ([2.10)) is equivalent to (k; — 1)(hy)? + (ko — 1)(he)? = 1/(2a¢)
From these relations we get ae > 0 and

ky — 1 1/2

hy =+ 3.32

! <2a5(k1—1)(k1+k2—2)> ’ (3:32)
k1 1/2

ho = 3.33

2 :F(2a€(k:2—1)(k1+k2—2)> ’ (3:33)

which imply, due to H = 0 and ([2.9)), the relation (3.31)).

4 The case k1 = k>

We will now turn our attention to the case H #0, m > 1 and ky = ky =k >

1. Due to we obtain

m—1+(k—1)(x; +z2) =0. (4.1)
It follows from that

P=1-—m+(1-k)(z?+z3). (4.2)

Since the case of equal factor-space dimensions is excluded from our con-
sideration (see Section 2) we put

m #k (4.3)
and ae > 0.
Denoting
X =acH?, (4.4)
ae > 0, we obtain from ([2.20)) that
1

12



Relation (4.4) implies

H = e/ X/ae, € = *£1. (4.6)
Plugging the relations (4.1)), (4.2)) into (2.26)), (2.27) we obtain
Vi =[(m—1)(m—k)+Pk(k—1)]/(k— 1), (4.7)
Vo=[-(m—1)(m—Ek)(m+k—2)(m+ 2k —3)
+3P%(k — 1)%k]/(k — 1)*. (4.8)
By virtue relation (4.5) we present relation (2.28)) as
2\ = 2aA = XV; + X2V, (4.9)

or in equivalent manner as

AX?+BX +C =0. (4.10)

Here
A=(m—-1)(m—k)(m+k—2)(m+ 2k —3), (4.11)
B=—(m—1)(m—k)(k—1), (4.12)
C = —ik(k —1)* 4+ 2\(k — 1)°. (4.13)
(4.14)

It follows from (4.3) that A # 0. The calculation of the discriminant D =
B? — 4AC leads us to the following identity

D = (m—1)(m — k)(k —1)*(F — 8\f), (4.15)
where we denote

F=F(mk)=(m—1)(m—k)+(m+k—2)(m+2k—3)k (416)
F=fmk) =(m+k—2)(m+2%k—3)(k—1)>0. (4.17)

It was veridied in Ref. [1] that F' = F(m,k) > 0 for all m > 1, k > 1 and
k # m.
By solving eq. (4.10]) we get [1]

X =(-B+&VvD)/(24), &=+l (4.18)
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We seek real solutions obeying

D >0, (4.19)
X >0. (4.20)

The case D = 0 should be excluded [I]. Indeed, D = 0 implies either z; = 1
or z9 = 1, which is in contradiction with (2.17)).
Here we rewrite the inequality (4.19)) as

A < A form >k, (4.21)
A >\ for m <k, (4.22)
where
Equations (4.1)) and (4.2) may be resolved as
1 = —(eVE +m —1)/(2k — 2), (4.24)
2y = —(—eaVE +m —1)/(2k — 2), (4.25)

where 9 = +1 and
E=—-(m-1)(m+2k—-3)-2P(k-1)
=(k—1)X"'—(m—1)(m+2k —3). (4.26)
Here one should consider the case

E > 0. (4.27)

Indeed, £ = 0 implies x; = x5 which is not allowed by (2.17). Due to (4.20))
and (4.27) we obtain
k—1

0<X<(m—1)(m+2k;—3)' (4.28)

It was verified in Ref. [I] that relations (4.24), (4.25) and (4.28) imply
all four inequalities in (2.17)).

Now we proceed with inequalities in (4.28]). By introducing the parameter

€1 = sign(m — k), (4.29)

14



we rewrite relation (4.18)) in the following form

k-1 N VD
2m+k—2)(m+2k—3)  2A]

(4.30)

€1 = +1.
First, we consider the case ¢4 = —1. The second inequality in (4.28]

X < m_l)’(“m;izw is valid due to 2(m + k —2) > m — 1. As to the first

inequality X > 0, we obtin
0<VD< (m—1)|m—k|(k-1). (4.31)
Due to definition of D in (4.15]) we get
0< (m—1)(m—k)(k—12F —8\f) < (m—1)?*m—k[*(k—1)*. (4.32)
Relations may be presented in following form

F_<8\f < F, form >k, (4.33)
F <8\f < F_, form < k. (4.34)
Here
F =F—(m-1)(m-—k). (4.35)
By using relations
F_ k
i = Ao = Mo(k, k), 4.36

where Ay (k,1) is defined in (3.17), and (4.23) and (4.36) one can present
relations (4.33)), (4.34]) in the following form

Moo < A < Ay, form >k, (4.37)
A <A< Ay, form < k. (4.38)
Now, we consider the case ¢; = 1. Since the inequality X > 0 is obeyed
this case, one should verify the inequality X < Wn;lwm We find
0< VD < |m—k|(m+ 2k —3)(k—1), (4.39)
or
0< (m—1)(m—E)(F —8\f) < |m —k[*(m+ 2k — 3)°. (4.40)

15



We write relations (4.40)) in the following form

F. <8\f < F, form >k, (4.41)
F <8\f < Fy, for m <k, (4.42)
where
F,=F—(m—1)""(m—k)(m+2k—3)% (4.43)
Here one can verify that
P
=A3=A k,k 4.44
8f 3 = Az(m, ). ( )
Due to (4.23) and (4.44) we rewrite relations (4.41]), (4.42)) in the following
form
A3 < A< Ay, form >k, (4.45)
AL < A< A3, form < k. (446)
Here
A< Ao < )\3 (447)
for m < k, while
)\3 <Aoo < M1 (448)

for k < m. The inequalities in (4.48)) just follow from inequalities F; < F_ <
F for k <m.

Thus, we are led to the following generalisation of the Proposition 2 from
Ref. [1]. Proposition 2. The solutions to Eqs. (2.4)), for ansatz
imposed with 1 < m, 1 < k; = ko = k, m # k, obeying the inequalities
H%O, f];’é hl, H?é hg, h1 7£h2, Sl :mH+kh1+k:h2 7&0 do exist zfa,nd
only if ae >0,

M <A=alA < A3 (449)

form < k and
A3 < A =al < A, (450)

where \y = A\ (k, k), A3 = A3(k, k) are defined in (@ and . In this
case H satisfies the relation @ with X from ,x1=h/H cmd xz

hy/H are given by relations (4.24) and (-) >\ obeys (m .538) for
e, = —1 and (4.49), (4.46) for e, =1 with A\ 8k1

The case H = 0. For ki = ko, =k >1and H = 0 the solutions under
consideration obeying restrictions are absent [1].
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5 The analysis of stability

Here we analyse the stability of our solutions along a line as it was done in
refs. [20] 211, 22].
We impose the following restriction

det(Ly;(v)) # 0, (5.1)

where

L = (Li(v)) = (2Gy; — 4aeGijpsv™v®). (5.2)

Here one should deal with general cosmological type setup with the metric

g = —cdu ® du + Z ezﬂi(“)gidyi ® dy', (5.3)
i=1
where ¢ = +1, ¢; = £1, 7= 1,...,n. For the equations of motion we obtain
28]
E= Gijhihj + 2Ae — asGijklhihjhkhl =0, (5.4)
Z W)L sthw 4Ae) = 0, (5.5)

where hi = 3i = ‘fi—fj,
) 4 .
Li = Lz(h) = QGmh] — g@EGijklh]hkhl, (56)

1=1,...,n

According to previous consideration of Ref. [2I] the solution (h'(t)) = (v*)
(t=1,...,n;n>3) toegs. (5.4)), (5.5) which obeys the restrictions (5.1 is
stable under perturbations

hi(t) = v + ORi(E), (5.7)

1=1,...,n, as u — +oo, if and only if

n

Si(v) =) v'>0 (5.8)

=1
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and it is unstable, as u — +o00, if and only if

n

Si(v) =) v’ <0. (5.9)

=1

In the limit uw — —oo the stability condition is given by while
the unstability condition reads as . These conditions just follow from
solutions for perturbations 6h'(t) = C; exp(—Si(v)u) (C; = const # 0) which
are valid in the leading order.

Here a key point is the verification of the relation . It was fulfilled in
Ref. [22] by using first three relations in and and k; > 1, kg > 1
and m > 1.

First we consider the case 1 < m < k; < ko. By using we find that
for H > 0 the condition ([5.8)) may be written as

m4kixi +koxo =142 +29>0 (510)
or, equivalently,
m — kg
> Xy = . 5.11
T 4 R ( )

For H < 0 the stability condition ([5.8)) is following one

The non-stability condition for u — 400 reads as for H >0
and as for H < 0. These conditions are reversed in case u — —o0.

Proposition 3. Let us consider cosmological type solutions to equations
, for ansatz with 1 < ki < ky, obeying the inequalities H # 0,
H # hy, H# hy, hy # hy, Sy = mH + kihy + kyhy # 0.
(a) Let H > 0. For u — +o0o the solutions are stable if x > X, and unstable
if © < Xy, while for u — —oo they are stable if v < X, and unstable if
T > Xy.
(b) Let H < 0. For uw — 400 the solutions are stable if v < X4 and unstable
if © > Xy, while for u — —oo they are stable if x > X4 and unstable if
r < Xy.

Now we proceed with considering the case H #0, 1 <m, 1 < k; = ko =
k, m # k. Since x; # 1, zo # 1 and x; # x5 the exact solutions under
consideration obey first three relations in which imply the validity of
the key restriction (|b.1]).
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For the stability condition (5.8)) as u — 400 in this case we get,

-1

or, equivalently,

H(k—m) > 0. (5.14)
The non-stability condition (5.9) for u — +o00 may be written as

H(k —m) < 0. (5.15)

Thus, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4. Let us consider cosmological type solutions ,
for ansatz withl <m, 1 < ky = ko =k, m # k, obeying the inequalities
H #0, H+# hy, H# hy, hy # hy, S1 = mH + khy + khy # 0, is stable, as
u — +00, if and only if H(k —m) > 0 and it is unstable, as v — 400, if
and only if H(k —m) < 0.

(c) Let H > 0. For u — 400 the solutions are stable if k > m and unstable
if E < m, while for u — —oo they are stable if k < m and unstable if k > m.
(d) Let H < 0. For uw — 400 the solutions are stable if k < m and unstable
if k > m, while for uw — —oo they are stable if k > m and unstable if k < m

The case H = 0. For a completeness we consider the solutions with
H =0 and hq, hsy from , , where ky # ko, k1 > 1, kg > 1, ae > 0
and A is given by . We get

Sy = kihy + kohs = (ko — ky) (2ae(ky — 1) (ks — 1) (ky + ko — 2)) V2,
(5.16)

Here + is a sign parameter in (3.32)), (3.33]). By using our analysis presented
above we obtain that the solution with £ (ks — k1) > 0 is stable, as u — +oc.

This occurs if either ko > k; and the sign “+ 7 is selected in and
(3-33), or if ky < k; and the sign “—" is chosen. For the case £(ky— k1) <0
our solution is unstable, as u — 4o00. (Here we also assume the restriction
m > 1.) These conditions are reversed in case u — —o0.

6 Conclusions

We have studied the D-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (EGB) model
with the A-term and two non-zero constants a; and «y. By dealing with
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diagonal cosmological type metrics, we have considered a class of solutions
with exponential dependence of three scale factors (upon u-variable) for any
a = ay/a; # 0, signature parameter ¢ = +1 and generic dimensionless
parameter Aa.

More precisely speaking we have described a class of cosmological type
solutions with exponential dependence of three scale factors, governed by
three non-coinciding Hubble-like parameters H, h; and hy. These parameters
correspond, respectively, to factor spaces of dimensions m > 1, k; > 1 and
ke > 1 (D =1+ m+ ki + ko), and obey the following restriction S; =
mH + kihy + kshy # 0. We have analyzed two cases: i) m < k; < kg and
ii) 1 < k; = ko = k # m. This choice does not restrict the generality, since,
as it was shown, there are no solutions under consideration for k1 = ky =
m.) It was shown that the solutions exist only if, A = oA > 0 and the
(dimensionless) parameter A obeys certain restrictions, e.g. upper and lower
bounds for H # 0, which depend upon dimensions m, k; and ko (Proposition
1). In the case ii) we have presented explicit solutions for all & > 1 and
k # m ( Proposition 2).

By using Chirkov-Pavluchenko-Toporensky splitting trick from Ref. [17]
we have reduced the problem for H # 0 to master equation on the dimen-
sionless variable x; = hy/H. This equation is of fourth order (in generic
case) or less (depending on ), and may be solved in radicals for all m > 1,
ki > 1, ko > 1 and A. The master equation does not depend upon the signa-
ture parameter ¢ = +1 which is only controlling the sign of a according to
inequality ae > 0. Due to bounds obtained A = A > 0. (This is valid also
for H = 0). Hence the solutions under consideration do exist if Ae > 0, i.e.
when A > 0 in cosmological case (¢ = 1) and A < 0 in static case (¢ = —1).
Here there are no solutions under considerations for A = 0 - contrary to the
case of two factor spaces [29] 32].

Here we have analyzed the stability of solutions as u — £o0 in a class
of cosmological type solutions with diagonal metrics. In both cases ((i) and
(i) for H # 0 the “islands” of stability and instability were singled out.
(The case H = 0 was also analysed.) We have shown that in the case i) the
solutions with H > 0 are stable as u — oo for zy = hy/H > X4 = 122:221 and
unstable as u — oo for 27 < X, (see Proposition 3). These conditions should
be reversed when we consider the case H > 0, u — —oo or we deal with
H < 0, u — 400 (see Proposition 3). It was proved that in the case ii) the
solutions with H > 0 are stable as u — oo for £ > m and unstable as u — oo
for k < m (see Proposition 4). For given choice of asymptotic u — +oo the
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stability condition for H < 0 is equivalent to instability conditions for H > 0
and vice versa.

We have also found that the solution with H = 0 exists only for k; # ko,
ae > 0 and fixed value of eA > 0 depending upon k; and k,. Here we
have two opposite in sign solutions for (hy, hy) with one solution being stable
(u — t00) and the second one - unstable depending upon the sign of ki — k.

Some cosmological applications of the model (¢ = 1), e.g. in context
of variation of gravitational constant, where considered in Refs. [33, 34} [1].
For static case (¢ = —1) possible applications of the obtained solutions may
be a subject of a further research, aimed at a search of topological black
hole solutions (with flat horizon) or wormhole solutions which are coinciding
asymptotically (for (u — £o0)) with our solutions.
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